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The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 994 add the following : 
“For the support and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including payment 
of employés, $40,000.”” 
Mr. JAMES. This is the same amount appropriated in the last ap- 
ropriation bill, and the amount asked for in the estimates, but which 
fon been left out, and nothing has been appropriated in this bill. 
Mr. RYAN. They do not wantit. I do not think we ought to in- 
crease the appropriation for the Navajo Indians, a tribe quite willing 


upon this bill in the form proposed here 


If there is any special aid 
we can extend to them I would be glad to know what it is, and will vote 


| in that direction. Iam one of the last to vote against an appropriation 


and able to support themselves without any additional appropriation. | 


Mr. JAMES. There is no appropriation made for them at all. 

Mr. RYAN. They are supporting and maintaining themselves and 
getting along well. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that to be true, and if it be true why 
should we give them an appropriation which they do not ask? Is it 
not true that when you give to a tribe of Indians, or indeed to any 
people in the world, large charitable contributions you only demoralize 
them by rendering them incapable of taking care of themselves and 
making progress in the arts of civilized life? 

Mr. JAMES. It seemed to be necessary in the judgment of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the committee at the last session of Con- 
gress to insert a paragraph into the bill making asimilar appropriation. 
It was the opinion of the gentleman having charge of the bill at that 
time that the Navajo Indians were entitled to something. , I have 
merely moved to insert the same amount. 

Mr. KEIFER. What for? 

Mr. JAMES. For purposes of civilization—educational purposes. 

Mr. KEIFER. They have neverasked anything for food or clothing. 

Mr. RYAN. Let us have a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RYAN. That is what I supposed. It is for the support and 
civilization of a tribe of Indians which has been supporting itself in 
the past. I think it bad policy for the Government to commence sup- 


own resources. If we commence supporting these Indians we will soon 
have to support them altogether. They will soon begin to lean on the 
Government for support, whereas heretofore they have been taught to 
lean on themselves, and have done it successfully. 
good policy to adopt the amendment. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Do we owe them anything ? 
Mr. RYAN. No; we do not owe them anything. Of course my 


friend does not offer this amendment to carry out any treaty stipula- | 


tion; it is merely a gratuity. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Was anything appropriated last year? 

Mr. JAMES. Did they not have $40,000 last year? 

Mr. RYAN. I do not remember. 

Mr. CHACE. Yes; it is in the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. RYAN. What isit for? Is the gentleman proposing to read 
from the bill? 

Mr. CHACE. No; from the estimates. Hereitis. The estimates 
say: ‘‘For the supportand civilization of the Navajo Indians, including 
employés, last year, $40,000.” 

Mr. KEIFER. What was it for? 

Mr. RYAN. I think that was for a special purpose. 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes; for irrigating purposes. 

Mr. RYAN. It was to enable them to do some irrigation for the 
purpose of carrying on their farming operations. 

Mr. ELLIS. As well as for the purchase of stock. 


Mr. RYAN. Yes; also for the purchase of some stock. I wish to 


say also that the appropriation provided last year was out of some funds | 


of their own in the Treasury of the United States, and it was appropri- 
ated at their own solicitation. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
gentleman from Kansas that my recollection is that these Indians have 
in no instance asked anything toward their support. They are the 
model Indian tribe of the West; they are an example for all the others, 
and as long as they can maintain themselves as they have been doing 


in the past we ought not to give them anything. But we ought to do | 


everything we can to protect them in their reservation. 


Last year we put in the appropriation the sum of $5,000, which was | 


specially set apart to survey the boundaries of their reservation, so as 
to define them in such a way as to cut off encroaching settlers. 

They also said they wanted out of their own funds a sum appropri- 
ated to enable them to build a dam across a cafion, so they might col- 
lect water and use it in the proper season of the year by irrigation for 
agricultural purposes. 

They have vast herds of sheep. They live on mutton largely, and 
if they are not encroached upon they are going to be a rich tribe of In- 
dians. They make what is known as the Narujo blankets, which are 
sold at the highest price in the markets. Any person would be glad 
to get one. My friend near me says he paid $20 for one. 

A MemBeR. Fifty dollars. 

Mr. KEIFER. Fifty dollars he says he paid for one. They are 
equal to maintaining themselves, and I do not wish this appropriation 
put upon this bill in that form. These are people who are proud to be 
able to maintain themselves, and I do not want this appropriation put 
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I do not think it | 


I only wish to add to what has been stated by the | 


} 





that is needed for any Indian tribe. But the Navajo Indians may be 
held up before all of the other Indians as a model tribe in being able 
to take care of themselves, and I hope no such provision as this will be 
adopted. Many of that tribe, I may say, go into the white settlements, 
work for the settlers, earn money, and Iam told that they are quite 
provident with it. 

The amendment of Mr. JAMES was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of Joseph's band of Nez Pereé Indians, $18,000 


Mr. JAMES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk to 
provide for the removal of these Indians. They are now in the Indian 
Territory but are to be removed. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 996 insert “and for their removal to Idaho, $10,000 ;"’ tn all, $28,000, 


Mr. ELLIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York if 
that is recommended by the Department? 

Mr. JAMES. Ithink so. I have not the recommendation before 
me, but my impression is that it has been recommended. 

Mr. ELLIS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. JAMES. I have communicated with the Indian Office by tele- 
phone with the gentleman in charge of this bill, who informs me that 
they are to be removed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That was a provision in the appropriation bil! of 
last year. 

Mr. JAMES. They have not yet been removed. 

Mr. ELLIS. I make the point of order against the amendment that 


: : . : ; : : u y it is new legislation. 
porting a tribe of Indians which has hitherto relied successfully on its | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Transportation of Indian supplies: For this amount, for necessary expenses 
of transportation of such goads, provisions, and other articles for the various 
tribes of Indians provided for by this act, including pay and expenses of trans- 
portation agents, $275,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk, to come in after line 1120. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For an emergency fund to be applied in case of necessity, for the relief of ex- 
traordinary cases of distress among the Indian tribes, and to be expended under 


| the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in his discretion, $50,000 


Mr. ELLIS. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan desire to be 
heard upon the point of order ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not know, sir, but that the amendment may 
be amenable to the point of order if it be insisted upon. But we have 
had numerous examples for two years in succession of very grave dis- 
asters which have taken place, resulting in many deaths from unfore- 
seen emergencies for which no fund was applicable. I trust that the 
point of order may be withdrawn so that we may consider the advisa- 
bility of some such provision as that contemplated in the am@ndment. 

For my own part I am willing to trust the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Indian Department in the application of said fund. It seems 
to be in the highest degree desirable that there should be reposed some- 
where under some authority a small, a moderate fund, to be applied in 
vases of unforeseen emergencies to alleviate distress and prevent disaster. 
Such cases may arise at any time, and there should be some provision 
against them. 

I will not detain the committee, but I trust the point of order will 
be withdrawn so that we may consider the amendment upon its menits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It is a good amendment for all that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the balance of the amount of $1,250 appropriated, in the act making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies for the fiscal year 1884 and prior years, to pay 
the expenses of the delegates representing the Eastern Band of Cherokee In- 
dians while in Washington attending to the business of the band or tribe during 
the year 1884, and not expended for such purpose, is hereby authorized to be 
used to pay the expenses of said delegation, including traveling expenses to and 
from Washington, during the year 1885. 

Mr.VANCE. Mr.Chairman, [offer an amendment to this paragraph 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 1134: 

“That the sum of $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury to the credit of 
the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians for the purpose of paying the services 
and expenses of former delegates of said Eastern band of Cherokees who have 
visited the city of Washington on business of the band, and to pay debts of the 
band: Provided, That no portion of said appropriation shal! be paid for the debts 
of said band or expenses of delegates until the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior shall approve the same.”’ 


Mr. VANCE. I presume there is no objection to this amendment. 
It only makes provision for the payment of the debts of this band of 
Indians out of their own fund, and it is very necessary that this pro- 
vision should be made for the benefit of the Indians. They have quite 
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a boundary of land, and the taxes have not been paid in some instan- 
ces, and the lands have been levied upon. The Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs approve of this appropria- 
tion, and it is necessary for the comfort and protection of the North 
Carolina Cherokees that this provision should be made. 

Mr. RYAN. Iam hardly prepared to say whether it is right or not. 
I think the gentleman from North Carolina ought to have presented it 
to the committee and had it carefully considered. 

Chis is to pay some expenses created by persons who have assumed 
to be or were in fact delegates visiting the city of Washington in the 
interest of that tribe at some time heretofore. There has been some 
controversy as to who were the proper delegates. 
by some representatives of that tribe here in the city that their.delegates 
heretofore have been self-constituted delegates, and did not represent 
the tribe. In view of the uncertainty concerning this matter, I doubt 
the propriety of adopting the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I will say for the information of the gentleman from 
Kansas ther@is no doubt about this matter. It has been thoroughly 
investigated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It has been 


known to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the | 


Interior for several years that agents and delegates were sent here from 
the North Carolina Cherokees, duly accredited on the part of the an- 
nual meeting of the council of the band. Each year the council holds 
a meeting, andthey have sent year after year their delegates, who have 
never been paid. The present delegation has been paid, or the provis- 
ion has been made for the payment of those that are now in the city. 
It is a matter of vital importance to these Indians. Here is the letter 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which if gentlemen desire it I will 
have read, stating thisisnecessary. Iassure my friend from Kansas there 
is no doubt at all about the matter. It is entirely satisfactory. And 
I call his attention to the fact that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior have to pass upon every claim before 
it is paid 

Mr. ELLIS. 
think it can not be objected to. 

Mr. RYAN. Is it approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS. And is the money to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; I have just stated that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay to Franz and Charles 
Huning, out of any funds belonging to the Navajo Indians, $6,000; the same be- 
ing e claim for damages caused by depredations of said Indians, and examined, 
approved, and reported to Congress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I wish to inquire if this claim has been 
acted on by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and recommended by 
them. 

Mr. ELLIS. Every one of these claims has been examined and ap- 
proved @ the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For support and education of one hundred and twenty Indian pupils at the 
school at Hampton, Va., $19,000. 

Mr. LYMAN. I offer the amendent which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 1224 and 1225 strike out “‘ $19,000” and insert “‘ $20,040.”" 


Mr. LYMAN. This amendment is offered to correct what appears 
to be a clerical error. 

Mr. RYAN. I suppose there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. ELLIS. The amendment is right. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MANZANARES. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1225 insert the following : 


‘* For the purpose of establishing an industrial school for the education of In- 
dian youth and the erection of the necessary buildings at Santa Fé, N. Mex., 


$25,000."" 

Mr. MANZANARES. Mr. Chairman, my experience and knowledge 
of this Indian question is that if the Government will more liberally 
extend educational facilities to the Indians, employ the best and most 
practical civilizing agencies, and in the proportion of these increased 
facilities for their civilization curtail their rations and other annuities, 
which only tend to make them indolent and depraved, and instead as- 
sign them a sufficiency of lands and teach them and compel them to 
work and earn their own livelihood, I believe that in a very short 
time by adopting this policy the Indians will become self-supporting, 
and ata not much longer period they will become useful citizens of our 
country. Therefore I advocate the increase of appropriation for the ed- 
ucation and civilization of the Indians and the curtailing of their ra- 


If the provision is carefully guarded in that way, I | 
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civilizing them, I would refer you to the present cendition of the Pueblo 
Indians, of New Mexico, whom the Spaniards taught to work, partially 
educated, and subjected them to live in towns, and are to-day self-sup- 
porting, thriving, industrious, and a law-abiding people. 

There are in New Mexico, outside of what may be termed the wild 
tribes of Indians, some fifteen pueblos or Indian towns or communi- 
ties within a radius of fifty miles from the city of Santa Fé. The chil- 
dren of the pueblos, as well as those of the wild tribes, could avail 
themselves of the benefits to be derived from such an institution if es- 
tablished. In this connection I will state, for the information of Con- 
gress, that the people of the city of Santa Fé have already assigned and 
donated twelve acres of excellent land for the building of such institu- 
tion, and its establishment has been recommended by the Indian Bu- 
reau; and I hope the committee will grant me this small appropria- 


| tion for such a commendable object. 


Mr. ELLIS. I believe that this appropriation should be made. I 
believe that $25,000 could not be better expended than on a school at 
Sante Fé. You will reach the Pueblos of New Mexico, and you will 
also reach the Navajoes, both of which tribes are self-supporting, both 
of which are industrious, both of which only wait to be taught to 
work. The city of Santa Fé, as my friend from New Mexico says, has 
already dedicated twelve acres of land in the heart of the city for this 
purpose. There is already a school, and it is the earnest desire of those 
people to incorporate this Indian industrial feature into the school al- 
ready established. I believe it would be money well expended, and 
support the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For payment, out of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for support 
of schools for the year 1884, to the Indian industrial school for boys onthe Flat- 
head Indian reservation, for clothing, subsisting, maintaining, and educating 
twenty Indian pupils in excess of the number provided for by contract with the 


Indian Department, during the twelve months beginning July 1, 1888, and end- 
ing June 30, 1884, $2,000. 


Mr. ELLIS. The Committee on Appropriations have instructed me 
to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 1247 insert as follows: 

‘* For payment, out of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for support 
of schools for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, to Lincoln Institution, Phila- 
delphia, for the education, support, and transportation of thirty-four pupils in 
excess of the number cared for at that institution under written authority from 
the Interior Department during the quarter ending June 30, 1884, $1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For transportation of children to and from Indian schools, and also for the 
transportation of Indian children from all the Indian schools, and placing of 
them, with the consent of their parents, under the care and control of such suit- 
able white families as may in all respects be qualified to give such children moral, 


industrial, and educational training, under arrangements in which their proper 
care, support, and education shall be in exchange for their labor, $25,000. 


Mr. ELLIS. The Committee on Appropriations direct me to offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 1266, 1267, and 1271, strike out the word “ children,” and in lieu thereof 
insert the word “ pupils.”’ 

Mr. ELLIS. This amendments made necessary because the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury refused to pay for certain Indians that were 
a little above children as regards age. The paragraph is made to in- 
clude all pupils taken care of at these schools. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I offer the following amendment: 

After line 1274 insert: 

“To enable the Indian Bureau to pay wages to students of the several indus- 
trial {ndian schools for labor performed at such schools, under such regulations 
as may be established by the Indian Bureau, for the purpose of encouraging 
habits of industry and labor, $10,000." 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I make the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas to withhold 
his point of order for a moment. 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. 

I want to save it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in educating 
these Indians the primary object in view should be to fit them for ul- 
timate self-support, and that above and beyond every other consider- 
ation should be the inculcation of habits of labor and industry which 
will enable them when they go out from school to gain a livelihood for 
themselves in life’s pursuits. In connection with most of these indus- 
trial schools for the Indians there are greater or less tracts uf land for 
farming purposes. 

On page 4 of the report of the superintendent of Indian schools he states 
that some dissatisfaction arose at the Indian school in Kansas among the 
older boys because the superintendent did not pay them. for working, 
which he was prevented from doing by the act making the appropria- 
tion. This dissatisfaction caused some of the boys té leave without per- 
mission and return to their homes. Those who returned to the Chey- 


I will withhold it, Mr. Chairman, but 


tions, which act alone would compel them to work, and in this way | ennes and Arapahoes were collected together and sent back under police 
gradually become self-sustaining. As an illnstration of this plan of | escort by the agent. I cite this instance simply as an illnstration of the 























1885. 





j 
| 


importance of the object I aim at, which is to provide that the superin- 
tendent of the schools may, under proper regulations and under proper 
circumstances, encourage habits of labor and industry among the Indians 
by offeringthem rewards. We want to teach the Indians aboveall things 
to become property-holders and to take care of the property they may | 
acquire. In order that we may commence at the foundation with the 
youth who are now being educated at these schools, | think it would 
be most desirable that they should be encouraged to habits of industry 
by receiving remuneration fortheirlabor. I believe that $10,000 could 
not be more wisely expended than in the manner proposed by this 
amendment. I hope, therefore, that the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
ROGERS] will withdraw his point of order and let a vote be taken on 
the amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I must insist on the | 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I send | 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


After line 1274 insert : 

‘Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed to re- 
imburse the Miami Indians of Kansas for the amount of money improperly taken | 
from said Indians and paid to other Indians, in violation of the treaties of 1854 | 
and 1858; including attorneys’ fees necessarily paid.” 

; 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I do not know anything 
about this proposition, but I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I will explain the amendment very 
briefly. I hope that the gentleman from Arkansas will not object to | 
giving back to these Indians what properly belongs to them; and that 
is all that this amendment proposes. By the treaties of 1854 and 1858 
certain lands were ceded to the United States upon condition that cer- 
tain moneys were to be paid to these Indians, and the stipulation in the 
treaty provided that only those Indians named in the treaty should par- 
ticipate. In violation of that treaty other Indians were put on the 
rolls, and money was paid to them for five orsix years. The Secretary 
of the Interior discovered that this money was improperly paid to the 
other Indians and dropped them from the rolls; but these Indians were 
never reimbursed the amounts that had been improperly paid out of 
their funds to those other Indians. Now, if the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior does not find that this money is due to these Indians he is not to 
pay it. If he does find it due it ought to be paid, as I am sure every 
man on this floor will admit. That is all there is in this amendment. 

Mr. ELLIS. Is there anything from the Department upon the sub- 





ject? 


Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir; it is purely a matter for Department decis- 
ion; and if the Department does not find that this money is due to 
these Indians, then they are not to have a cent of it. 

Mr. ELLIS. But has the Department asked that this appropriation 
should be made ? 

Mr. STEELE. It did at the last session. I do not know just what 
the amount is, but whatever amount the Secretary of the Interior shall 
find to be due is.all that is asked. I hope there will be no objection 
to an amendment of this character. 

Mr. ELLIS. If the gentleman will modify his amendment so as to 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to report all the facts to the House, 
or to Congress, on or before the next session, I shall not object. But 
the amendment as it stands is too indefinite. I do not know what 
money is involved—I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. STEELE. The amendment specifies moneys improperly paid 
= the amount granted to these Indians by the treaties of 1854 and 
Mr. ELLIS. Who is to pay it? Out of what fund is it to come ? 

Mr. STEELE. Out of the contingent fund of the Treasury Depart- 
— suppose—out of ‘‘any other moneys not otherwise appropri- 


Mr. ELLIS. I regret that the amendment is too vague in its terms 
and I am too unfamiliar with the subject to permit me to assent to it. 

Mr.STEELE. The treaty of 1854 provided that these Indians should 
have an annuity up to the year 1880; and no Indians not included in 
the treaty were to participate in that annuity. Butin violation of that 
provision, other Indians were put on the roll and did participate for 
five or six years. The Secretary of the Interior, upon discovering that 
these persons were improperly on the roll, dropped them; but these 
Indians properly entitled to the annuity have never been reimbursed 
for the money thus diverted from them, 

Under this amendment, if the Secretary of the Interior does not find 
the facts to be as I state them, does not find,that these Indians are 
entitled to the money, nothing will come of tnis amendment. 


hil I hope 
the gentleman from Louisiana will permit the amendment 


to be 


r. ELLIS. Iam willing to withdraw the point if the gentleman 
will consent to modify the amendment so as merely to require the Sec- 


retary of the Interior to report all the facts to Congress at its next 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I do not know that I apprehend pre- 
cisely the amendment; but as I understood it it involves an expenditure 
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to be made before the next meeting of Congress. The moditicatio 
gested by the gentleman from Louisiana would, as I understand 
quire the Secretary of the Interior to report the matter back to Con 
gress so that an appropriation may be made next yeat 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir; to report all the facts 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I have no objection to that; but I do 
object to making any appropriation now in the absence of specitic and 
definite information. 

Mr.STEELE. I will modify my amendment as the gentleman trom 
Louisiana suggests, so as to provide that the Secretary of the Interior 
be requested to report back—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will please submit 
his amendment in writing. 

Mr. ELLIS. I trust that by unanimous consent the Clerk may go 
on with the readik& of the bill; we can recur to this matter when the 


| gentleman has completed the modification of the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that arrangement will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8. That whoever shall furnish to any Indian, by barter, sale, gift, er ex 
change, any gun, rifle, pistol, or ammunition or munitions of war shail, upon 
conviction thereof, be fined not less than one hundred nor more than one thou 
sand dollars, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than two 
years: Provided, That this provision shall not apply to the civilized tribes of the 


| Indian Territory ; and that the Secretary of the Interior may issue such permits 


to Indians for the purchase of arms and ammunition for sporting purposes as he 
may deem proper: And provided further, That the President of the United States 


| may, in his diseretion, disarm such Indians as in his judgment may seem best to 


preserve peace and prevent depredations. All armsthustaken shall be received 
by the Secretary of War, who shall report all arms received by him, from what 
tribe taken, and the just value of said arms; and Congress shall appropriate the 
requisite funds to pay for all arms taken, and said sum shall! be paid to said tribe, 
and, as near as may be, to the original owners of said arms, or their heiry 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. This section in line 7 speaks of ** the 
civilized tribes of the Indian Territory.’’ I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Louisiana whether this phraseology is designed to 
embrace simply the five civilized tribes. If so, 1 think that in order 
to avoid any question of construction, the word ‘‘five’’ should be in 
serted. I move that amendment. 

Mr. RYAN. I suggest to my colleague on the committee [Mr 
ELLIS] that this amendment is proper. 

Mr. ELLIS. I think it is right. I supposed the word was already 
in. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I move then to insert before the word 
‘* civilized,’’ in line 7, the word “‘five.’* 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 9. That section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
is hereby, amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 

** Sec. 2139. Noardent spirits shall be introduced, under any pretense, into the 
Indian country. Every person who sells, exchanges, gives, barters, or disposes 
of any spirituous liquors or wine to any Indian under the charge of any Indian 
superintendent or agent, or introduces or attempts to introduce any spirituous 
liquor or wine into the Indian country, shall be punishable by imprisonment 
for not less than six months nor more than two years, and by a fine of not less 
than $50 nor more than $1,000; but it shall be a sufficient defense to any charge 
of introducing or attempting to introduce liquor into the Indian country thatthe 
acts charged were done by order of or under authority from the War Depart- 
ment, or any officer duly authorized thereunto by the War Department; but no 
part of this section or of section 2140 of the Revised Statutes shall be a bar to the 
prosecution of any officer, soldier, sutler, or storekeeper, attaché, or employé of 
the Army of the United States who shall barter, donate, or furnish in any man- 
ner whatsoever liquors, wines, beer, or any intoxicating beverage whatsover to 


any Indian.” 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I move to amend the section just read 
by striking out in line 11 the words ‘‘ less than six months nor,’’ and 
in line 12 the words ‘‘less than $50 nor;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: ‘‘Shall be punishable by imprisonment for not more than two 
years and by a fine of not more than $1,000.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the time of the committee very briefly 
on this amendment. I had hoped, after the illustrations which I en- 
deavored to give yesterday on this subject, the propriety of this amend- 
ment would at once appear to the committee, and no argument in its 
support would be necessary. There are some facts which I desire to 
impress upon the minds of members. It seemed not to be understood 
yesterday by some gentlemen that under the Revised Statutes, as they 
now stand, the mere introduction of liquor into the Indian country is 
an offense. 

By express provision the introduction, or attempted introduction, as 
well as the sale of liquor in the Indian country, to an Indian, is made 
a distinct offense. I wish it plainly understood that,so far as I am 
concerned, I do not object to that provision of the statutes. I believe, 
with the Committee om Appropriations, that it is a proper prohibition. 
I wish it further understood that I do not object to the maximum pen- 
alty; I do not care how high the punishment may be fixed. But I in- 
sist that there should be no minimum penalty provided by law, be 
cause, as I undertook toillustrate yesterday, there must occur in various 
ways technical violations of the statute; and we can safely trust to the 
wisdom, the sound judgment, and the experience of the Federal judi- 
ciary to graduate the penalty under the law to the nature and character 
of the offense as developed on the trial. Under the United States 
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sta‘ute every man is a witness, all parties are witnesses. In this way, | 
and with the assistance of the testimony, the judge can always get at | 
the substantial facts in every case. I say it is safer and wiser and bet- 
ter, i: view of this fact, to leave the graduation of the penalty to the 
judge presiding, as is now the law. 

There are one or two provisions of the law which are an improvement 
on the law as it originally stood. I sanction them because they tend | 
to close down tighter the gates against the introduction of whisky or | 
liquor of any description into the Indian Territory. I approve of all 
of them. I make no apologies for parties who intentionally introduce | 
whisky into the Indian Territory. What I do advocate is that we shall 
exercise some humanity, and when we come to punish parties who un- 
intentionally have violated the law, I say in this regard we can safely 
refer that question to the wisdom, the justice, and the sound discretion 
and vast experience of the Federal judiciary. That is all I contend for. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gemtleman tell us*how#they can uninten- 
tionally Violate the law? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. That is precisely what I undertook to 
state yesterday, and I gaveseveral illustrations. My friend from Texas 
who sits in my rear, and who knows personally what I am about to 
state, will not dissent from the statementsI make. The line dividing 
the Indian Territory from the State of Arkansas runs along parallel for 
perhaps one hundred miles with the great highway or thoroughfare over 
which emigration passes into Texas and returns to the State of Missouri 
and to the States farther east. At one or more places this public road 
crosses the Territory’s line. Take an Illinois or Missouri emigrant en 
route to Texas over thisthoroughfare. He does not know, can not know, 
when he will cross the line. Ifby accident he should cross the line with 
a pintof liquor, purely for his own use, he violates this statute. But if 
he knew the Territory line, perhaps he never heard of this law. But it 
makes no difference that he did not know when he entered the Territory 
or that he was ignorant of the existence of thislaw; he is, nevertheless, 
under the uniform rulings of the courts, guilty. The moment they cross 
the line of the Indian Territory they are subjected to the penalty under 
this statute, if it becomes the law. This law says this emigrant who 
unintentionally, unknowingly, unwittingly violates this law, who is 
as innocent as the unborn child, shall be put in jail for six months and 
have imposed upon him a fine of $50; for that isthe minimum of pun- 
ishment provided. 

Mr. KEIFER. Has any one been prosecuted under such a condition 
of facts? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I stand here to bear testimony to in- 
finitely worse cases. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I will give the gentleman even a stronger 
case than that, if he pleases. Some ten or twelve years ago the United 
States deputy marshal, who, under the law as it then stood, was entitled 
to one-half the proceeds of property confiscated when used in introducing 
liquor in that country, contrived to have whisky put into a wagon of a 
man who drove on into the Indian Territory with his wagon containing 
the whisky without having any knowledge of that fact. This man, as I 
heard the case, was arrested, his property confiscated, although uninten- 
tionally and unknowingly and unwittingly carrying this whisky into the 
Indian Territory. But under this provision he would also be put into 
jail for six months and fined $50. They do not inquire into the intent, 
or go beyond the act of introduction. They hold the act itself of intro- 
ducing it constitutes the offense. That has been the uniform decision 
of the court for the last fifteen years, from my personal knowledge. 

Mr. ELLIS. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas to 
submit an amendment covering that point. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Why not let the court have the con- 
trol of the graduation of the penalty in that country. And I say with 
much deference to them they are sometimes too rigid in the enforce- 
ment of the penalty against these parties. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not think it too much. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. But gentlemen who know more of these 
things than my friend from Louisiana will differ with him on questions 
of this sort. But we need not get up any difference on that point. If 
the judge discharges his duty, imposing two years’ imprisonment and 
$1,000 fine on any one who is intentionally guilty, is not that sufficient 
under the law? Can not we trust our judges? Sir, nocomplaint comes 
of the judge of the western district of Arkansas, who presides over the 
court there, that he is not rigid enough in the enforcementof the stat- 
ute. To fix the penalty upon the ground that our judiciary will not 
impose sufficient penalty for the offense, is to doubt their integrity or 
their capacity to discharge the duty which they are called upon to dis- 
charge. 

Mr. LONG. I should doubt their capacity if they found a man 
guilty under the circumstances suggested by the gentleman. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Wasthe man convictedin the case where the whisky 
was concealed in his wagon and it was carried into the Indian Terri- 
tory without his knowledge? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. That is my recollection. I know—I 
am positive I know—that this very case was developed in the courts at 
that time. I may be in error as to its final disposition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can understand about a question of fact in the 
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case where some one might have sworn or tried to prove the man did 
not know he had it in his wagon, but under the idea that any vourt 
held, under the facts as stated, and then imposed a fine and imprison- 
ment, we have a right to doubt the capacity and every other attribute 
of the judge. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas.* I gather the distinction you make. The 
facts I have stated may have been developed, and yet the finding have 
been otherwise. But even in the case put, if the judge had doubts and 
did not choose to set aside the verdict he would have no discretion as 
to the punishment. But I put this extreme case to illustrate, simply. 
It would not likely occur again or often under any condition of things: 

But, unfortunately, my friend fails to make one distinction which is 
very clear. Let me illustrate it now: We have a statute in our State, 
and I apprehend that it will be found generally throughout the States, 
a statute prohibiting the selling of liqvor to minors, if you please. Well, 
& man goes into an establishment licensed to sell liquor and is willing 
to make oath that he is of legal age. His friends stand by and say that he 
is of age. The beard has grown upon his face and he has every appear- 
ance of being a man in the legal sense of the word, and the liquor is 
sold to him; but the courts hold that the man who sells him liquor does 
it at his peril notwithstanding the assurances of himself and friends 
and the appearances in his favor. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. The courts of Pennsylvania do not 
so hold. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Ourcourts so hold and have always so 
held. They hold the same with reference to the solemnization of the 
rites of matrimony. The law prohibits thesolemnization of matrimony 
between minors without express consent of parentsorguardians. A min- 
ister of the gospel may avail himself of all the safeguards which he can 
to assure himself that a couple who present themselves before him are 
of the age required by the law. Butit makes no difference; he marries 
them at his peril; and if it shall afterward appear that they were not of 
legal age he is amenable to the penalties provided by the statute. He 
performs the act at his own risk and must endure the consequences. 
So it is with this statute. It is not the intent that constitutes the 
offense, but it is the simple introduction of the liquor, regardless of the 
object or intent, that constitutes the offense. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But in the case stated it was not a question of in- 
tent but a question of guilty knowledge. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. But that does not alter the case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You cited a case where a man carried this whisky 
in his wagon in ignorance of the fact that it was there. You illustrate 
your point by stating that it was put surreptitiously into his wagon 
and without his knowledge. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I gave also acase where an immigrant, 
if you please, traveling along the borders between the Indian Territory 
and the State with liquor in his wagon, shall, without knowing it, cross 
into the Indian Territory, or without any knowledge of the existence 
of anintercourselaw. Thereguilty knowledgeisaisoinvolved. In that 
case he neither intended any wrong nor knew that he was in the Terri- 
tory. And yet heis as guilty under the law—not morally, it is true—as 
if he had intended the one and known the other. He may have no 
knowledge of the State line; he may not be aware of the point where 
the road crosses into the Indian Territory; but the moment he passes 
the line he subjects himself to the penalty. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I should like to have the indulgence of 
the committee for a moment longer. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, this proposition has already been dis- 
cussed at the opening of the debate on this bill for forty minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I simply want toadd a single sentence, 
if the gentleman from Louisiana will yield to me for a moment; not on 
this particular subject. 

Mr. BA&LIS. Very well. 

Mr. ERS, of Arkansas. In justice to myself, and in justice to 
the court as now organized, I wish to state that the extreme cases men- 
tioned did not occur in recent years, but in years gone by—twelve or fif- 
teen. That is all I wanted to say, except that I put the most extreme 
cases that I either knew or had heard mentioned, so that gentlemen 
may see the force of the point I make. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What provision would the gentleman from 
Arkansas insert ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I would strike out the minimum 
‘penalty and let the maximum remain. 

Mr. ELLIS. If the gentleman from Arkansas will propose an amend- 
ment which looks to cure the evil of which he speaks, I will cerdially 
co-operate with him; but I shall oppose striking out the minimum 
punishment inflicted by this provision. 

It is easy, sir, for us tosay amend this bill so as to require evidence 
of guilty intent on the part of the man who crossed the borders of, ge 
Indian Territory for the purpose of selling or bartering liquor to the 
Indians. I say it is easy to make that assertion, but how will you ap- 
ply the remedy? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. ELLIS. Let me continue fora moment. If the gentleman 
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will say ‘‘no ardent spirits shall be introduced, under any pretense, into | 
the Indian country for sale or gift or barter to any Indian,’’ that, I take | 
it, will cure the defect of which he speaks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the purpose of sale, gift, or barter. 

Mr. ELLIS. For any such purpose; either gift, barter, or sale, to the 
Indians. But this minimum punishment should stand. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. In what line does the gentleman sug- | 
gest the amendment? 
Mr. ELLIS. I would suggest, if the gentleman wishes to incorpo- 

rate it, that it should go in line 5, section 2139. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That will do, I think. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Iask the gentleman to repeat the amend- 
ment again. 

Mr. ELLIS. ‘‘ Noardent spirits shall be introduced, under any pre- 
tense, into the Indian Territory for sale, or gift, or barter to any In- 
dian.’’ That, I think, will cure the evil the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a 
moment. I desire to come to the point at issue here. 

I am only anxious to place this amendment in suchashape that there 
can be no misconstruction of the law. But I will say to the gentleman 
from Louisiana that amendment goes further than I am willing to go. 

Mr. ELLIS. There is no intention, of course, to keep it out of Ar- 
kansas. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I hope my friend willallow a suggestion. 

Mr. ELLIS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I did not hear, and hence did not ap- 
preciate, the gentleman’s humor; but the amendment suggested by 
him goes too far, and I think it would be a very unsafe one to adopt, 
because then the question of purpose is involved and there will arise 
all sorts of subterfuges, excuses, and pleas to be submitted to the juries, 
and the difficulty of enforcing the law greatly increased. It is a 
dangerous provision to insert; it would be very unsafe, in my judgment, 
and is certainly more than I waut or would support if offered by him. 

Better absolutely prohibit its introduction for all purposes, but leave 
the penalty to be fixed by the court, so that mere technical violations 
may be nominally punished, and flagrant cases to the extent of the law. 

Mr. ELLIS. Well, jury trials are always uncertain; but I have more 
respect for the intelligence of the juries that will be impaneled to try 
these cases than to believe they will turn any man loose to whom guilty 
knowledge can be traced. That ought to be required. Guilty knowl- 
edge is the soul of every offense. 

But I shall oppose taking away the minimum punishment provided 
here. The man who will deliberately sell to the Indians whisky when 
he knows theeffect is murder, depredation, lawlessness, undoing every- 
thing we are endeavoring to do by our civilizing agencies, can have no 
punishment too severe. What does it do with the civilized man? It 
makes a brute of him. What does it do with the savage but to make 
him a double, yea, tenfold savage? And, as I said the other day, it 
is useless to go on with these civilizing agencies, to be drafting on our 
Treasury for schools, missions, all the agencies by which we are trying 
to raise up the Indian and make a man of him, if you permit people to 
put that into his mouth which steals away his brains, which steals 
away his manhood, quenches the fire of whatever humanity may have 
been kindled there, and reduces him to the savage again. There is no 
punishment too severe for such an offense, and it should not be left to 
the discretion of lenient judges. I mean no reflection on the bench, 
but all our experience shows us there may be lenient judges who are 
perhaps a little influenced by the proceeds of such traffic. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman from Louisiana whether he has 
not made an argument, and a strong argument, why this section should 
not be amended at all but remain as it is? 

Mr. ELLIS. I believe the section should stand exactly as we have 
reported it. 

Mr. HENLEY. I desire to say in respect to this amendmen¢ that in 
the administration of the revenue laws of our country it hagijeen con- 
stantly held by our courts that the matter of intent cuts gure at 
all so far as the penal consequences that are in those laws are con- 
cerned. And I wish further to say that neither of the gentlemen who 
have spoken against this amendment seems to be read up or advised as 
to what is the tendency of the opinion, of the most advanced opinion, 
of modern jurists in respect to this question about prescribing procrus- 
tean limits, minimum limits, in regard to misdemeanors. 

Gentlemen will find that the amendment of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas is in the direction of the best considered opinion upon that ques- 
tion, and that is*that in regard to misdemeanors—and that is what we 
are dealing with in this bill—there should beno minimum punishment 
prescribed; that in regard to offenses which do not involve that high 
degree of turpitude, such as felonies, &e., more should be left to the 
discretion of the judge. And unless I“have niisread the authorities and 
wholly misconceived the tendency of modern and current thought upon 
this question, gentlemen in opposing this amendment are arraying them- 
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position in regard to this matter. I am in favor of the amendment. 
The question being taken on the amendmentoffered by Mr. RoGERs, 

of Arkansas, there were—ayes 36, noes 69. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. A quorum has not voted. 
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| which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill and joint reso- 
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selves against what, as I have said before, is the general modern dis- | 
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The CHAIRMAN. Aquorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELiis]} and 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] 

Thecommittee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 
102. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

MESSAGE tHE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and the Speaker took the chair 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in 
formed the House that the Senate had passed with amendments, in 
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lution of*the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between Stillwater 
and Taylor’s Falls, Minn.; and 

Joint resolutiof (Ff. Res. 288) authorizing the printing of 2,500 
extra copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4681) for the relief of Yost Harbaugh 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 181) to declare forfeiture of certain lands granied to 
aid in the construction of a railroad in Oregon; and 

A bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a commission 
by the President of the United States to run and mark the boundary 
line between a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas 
in connection with a similar commission to be appointed by the State 
of Texas. 


} 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILI 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. KEIFER. I inquire of the gentleman from Louisiana why in 
line 7 and also in line 9 of this section the word ‘‘ beer’ is omitted. I 
see it is used in line 22. If it isa mere omission I think it ought to 
be inserted. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then [suggest thatin line7, after the word ‘‘ liquors,”’ 
the word ‘‘ beer’’ be inserted; and also in line 9, and at line 14, before 
the word ‘“‘liquor,’’ I suggest that the word “‘intoxicating’’ be in- 
serted; and that in the same line, after the word “‘ liquor,’’ the words 
** beer or wine’’ should be inserted. 

Mr. ELLIS. I agree to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that in each place we adopt t 
language as in line 23: ‘‘ or any intoxicating beverage.’’ 

Mr. KEIFER. I haveno objection to using the more comprehensive 
word suggested by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I would suggest that the expression be 
used ‘‘spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors of any description.’’ 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the language used here is in harmony with 
that used in all our other statutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman from Ohio repeat his amend- 
ment, that the Clerk may get it accurately ? 

Mr. STEELE. While the gentleman from Ohio is perfecting bis 
amendment, I will offer an amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that 
when we are through with this we come back to the section last under 
consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Very well. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indi 
ana [Mr. STEELE], as follows: 

After line 1274 insert the following : 

“Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed to re 
port to Congress on or before December 6, 1885, the amount due the Miaini In 
dians of Indiana and Kansas for moneys due to said Indians and paid to other 


Indians in violation of the treaties of 1854 and 1858, including attorneys’ fees 
necessarily paid by said Indians.” 


Mr. ELLIS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order made some time ago in re 
lation to this amendment by the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. ELLIs} 
withdrawn ? 

Mr. ELLIS. It is withdrawn. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now return to the amend 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIrer], and the Cler| 
will read the amendment as perfected. 

Tue Clerk read as follows: 

In the seventh line of section 9, after the word “ liquors,”’ insert 
“beer;’’ strike out the word “or” thereafter; after the word “‘ wine 
words “ or any intoxicating beverage.’’ Then, in line 9, after the word “liquor,” 
insert the words “ or beer;"’ striking out thé word “ or” and inserting after the 


word ‘‘ wine,” in the same line, the words “ or any intoxicating beverage In 
line 14, after the word “ introduce,” insert the word “spirituous,” and after the 
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word “liquor” insert the words “beer, wine, or any intoxicating beverage ;’’ 


making it read: * Dispose of any spirituous liquors, beer, wine, or any intoxi- 
cating beverage to any Indian under the charge of any Indian superintendent 
or agent, orintroduces orattempts to introduce any spirituous liquor, beer, wine, 
or any intoxicating beverage into the Indian country,” &c. 

Also, * but it shall be a sufficient defense to any charge of introducing or at- 
tempting to introduce spirituous liquor, beer, wine, or any intoxicating bever- 
age into the Indian country,”’ &c. 

Mr. KEIFER, That is the amendment I propose, and I do not think 
there can be any objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to be inserted as an additional section of the bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Roc- 
ERS] desire to amend the section as it now stands? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then that amendment should be presented in 
mivance of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. CuTcHEON ]. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I desire to amend by inserting in line 
21, before the word “‘ barter,’’ the word ‘‘ knowingly ;’’ so that it shall 
read, ‘‘ who shall knowingly barter,’’ &c. 

Mr. Chairman, I state very frankly to the committee that I offer this 
amendment having some little doubt in regard to it. It will be ob- 
served that the last part of the section under consideration is new law. 
It will be understood that under the law as it now exists and under 
this law the Secretary of War very properly has the right to permit 
any of these liquors to be introduced into that country. As a matter 

of fact and in practice these liquors have been sold there at all the 
Army posts to soldiers and officers in the Army—lI do not mean uni- 
versally, but they have been sold there under certain prescribed rules 
and regulations with which Iam not familiar. There is, however, 
this fact in connection with the matter: the sutler in the sale of these 
articles is compelled, upon his peril, not to sell them to Indians. That 
is the case under the provisions of the law as it now stands, and under 
the regulations of the War Department as heretofore and still existing. 

Now, the question is this: In that Indian country you will find hun- 
dreds of men of whom you can not tell whether they have Indian blood 
in their veins or not; unless you know them you can not tell whether 
they are white men or Indians. Why, sir, the recent governor of the 
Chickasaw Nation was a man of a good deal fairer skin than many gen- 
tlemen who sit upon this floor. It is impossible for an Army officer or 
a sutler who goes out there a stranger to tell just how much Indian 
blood there is or may be in the veins of such a man; but if there is a 
drop, and his tribal relations are established, then this law becomes 
applicable to the sutler if he sells the man liquor. Now, the object of 
my amendment is to make him punishable in such a case only where 
he sells to an Indian knowingly. But, as I said awhile ago, I have some 
little doubt about the policy of the amendment, because it may possi- 
bly open the way to deception and subterfuge, and induce men to pre- 
tend that they did not know that the persons to whom they sold liquor 
were Indians, when in pointof factthey did know. Still, on the whole, 
I think it is wiser to put this amendment in the bill, because liquor is 
allowed to be taken out there and sold for medical purposes, under the 
Army regulations, and a mistake might occur and a sutler might be 
punished under the law as it now stands, when in fact he had not know- 
ingly committed any offense. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I must oppose this amendment. I do 
not think a sutler will have any difficulty in distinguishing Indians 
from other men, unless he is color-blind. [Laughter.] I want this 
law enacted, and I want the man who sells liquor out there to sell it 
at his peril; I want him to know beyond a doubt before he sells it that 
he is not selling to an Indian. I do not want any amendment intro- 
duced which will provide a subterfuge behind which any guilty party 
may shelter himself. The effect of this portion of the bill as reported 
is in the direction of humanity, in the direction of civilization. I feel 
that we should leave no stone unturned to suppress this traffic, and I 
must therefore oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend by adding to the bill, as a new 
section, the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


So. 10. That immediately upon and after the passage of this act all Indians 


within the pporanese of this act committing against the person or property of 


another Indian any of the following crimes, namely, murder, manslaughter, 
rape, assault with intent to kill, aggravated assault and battery, arson, burglary, 
and larceny, within any Territory of the United States, and either within or 
without an Indian reservation, shall be subject therefor to the laws of such Ter- 
ritory relating to said crimes, and shall be tried therefor in the same courts and 
in the same manner and not otherwise, and shall be subject to the same penal- 
ties as are all other persons charged with the commission of said crimes respect- 
ively. And the said courts are hereby given jurisdiction inall such cases. And 
all such Indians committing any of the above crimes against the person or prop- 
erty of another Indian within the boundaries of any State of the United States, 
and either within or without an Indian reservation, shall be subject to the same 
laws, tried in the same courts, and in the same manner, and subject to the same 
penalties as are all other persons committing any of the above crimes within 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States. And the Federal courts for the 
proper judicial district are hereby given jurisdiction in all such cases: And pro- 
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vided further, That from and after the passage of this act any Indian or Indians 
may hereafter prosecute in any court any civil action at law or equity in like 
manner as others are permitted todo. And in allactions in said courts Indians 
shall not be rejected as witnesses on account of their race or nation. 

Mr. ELLIS. I reserve a point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is not necessary for 
me to say that this amendment is in the direction of the thought of all 
who desire the advancement and civilization of the Indian tribes, It 
is recommended very strongly by the Secretary of the Interior in his 
annual report. I believe we all feel that an Indian, when he commits 
a crime, should be recognized as a criminal, and so treated under the 
laws of the land. I do not believe we shall ever succeed in civilizing 
the Indian race until we teach them regard for law, and show them 
that they are not only responsible to the law, but amenable to its pen- 
alties. 

I would not offer this amendment at the present time and in connec- 
tion with this appropriation bill if I thought there existed the least 


chance or opportunity of its becoming law in any other way. If I be- 


lieved it possible that a bill of the Committee on Indian Affairs, upon 
which, as I understand, a like amendment is intended to be proposed, 


could be taken up and passed at this session, I would not now submit 


this proposition. But I believe this is the only opportunity that will 
be afforded during this Congress for this or similar legislation. 
We all remember the case of Crow Dog, who committed the murder 


of the celebrated chief Spotted Tail. He was arrested, tried by a Fed- 
eral tribunal, aud convicted of the murder, but the case being taken to 
the Supreme Court of the United States upon habeas corpus, it was 


there decided that the United States courts had no jurisdiction in any 


case where one reservation Indian committed a crime upon another. 
Thus Crow Dog went free. He returned to his reservation, feeling, as 
the Commissioner says, a great deal more important than any of the 
chiefs of his tribe. The result was that another murder grew out of 
that—a murder committed by Spotted Tail, jr., upon White Thunder. 


And so these things must go on unless we adopt proper legislation on 


the subject. 


It is an infamy upon our civilization, a disgrace to this nation, that 


there should be anywhere within its boundaries a body of people who 
can, with absolute impunity, commit the crime of murder, there being 


no tribunal before which they can be brought for punishment. Under 


our present law there is no penalty that can be inflicted except according 


to thecustom of the tribe, which is simply that the ‘* blood-avenger ’’— 
that is, the next of kin to the person murdered—shall pursue the one 
who has been guilty of the crime and commit a new murder upon him. 

Mr. BUDD. Why not insert in the amendment, after the words 
‘another Indian,’’ the words ‘‘ or any other person ?”’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Indians are already capable of being convicted 
and punished for a crime committed upon any other person than an 
Indian. 

Mr. BUDD. But it is not done. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If, however, an Indian commits a crime against 
an Indian on an Indian reservation there is now no law to punish the 
offense except, as I have said, the law of the tribe, which is just no 
law at all. 

Mr. ELLIS. The language suggested by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. BuppD] will not hurt the amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to the amendmentat all, and 
will accept it as a modification. I think this provision ought to be in- 
serted in this bill; otherwise I fear it will not become law during this 
Congress. 

Mr. ELLIS. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will consent to 
strike out the phrase ‘‘ aggravated assault and battery.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I consent to that. We already have among the 
Indians the court of Indian offenses for the punishment of trivial yio- 
lations of law. That court can take care of cases of assault and bat- 
tery. 

Mr. ELIS. With these modifications I believe the proposition is 
correct; I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I renew the-point for the present; and 
ask that the amendment be read as modified. 

The Clerk read the amendment as modified. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. This amendment is so long and the 
subject so important, that unless I can have an opportunity to investi- 
gate the proposition I must insist upon the pointof order. If the ques- 
tion can be waived fora few moments while other business is proceeded 
with, I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to suggest another modification of the amend- 
ment—to strike out the words ‘‘and not otherwise.’’ The effect of 
this modification will be to give the courts of the United States con- 
current jurisdiction with the Indian courts in the Indian country. But 
if these words be not struck out, all jurisdiction of these offenses will 
be taken from the existing tribunals of the Indian country. I think it 
sufficient that the courts of the United States should have concurrent 
jurisdiction in these cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas insist upon 
the point of order? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I must insist upon it, unless I can have 
an opportunity for further examination of the amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. RYAN. [ask that the amendment I send up be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional section to the bill: 

“Sec. 20, That the President is hereby authorized and required to open ne- 
otiations with such of the Indian tribes located in the Indian Territory as in 
his judgment are in possession and control of a greater quantity of land than | 

their interests require for the concession of their surplus lands to the Government, 
at such price as may be equitable, for the purpose of opening such surplus lands 
to settlement under the homestead laws of the United States, and especially to | 
open negotiations with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees forthe purpose of 
opening to settlement under the homestead laws the unassigned lands in said | 
Indian Territory ceded by them respectively to the United States by the several 
treaties of Aagust 11, 1866, March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose 
thesum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury nototherwise appropri- 
ated; his action hereunder to be reported to Congress.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the present I wish to reserve the question of 
order on that amendment. I think it is too broad. grok 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I ask the gentleman to limit his amend- 
ment. I hope he will be willing to restrict it to the lands ceded to us | 
by the Creeks, Cherokees, and Seminoles. , 

Mr. RYAN. I will somodify my amendment as to confine negotia- 
tions with the Seminoles, Creeks, and Cherokees to the lands ceded to 
the United States in 1866. The gentleman from Texas thinks it ought 
to be limited to those tribes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the appropriation should be reduced to 
$5,000. re 

Mr. RYAN. Iam willing, therefore, to reduce the appropriation to 

5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman modify his amendment as 
suggested ? 

Mr. RYAN. I do. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The point of order made against my amendment 
has been withdrawn by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. If the gentleman from Michigan will 
strike out one line of his amendment which confers jurisdiction on the 
Federal court for offenses committed in the States, I will withdraw my 
objection. The States govern that, except in classes of cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be taken up when the matter pending 
before the committee has been disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I renew the point of order, as I believe it should be 
carefully considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. To which amendment does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. HOLMAN. To the amendment of the gentleman from Michi- 


Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order simply to inquire 
whether this proposition has been considered by the House or the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will ask the gentleman from California | M1 
BupDD] to make a statement in that regard. Now, the Secretary of the 
Interier, in his last annual report, uses the following language: 


I again desire to call attention to the necessity for legislation for the punish 
ment of crimes on the Indian reservations. Since my last report the Supreme 
Court of the United States decided in the case of ** Ex parte Crow Dog,’ indicted 
for murder, that the district court of Dakota was without jurisdiction, when 
the crime was committed on the reservation by one Indian against another. If 
offenses of this character can not be tried in the courts of the United States, 
there is no tribunal in which the crime of murder gan be punished, Minor of 
fénses may be punished through the agency of the “ court of Indian offenses,” 
but it will hardly do to leave the punishment of the crime of murder to a tri 
bunal that exists only by the consent of the Indians of the reservation. If the 
murderer is left to be punished according to the old Indian custom, it becomes 
the duty of the next of kin to avenge the death of his relative by either killing 
the murderer or some one of his kinsmen— 


That is Indian law—not a very inviting kind of law where one mur- 
der is to be punished by the commission of one or more additional 


| murders— 


The laws of the State or Territory wherein the reservation is situated ought 
to be extended ove: the reservation, and the Indians should be compelled to 
obey such laws and be allowed to proclaim the protection thereof 

I now yield to the gentleman from California to answer the question 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is understood that the point of order is pending 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the point of order to be 
reserved. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to state to Judge HOLMAN, and to the com- 
mittee, that last year Loffered an amendment having in view the same 
| object as this amendment, which allowed an Indian who committed any 
crime to be punished in the courts of the State or Territory in which 
the crime was committed. It was passed by this House, without any 
objection, as an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill. It went to 
the Senate, and that provision was stricken out. It then went to the 
committee of conference, and there was an understanding, as was stated 
| on the floor of the House by the gentleman from Louisiana, now in 
charge of this bill, that at this session of Congress a bill, or section of 
this character, should, by the agreement of the conference committee, be 
enacted or incorporated into the appropriation bill providing that it pun- 
ish felonies only. 

The objection by the Senate committee to my amendment was that 





gan [Mr. CurcHEon]. 

Mr. RYAN. I have made a modification of my amendment, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Indiana, 
and ask now that it be reported as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the President is hereby authorized, requested, and required to open ne- 
gotiations with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees for the purpose of open- 
ing to settlement under the homestead law the unassigned lands in said Indian 
Territory ceded by them respectively to the United States by the several treat- 
ies of August 11, 1866, March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the 
sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated; his action hereunder to be reported to Congress. 


Mr. RYAN. [ask for a vote on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on his 
point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. [am satisfied with the proposition as modified, ex- 
cept as to the word ‘‘ required.’’ 

Mr. RYAN. I do not care about that, as it is immaterial. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Modify it, then, by striking out the word “‘re- 
quired ’’ and inserting the word ‘‘authorized.’’ 

Mr. RYAN. I will modify the amendment in that way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. RYAN’s amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I now offer the amendment, as an addjtional sec- 
tion, inst which the gentleman from Arkansas made the point of 
order, but which he has now withdrawn. 

Mr. BUDD. It has been read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not in the present modified form. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 11. That immediately upon and after the date of the passage of this act 
all Indians within the provisions of this act committing against the person or 
property of another Indian or other person any of the following crimes,namely, 
murder, manslaughter, rape, assault with intent to kill, arson, burglary, and 
larceny, within any Territory of the United States, and either within or with- 
out an Indian reservation, shall be subject therefor to the laws of said Terri- 
= relating to said crime, and shall be tried forthwith in the same courts, 
and in the same manner, and shall be subject to the same penalties as are all 
other persons charged with the commission of said crimes respectively, and the 
said courts are hereby given jurisdiction in all such cases, and the said Indians 
committing the above crimes against the person qr property of any other In- 

or other paeem within the boundaries of any State of the United States, 
and either within or without any Indian reservation, shall be subject to the same 
penalties in the same courts, and in the same manner, and subject to the same 


ties as are all other persons committing any of the above crimes within 


eae of the United States : further, That from and 


of this act any Indian or Indians may hereafter raise in any | 


passage 
court any civil action at law or in equity in like manner as others are permitted 
to do; and in all actions in said courts Indians shall not be rejected as witnesses 
on account of race or nation. 


it punished misdemeanors as well. It will be found in the Recorp 
of the last session, on the day when the conference report was concurred 
in by this House, that the gentleman from Louisiana, in answer to a 
question from myself, stated that they believed the amendment was a 
proper one, that it was in the right direction, but that it punished 
misdemeanors and offenses by one Indian upon another of a minor 
character that ought not to be so punished, and that it.was understood 
if the same amendment was offered at this session of Congress so as 
only to punish felonies it would be acceptable to the committee and 
be adopted. 
| Ibelieve Judge ROLMAN was himself one of the committee of confer- 
ence on the part of the House at that time, and, if so, he will remember 
the transaction to which I now refer. If not, I will refer him to the 
RECORD on the day on which the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I remember the fact mentioned by the gentleman 
from California; and while I do not propose to press the question of 
order, I regret that this legislation comes year after year upon appro- 
priation bills, without taking the voice of the committee who are espe- 
cially familiar with the subject. 

I feel much safer in legislating upon a subject of this character if | 
have the aid of the reports from the Committee on Indian Affairs, or 
the committee intrusted with the particular subject of appropriation. 

I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I renew it temporarily. 

I want to invite attention to another amendment that I think my 
friend will consent to, if I can put it in such shape as will be acceptable 
to the committee. 

In the sixth line of the proposed amendment we find these words: 

And either within or without an Indian reservation shall be subject therefor 
to the laws of such Territory relating to such crimes. 

Now, in the Indian Territory they have no laws except the Indian 
laws, and of course Congress does not intend, I imagine, to confer juris- 
diction upon the Federal courts to enforce the Indian statutes. That 
language, therefore, in my judgment, has no applicability to the Indian 
Territory, and should be excluded. We would certainly never under- 
| take to enforce the Indian laws or the laws of the Indian Territory by 
the Federal judiciary. No Federal court has any civil jurisdiction, of 
any description whatever, over the five civilizéd tribes of the Indian 
Territory. 

My friend Governor THROCKMORTON proposes to ask the committee 
to adopt an amendment extending these laws to the Indian Territory, 
within certain prescribed limits; for instance, as to their applicability 
upon actions of debt on contract and for torts committed upon personal 
or real estate. 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. I regard the amendment which I have proposed 
as of so much importance and so valuable that I am willing to accept 
the proposed amendment of the gentleman rather than jeopardize the 
passage of the section I propose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan if he believes that all of these Indian tribes are in such acondition 
of civilization as that they should be put under the criminal law? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think if they are not in that condition they 
will be civilized a great deal sooner by being put under such laws and 
taught to regard life and the personal property of others. 

Mr. BUDD. This provision is as much for the benefit of the Indians 
as it is for the whites; because now, as there is no law to punish for In- 
dian depredations, the bordermen take the law into their own hands, 
which would not be the case if such provision as this was enacted into 
law 

Mr. HISCOCK. That may all be true; but when we bring in a bill 
here year alter year appropriating many millions of dollars to support 
and care for these Indians, and treat them as irresponsible persons, it 
seems to me that policy is not in the line of the policy indicated by this 
amendment, which proposes to extend to them the harsh provisions of 
the criminal law. 

Mr. BUDD. We would like to change the policy of the Government 
in that respect. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then you had better defeat the present bill. 

Mr. BUDD. We can do it in the way we propose here without de- 
feating the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We want to change the law a little in the direc- 
tion of law and order. 

Mr. RYAN, And civilization. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, and the civilization of the Indians. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Has the point of order been withdrawn ? 

The CHAIRMAN. §Itisstill reserved against the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan ; but an effort, as the Chair understands, is 
now being made to modify the amendment, so that the point of order 
may be withdrawn. 

Mr. BUDD. It has been withdrawn, as I understand it, to allow 
Governor THROCKMORTON to offer an amendment. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I would like to read the amendment I 
propose, to see if the gentleman offering the amendment, as well as the 
gentleman in charge of this bill, will accept it: 

Provided further, That the district court of the United States for the western 
district of Arkansas shall have civil jurisdiction over the five civilized tribes of 


the Indian Territory in cases of debt on contract or torts committed on the per- 
sonal property of any pe®on in or out of said Indian Territory. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In view of the large number of amend- 
ments that are being proposed 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that they are not now 
pending; they are only submitted by way of suggestion. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I was about to remark that in view of the 
large number of amendments that are proposed it seems to me we have 
proof enough that this whole question should go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and be reported from that committee. Some of these 
amendments are evidently crude, being suggested on the spur of the 
moment. 

Mr. BUDD. It is astep in the right direction. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I fear that with all these amendments we 
are likely to take a good many missteps rather than one step in the 
right direction. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
insist on the point of order ? 

Mr. WARNER, ef Ohio. I may suggest that it ought really to be 
insisted on, but I do not like to do it, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We can not get this in any other way except on 
an appropriation bill. I accept the amendment suggested by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment as 
modified. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I think it will be found to be all right when all is 
read together. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Spec. Ll. That immediately upon and after the date of the of this act 
all Indians within the provisions of this act committing against person or 
property of another Indian or other person any of the following crimes, namely, 
murder, manslaughter, rape, assault with intent to kill, arson, Consiary, and lar- 
ceny, within any Territory of the United States, and either within or without an 
Indian reservation, shall be subject therefor to the lawsof such Territory relating 
to said crimes and shall be tried therefor in the same courts and in the same 
manner and shall be subject to the same penaltiesas are all other persons charged 
with the commission of the said crimes, respectively; and the said courts are 
hereby given jurisdiction in all such cases, and all such Indians committing any 
of the above crimes against the person or property of another Indian or other 
person within the boundaries of any State of the United States and either within 
or without an Indian reservation, shall be subject to the same laws, tried in the 
same courts and in the same manner, and subject to the same penalties asare all 
other persons committing any of the above crimes within the exclusive juris- 
diction of the United States: And provided further, That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act any Indian or Indians may hereafter prosecute in any court any 
civil action at law or equity in like manner as othersare permitted to do, and in 
all actions in said courts Indians shall not be rejected as witnesses on account of 
their race or nation : Provided further, This act shall not be so construed as to con- 
fer jurisdiction upon either the State or Federal courts to execute the laws of any 
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of the five civilized tribes in the Indian country: Provided further, That the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the western district of Arkansas shall have 
civil jurisdiction over the five civilized tribes of the Indian Territory in cases of 
debt on contract or torts committed upon the personal property of any person 
either in or out of said Territory. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish toinquire, before I make the point 
of order, whether this proposed amendment conflicts with any treaty 
stipulations? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think that ought to be known positively. 
I do not, however, insist on the point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas withdraw his 
point of order? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THROCKMORTON ] add to his amendment the words ‘‘ and white per- 
sons,’’ so that white people as well as the Indians shall be subject to 
the jurisdiction of the court ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Lagree to that suggestion. I will modify 
my amendment by inserting, after the words ‘‘ over the five civilized 
tribes,’’ the words ‘‘and white people.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Roe- 
ERS] withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] as subse- 
quently modified. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 68, noes 2. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr.’Chairman, before moving that the committee rise 
I desire to express my regret that on yesterday in the course of the 
discussion upon this bill I was betrayed by infirmity of temper into 
language which I very greatly regret. I desire, therefore, to withdraw 
such language and to make my acknowledgments to you, sir, and‘to 
the committee. [Applause. ] 

Now, sir, I move that the committee rise and report the bill with 
amendments to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire also to say that if through the infirmity of 
temper I used on yesterday any words that were improper I cheerfully 
withdraw them. [Applause. ] 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes, had directed him to report the same to the House with 
sundry amendments. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amendments ? 

No separate vote was demanded. 

The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, before moving the previous question on 
the passage of the bill I desire very briefly to pay my respects to Mr. 
Painter. I had promised that unless I couid convict him of misstate- 
ment, if nothing worse, I would apologize to him. I have his letter 
here. I have seen that letter this evening for the first time. I had 
heard that there was such a letter published in the New York Tribune, 
and certain Hartford and Boston papers, the Christian Union, of New 
York, and some other papers which were sent to me, all referred to this 
letter of Professor Painter. I made an endeavor to get the letter a few 
days ago by searching the files of the New York Tribune, but the clerk 
of the Committee on Appropriatians, who was sent for it, failed to 
find it. Mark you, this letter is dated December 24, whereas it was 
not published until January 5. 

The first misstatement made in that letter by Mr. Painter is as fol- 
lows: 


You had, only the evening before, repeated to me the explicit promise made 
by you and Mr. RYAN to the committee of the Indian Rights Association on the 
12th instant, that you would, just as soon as the estimate reached your commit- 
tee, introduce andsecure the passage of a joint resolution appropriating the sum 


asked for. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not make, nor did Mr. RYAN, in my presen 
make any such promise. About the 12th of December we were wai 
upon by a delegation of the Indian Rights Association, among whom 
was Mr. Painter. They represented the necessities of the Indians and 
we listened, and the interview was protracted to half an hour or more. 
We told them that just as soon as the estimates reached us regularly 


from the Indian through the Treasury Department we would 


give them immediate consideration. That was on the 12th of the 
month. One the 17th, five days afterward, the letter of Secretary Mc- 
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Culloch was written. It was transmitted to the House on that day, and | the correct estimate at once, and also in not asking us to dispense with 
by the stamp of the committee upon it I see that it reached the com- | the usual delays and formalities of advertising for the purchase of the 


mittee on the 19th of December. ; 
On the 20th of December, before there was time to call the committee 
together or to consider this subject at all, the House adjourned for the 


emergency supplies. 


Then Mr. Painter goes on to say: 


Your assertion, made with great positiveness and reiteration, that your com- 


Christmas holidays. On that very day, the 20th, Mr. Painter followed | mittee had given every dollar that had been asked for by the Commissioner of 


me and spoke to me several times about this matter, and I finally told | 


Indian Affairs caused the House to reject the Senate amendment; and a delay 


ensued before you were forced to correct the mistake, which was fatal to many 


him, in the area in front of your desk, Mr. Speaker, that I couldattend | poor starving Indians. 


to my own business without any further suggestiops from him. That 


At the time that I asked the House to non-concur in the Senate 


interview affords the key to and explains the animus of Mr. Painter’s | amendment I had not seen the increased deficiency estimate sent only 


letter. We never did promise Mr. Painter, or any one else, to legislate | 
in any manner whatever; we simply said that as soon as the estimate 
reached us we would give it consideration, and this constitutes mis- 
statementnumberone. Theestimate did reach us on the 19th of Decem- 
ber last. We could not consider it during the Christmas holidays; but 
while Mr. Painter was nursing his wrath and concocting untruths, and 
while the printers of the Tribune were setting up Mr. Painter’s concoc- 
tion, I was considering the estimate and preparing the work necessary to 
this appropriation, which passed on the morning of the 6th of January, | 
only two days after the reassembling of Congress. And yet this ‘* most 
Christian gentleman ’’ has the brazen effrontery to charge me with pur- | 
posely delaying the relief needed by the Montana Indians, when he 
knew there was no suffering, and would not be until after the Ist of 
April, and that the Department had intimated the appropriation would 
be in time if made by the 15th of January. 

The next misstatement in Mr. Painter’s letter is this: 

The deficiency created by the action of your committee. 


Professor Painter should have known better than that. The defi- | 
ciency referred to here which occasioned the suffering among the Indians | 
last year was in the appropriation made by the Forty-seventh Congress. 
It was the appropriation for 1884. There has been no suffering under 
any appropriation which I have ever sent for the relief of the Indians, 
not one single case of starvation or suffering; for all the suffering oc- 
curred under the appropriations for 1884, with which I had nothing 
to do. That appropriation bill was prepared by my honored friend 
from Kansas [Mr. RYAN], assisted by a gentleman then a member from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Caswell] and by Mr. LE FEvRE, of Ohio, in the Forty- 
seventh Congress, when Mr. KEIFER was the Speaker. I had nothing | 
to do with that appropriation bill, and Mr. Painter’s assertion that this | 
suffering resulted from the delinquency or the inhumanity of my com- 
mittee is utterly and totally false; and he can not plead ignorance here, | 
for he has been before these committees four or five years, so that this | 
misstatement, calculated to malign and to injure, was willfully made. | 
He goes on to say in this letter: 

The deficiency created by the action of your committee was $84,000. \ | 

Then follows another falsehood; ay, three inoneparagraph! Hesays: 
The President called the attention of Congress to the facts as communicated 

j 
| 
| 


to him by the Secretary of the Interior, who asked for $138,000 to meet the emer- 
gency. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is wholly and entirely false. I hold in my hand 
the estimate which was sent to Congress. It is Executive Document No. | 
18, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. It asks for an appropriation of 
$50,000. There were three items for which appropriations were asked: | 
(1) Amount necessary to pay indebtedness incurred on account of pay of 
interpreters for the fiscal year, &c., $20,000; (2) Telegraphing and pur- | 


chase of Indian supplies, $5,000 (a deficiency) ; (3) For the support of that it was near a large military post, and that the men 
the Indians in Montana, $50,000. But along with the estimates for this | 


deficiency were printed the amounts which had been appropriated by 
the bill under these heads. The amount appropriated for these three 
items was $138,000; while the deficiency asked for the Indians was 
$50,000; and there is where this ‘‘ intelligent, most reliable, most well- 
informed, and most Christian gentleman”’ gets his figures. 


__ Every dollar of the deficiency was appropriated at once. So soon as | 
it was brought to our attention we assembled immediately, and the | 


matter was brought before this House, and the whole amount asked was 
appropriated. I remember well that the gentleman from Rhode Island 
(Mr. CHACE] came to me with this very document in his hand, and, 
pointing to the figures which represented the entire appropriation, asked 
me if $138,000 was not called for. He was looking at the column of 
figures which set forth the total amount already appropriated. I pointed 
him to the correct column, showing that only $50,000 was aske for by 
the Department. That sum was immediately given by a practically 
unanimous vote of the House. That bill went to the Senate, and be- 
fore its consideration there was had the Department sent to the Senate 
another estimate, increasing the deficiency estimate. The Senate in- 
creased the amount of the House appropriation to $100,000, and when 
it game back te the House and I saw for the first time the increased 
estimate of the Department I at once moved q ncurrence in the Senate 
amendment, which was carried. 

But yet Mr. Painter goes on to say: 

If you are doubtful as to your responsibility for the non-concurrence of the 

0 , > 
House in ie amendment. f will era you to the ConGRESSIGNAL 

He seeks to make me msible for the omission of a former com- 
mittee and for delay for which I was not responsible, but for which the 
Department of the Interior was responsible, in not sending to this House 





to the Senate. I knew we had voted every dollar asked of the House, 
and I thought the Senate had doubled the House appropriation with- 
out proper consideration. As I have just stated, this mistake was 
promptly corrected so soon as I saw the increased estimate 

Originally there was some delay in looking into this matter, but in 
this I was not wholly to blame. Certainly the neglect was not inten- 


| tional. The causes of that delay were chiefly to be found in the fact 


that the committees and subcommittees were not announced; for you 
will remember, Mr. Speaker, that you did not announce the commit- 
tees until the day the House took its holiday adjournment, and the 
subcommittees were net announced until the reassembling of Congress 
after the holidays. So svon as the Indian bill was assigned to me 
and this matter was brought to my attention the appropriation was 
reported by me to the committee, and by its order to the House, and 
passed. There was no delay so soon as I knew the facts, for when the 
Senate returned to us the bill amended, and I found that the Depart- 


| ment had made to them a renewed and greater demand, it was most 


cheerfully concurred in. And the Indians had all the while been suf- 
fering since November, not under any bill that I had framed, as Mr. 


| Painter declares, but under a bill prepared in the Forty-serenth Con- 


gress, and with the preparation of which I had not the slightest thing 
to do. 

Mr. CHACE. Now, will the gentleman excuse me right there, be- 
cause my memory differs from his. If I remember aright, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior had made a demand for $138,000, which I brought 
to the gentleman’s attention, and he said to me, ‘‘ You let this matter 
go to the Senate; let them amend it, and we will not object.’’ , 

Mr. ELLIS. I have no recollection of any such thing. If the gen- 
tleman will examine the column of figures of the document No. 18, 
which I send him, he will find out where he, as well as this most Chris- 
tian gentleman, Mr. Painter, obtained his information. 

Mr. CHACE. This is none of my quarrel, but that is my recollec- 
tion. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then he goes on to say 

Mr. CHACE. Very well; this document calls for $138,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. I beg your pardon; read it again, and you had better 
send it to Mr. Painter and let him read it. [Laughter.] Does the 
gentleman from Rhode Island discover his error? [A pause. } 

Mr. CHACE. I see that this does not call for $138,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is exactly the document upon which the action 
of the House, led by me, was based. It calls for $50,000 for these In- 
dians. We gave it all; but yet Painter stoutly affirms that I cut down 
the estimates. 

Then he goes on: 





At Fort Belknap the suffering would have been just as great but for the fact 





Mr. Speaker, I am ashamed to read this paragraph penned by this 
| Christian gentleman, but he thrusts it upon the attention of the coun- 
| try in the public prints to fasten upon me its infamy as its author. He 
| says in effect that the men brought their wives and daughters there and 
made merchandise of them. He attributes the respdnsibility of that to 
me, this Christian gentleman! Why, sir, had he been informed as to 
those Indians, had he read the history of the people of whose cause he is 
the self-constituted advocate, he would have found in the records of the 
Lewis and Clarke expedition of 1804 that when the expedition reached 
that northwestern country and went on to the mouth of the Columbia 
River, the very queens, the wives of the kings of the tribes, brought 
there their females for merchandise. This most Christian gentleman is 
| as ignorant as he is mendacious in seeking to impress upon the country 
the idea that the traffic in females is new among the Indians, or in this 
case was necessitated by want and starvation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have this to say: In the committee, among my 
associates, I fear I am almost considered a ‘‘crank’’ on this Indian ques- 
tion. I have advocated their cause with a zeal that has at times 
seemed almost a passion. I have held that the United States should 
| to the very letter fulfillevery treaty stipulation made with the Indian. 
I have urged in behalf of his civilization and development the most 
| liberal appropriation of money for educational purposes. The appro- 
| priation forsuch purposesthis year is increased about $45,000 or $48,000 

over the appropriation in the current year’s bill, and nearly $250,000 
| over the appropriation for the last fiscal year. 

Now let us see about this cutting down of estimates for support. in 

1884 the estimates of the Department under which this suffering oc- 

| curred were $417,000. The Committee of the Forty-seventh Congress re- 

| sponded with an appropriation of $243,000. This was done when my 

' friend and colleague on the committee [Mr. KELFER] was Speaker, and 
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when the bill was prepared by my honored friend from Kansas [Mr. 
RYAN], and, with the lights before us then, prepared most judiciously | 
and wisely I believe, and in perfect accord with the settled policy of 
Congress to gradually cut down the supports and teach the Indian to | 
become self-supporting. 

Now, what was the extent of my cutting down the estimates ? 
estimates for 1885 were $391,000. I responded with an appropriation 
of $246,000. I do not include in this the deficiency appropriations. 
To-day, for the year 1886, the estimates are $390,000, and the amount 
proposed to be appropriated by this bill is $346,000. So much for the 
ruthless cutting down of estimates as alleged by Mr. Painter. It will 
be seen that if this has been done in the past, it has not been done in 
nearly so great a degree by myself in the preparation of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I have nothing more to say in regard to this matter. 
These personal matters are most offensive to me. I shrink from them. 
I have tried todo my duty. I said in the outset that unless I convicted 
this gentleman of misstatements I would apologize to him most humbly. 
I have no apology to make to Mr. Painter. I think the Houseand the 
country and the public journals that he has deceived will concur in 
excusing me from apology to Mr. Painter. Mr. Speaker, I commend 
him again to a study of the story of Ananias and to a careful consider- 
ation of the ninth commandment. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I only care to add a word to what has 
been well said by my colleague, and that is that the appropriations 
made for these Indians for the fiscal year 1883 seem to have been suf- 
ficient. No deficiency was asked for, and of course no deficiency was 
appropriated. 

These Indians consist of several tribes. First, the Blackfeet, Bloods, 
and Piegans. The estimate made by the Department for 1884 was pre- 
cisely thesame as for 1883 for this tribe of Indians. The amountap- 
propriated for 1884 was precisely the amount appropriated for the pre- | 
ceding year for these Indians. 

Take another tribe, the Crows. * The amount estimated for 1884 was 
precisely the same amount estimated for the year preceding. The 
amount appropriated for their support for 1884 was precisely the same 
amount appropriated for 1883. 

Take another tribe, the Assinaboines, of Montana. The estimate 
for these Indians for 1884 was precisely the same as for 1883, and the 
amouyt appropriated for 1884 was precisely the same amount appro- 
priated for the preceding year. 

Take another tribe, the Gros Ventres, in Montana. There the amount 
estimated in 1884 was precisely the same amount estimated in the pre- 
ceding year. The amount appropriated was but $2,000 less. 

Take the Indians at Fort Peck agency. The amount estimated for 
those Indians for 1884 was precisely the amount estimated for the pre- 
ceding year, and we gave them but $5,000 less in 1884 than in 1883. 

So that with the light we had before us when we prepared the bill 
for 1884 we had every reason to believe the appropriations made for 
1883 would be ample and sufficient. Buta contingency happened after 


The | 





that which could not have been well foreseen by the committee, namely, 
among some of the tribes game began to and did almost wholly dis- 
appear, and their crops were an absolute and total failure. These 
things could not well have been anticipated. The result was that when 
the Forty-eighth ae assembled it was called upon to vote a de- 
ficiency, and a deficiericy of $100,000 was appropriated. 

That ground has been all gone over by my estimable colleague, whom 
I have always found zealous to do justice to the Indians and to every 
other interest, and I need not goover it again. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ELLIS demanded the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was &ecordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the vote on the passage of the bill 
must be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Can not that be dispensed with by unanimous 
consent ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
240, nays 7, not voting 77; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Adama, G. E. Bratton, Clay, Dingley, 
Aiken, Breckinridge, Clements, Dockery, 
Alexander, Breitung, Cobb, Dowd, 
Anderson, Brewer, F. B Connolly, Eaton, 
Atkinson, Brewer, J. H. Cook, Elliott, 
ley, Brown, W. W. eee Ellis, 

Ballentine, Browne, T. M. Covington, English, 
Barbour Buchanan, Crisp, Evans, 
Barksdale, Budd, Culbertson, W. W. Everhart, 
Barr, Burnes, Cullen, Findlay, 
Bayne Cabell, Curtin, Finerty, 
Beach, Caldwell, Cutcheon, Follett, 
Bennett, Campbell, Felix n, Forney, 
Bingham, Campbell, J. E. Davidson, Funston, 
Bisbee, aes. a. Davis, G. R. Garrison, 
Blanchard, ler, Davis, R. T . 
Blount, Cannon, Deuster, George, 
Boutelle, Chace, Dibble, Gibson, 
Brainerd, Clardy, Dibrell, Glascock, 


Goff, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. 8S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 

Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Ketcham, 
Kleiner, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis, 


Blackburn, 
Cox, W. R. 


Adams, J. J. 
Arnot, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bland, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Broadhead, 


| Brumm, 


Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 

Chalmers, 
Collins, 

Converse, 
Cox, 8.8. 


Craig, 
Davis, L. H. 
So the bill was 


Libbey, Phelps, 
Long, Poland, 
Lore, Post, 
Lovering, Potter, 
Lowry, Price, 
i7men, Pryor, 
cAdoo, Pusey, 
McComas, Randall, 
McCormick, Ranney, 
Matson, Ray, G. W. 
Maybury, Ray, Ossian 
Millard, Reed, 
Miller, J. F. Reese, 
Miller, 8. H. Riggs, 
Mills, Rockwell 
Mitchell, rs, J. H. 
Money, Rogers, W.F. 
Morgan, Rosecrans, 
Morrill, Rowell, 
Moulton, Russell, 
Muldrow, Ryan, 
Murphy, Seney, 
Murray, Seymour 
Mutchler, Shively, 
Neece, Singleton, 
Nelson, Skinner, C. R. 
Nicholls, Skinner, T.G, 
Nutting, Slocum, 
Oates, Smalls, 
O’ Ferrall, Smith, A. Herr 
O’ Hara, Snyder, 
O’ Neill, Charles Spooner, 
Paige, Steele, 
Parker, Stephenson, 
Patton, Stewart, Charles 
Payne, Stewart, J. W. 
Peel, Stockslager, 
Pierce, Storm, 
Perkins, Strait, 
Peters, Sumner, C. A. 
Pettibone, Sumner, D. H. 
NAYS—7. 
Culberson, D. B. King, 
Hepburn, MeMillin, 
NOT VOTING—77. 
Dorsheimer, Hurd, 
Dunham, Hutchins, 
Dunn, Jobnson, 
Eldredge, Jones, J. K. 
Ellwood, Jones, J.T. 
Ermentrout, Kelley, 
Ferrell, Kellogg, 
Fiedler, Lacey, 
Foran, Laird, 
Fyan, Le Fevre, 
Graves, McCoid, 
Green, Milliken, 
Hancock, Morrison, 
Hardy, Morse, 
Hiscock, Muller, 
Hitt, Ochiltree 
Holton, O'Neill, J. J. 
Hooper, Payson, 
Howey, Rankin, 


Swope, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 


Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 


Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 

York, 
Young. 


Turner, Oscar 


Reagan, 

Rice, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J.8. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Shaw, 

Smith, H. Y. 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stone, 
Struble, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thompson, 
Wadsworth, 
White, Milo 
Willis, 
Winans, Jdbn. 


On motion of Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 
The following gentlemen were announced as being paired on all po- 
litical questions until further notice: 
Mr. RANKIN with Mr. BRAINERD. 
Mr. MORRISON with Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. Larrp. 
Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLoGG. 


Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BELFoRD. 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 


Mr. DuNN with Mr. CHALMERS. 
Mr. HARDY with Mr. WADsSWorRTH. 


Mr. CARLETON with Mr. RIcE. 


Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. ELLWoop. 
Mr. FoRAN with Mr. Hirtr. 
Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 


Mr. MULLER with Mr. Howry. 
Mr. GREEN with Mr. BrumM. 


Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. ADAMs, of New York, with Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. 
Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. Bowen. 
The following were announced as being paired for to-day. 
Mr. FERRELL with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. HoLTon: 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. OCHTLTREER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. McCorp. 


Mr. BLAND with Mr. LAcry. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. JoHNsSON. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. Smiru, of Iowa. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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IMPROVEMENT OF NATALBANY RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting report of a preliminary examination of Natalbany | 
River, Louisiana, with estimate of the cost of improving the same; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNION METALLIC CARTRIDGE COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- | 
tary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers referring | 
to Senate bill 420 and House bill 5278 for the relief of the Union | 
Metallic Cartridge Company; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTMASTERS’ LOSSES BY FIRE, ETC. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 8031) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the | 
Postmaster-General to adjust the claims of postmasters for losses by | 
burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty,’’ approved March 7, 
1882; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unananimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr 
RELL for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio (at 5 o’clock 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


. FER- 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of John Henry Harrover, asking for 
compensation for personal injuries sustained during the late war—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUDD: Petition of janitors of stations, District of Columbia, | 
for an increase of salary—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of Pensacola Harbor, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition from J. A. Mulligan Post, No. 306, 
G. A. R., Chicago, Ill., urging the purchase by Congress of Miss Ran- 
som’s portraitof General George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, in favor of the 
Potter refunding bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, urging Congress to | 
acquire right and title for the Government in the Portage Lake and | 
Lake Superior Canals—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Nancy J. Arwine and 30 
others, of Troy Mills, Iowa, urging an increase of widows’ pensions— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of Sophia G. Mitchel and Eliza J. Ma- 
hon, of Palatine Hill, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of James M. Seeds, of Cincinnati, Ohio—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Resolution of M. F. Wooster Post, No. 34, G. A. 
R., Department of Ohio, for the passage of the bill to purchase Miss Ran- 
som’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Elmira Davis and 9 others, of New 
Ipswich, N. H., asking an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of citizens of Stewartsville, Ind., asking 
for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Michigan State board of agri- 
culture, in favor of the passage of H. R. 7498, establishing agricultural 
experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Adeline A. Cooledge, Cochituate, Mass.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: Protest of Bricklayers’ and Masons’ International 
Union of America, in convention assembled, against the repeal of me- 
chanics’ lien law in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the claim of William Sur- 
ratt, of Alcorn County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 





By Mr. NICHOLLS: A bill to provide for the survey of the entrance | 


of Doboy Sound, in the State of Georgia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr? PATTON : Petition of 39 citizens of Emlenton; of 19 citizens 
of Elk City; of 23 citizens of Curllsville; of 55 citizens of Manorville, 
and of 40 citizens of Clarion, Pa. , asking for the \ppropriation of $268,000 
for the improvement of the Allegheny River and its tributaries—to the 
same committee. 


By Mr. PAYSON: Petition of George P. Mulcahy and others, of | 


Wheaton, Traverse County, Minnesota, for restoration of indemnity 
lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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California, requesting Congress to pay California Indian war debt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. H. SMITH: Remonstrance of J. E. Wittmer and 50 others, 
citizens of York County, Pennsylvania, against the ratification of the 
treaty with Spain—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of Jason N. Watson, for a pension 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: George R. Meneely & Co. and others, urg- 
ing the passage of the reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the Commit- 


| tee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions : 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Blue Rapids, Kans 

By Mr. LACEY: Of Elias D. Williams and 90 others, citizens of 
Barry County, Michigan. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of 26 citizens of Madison County, of 6: 


) citizens 


| of Oswego County, of 66 citizens of Oswego County, and of 84 citizens 


of Madison County, New York. 
By Mr. G. W. RAY: Of citizens of Chenango Countv, of Delaware 


| County, of Walton, Delaware County, and of Smithville, Chenango 
| County, New York. 


By Mr. SENEY: Of Samuel J. 
County, Ohio. 
By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of citizens of Franklin County, Illinois 


Browne and 145 others, of Hancock 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 23, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present a resolution of the Federation of Labor 
Unions of the District of Columbia. It is very short, and Lask that it 
be read and laid on the table, as the bill to which it refers is now on 
the Calendar. 

There being no objection, the resolution was read, and ordered to lie 
on the table, as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate of the United States 


Resolution adopted by the Federation of Labor Unions of the District of Co- 
lumbia, Tuesday evening, January 20, 1885 


Whereas the House of Representatives has passed a bill (H. R. 2550) to pro- 
hibit the importation and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract 
and 

Whereas said bid] having been favorably reported to the Senate of the United 
States from the Committee on Education and Labor of that body, and its con 
sideration postponed until the second Thursday in December, 1884, and then 
again denied consideration; and 

Whereas this measure having been unanimously indorsed by the working- 
men of the country in their organized capacity in the belief that its passage 
would tend to increase their prosperity and happiness: Therefore, 

Resoived, That the Federation of Labor Unions of the District of Columbia 
| very respectfully, but very earnestly, petition the Senate to consider and pass 
House bill No. 2550 at an early day, so that its enactment into law may not be 
endangered by reason of the usual press of business during the closing days of 
the session. 


| 


Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of merchants and manufactur- 
ers of New York city, urging the immediate ratification of the proposed 
Spanish reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Adam Dunean and other citi 
zens of Houghton County, Michigan; the petition of D. F. McDonald 
Henry Pratt, and other citizens of Houghton County, Michigan, and the 
petition of E. L. Wright and other citizens of Hancock, Mich., praying 
for the purchase by the Government of the two canals across Keweenaw 
Point, Mich., in accordance with the report of the Secretary of War; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of the Cigar-makers’ Union of 
Avoca, Iowa, and a memorial of the Cigar-makers’ Union of Burlington, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the ratification of the Spanish reciprocity 
treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petition of James M. Daizell, of 
Caldwell, in the county of Noble, State of Ohio, representing that he 
was a private in Company H, One hundred and sixteenth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry; that he is entered on the pension-rolls of the United 
| States at the rate of $6 per month; that he received no arrears of pen- 
sion before January 1, 1883, because of the operation of the statute of 
limitation; that he is poor, has a large family, and desires that he be 
put upon the pension-roll by th® action of the two Houses of Congress 
at the rate of $16 per month with arrears of pension from the date of 
his discharge. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a memorial of the National 





By Mr. ROSECRANS: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 


Cigar Manufacturers’ Association, remonstrating against the ratification 
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poration in the District of Columbia, directs me to report it with an | 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, and also instructs me to ask 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 ask unanimous consent that the substitute which 
the committee reports be read instead of the original bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the bill is short, I should like to hear the bill 
read so as to see the connection. The bill is short, I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS Yes; it isashort bill. Let it be read first. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 

That whenever within the limits of the District of Columbia the death of a 
person shall be caused by the wrongful act, neglect, or default of any person or 
corporation, and the act, neglect, or default is such as would, if death had not 
ensued, have entitled the party injured, or, if the person injured be a married 
woman, have entitled her husband, either separately or by joining with the 
wife, to maintain an action and recover damages, the person who or corporation 
which would have been liable if death had not ensued shall be liable to an action 
for damages, notwithstanding the death of the person injured, even though the 
death shall have been caused under circumstances which constitute a felony 
Provided, That in no case shall the recovery exceed the sum of $10,000. 

Sec. 2. Thai; every such action shall be brought by and in the name of the 
personal representative of such deceased person, and within two years after the | 
death of the party injured. 

Sec. 3. That the damages recovered in such action shall not be appropriated 
to the payment of the debts or liabilities of such deceased person, but shall 
inure to the benefit of his or her family, and be distributed according to the pro- 
visions of the statute of distributions in force in said District of Columbia. 


Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire of the Chair as to the parliamentary 
condition of the bill. Has the Senate agreed to consider it at the pres- 
ent time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope it will be permitted to go over. I do not think | 
it accomplishes as written the purpose for which it was drawn. My 
attention was drawn away when the bill was taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Tennessee reported 
it this morning and asked unanimous consent that it be now considered. | 
The Chair asked whether unanimous consent was given and it was 
granted. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


If he desires it to go over I shall not insist. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the bill goes over I will state my point to the 
Senator. A similar matter came up when I wasa member of the other 
House. 

I suppose it is well settled at common law that the death of a person 
injured by the tort or the tortious negligence of another is not itself a 


substantivesubject of damages; that the recovery in such a case would | 


be limited to compensation for the injury which the person injured 
suffered in his lifetime. That is, if a man were injured by the negli- 
gence of a railroad company and died, having lived in suffering for 
twenty-four or forty-eight hours, his administrator could not anywhere 
recover more (and at common law I suppose the action would die with 
the person) than for the twenty-four or forty-eight hours’ suffering. 

I suppose it is the purpose of this bill to do what similar statutes have 
done in many States of the Union and in England, to authorize the death 


benefit to the limited extent described in the bill; but as I heard the 
bill read at the desk I am afraid it does not clearly accomplish that ob- 
ject, and that the point would still be open to the defendant to say that 
the act of Congress has authorized the recovering of damages after the 


the family to the exclusion of creditors, but has not authorized the fact 
of death itself to be taken into account in measuring the damages. 


ever may be considered a reasonable limit. 
I see this bill proposes a limit of $10,000. For instance, if a man is in- 
stantly killed, so that he sustains no damage in his lifetime, or if the 
damage which he sustains is clearly trifling, I think still up to some 
amount to be fixed and limited the killing of the person should be a 
ground of damage to his surviving family. It occurred to me that the 
bill may require some amendment in that particular. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was certainly the object of the committee to pro- 
vide for the very case that the Senator from Massachusetts thinks it 
possible we have not sufficiently guarded. However, in view of the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, I will ask that the bill 
as proposed to be amended be printed and go over until to-morrow, 
because if it is subject to the criticism the Senator from Massachusetts 
makes it is certainly desirable that the point should be distinctly and 
clearly covered. : P 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws the bill, I think possibly a word of explanation may satisfy the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I introduceda similar bill early in the last 
session, and I think it passed the Senate by a unanimous vote, exactly in 
the words in which thigs bill comes here to-day. It provides for noth- 
ing except that actions may lie where death ensues from the wrongful 
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act, neglect, or default of a person or corporation 
that actions lie for injuries, but that the action dies with the person in 
jured. 
cept that alone. 


of the Senate; but I think yet I am not mistaken 
| earnest in pressing that bill upon the attention of the Senate 


| from Massachusetts if this statement,is not satisfactory to him 
| course if it is not I will agree to let the bill go over. 


If the Senator from Massachusetts desires to look at | 
the bill, I shall not insist upon proceeding with the consideration of it. | 


| attention one moment. 


| anything more a damage if the person dies than if he recovers 
itself to be an element of damage, of which the family shall reap the | 


| is not an injury to the man in his lifetime. 
death of the person injured and the distribution of those damages among | 





JA 


We all understand 


The bill changes no principle of the common law save and ex 


I will further state to the Senator from Massachusetts that the bill 


as now presented is an exact copy of the English statute, I think third 
| Victoria, which has been passed by most of the States of the Union, 
with the single exception of the provision which limits the recovery to 
$10,000. 
which went 


| bill- 


It is the same as the bill that we passed last session and 


to the other House The other House sends us bac ka 





Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Virginia will allow me, I will 


w 


state that my memory was exactly the same as the memory of the Sen 
| ator from Virginia as to the fact that the Senate had 
that we reported last summer, but upon examination 
the Senator from Virginia and I were mistaken 

acted upon the bill that we reported last summer 


passed the bill 
1 tind that both 
The Senate he 


| have examined 


w not 


the Journal to see. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. IfI am mistaken in that I ask the pardon 
| think I was very 
, and my 
recollection is that it was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill is now upon the Calendar. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. However, that is what the bill provides 
for. It seems to me that we are about as ready to consider it now 
we shall be at any other time. If] may be within the parliamentary 
usage in stating that the other House has but two more District days, 
I desire to be understood as making that statement as a reason why, 
if we propose to legislate on matters pertaining to the District of Co 
lumbia atall, we ought to do it as quickly and as promptly as possible 

If there be any objection to that simple change in the common law, 
then an objection will lie to this bill. If there be no objection to such 
a change, then there can be no objection to the bill 


is 


I ask the Senatoi 


Ot 


Mr. HOAR. The statement of the Senator from Virginia, as I under 
stand it, indicates that the bill is defective in the point which | pointed 
out, and, if so, I think the whole Senate will desire some change ot 
phraseology. It isin entire sympathy with the purpose of the Senato1 
that I make this suggestion, and not in opposition to it. | suppose it 
is true that legislation which passes by unanimous consent in the Senate 
is quite as likely to have some defect of expression as that which passes 
after severe scrutiny and discussion; and it is also true that the most 
careful draughters of biils here find freqaently that some new view or 
some point which has not occurred to them is suggested by other Sena 
tors. I find it so in my own experience, | know, very often. 

The point which I make I should like to repeat for the understand 
ing of my honorable friend from Virginia, if he will kindly give me his 
Under this bill as it is proposed, although the 
person injured dies and an action is given to the administrator—it is 
not brought in the name of the person injured after his decease—I am 


| afraid the rule of damages which the common law prescribes would be 
| left unchanged; that is, in estimating the damages no aceount what- 


ever can be taken of the fact of the death. In other words, it is not 
I think 
under the bill, if a person should be killed and the widow, the admin 
istratrix, brought a suit, the man having lived six hours after his in- 
jury, the court would tell the jury, ‘‘ You can not take into consideration 
the fact that the man died and did not recover from the injury. That 
You can only take into con 
sideration his six hours’ suffering, he having lived six hours after the in 
jury before he died.’’ I suppose the Senator wants what I want, and 


| what I think the whole Senate wants; he wants to provide in fixing the 
That should be done, I think, to the limit of $5,000 or $10,000, or what- | 


It is $5,000 in my State. | 


limit of $10,000 that the fact of the man’s being killed may be taken 
into consideration. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will only say a single word further, by 
| the courtesy of the Senate.’ I would not ordinarily be so certain that 
| abill accomplished the purposes and objects had in view were it not for 
the fact that L know this bill is a verbatim copy of the statute of which 
I have spoken, the English statute, and the statutes adopted by a large 
number of the States, and that as a lawit has been passed upon by the 
appellate courts of a large number of the States and by the Supreme 
| Court of the United States. The very question suggested by the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts was passed upen by the Supreme Court. It 
has been held here in the Supreme Court room that under that statute 
(and I may here parenthetically remark that it has been so held in 
England) damages are recoverable for the death as for the suffering’ be 
fore death, taking into consideration the pecuniary value of the life, 
| and all damages that could possibly ensue under the old common law 
The only change is the one which I suggested before, that the action 
subsists beyond the death. 

With this, sir, I am willing to defer to the Senator from Massachu 
setts and give him the time he wants to consider the bill, but I do hope 
that it will be the pleasure of the Senate to consider it at as early a 
day as possible. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). The | 
Chair understands the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] as moving | 
to lay the bill on the table until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the amendment be printed, and I shall ask 
the Senate to-morrow morning to proceed with its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be ordered to be 
printed and the bill will be placed on the Calendar 

STREETS OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BROWN. The Committee on the District of Columbia were in- 
structed by a resolution of the Senate ‘‘ to inquire whether any addi- 
tional leyislation is necessary to enable the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict to keep clean the streets in the city of Washington.’’ We have 
consulted the commissioners and they respond that they do not need | 
further legislation on the subject, but that they do need an additional 
appropriation of $5,000 on account of the increased area of the paved 
streets that are to be kept in order next year. As they will doubtless 
include that in their estimate and it will go before the Committee on 
Appropriations, the Committee on the District of Columbia ask to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 

The report was agreed to. 


| 
| 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GARLAND. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7872) to remove the political disa- 
bilities of Gabriel H. Hill, of Virginia, to report it without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage. I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

$y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- | 
ators present voting in the affirmative). 

Mr. GARLAND. I am also directed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to report favorably the bill (H. R. 7963) to remove the political 
disabilities of J. Pembroke Jones, of Virginia. I ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- | 
ators present voting in the affirmative). 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary have had under 
consideration the bill (S. 2094) to remove the political disabilities of 
Louis Marquart. The committee in investigating this matter found 
that the person named does not labor under any disabilities; that his 
disabilities, so far as any existed, were removed by the act of the 13th 
of May, 1884; and they instruct me to report the bill back and recom- 
mend its indefinite postponement. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 4681) for the relief or Yost Harbaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 181) to declare forfeiture of certain lands granted to aid 
in the construction of a railroad in Oregon; and 

A bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a commission 
by the President of the United States to ran and mark the boundary 
lines between a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas 


in connection with a similar commission to be appointed by the State 
of Texas. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 2573) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point be- 
tween Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, Minn.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRISON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2574) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi*River near the 
town or city of Thebes, in Alexander County, Illinois; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2575) for the relief of Peter 
Collier; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to W. 
W. Dennis; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2577) to authorize the printing 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Henry B. Anthony; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe on 
Printing. 

AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


FLAG FROM THE WOMEN’S SILK CULTURE ASSOCIATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks leave to lay before 
the Senate a communication from the Women’s Silk-Culture Associa- 
tion of the United States. If there be no objection the communication 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

WoMEN's SILK-CULTURE ASSOCIATION OF UNITED STATES, 
Philadelphia, January 23, 1885. 


To the honorable members of the Senate of the United States at Washington : 


The Women’s Silk-Culture Association of the United States, established in 
Philadelphia in 1880, have since that time demonstrated silk-culture in the United 
States to a condition and state of progress never before attained, and upon the 
popularity of which numerous stock companies and individuals have established 
business centers. 

While not deprecating such conditions, we do ask that the questions, by whom 
and how was the industry introduced be answered by honestly and properly 


| accrediting their just due to its rightful authors, the Women’s Silk Culture As- 


sociation of the United States, who herewith present to the Senate of the United 
States at Washington a truly American national flag, in the sense that the silk 
produced for this flag was raised in American homes by American women and 
children, reeled by the Women’s Association of Philadelphia (who are the only 
reelers of commercial silk in the country up to this time), spun, dyed, woven, 
and mounted in the city of Philadelphia, and through the liberality of Mrs. C. 
©. Thum, of the association, who generously offered to defray the expense in- 
curred in producing the flag, the association are enabled to offer it to the na- 
tional Capitol as a memento of our success in starting silk-culture as an industry 
for our American sisters. Weask for this flag a place in the Halls of our National 
Government, that it may bear witness to the faithfulness of our effort and to the 


| quality of our American product, both agricultural and mechanical. 


This is not the first fruits of specimen products of the association. The Gar- 
field brocade, presented to the widow of our late lamented President, was manip- 
ulated by our association, and its wonderfully beautiful quality and design dis- 
played to our statesmen at Washington. 

A State and national flag have been presented to the State Legislature of Penn- 
eae made of native silk, grown in the summer of 1883, and put through all 
the processes of manufacture in the city of Philadelphia. 

Besides these national gifts the association has had American silk worked up 
into knitting silk, brocade, gros-grain silk, and chenille,and in every form the 
quantity an quality has proved a good and profitable result. 

For statistics we refer you to our fourth annual report, just to be issued, and 
to the files of Daily Silk Record, published by the association during the late 
exhibit. And ing your acceptance and a place of honor for this flag, we also 
ask that due consideration shall be given to this association when the National 
Government may see fit to aid this industry. 

American women are raising silk-worm eggs far superior to foreign breeds. 
What the industry needs is experimental stations, where the process of culture 
and reeling shall be established, and where the experience and knowledge of 


| foreign operations shall be united to American talent, industry, and intelligence. 


Remember, we are the silk association of the United States ; our correspond- 
ence, our information, and progress belong to nearly every State in the Union. 
The California association is modeled after our own, but more liberally dealt 
with by her State. 


All the work of our association has been carried on by the most frugal and 
economical management, but much left undone that could have been accom- 
plished had we the means of perfecting our aims. Therefore we crave the as- 
surance of future good-will and influence in the interests we have stimulated 
and planted throughout the whole United States. 

Mrs. JOHN LUCAS, President. 
Mrs. MATTHEW SIMPSON, 
Mrs. C. C. THUM, 
Mrs. WM. B. ELTONHEAD, 
Miss PHCEBE HORNE, 
Mrs. W. T. REYNOLDS, 
' Vice-Presidents. 
Miss E. T. VAN RENSSELAER, Recording Secretary. 
Mrs. V. C. HAVEN, Corresponding Secretary. 
Mrs. E. VY. B. OSBOURN, Chairman P. and S. Committee. 
Mrs. G. W. HALL, Reeling Committee. 
Mrs. H. P. TAYLOR, Treasurer. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolutions and ask for their im- 
mediate consideration: 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States accepts with thanks the silk flag 
presented by the Women’s Silk-Culture Association of the United States as an 
example of purely American production of silk culture and manufacture. 

Resolved, That the patriotic exertions of the ladies of the association and their co- 
workers to ameliorate the industrial condition of their country-women and en- 


large and diversify female employment receive the cordial appreciation and 
sympathy of the Senate. ’ 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolutions ? 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to the con- 
sideration of the resolutions ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I rise to support the resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. The 
question is on i to the resolutions. 

Mr. MORGAN. I feel very grateful to the Senator from Kentucky 
that he has introduced these resolutions ng the handiwork 
and patriotism also of the ladies who have honored the Senate with the 
presentation of this flag. I welcome the flag, with all that it means, 
into this Chamber and overthis Government as thoroughly as any man 
in the community. There was a time when I was acting in hostility to 
it. That time will never again arise. The sentiment which it em- 
bodies in the present form in which it comes before us is one that adds 
strength to the bond of union that binds these States together, and one 
that intensifies the love of country that every American should be 
proud to enjoy and to express. 

As an evidence of the interest of the women of the United States, 
and particularly of this honorable association, in a domestic industry 
it is something admirable in itself, and I think is something that will 
produce very fruits in the United States. 
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We are yet a very dependent people for this important staple, and | 
we are not to be relieved from our state of dependence, it seems to me, | 
otherwise than through the agency of the women and children of the | 
United States, for the culture of silk is not one of those plantation in- 
dustries that can be facilitated by large investments of money or by 
extensive employment of force. It is purely a domestic, a home in- 
dustry, in which the laborers must necessarily be the women and chil- 
dren of the land. They are qualified by. their natural capacities and | 
fitness for such work to produce and to reel silk and to make it a mar- | 
ketable commodity. Men are not qualified for this kind of work. A | 
thousand plantation hands might be employed in the State of Alabama, | 
which is one of the silk-growing regions of this country, in rearing 
mulberries, and in feeding cocoons, and in reeling silk, and there would | 
come no profit from that investment. A thousand women and chil- 
dren similarly employed would bring great benefit to the country. 

I consider this as one of the most necessary as well as useful of all 
the industries in which the people of the United States can engage. 
If we will but think for a moment how much of excellent and innocent 
employment it would bring to thousands of unemployed women of the | 
United States, how much of the comforts of life they would be enabled 
to earn without any great physical exertion, without exposing them- 
selves to the heats of summer or to the chilly winds of winter, it seems 
to me that we should havea greater appreciation of the efforts of these 
ladies to foster and encourage this industry. 

Then, Mr. President, there is something very natural as well as very 
beautiful in the association of women in the silk-culture and in pre- | 
| 
i 
| 


paring it for commerce. They mutually assist each other; they mu- 
tually adorn each other. There is no woman who does not look better 
in a silk garment, and there is no silk garment that does not look bet- | 
ter upon a woman than it does upon a man. There is a natural asso- 
ciation between that sex and this industry; and these ladies evince a | 
spirit of benevolence toward their own sex when they take the charge | 
of this subject. It is entirely appropriate that they should do so; and 
I hope that the Senate of the United States, as far as it may find con- 
stitutional authority to do it, may aid and assist and encourage this 
excellent and beautiful industry which has to-day exhibited itself in 
the bright, shining folds of the American flag that now appears in the 
Senate of the United States. 

I therefore second the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have been gratified at this interest- 
ing ceremony here, illustrating the great progress and rapid growth of 
silk manufacture in this country, and it calls up very vividly in my 
mind an incident in legislation. In 1872, I think it was—it may have 
been still later, perhaps in 1874—when the Committee of Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives were considering the question 
whether it were possible for the people of this country with any success 
to engage in the manufactnre of silk in competition with the manu- 
facturers of silk in other countries where labor was cheaper, a very dis- 
tinguished political economist of this country appeared before that 
committee for the purpose of relieving those manufactures of silk 
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LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar under Rule VIII 

Mr. PLUMB. I was under the impression that the resolution of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] was on the table for conside1 
ation under the order of resolutions offered on a previous day. 1 wish 
to offer an amendment to it if the Senator himself does not propose an 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Missouri was read twice on the 22d instant, and ordered to lie on the 
table. It does not therefore come before the Senate under the order 
of resolutions 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate now take up the resolution 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. R. 113) in relation to certain lands in the Indian Territory acqttired 
by the United States from the Creek and Seminole Indians. 
tion is on that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows 


The Chair lays before the Senate the 


"he ques- 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 


| in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed and 


empowered to ascertain, by communication with the authorities of the Creek 


and Seminole Nations of Indians in the Indian Territory, upon what terms the 
said nafions will relinquish and convey to the United States all the right, title, 
and interest in and to all that country described in article 3 of the treaty made 


between the United States and the Creck Nation on June 14, 1866, as “the west 
half of their entire domain, to be divided by a line running north and south,” 
the lands so described in the treaty being now known as ‘‘ Oklahoma,” and be 
ing fully described in Senate Executive Document No. 109, Forty-eighth Con 


| gress, first session, page 4, and the lands described in article 3 of the Seminole 


treaty of March 21, 1866 (14 Statutes, page 756) 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall communicate with the author 
ities of the Creek and Seminole Nations immediately, by special agent or other- 
wise, as he may deem necessary, and transmit the result to Congress 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
take up the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. VEST. 
again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. INGALLS. It had better be read, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Missouri 
if that description would not include all that land which has been ap- 
propriated for the Iowas and Kickapoos? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; I think not. 


The question is on the motion to 


The joint resolution will be read. 
It has just been read, and it is not necessary to read it 





which are made in foreign countries from the duties then imposed upon 
them, on the ground that the manufacture of silk in the United States 
was an impossibility, and that therefore the duties upon manufactured 
silk were simply a tax upon the consumer. 

I can not keep out of my mind the statement made at that time that 
this was utterly impracticable, and yet the census of 1880, eight years 
at most from the time that statement was made, revealed that there 
were made annually in this country $41,000,000 of silk manufactured 
goods; that we were then with one exception the largest silk manufact- 
uring country in the world; that $19,000,000 of eapital were invested 
in that manufacture, and that thirty-four thousand and odd men, women, 
and children were furnished with employment and wages in that work, 
and that the cost of silk goods in this country bad in the mean time 
been reduced 34 per cent. To-day I suppose we are the first country 
in the world in the product of silk manufactures, and this and like 
goods are the fruit of that system. I congratulate the country upon 
this occasion for this demonstration of the wisdom of the policy that 
has nurtured and sustained the manufacture of these goods, and I ex- 
tend personally to those who have presented this flag my congratula- 
tions upon the success attending their efforts under the particular 
economy of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 


ELIZABETH F. ASPER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that Order of Business 1028, being the bill 
(S. 1594) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth F. Asper, which was 
placed on the Calendar at my request after having been adversely re- 
ported by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JAcKsoN], be stricken from 
the docket and the bill indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill named by him, adversely reported 
from the Committee on Pensions on the 20th instant, be taken from 
the Calendar and indefinitely postponed. That order will be entered 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objection. 





Mr. DAWES. I had the impression from reading it that it included 
that land as well. 

Mr. VEST. I drew it with reference to Oklahoma as put now on 
the map. 

Mr. DAWES. 
the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. I have an amendment to propose to meet the views of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri offers an 
amendment to the joint resolution, which wil) be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to substitute for the resolution 
the following: 


I suggested yesterday to the Senator a modification of 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed and 
empowered to ascertain, by communication with the authorities of the Creek, 
Seminole, and Cherokee Nations of Indians in the Indian Territory, upon what 
terms the said nations will relinquish and convey to the United States a!l their 
right, title, and interest in and to all that country described in article 3 of the 
treaty made between the United States and the Creek Nation on June 14, 1866, 
as ‘‘ the west half of their entire domain,” and the lands described in article 3 of 
the Seminole treaty of March 21, 1866 (14 Statutes, 756), and so much of the lands 
described in article 16 of the treaty made between the United States and the 
Cherokee Nation July 19, 1866, as has not been already purchased by the United 
States from said Cherokee Nation for the purpose of settling friendly Indians 
thereon, as provided for in said treaty. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall communicate with the authori 
ties of the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Nations immediately, by special agent 
or otherwise, as he may deem necessary, and transmit the result to Congress. 


Mr. SHERMAN. This joint resolution has not yet been considered 
by any committee, and I know that there are amendments proposed to 
be offered to it. I suggest, therefore, that without further debate it be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Iam also told—I am not 
a member of that committee—that that committee have already exam- 
ined many of the facts that enter into the consideration of this resolu 
tion, and they have an examination pending beforethem on the subject 
of the condition of affairs in this territory. I hope, therefore, without 
occupying time now, it will be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and that any amendments to be suggested may be now offered 
and sent to that committee. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tor from Ohio to make a motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do move to refer the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that motion is put I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, in the nature of a substitute for the resolution, to be printed and 
go with the resolution if it is to be referred to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the joint resolution with the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri be referred to the Committeeon Indian Affairs, pending which 
the Senator from Kansas asks leave to submit an amendment intended 
to be proposed for a similar disposition, if that disposition shall be made 
of the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. May we hear the amendment read? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be read for infor- 
mation, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to enter into negotiations with such 
of the Indian tribes in the Indian Territory as may be in paces, and control 
of more lands than are necessary to furnish each head of a family of such tribe 
with one hundred and sixty acres, witha view of obtaining a relinquishment to 
the Government for purpose of occupancy by actual settlers.only of all lands be- 
yond the quantity necessary to give the quantity of lands aforesaid to the heads 
of families in said tribes; that such action be undertaken as speedily as possible, 
and such propositions as may be received from any of said tribes for the disposal 
of their lands, and all other results growing out of said negotiations, to be re- 
ported to Congress at the earliest practicable moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to refer the resolution with all amendments to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kansas 
who offers the substitute whether it is designed to cover the land occupied 
by the five civilized tribes at this time, and in that connection I would 
state that not a great while ago I made a calculation of the land occu- 
pied by the Creek and Choctaw Nations, and there are about four hun- 
dred acres for every head of a family in one case and six hundred acres 
in the other. To reduce that down to one hundred and sixty acres 
weuld necessarily leave open alarge quantity of land. I haveno doubt 
what I say of the Choctaws and Creeks is true of the Chickasaws and 
Seminoles. I want to know the scope of the substitute. 

Mr. PLUMB. The design is to open negotiations with all the tribes 
in the Indian Territory having more lands than enough to give one 
hundred and sixty acres to each head of a family in such tribe. 

Mr. MAXEY. Including the five civilized tribes as well as the 
others? 

Mr. PLUMB. All of them together, for the purpose of presenting to 
Congress such proposition as the tribes may be willing in the present 
condition of things to make, with a view to such a limitation of Indian 
holdings in the Territory as, while meeting the necessities of the tribes, 
shall also result in surrendering to the General Government all the 
lands they do not need. 

Mr. MAXEY. IfI can get the attention of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, I would also say that I am very much of opinion that 
there is a confusion in respect to the word ‘‘ Oklahoma’’ as used. The 
treaties made with the five civilized tribes in 1866 make provision for 
a Territorial form of government, and the Choctaw treaty makes pro- 
vision for a Delegate, and if the Territorial Governmentis organized the 
treaty with the Choctaws and Chickasaws designates the Territory thus 
organized as the ‘‘ Territory of Oklahoma.’’ That is the name in the 
treaty. Those treaties are in full force and effect to-day; and if we 
ever execute the power which we have of organizing the Indian Terri- 
tory we shall do it under the name of Oklahoma. And yet this little 
piece of ground west of the country now occupied by the Creeks gets 
somehow, without any authority of law, the name of Oklahoma, and 
we get the two things mixed. The word ‘ Oklahoma ’’ properly ap- 
plies only to that portion of the Indian Territory occupied by the five 
civilized tribes as laid down in the treaties of 1866. I call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact, as I see the resolution of the Senator 
from Missouri speaks of that little patch of land there as the so-called 
territory of Oklahoma. It is not correctly so called. 

Mr. VEST. I must say to the Senator from Texas that he is mis- 
taken if he thinks I have used the expression ‘‘ the territory of Okla- 
homa.’’ I have only followed the Interior Department. They have 
marked that country as Oklahoma, I do not know on what authority. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have referred to the treaties. The designation is 
without legal authority. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the reference. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I do not know that I wonder that the 
Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Texas should desire to have 
such a resolution passed, but I do not know what particular interest 
the State of Missouri may have in this question. I only look upon 
this resolution as a crude, informal, indirect way of inviting everybody 
who wants to join the Oklahoma band and movement to begin to organ- 
ize and gather around the borders of this Indian Territory, go through 
it, and pick out land. Instead of the crowd of boomers that are there 
now which the Army can hardly keep off from Oklahoma, it is to get 
an army there big enough to swallow up the Army of the United States 
and the Indian Territory too. 





Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
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Here is a proposition made and to be passed, if it is passed, by both 
Houses of Congress, informing the people of the United States that we 
are about now to negotiate to get away from the Indians all this west- 
ern pwt of the Indian Territory, which I think embraces lands that 
have been given to several tribes that have been moved onto the same 
territory that is provided for in this resolution to be negotiated for. 
I think it will appear so. It is an invitation beforehand, or a notice 
beforehand, to everybody that desires possession of the Indian Territory 
to gather there, as where ‘‘ the carcassis, there will the eagles be gathered 
together,’’ and seize upon this land—to give impetus, to give new life and 
new motion and new activity to those who are striving to get the land. 

It is useless for me to say, for every Senator knows, that the passage 
of this resolution will call together force enough there to compel Con- 
gress to rob the Indians and steal their lands. The Secretary of the 
Interior is to send an agent down there to find out as quickly as possi- 
ble how these tribes will be willing to sell theirlands! Thatis amended 
by the Senator from Kansas by inquiring into the propriety of asking 
the Indians, each one, to pick out his forty acres or eighty acres or one 
hundred and sixty acres or three hundred and twenty acres, whatever 
the laws will allow an Indian to have at all, so that the rest may come 
into market. I think this is the most bold-faced scheme of robbery of 
Indian lands set apart for generations as a reserve upon which that un- 
fortunate people may be gathered and may be secure in some possession 
of territory that has ever been proposed in Congress. 

There is land enough for the white people without encroaching upon 
the Indian Territory. There are places for the enterprising whites to 
roam without trampling on the graves and the lands of the remnants 
of the vast number of Indians who once inherited this whole territory. 
These very Cherokees and Choctaws and Seminoles, by the superior 
power of a civilized nation, have been driven from the Atlantic west- 
ward and westward and westward, across the Mississippi, across Arkan- 
sas. They have been driven to a Territory set apart and pledged to them 
in perpetuity as one place removed from the ocean, removed from the 
lakes, removed from the Gulf, removed from the great centers of settle- 
ment and civilization, where the remaining Indians might live or die, 
as the Great Father might permit. On the south lies Texas, already in 
the possession of an empire of land; on the north Kansas and Colorado; 
and on the west, according to its boundaries, Texas still and New 
Mexico. 

The greed for land has come over the people of the United States, 
the greed for the choice valleys and the river bottoms and the forests 
set apart in this Indian Territory has sprung up with these Oklahoma 
boomers, and through their efforts it spreads and spreads till it has in- 
vited States to come into the struggles for the possession of these lands. 
Sir, I denounce this whole system as in direct violation of the theory 
and principles of this Government for over fifty years in regard to the 
Indian Territory, and the setting apart for the use of all Indians that 
the United States might desire to gather upon these lands and for their 
posterity one piece of territory which should be beyond the cupidity 
and beyond the control and beyond the settlement of the conquerors 
of this continent. Let it remain there. Let that territory remain for 
the Indian. 

If it becomes necessary, as undoubtedly it will, to remove the tribes 
in the Northwest, and in the West, and in the South, from their lands 
because they have been proved to be fertile, as the lands in Minnesota, 
as the lands in Dakota, as the lands in Michigan, as the lands in Mon- 
tana and Wyoming and all through the Western Territories, let this 
territory be open to them. The white men are demanding those lands 
to-day. The great stock-raising and stock-growing people of Texas are 
demanding the Crow territory and the Blackfeet territory and all the 
great reservations at the North as pasturage ground for the herds of 
long-horned Texas cattle. Already we have a bill pending before us 
that not only looks to the uses of these lands at the north for that pur- 
pose, but proposes to create a great highway six miles wide from Texas 
running through States and giving along at different points 10,000 acres 
in a spot for grazing lands for Texas cattle. There is ne proposition 
offered to help the cattle of Michigan, Ohio, and Indiana and Minne- 
sota and Iowa and all these Northwestern States, a breed of cattle in- 
finitely superior to all the long-horned Texas steers in beauty and value; 
but in order to make way for the invalid tribes of cattle, for the pleuro- 
pneumonia of Texas, we must set apart right through States and right 
through Territories a highway not the king’s, but the cattle’s high- 
way, pleuro-pneumonia recesses into which cattle can go and have 
health and strength and preserve their life till they can be got by that 
roundabout process to market. 

That is the object of stealing these lands. Already those who have 
herds of cattle look with greedy eyes upon this Indian Territory as 
great pasture lands for cattle. 

That is the object of this joint resolution, to drive the Indians off 
and procure a place upon which sickly cattle can recuperate their de- 
caying energies and live till they can be driven on the royal highway 
to the healthy regions of the north and be seemingly fitted for the con- 
sumption of the human race. That is what all this means. Indian 
rights are nothing; the Indians can be driven from their lands, as they 
have been, to make way for cattle. In old times ‘‘the cattle upon a 
thousand hills’’ were said to belong to the Lord. By the march of im- 
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provement and by the energy of Senators from Texas we are ready to 


believe that the cattle upon a thousand plains belong to Texas—not | 


much similarity in ownership! [Laughter. ] Pint 

I oppose this resolution. Its tendency is bad and wrong. It invites 
encroachments still more rapidly upon the Indian Territory than they 
exist now, and these encroachments have been swelling in force. The 
head of that organization may die, but the body lives. The leader of 
the band may perish, but his followers would trample over his grave in 
their approaches to Oklahoma. 

Sir, I talked a day or two since with an officer whose duty it was 
with the few troops the Government has given him to make constant 


called Oklahoma to bring back the wanderers from lands of the United 
States out of the Indian Territory and let them plant their tents out- 
side the line. If this resolution should pass and if the Secretary of 
the Interior should find some man, or should desire to find some man, 
to talk with the Indians, and see what of this property we had better 
have, the most deserving man for the place, the man who has thought 


longest upon the subject, the man who has labored most earnestly dur- | 


ing the years of his life and has led on his cohorts to find out all about 
this region, is dead. Hecannothavehim. He perished in his efforts, 
but he had lieutenants that the Secretary of the Interior could secure 
the services of, and thvy are there now. 

If the Secretary of the Interior would send a man to make this in- 
vestigation he has only to send down to those idle men who are trying 
to get into the Indian Territory, and get them to negotiate for these 
lands, and give the reasons why they want them. It will bea curious 
history when the Secretary reports whom he has employed; it will be 
a curious history when those who desire these lands have joined with 
this agent to influence the Cherokees, and Choctaws, and Seminoles, 
and Senecas, and Kickapoos, and Arapahoes, and all the euphonious 
bands of that region, but there will still be the secret history of the 


consumption of whisky, of the bribery of drunken chiefs, of the corrup- | 


tion of the headmen of the tribe, which has accompanied almost every 
attempt to win treaties from the Indians to get away their lands against 
the will of the tribe and against the sober judgment of the chiefs. 

I am opposed to this resolution. If my voice could determine it, it 
would go no further than it is now, not even to a committee. There 
is no use mincing words about this. This means a wholesale stealing 
from the Indians of what this Government has solemnly pledged to 
them and to the world should be a final resting-place for the remnants 
who remain, and this resolution opens the way and excites the cupidity 
and excites the avidity of all those who desire to possess themselves of 


these lands with the hope and expectation that Congress having begun | 


in the usual way by suggesting a fair treaty and a careful investigation, 
it is not going to take any different form than the usual methods of 
acquiring Indian lands. Sir, theSenator from Missouri who introduced 
this plausible resolution in his place in this Senate Chamber depicted 
and painted the manner in which treaties with Indians at the West 
were agreed to, or were reported to be agreed to, and told the Senate 


that one chief whose name.appears signed to a treaty giving up his | 


valley and his reservation asserted then, and it has been proved since, 
that he never signed the treaty at all; and yet for months and years 
that treaty has gone out to the world with the signature of this old 
chief printed in the printed copies but never signed to the original 
treaty. 

I commend the pathetic, the interesting statement which excited the 
sympathy and feelings, and I may say the abhorrence, of Senators here 
to such kind of manipulation of the rights and interests of the Indians, 
as the Senator who introduced this resolution spread before the Senate 
not many days since. The opportunity for an equally great wrong, for 
an infinitely greater violation of the obligations of the United States, is 
presented by this proposed treaty. If this resolution should go to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs for their consideration I have some hope 


from their reports on this subject, from the return of the Indian Com- 


mittee to the old and better examination of these questions where hu- 
manity and sympathy for these fading tribes has exhibited itself more 


in these last few years than for years before, that it will receive such an 
examination and such a report as will satisfy the Senate and the coun- 


try that the time has not come to seek by treaties with these wards of 


the nation to take away what little they have left. 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, we belong to a rapacious and con- 


quering race. In the last two centuries we have marched across this 
continent from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, expelling or assimi- 
lating all rivals, and are now looking north and south meditating new 
conquests. Since the close of the Mexican war the American people 


have ceased to acquire additional territory, not because they had ceased to 
be acquisitive, but because they had enough. But we have to-day prac- | 
tically reached the condition predicted by Macaulay in one of his won- | 
derful essays that in his opinion would constitute the chief danger of | 
this Republic: the absorption of the public domain, so that, there being 


no longer unoccupied fertile area over which the exeessive popula- 


tions of the and of the interior might diffuse themselves, combina- | 
tions to liberty might be formed and a condition of affairs 


like that in the older countries of the earth might result. 
We have nearly arrived at the limit of the arable public domain. 


XVI——60 


There is a vast expanse yet unoccupied. Much of it consists of inac- 
cessible mountain ranges; much of it is covered with timber; a very 
great extent consists of sterile uplands, fit only for grazing, where the 
policy of leasing ought to be pursued. But I doubt to-day if there are 
within the possession of the United States Government, outside of In- 
dian reservations, subject to entry under the homstead and pre-emption 
laws, 25,000,000 acres adapted to the cultivation of wheat and corn. 


It will all be absorbed inevitably within the space of the next five years. 
| And the spirit or impulse to which the Senator from Michigan has re- 
| ferred as one of larceny, as predatory, as verging upon robbery, a dis- 
| position to steal what has been consecrated by treaty and devoted to the 
pilgrimages of war down through the Cherokee lands and into what is | 


occupancy of Indians, is entirely outside of the legitimate description 
of these movements. They areinevitable. We may as well, as he says, 
not mince words about this matter. The American policy is a conti- 
nental policy, and I am not sure that within the lifetime of men now 
living it will not be a hemispherical policy. But it is enough to say 
| that to-day it is a continental policy; and nothing, no matter what may 
| be the name or shape it assumes, will be able to stand before the irre- 
sistible march of the Anglo-Saxon people, with all the corresponding 
advantages and benefits they have to confer, not only on the people of 
this country, but upon mankind at large. 

Now, sir, with regard to the Indian Territory, that portion which has 
been the object of so much solicitude during the past few months, in 
my opinion, is not at present open to settlement. I have had many let- 
| ters from constituents, and to all of them I have replied that in the opin- 
| ion of the Executive, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
the opinion of the law officer of the Government, these lands were not 
open to public settlement; the title of the Indians had not been finally 
extinguished, and I have therefore advised them if they desired to avoid 
trouble they had better await the action of Congress. Such is still my 
judgment. I believe that what is known as the ‘‘Oklahoma tract,’’ a 
designation to which it is not entitled, was never set apart under any 
circumstances by the provisions of the treaties for public settlement. It 
was taken by the United States Government in trust to be used for oc- 
cupation by friendly Indians and fteedmen; and while there has been 
a difference of opinion as to what freedmen were meant, I believe it re- 
ferred to the freedmen who were formerly slaves of the civilized Indian 
| tribes. I never have believed that that land was set apart as a general 
place of habitation for all the freedmen of the United States. [do not 
think that was in the contemplation of those who made the treaties; but 
| lam of opinion that by the term ‘“‘freedmen’’ was meant those freed 
men of the Cherokees, the Creeks, the Choctaws, the Chickasaws, and 
| the Seminoles who had been liberated under the provisions of the treaties 
of 1866. 
| Mr. MAXEY. I would suggest to the Senator from Kansas in that 
| connection that the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Schurz, acted upon 
| the view presented to-day by the Senator from Kansas. 
| Mr. INGALLS. So I understood, but forgot to say, and I am obliged 
| to the Senator for suggesting it; but I was led to the remarks I made 
| from the fact that a different opinion has been expressed, and during 
the last month I have had letters from freedmen in different parts of 
the country, from many of the Southern States, asking whether that 
land was not set apart for occupation by the freedmen of the country 
| generally. 

There seems to be a spontaneous impulse all over this country, not 
confined to the West alone, but extending into the South and the North, 
for the occupation of that region; and to characterize it as a wholesale 
disposition to steal, as a purpose on the part of the American people to 
break faith and violate treaties, is certainly a description that I can not 
with silence permit to be applied to it. Those men who are now upon 
that tract, although I believe they are there without authority or war- 
rant of law, have in most cases been imposed upon by interested and 
scheming leaders, who have deceived them for purposes of gain; but I 
have no doubt that they honestly believe that those lands are public 
lands of the United States, and that therefore they have a right to go 
upon them. 

So far as I am concerned I shall never consent to any ‘ajustice being 
done to the Indians. I will never consent to the violation of our 
| plighted faith with them. They are just as much entitled to the ob- 
servance of the obligations of honor as though: those treaties under which 
they claim had been made with the most powerful nations upon the 
face of the earth; and if I supposed, as the Senator from Michigan does, 
that this was a larcenous impulse; that we were occupying the atti- 
tude of highway robbers or footpads or buccaneers, I certainly should 





| not favor it. But it may as well be conceded first as last that it is 
| utterly impossible that these vast tracts of land should be held in idle, 
unproductive, and useless occupation much longer. I do not think it 
advisable that they should be so held. 

Some one has said that he who made two blades of grass grow where 
one grew before was a public benefactor. Shall it be said that those 
who would upon these vacant and unoccupied solitudes build the in- 
| stitutions of a Christian civilization are less benefactors of the human 
species than he who makes two blades of grass grow where one grew 
| before? Sir, civilization is better than barbarism; cultivation is better 
| than solitude; corn and wheat are better than prairie grass; the cow, 
| the horse, and the sheep are better than the bison, the coyote, and the 
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rattlesnake; and there is no use talking about this vast occupation of 


these great tracts of land by their savage tenants indefinitely in the | 


future. But, sir, they have had the right of occupation by sacred guar- 
antees; these lands have been consecrated by the faith of the nation, 
and they never will be relinquished, so far as I am concerned, without 
the consent of those occupants fairly obtained, voluntarily given, with 
just and adequate compensation for every acre that they relinquish. 
Such, sir, is the scope of the amendment offered by my colleague, and 
such I believe to be the scope of the resolution presented by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. I give them my hearty and cordial approbation, 
repelling at the same time the assertion of the Senator from Michigan 
that there is on the part of any persons, whether now upon these lands 


or contemplating a journey thither, the disposition to do anything other | 


than exact justice 
Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, if I had supposed that any one could 


characterize the resolution which I have offered as the Senator from | 


Michigan has characterized it I should certainly have hesitated before 
introducing it Nothing was further from the intent, and nothjng in 
my judgment will be further from the fact than the result which he has 
pictured as to follow the adoption of this resolution. It is directly op- 
posed to all those practices which have been characterized on this floor 
is violations of the rights of the Indians heretofore in the making of 
treaties 
Some years ago Congress prohibited the further making of Indian 
reaties, and it was done because it was thereafter to be required that 
all agreements with the Indians should originate with Congress and 
not with the Executive and that every step in the making and perfect- 
ing of any agreement with the Indians should be subject to that day- 
light which always characterizes the proceedings of Congress in open 
session. There having been withdrawn from the Executive the power 
to make treaties with the Indians, by a necessary and natural conse- 
‘quence there was withdrawn from him the power to negotiate any 
wreement whatever with Indians, except by direction of Congress. 
This resolution looks to the acquisition of no lands except what the 
Indians are willing to surrender. It does not authorize the bringing 
to bear of any pressures, but the Executive shall simply negotiate and 
present to Congress such propositions as the Indians themselves upon 
his solicitation that they shall make some proposition may be willing 


to make for the surrender of that portion of the lands which they them- | 


selves shall deem that they no longer need and which they are willing 
to exchange for cash; and there is nothing else to do but that. It is 
the most perfectly proper in my judgment of anything that could be 
proposed, and at the same time wholly consistent with justice to the 
Indians in every step of the transaction. 

Mr. President, while the Senator from Michigan chided me for the 
larceny I had in mind in offering this resolution he was chastising the 


other branch, the House of Representatives, which yesterday—lI did | 


not know it until a moment ago—adopted as an amendment to the In- 
dian appropriation bill for the coming year a provision in these words: 

That the President is hereby authorized, requested, and required to open ne- 

otiations with the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees for the purpose of open- 
= to settlement under the homestead law the unassigned lands in said Indian 
Territory ceded by them respectively to the United States by the several treat- 
ies of August 11, 1866, March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the 
sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated; his action hereunder to be reported to Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R. 5461) to regu- 
late interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by com- 
mon carriers. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask consent that this matter go on until it is dis- 
posed of. I think it will take less time to-day than it will to-morrow, 
and I believe it will take but a few moments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator propose to force a vote on the 
resolution to-day ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; only on the question of reference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no objection to the reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside in 
order that the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the joint 
resolution which has been pending during the morning hour. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. The provision I have read was adopted in the House 
yesterday, I think unanimously. I think also in place of this being 
an invitation to people to go there it will be arestraint. I myself have 
never invited any one or suggested that any one should go there. On 


the contrary, I can say with my colleague that I have discouraged per- | 


sons from going there. At the same time I am not willing to close my 
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| hear that that suggestion was against the interests of the Indians. If 
an Indian has two acres of land and only needs one and he receives for 
| that one acre in excess of his needs, by am agreement made with his 
| consent, the fair cash value of it, I take it the money is better to him 
| at interest than the land is. 
| I believe we should approach the diseussion of this question. If Con- 
| gress will address itself to this question as one of present importance 
| and as one about which the publieis more or less concerned, that of it- 
self will operate as a restraint against people going on the Indian lands 
instead of an invitation to them to go there. I believe the very fact 
| that Congress has done nothing so long has taken no step in this direc- 
tion, has led people to believe that they could go upon the lands and 
precipitate action; and not only that, but it has operated to make peo- 
ple believe that Congress was going to do nothing, and therefore it has 
perpetuated the conviction in the public mind to some extent of the 
existence of lange bodies of land under Indian control without being oc 
cupied by anybody or made to do any public or private good. It is 
with that view that I have offered this amendment. 
I am satisfied that is the view which has been had in mind all through 


| this debate by the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Texas, 


and as nothing can be done under this resolution except with the con- 
sent of the Indians, and that consent is further to be followed by legis- 
lation, nothing of the kind which the Senator from Michigan seems to 
anticipate and whieh he has spoken of as heretofore having character- 
ized our dealings with the Indians in regard to their lands by means ot 
treaties can possibly occur. I assure him, whatever value that assur- 
ance has, that I did not have in mind at all the repetition of that which 
he has justly characterized. Ido not want one single Indian in any 
tribe in the Indian Territory or anywhere else to surrender anything 
that is his to the United States or amybody else unless he gets a fair 
equivalent for it. 

I understand further that the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided, in what is known as the Joy case, that the Cherokee In- 
dians have a fee title to their lands. All talk, therefore, about taking 
them, except upon compensation and by valid agreements with the 
Indians, is, of course, idle words. Nothing else can be done except to 
treat with them for the acquisition of their soil as that of a private in- 
dividual, and upon terms which will be agreeable to them and which 
shall after all have the sanction of law. 

The Cherokee Indians themselves treated with the United States on 
| the 16th day of July, 1866, for the ceding to the United States in trust 
| of about 7,000,000 acres of their land, and it was stated therein that it 
| was for the purpose of locating friendly Indians upon it in bodies of 
| 160 acres each, and that quantity was thereby fixed, according to the 
| judgment of the Cherokee Indians and the United States, as being a 
| proper and sufficient amount for Indian holding in that locality. I 
have applied in this resolution simply the same rule. In addition to 
that, the Senate has twice passed, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
said yesterday, a bill specifically authorizing the President of the United 
States to enter into negotiations for the purpose of acquiring land above 

this amount from all Indian tribes and the location of the Indians in 

severalty upon the remainder of their lands. It was only because [ 
feared that bill would not become a law, and therefore the President 
would not deem himself instructed to act immediately upon this ques- 
tion, which is so important, that I offered this resolution, in order that 
we might require of orat least suggest to the Executive that he institute 
measures at once, and not wait for the passage of the bill now on the 
Speaker's table of the House of Representatives, and which may not be 
reached, in order to accomplish this end. 

Therefore this proposition is in accordance with the deliberate ex- 

ression of the judgment of this body on two several occasions by bill; 
it is the expression of the judgment of the House of Representatives 
made only yesterday. It is in accordance not only with the fitness of 
things but with the necessity of things, because without this the Presi- 
dent will not, as he ought not, feel himself authorized to engage in nego- 
tiations with any Indian tribe for any purpose whatever, or at all events 
for any purpose of the kind heretofore embraced in the execution of 
treaties. 

As I said before I say again, it was furthest from my thoughts that 
any injustice or injury should result to any Indian or any Indian tribe 
by reason of the adoption of this proposition or by reason of the nego- 
tiations to be opened under it, or that we should witness in any degree 
as growing out of ita return to that which all men deprecate, and which 
was disposed of when Congress provided that the Executive should 
make no more treaties with Indians, but that all agreements with them 
should receive the sanction of law. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think that there is to be any further debate 
| on this resolution. I think it may be referred at once. It will save 


| 


eyes to that which I see impending, and which in the very nature of | time to do that now. 
things is inevitable. The Secretary of the Interior himself within a 
very few days has recommended to Congress that measures should be 
taken to limit Indian holdings and that the lands not necessary for the 
occupancy of the Indians should be acquired by the United States by 
agreement in order that thay may be open to settlement, and I did not 


|. Mr. MILLER, of California. 1 withdraw the motion for the purpose 
of tg vote on the motion to refer. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 

= resolution and amendments be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
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Mr. VEST. I wish to saya word. If I could be surprised at any- 
thing I should be surprised at what was said by theSenator trom Mich- 
igan this morning. I might content myself by stating that argument 
does not consist in mere assertion and that abuse can not be considered 
as logic. The Senator from Michigan has not considered his words. | 
will simply say that this resolution was not intended to rob any In- 
dians, but it was intended to protect the Indians. Emphatically and | 
distinctly I say I offered it for the purpose of protecting the Indians, 
and this morning the delegate from the Creek Nation wrote me a letter, 
which I have, thanking me in the name of that nation for what I said | 
yesterday upon this floor in behalf of his people; and the Creeks and 
Seminoles have filed in the Department of the Interior two papers, ask- 
ing that the very thing should be done which I propose in the resolu- 
tion I have offered to the Senate. Sir, I can only believe that the 
charge of stealing and robbery as applied by the Senator to this pro- 


‘posed action simply arises from the grossest ignorance in regard to this 


whole matter. 

In 1866 by the treaties with the Creeks and Seminoles they sold their 
lands to the Government of the United States, the Creeks at 20 cents an 
acre and the Seminoles at 15 cents; the Creeks selling the west half of 
their entire domain, divided by a line running north and south; the 
Seminoles selling the whole of their possessions and taking other lands 
from the Creeks. In these two treaties was a provision that the lands 
so sold should only be occupied by Indians from the plains and freed- 
men. The Cherokees sold all of their domain west of the ninty-eighth 
meridian, which should afterwards be occupied by Indians. The wild 
tribes were to settle there and receive one hundred and sixty acres to 
each Indian, the United States paying for the amount which might thus 
be taken. The Choctaws and Chickasaws sold to the United States 
7,000,000 acres for $300,000. 

The proposition of the people who are called ** boomers,’’ and who have 
gone on that territory without law and in defiance of proclamation, | 
was to ignore the treaties and tear them up and take possession with- 
out regard to the rights or interests of the Indians as they then were. | 
Under my resolution they cannot do that. My resolution says, and 
every impulse of my nature says, that these Indians shall be treated | 
with the same standard of honesty as if it were the Government of 
Great Britain with whom we were treating. So far from outraging 
the Indians, it protects them. Every line of the resolution is in that | 
direction and no other; and, sir, I undertake to say that there is not | 
one member of the Seminole, or the Creek, or the Cherokee tribes | 
who will not indorse most emphatically the action proposed. 

When the Senator talks about using whisky with the chiefs, he can 
not apply it to myself. I have always denounced such action in any 
quarter. This is a proposition not only for the protection of the Indi- 
ans, but it has the sanction of the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. This very morning the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs thanked me for having introduced this resolution, and 
said that he had already sent to Congress a recommendation of the same 
sort of action in regard to these lands. Yet the Senator from Michigan 
says that this is robbery! Sir, I appeal to the facts. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong this discus- 
sion when the Senate wishes to go into executive session, and I care less 
for what the learned Senator from Missouri may have to say about the 
gross ignorance of gentlemen who differ with him. An assertion of 
knowledge neither establishes knowledge, nor does the assertion of ig- 
norance establish ignorance. 

The Senator goes beyond all the history and traditions and promises 
and treaties and pretensions of this Government, breaks through them 
all by his resolution, and proposes at once, whether it is best or not best, 
that the Secretary of the Interior enter into negotiations through some 
agent for these Indianlands. That is what I complainof. And when 
I recite that for two hundred years the whites on this continent have 
in thousands of instances by fraud, by drunkenness, by corruption, stolen 
away this part and that part of the vast domain occupied by the Indians 
and claimed by them, and without waiting for Congress to determine 
what its policy should be, whether it is best to give up the Indian Ter- 
ritoery, W it is best to confine the tribes to a smaller portion of 
land, whether it is best to give them one hundred and sixty acres in sev- 

eralty, the Senator’s proposition is for a negotiation hurriedly, no mat- 
ter what Congress or the people of the United States may think about 
ae its good faith with the Indians and its promise to the civil- 
ized world that there should be one territory set apart for these Indians 
once the occupiers and owners of this whole vast domain. It is pro- 
posed to start off an agent to buy their lands. I say the chance is that 
the old policy of taking and occupying these lands will be renewed 
here; we are to follow the Rob Roy rule: 


Because the good old rule 
Sufficeth them, the simple plan, 
That they should take who have the power, 
And they should keep who can. 


> 
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men who have been lingering around this Capitol ever since | have 
known it, continually coming in here with their plans and projects to 
do one thing or another thing, and to get away the Indian lands | 
fear the Greeks even bringing gilts,’’ and I fear these representatives 
of these nations even if they do write to the Senator from Missouri ap 
proving his plan. 

But, sir, the Senator from Kansas nearest me [| Mr. INGALLS] has put 
his finger upon the knob which rings the bell to all the land. He re 
lies on ‘‘manifest destiny.”’ Whether the Senator believes in Provi 
dence, I do not know. Whether he believes in an overruling power ot! 
the nations and tribes of the earth from the beginning hitherto till new 
I never yet have been able to understand. But he argues this ques 
tion as De Quincey argued the question of murder. He argued the ques 
tion of murder as one of the fine arts. Murder having been viewed as 
a fine art, the getting of Indian lands may be regarded as a tine t: it 
is ‘* manifest destiny,’ inevitable that the white race shail drive the fn 


dians off! The Senator plants himself on that great rule of destiny 
which, he says, will control not only our own and the Indian lands, bu 
will spread itself north and south till it brings under the control of ou 
people the North American continent, and soaring with hi ‘ im 
agination still further, he crosses the tropics and claims that nothit 
a hemisphere will satisfy the insatiable demands of fate—not Pro 
dence, not a King of nations and a Lord of peoples—not just 
murder as a fine art, occupying territory as a fine art! 

Sir, the Senator from Kansas has read that eloquent description o 


Lamb in which he 


quisite flavor and the ineflfabie attract 


explained to the world the discovery ot 
on Of roast pig. how ol 
steppes of Tartary and in the borders of China where the pig and th 
family resided in the same bamboo house, when the tire came and de 


stroyed the house the family escaped but the pig perished in the ruins 
and when this Chinese man or this Tartar man, whichever it may hav 
been, came to search among the ruins to find if anything was left, and 


removing the ashes, he stuck his finger accidentally into the body of 
the young suckling roast pig, and cooling it in his mouth he found how 
delicious the acquisition was He called his family, his wife and 
his children, or as the Senator from Kansas would so delightfully ex 

press it, his whole family cirele, to partake with him of the roast 
pig. After that was consumed and anew bamboo house builded and 
new pigs acquired, an increase of stock, inevitable fate, inexorable des 

tiny, compelled that Chinaman when the pig had attained a suitable 
size for roasting to remove his family and set fire to his building so as 
to roast the pig. All over those vast plains there was on every still 
night the burning bamboo house of a Chinaman who had learned how 
to acquire roast pig by consuming his dwelling to roast it. That is the 
origin, it is said, of that, and all over that region all kinds of rights 
are disregarded and all property destroyed that the family may luxuri 

ate in that roasted delicacy. 

Now the Senator from Kansas says we have taken these things all 
along; we have destroyed rights; we have invaded treaties; we have 
made ourselves obnoxious to the whole civilized world by seizing upoa 
property, and we must keep up that method even though houses be de- 
stroyed to gratify our insatiable desire for more territory. 

I should like to dwell somewhat upon this, but the Senator trom 
California [Mr. MILLER] indicates in a manner which I can not mis 
understand that he is very anxious to go into executive session for some 
purpose or other, and I yield, as he has been so courteous as to permit 
me to speak on this subject—I yield to his desire now, and hope he will 
make his motion, and that this discussion may go on hereafter, for | 
know the Senator from Missouri desires to reply, and the Senator from 
Kansas, to the roast pig argument. [Laughter.] I brought up that 
illustration because it touches a sensitive part of the nature of both my 
friends. I want them to dwell upon it and prolong the exquisite sen- 
sation of enjoyment which such a thing suggests. I have introduced it 
here to make it the subject of future remarks upon the same line of ar- 
gument and to connect manifest destiny in regard to seizing Indian 
lands and the manifest destiny that lights up the vast plains of Tar- 
tary and China after the first discovery of the delicacy-to which J have 
alluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the joint resolution and the 
pending amendments be referred to the Committee on Indian A ffairs 

The motion was agreed to, 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 20th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1625) for the relief of 
William Bowen. 

The message also announced that the President had, on the 21st in 
stunt, approved and signed the following acts: 

| An act (S. 2061) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Mississippi River, one within the State of Minnesota and one between 


That is our policy with the Indians, and that is the natural result of | the States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; and 


haste to find out how certain heads of tribes, like this man here, | 


this 
who is said to be the representative of a tribe, can get your money to | 
There are | 


handle, for the chiefs decide such matters, not the Indians. 


An act (S. 478) to authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish and 
turn over to the Interior Department certain parts of the Camp Doug- 
las military reservation in the Territory of Utah 
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The message further announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2045) for the relief of the Eastern Presbyterian church in 
the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1758) for the relief of Charles M. Blake, a chaplain inthe 
United States Army; and 

An act (S. 1821) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to examine 
and adjust the claim of E. W. Streeter for moneys expended_and serv- 
ices performed in taking the census of Dakota in 1860. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I now renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After two hours and thirty-four minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 23, 1885. 


The House metat 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonn 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PRESENTATION OF FLAG—WOMEN’S SILK-CULTURE ASSOCIATION. 


The SPEAKER. At the request of a committee of ladies represent- 
ing the Women’s Silk-Culture Association of the United States, the 
Chair asks leave to interrupt the regular order of the proceedings this 
morning for a moment for the purpose of presenting a communication 


tendering to the United States House of Representatives a silk flag of 


the United States. The Clerk will read the communication accom- 
panying this flag, and, if there be no objection, it will be, printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The communication is as follows: 


PHILADELPHIA, January 23, 1885. 
To the honorable members of the House of Representatives at Washington : 


The Women's Silk-Culture Association of the United States, established in 
Philadelphia in 1880, have since that time demonstrated silk-culture in the United 
States to a condition and state of progress never before attained, and upon the 
popularity of which numerous stock companies and individuals have established 
business centers. 

While not deprecating such conditions we do ask that the questions by whom 
and how was the industry introduced be honestly and properly accredited to 
its rightful authors, the Women’s Silk-Culture Association of the United States, 
who herewith desire to present to the House of Representatives of the United 
States at Washington a truly American national flag in the sense that the silk 
produced for this flag was raised in American homes by American women and 
children ; reeled by the Women’s Association at Philadelphia, who are the only 
reelers of commercial silk in the country up to this time; spun, dyed, woven, 
and mounted in the city of Philadelphia; and through the liberality of Mrs. C. 
C, Thum, of the association, who generously offered to defray the expense in- 
curred in producing the flag, the association is enabled to offer it to the national 
Capitol as a memento of their success in starting silk-culture as an indu for 
their American sisters. We ask for this faga in the Halls of our National 
Government, that it may bear witness to the faithfulness of our effort and to 
the quality of our American product, both agricultural and mechanical. 

This is not the first fruitsof American-grown products. The Garfield brocade, 
presented to the widow of our late lamented President, was manipulated by our 
own association, and its wonderfully beautiful quality and design displayed to 
our statesmen at Washington. 

A State and national flag have just been presented to the Legislature at Har- 
a, So were made of native silk grown in the summer of 1883, and J a 
through all the processes of manufacture in the city of Philadelphia. des 
these national gifts, the association has had American silk worked up into knit- 
ting silk, brocade, velvet, gros-grain silk, and chenille; and in every form the 
quantity and quality have proved a good and profitable result. 

For statistics, we refer you to our fourth annual report of 1883 and to the files 
of the Daily Silk Record, published oe association during the late exhibit. 
And begging your acceptance and a p of honor for this , we also ask that 
due consideration shall be given this association when the National Government 
may see fit to aid this industry. 

American women are raising silk-worm eggs far superior to foreign breeds. 
What the industry needs is experimental stations, where the process of culture 
and reeling shall be established, and where the experience and knowledge of 
foreign operations shall be united to American tajent, industry, and intelligence. 

Remember, we are the silk association of the United States; our aupce> 
ence, our instructions, and progress belong to nearly every State in the Union. 
The California association is modeled after our own, but more liberally dealt 
with by her State. 

All the work of our association has been carried on by the most frugal and 
economical management, but much left undone that could have been done had 


we the means of accomplishing our aims, Therefore we crave the assurance of 


future good-will and influence in the interests we have stimulated and planted. 
Mrs. JOHN LUCAS, President. 
Mrs. MATTHEW SIMPSON, 
Mrs, CORNELIA C. THUM, 
Mrs. WM.B. ELTONHEAD, 
Miss PHCEBE HORNE, 
Mrs. W. T. REYNOLDS, 


Miss E.T VAN RENSSELAER. Recording Secretary 
iss E. vAN NS A . 
Mrs. V. C. HAVEN, eemmaanion i 

Mrs. H. P. TAYLOR, Treasurer. 

Mrs. E. V. B. OSBOURN, P. and 8. Committee. 

Mrs. G. W. HALL, Reel Committee. 








Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution in this 
connection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives accepts the ion prepases for its 
use, and presented by the Women’s Silk-Culture Association of the United States ; 
that the excellence of the fiber and perfection of the colors it displays afford 
evidence of the remarkably rapid development of the culture and manufacture 
of silk by the American people, under the auspices of this association of women, 
and that the House will cause the flag as the national emblem to be displayed 
within the Hall of the House and preserved as a memorial of the tact and en- 
ergy of the Women’s Silk-Culture Association of the United States. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will lay before 


the House certain executive communications and personal requests of 
members. 


There was no objection. 
FREE PENALTY ENVELOPES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Postmaster- 
General, transmitting a letter from the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral asking an appropriation of $4,000 for the purchase of free penalty 
envelopes from the Post-Office Department for the next fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HARBOR AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers, with accom- 
panying papers, relative to the improvement of harbor at Cleveland, 
Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, recommending the passage of a bill extending the time forone 
year within which claims for property taken for the Washington Aque- 
duct may be presented to the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. DAVIS, 
of Missouri, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 
Mr. HURD. I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


POWER TO ORIGINATE REVENUE BILLS. 


Mr. HURD. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas certain bills, appropriating money from the Treasury of the United 
States, originating in the oats, have that body and have been sent to 
this House for its concurrence, which are now upon the Speaker's table, to wit, 
Senate bill No. 398, entitled “‘A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary 
support of common schools,”’ and many others; and 

ereas it is asserted that these bills are in violation of Ropetrlage of this 
House to exclusively originate bills for raising revenue: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be hereby directed to in- 

uire into the power of the Senate to originate bills appropriating mone from 

he Treasury of the United States, and report to this House at as early a day as 
practicable. And said committee shall have leave to report at any time. 


Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to the resolution except in its 
latter part, which gives leave to the committee to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if this be a matter of ——- 
at all the committee would have the right to report at time. e 
resolution does not refer any bill to the committee, but an in- 
quiry to be made. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I make the point of order that this is not a privi- 


leged question. 
e SPEAKER. The Chair will hear any ion the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT] has to make on that point. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I make point of order for the simple reason 
that it is not a question for the Committee on the Judiciary to decide 
whether or not the power is in this House alone to o te revenue 
bills. That isa power settled by the Constitution. gentleman 
from Ohio has a right to offer his resolution, but I do not think it is in 
the nature of a privileged resolution at this time. He can only offer 
it at some time when it would be in regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks whenever it is asserted on the 
floor of the House that the rights or privileges of the House have been 
invaded or violated by any other body or by any individual, a question 
of privilege is presented at least to the extent that the Chair is obliged 
to submit it to the House for its decision. Of course the Chair itself 
will decide all questions of order during legislative 


of the House; but when the all made that the righ its or priv- 


ileges of the House collectively have been invaded, that is a question 
which does not come within the province of the Chair to decide. The 
House is the custodian and guardian of its own rights and privileges 
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as a body, and must always possess the power and have the opportunity 
to determine what those rights and privileges are and whether or not | 


they have been improperly interfered with. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I withdraw, then, the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have just come into the Hall, and ask a question 
for information. Do I understand this resolution is before the House 
now for its consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The gentleman from Ohio, the Chair will 
state, offers the resolution, which has just been read, alleging that the 
Senate has passed certain bills appropriating money out of the public 
Treasury in violation of the constitutional privileges of the House, and 
directing the Committee on the Judiciary to investigate that question 
and report its opinion for the information of the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether it is not in 
order to move that so much of the resolution as refers to the educational 
bill be referred to the Committee on Education. If it is, I make that 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. HuRpD] has the 
floor. The gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. WILLIs] can make any 
proper parliamentary motion when he obtains the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I withdrew the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to inquire whether the gentle- 
man from Ohio is entitled to the floor for an hour on this question; and 
further, what arrangement, if any, can be made as to the division of 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know whether the gentleman 


from Ohio proposes to discuss the resolution or to make some further | 


motion in reference to it. But if he desires to discuss the resolution 
he is entitled to the floor under the rules for one hour. 

Mr. REAGAN. With the permission of the gentleman from Ohio I 
desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. If this resolution should be 
adopted and the question be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


would the bills embraced in and named by the resolution come before | 


the House for action, or would the committee simply report on the 
question referred to them? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution does not propose to refer any bill. 
It proposes to refer merely the question of privilege. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 


bill, as it is called—the educational bill—in its regular order ? 
The SPEAKER. Notatall. If the House wishes it can consider it. 
Mr. HURD. 
the resolution just read. 


Will the effect of this question being referred to 
the Judiciary Committee be to prevent the consideration of the Blair | 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a few remarks upon 
If any apology were necessary for my thus 
trespassing upon the attention of the House it shall be found in the im- | 


The Chair | 


: 
ered 


The question thus directly presented in the resolution I have off 
is: Are bills appropriating money bills for raising revenue? | main 


| tain that they are, and ask the House to consider the reasons which 


have brought my mind to this conclusion. 

In the first place, this will appear by reflecting upon the trne signi 
fication of the word revenue. But at the threshold it will be well to 
state with accuracy the meaning of the term to be employed in this 
discussion. An appropriation bill is one specifically setting aside for 
certain purposes sums of money realized from taxation. A biil rai 
revenue is a bill making or creating revenu s the annua! 
income of a government derived from taxation and made avai 
constitutional methods for the public use 

Taxation does not make the money col venue I 
cient that it shall have been taken by public power from the prop 

the citizen. It is not revenue until 


sing 
Revenue 
lable by 
lected re S not 

the Government can dra 
from the Treasury and use it. The public coffers might be full of money 
raised by taxation, but not one dollar of it is revenue unless it can bx 
applied to the payment of governmental expense. Of what 

St&te would an overflowing exchequer be without the power to expend 
a cent it contains ? 

Worcester defines revenue to be ‘‘the income of a nation or state 
derived from duties, taxes, and other sources, for the payment of na 
tional expenses.’’ Insubstance this is the same as the detinition given 
by Webster. These show that that income only is revenue which 
available for the payment of national expenses. The purpose for which 
the tax was levied does not fix its character as revenue, but its avail 


ol 


ivait toa 


| ability for use in discharge of national obligations. 


| taxations, and other sources, and appropriated to the payment of the 
| expenses 


| standard in Great Britain, in these words 


| ordinary or extraordinary. 


As authority for his detinition, Worcester refers to Brande’s Diction 
ary of Science and Art, where revenue is thus defined 


The name given to the income of a state, derived from the customs, ex« 
nationa 


This definition is followed in the Universal Dictionary, the present 
‘Revenue is the annual in 
come of a state, derived from the taxation, customs, excises, and othe) 
sources, and appropriated to the payment of the national expenses.’ 

No other definition would be consistent with the facts of English 
history, out of which have grown the methods of furnishing support to 
that government. The revenue forthe Crown of Great Britain is either 
The former is attached to it by hereditary 








| right; the latter is specially granted by Parliament as a supply for na- 


portance of the constitutional questions involved and the necessity of 


deciding them now. 


relates. 


For several years I have observed with apprehension the increasing | 


By others the task might better have been under- 
taken than by me; but as no one else has seemed disposed to offer this 
resolution, a sense of duty has impelled me, even at the risk of some 
criticism, to present it, and with it my views of the subject to which it 


number of appropriation bills originating in the Senate, but so long as 


they related to private or local interests and completed their work in a 
But when 


single act of o I have not interposed an objection. 


bills proposing to appropriate more than seventy millions of dollars for 
great public purposes and involving annual expenditure for many years 


to come originated in the Senate, then I felt that the time had come | 


to decide finally whether or not that body possessed any such power 


This subject has been in dispute on several occasions between the two 
Houses, but no determination has ever been reached by this House, and 


it is to-day apparently as far from settlement as ever. 


Thereisno proposition affecting the privileges of this House of greater 


importance. 
functions of the two branches of the Federal Congress. 


It involves the boundary lines between the legislative 
It touches the | 


most valuable prerogative of legislation—the power of appropriating 


money. 


It affects in an especial way the rights of the people, who are | 


most deeply concerned in the methods of expending the sums realized 


from taxation. 
parliamentary growth. 


It brings to the public attention the history of English | 
It presents the question of how far the prin- | 


ciples of that development have been applied in the formation of our 


institutions. It imposes upon us the duty as the immediate repre 


sentatives of the people to decide whether the great power of the House 


of Commons for the protection of popular rights was given to this body 


If we find we possess it, then the obligation is devolved upon us to 
maintain and uphold it, with the same spirit, courage, and love of lib- 


erty which have illustrated the history in that regard of the popular | 


branch of the British Parliament. 


_ There is no dispute that bills may originate in the Senate as well as 
in the House, except as provided in section 7 of article 1 of the Con- 
stitution. The language of the first paragraph of that section is: 


All bills for raising revenue shal! originate in the House of Representatives, 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 


| tional purposes. The ordinary revenues became less and less valuable 
in the progress of time. Then the extraordinary ones were resorted to 
to supply the deficiency and make up the amount necessary for the ex 
penses of the government. The foundation of these was the parlia 
mentary grant: and without it the only source of governmental support 
was the income from property owned by the Crown by hereditary titi 
Money, therefore, to become revenue to the King, must have been granted 
to him bythecommons. Itis true that for many years he had the privi 
lege of expending it as he pleased, but he could not spend it until 
| had been granted. The levying of the tax, the collecting it, the de 
positing it in the treasury, all were not sufficient to make the mone: 
| realized royal revenue; these were merely the preliminary steps. T'h 
essential act to constitute it revenue was the grant, without which not 
| one single farthing could have been used for the national expenses. As 
will be shown hereafter, the appropriation grew to be a necessary part 
of the grant, so that at the time of the formation of our Constitution 
| and for more than acentury before, there could have been no extraordi- 
nary revenue in Great Britain for the Crown which had not been ap- 
propriated for specified purposes by the house of commons. 
| The definitions cited, therefore, rightly declare an appropriation to be 
a necessary step to the creation of revenue. A bill of appropriation is 
a bill raising revenue; and since the word ‘‘ revenue’’ must be held to be 
employed in the Constitution in its then ordinarily accepted sense, 
| such a bill must originate in the House. 

Secondly. The proceedings in the constitutional convention show very 
plainly that this term was used in its usual sense as including bills of 
appropriation as well as tax bills. 

The first provision on this subject in the convention appeared in the 
| plan of Mr. Charles Pinckney, as follows: 





i 





| All money bills of every kind shall originate in the House of Delegates 
| shall not be altered by the Senate.— Madison Papers, page 129 


nd 


“a 
After debate proceeded for some time, it was found that great diffe: 
ences of opinion had arisen, which it was proposed to refer to a com- 
mittee of compromise. The committee was appointed with Mr. Gerry 
as chairman, who reported a recommendation to the convention, which 

upon this point contained the following provision: 
> 


ie -* 


All bills for raising or appropriating money shall originate in the 
first branch of the legislature and shall not be altered or amended in the second 
branch.—Madison Papers, 274. 


The report was in substance accepted by the convention in these 
words: 


All bills for raising or appropriating money shall originate in the first branch 
| of the legislature and shali not be altered or amended in the Senate.—Madiso 
| Papers, page 316. 


In the same phrase it was referred to the committee on detail (Madi- 











































































son Papers, page 375 
following form 


, who reported it back to the convention in the 
| 


Sec. 5 (article 4). All bills for raising or appropriating money shall originate 
in‘the House of Representatives, and shall not be altered or amended in the 
Senate 


Upon first consideration this section was stricken out by a vote of 7 
States to 4. Afterward it was reconsidered, and Mr. Randolph moved 
to amend so that it would read: 

Bills for raising money for the purpose of révenue or for appropriating the 
same shal! originate in the House of Representatives, and shall not be amended 
or altered in the Senate as to increase or diminish the sum to be raised, or 
change the mode of levying it, or the object of its appropriation.—Madison 
Papers, page 414. 

A further amendment was proposed by Mr. Strong (Madison Papers, 
page 427): 

Each House shal! possess the right of originating all bills, except bills for rais- 
ing money for the purposes of revenue and appropriating the same,which shall 
originate in the House of Representatives, but the Senate may propose or con- 
cur with amendments as in other cases. 

The committee of eleven reported the final draught, as follows: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives 
and shal) be subject to alteration or amendment in the Senate. 

This was adopted with an amendment striking out the last clause 
and inserting: 

But the senate may propose or concur with amendments as in other bills. 

The first appearance of the word ‘‘ revenue’’ in thisconnection in the 
convention was in the proposition of Mr. Randolph. It was also offered 
in nearly the same phrase in the amendment of Mr. Strong. The lan- 
guage in both is, ‘‘All bills raising money for the purpose of revenue, 
and appropriating the same, shall originate in the House.’’ Changing 
the words a little, in accordance with their grammatical construction, 
we will make the meaningeclearer. It would then read, ‘‘A1]l bills rais- 
ing or appropriating money for the purposes of revenue.’’ This shows 
that the propositions proceeded upon the theory that appropriation bills 
were as necessary to make money revenue as tax bills. 

This, too, must have been the opinion of the committee of eleven, to 
whom the subject was referred. They had before them all the prop- 
ositions which had been submitted to the convention. These were: 
‘All money bills of every kind;’’ ‘‘All bills for raising or appropriat- 
ing money,’’ and ‘‘All bills for raising money for the purpose of rev- 
enue and appropriating the same.’’ For all of them they substituted 
the phrase approved by the convention, ‘‘All bills for raising revenue.”’ 

What did this change signify? Certainly more than the mere rais- 
ing of money, for, with that phrase in somany propositions before them, 
they could easily have adopted it if nothing more had been meant. 
What then more than merely raising money wasintended? Manifestly 
as much more than that as may be included in the meaning of the word 
‘‘revenue,’’ which, as I have shown, is the appropriation of money. 

Persons who insist upon the possession of the power over appropria- 
tions by the Senate read this section as though it said all bills raising 
money. It does not so declare. It is all bills raising revenue. The 
raising of money is one thing, the raising of revenue is another. Todo 
the one, taxation only is necessary; to do the other, appropriation in 
addition is required. 

In substituting bills for raising revenue for the other propositions 
before it the convention must have designed either to deny to the House 
the excfusive power of originating appropriation bills or to include that 
power in the phrase. I believe that it was their intention to do the 
latter. 

Every proposition before it upon the subject included bills of appro- 
priations. If it were not the purpose to retain them in the provision 
as finally adopted, surely some discussion would have occurred in the 
convention about it. Those who had introduced propositions giving 
the power to the House would have objected to a proposition omitting 
it altogether. In the debates the proposition, as presented by the com- 
mittee of revision, was treated as the equivalent of those which had 
been previously submitted. The same phrase was applied to both, 
and all through the discussion the bills referred to were called ‘‘ money 
bills.’’ 

The silence of the convention is incomprehensible if power over appro- 
priation bills was not given to the House by this section. It is easily 
understood if it is held that the phrase as finally adopted was intended 
to include bills appropriating as well as those raising money. 

Thirdly, it was the manifest purpose of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to confer upon the House of Representatives the same power over 
bills of revenue possessed by the house of commons. The debates upon 
this subject were full of references to English parliamentary history. 
The contestsin which the commons had been engaged for the origination 


importance of this power was thoroughly appreciated, and the desira- 


Constitution. 


successfully controverted. 
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of money bills were well known to every member of the convention. The 


bility of incorporating ‘it into our ownsystem in some form or other was 
conceded on all sides. A knowledge therefore of the nature of this 
power in Great Britain will show its extent and limitations in our own 


That at the time of the adoption of that instrument the commons 
possessed the exclusive right to originate appropriation bills can not be 
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Prior to the reign of Charles the Second the grants of supplies were 
rarely limited to particular methods of expenditure. The whole con- 
trol over this was left to the King. But the commons, growing jealous 
of the use of money for purposes which they had not approved, insisted 
upon specifying the objects of their grant. After a long struggle be- 
tween them and the King they finally succeeded in 1678 in estab- 
lishing the principle for which they had contended in the following 
words: 

That all aids and supplies, and aids to His Majesty in Parliament, are the sole 
gift of the commons, and that it is the undoubted and sole right of the com- 
mons to direct, limit, and appoint in such bill the ends, purposes, considerations, 


conditions, limitations, and qualifications of such grants, which ought not to be 
changed or altered by the house of lords. 


Todd, in his work on Parliamentary Government, page 1526, says: 


The constitutional rule that the sums granted and appropriated by the com- 
mons for any special service should be applied by the executive power only to 
defray the expense of that service, although not wholly unrecognizable in ear- 
lier times, was first distinctly enunciated and partially enforced after the resto- 
ration. But it was not until the resolution of 1678 that this great principle was 
firmly established and incorporated into the system of parliamentary govern- 
ment. 

On this subject May, in volume 2, 469, of his Parliamentary History, 
Says: 

For centuries they (the commons) had resented any meddling of the other 
house with matters of supplies, and in the reign of Charles II they successfully 
maintained their exclusive right to determine as to the matter, the measure, 
and the time of every tax imposed upon the people. In the same reign they began 
to scrutinize the public expenditure and introduced the salutary practice of ap- 
propriating their grants to particular purposes. 

In Hearn’s British Government, page 343, it is said: 

From that time [Dutch war of 1665] the appropriation of parliamentary sup- 
plies became an undisputed principle. It was recognized one the reign of 
Charles and James, and from the time of the revolution has been invariable. 

It would be idle to make further quotations. All the commentators 
on the English constitution agree that from 1678 the practice of the 
commons had heen uniform, to accompany their grants with a clause 
appropriating them to specific purposes. This provision was usually 
attached to the supply bill at the end of the session. The method of 
procedure was as follows: 

First, the tax bill, or the ways and means, was passed; then the vari- 
ous grants were made in supply bill; and at last these grants were in- 
corporated in a single bill, to which the following clause was attached: 


That the said aids and oe shall not be issued or applied to any use, in- 
tent, or purpose other than those before mentioned. 


This was the appropriation bill. It was a part of the supply bill, 
and must from the necessities of the case have originated in the house 
of commons, where alone the supply bill could originate. The appro- 
priation was not an independent act of itself; it was an incident to the 
grant; and for more than a century before the adoption of our Consti- 
tution neither the King nor the lords disputed their right to originate 
the one more than the other. 

‘That this was well known to the founders of our Government was 
shown by the fact that every proposition relating to this subject contained 
a provision as to bills appropriating money. It was the provision of 
the English constitution, which was before them; and all the current 
history of the times, as well as the debates in the different conventions 
of the States, show the purpose to incorporate this principle into our 

stem. 

a the conventions of the States the question was very fully consid- 
ered. The bills everywhere were called money bills. 

In Massachusetts Mr. Parsons said: 

Under the Constitution an equal representation immediately from the people 
is introduced, who, by their negative and exclusive right of originating money 


bills, have the power to control the Senate, where the sovereignty of the States 
is represented.—3 EUiott’s Debates, 108. ‘ 


In Pennsylvania (3 Elliott, 418) Mr. Wilson said: 
Money bills must originate in the House of Representatives. 


In North Carolina (4 Elliott, 144) Mr. Iredell said: 


Yet under these disadvan they (the commons), having the sole power of 
originating bills it has been found that the power of the King and the lords is 
much less considerable thantheirs. * * * If, under such circumstances, such 
representatives, mere shadows of representatives, by having the power of the 

urse and the sacred name of the people to rely upon, are an overmatch for the 

ing and lords who have such great heredi se we may safely 
conclude that our own representatives, who will be genuine re, ntatives of 
the people and having equally the right of originating money bills, will at least 
be a match for the Senate, possessing qualifications so inferior to those of the 
house of lords in England. 


Mr. Madison said in the First Congress: 
The Constitution places the power in the House of originating money bills. 


Mr. Hamilton says, in the fifty-eighth number of the Federalist: 


The House of ntatives can not oy refuse but they alone can propose 
the supplies uisite for the support of the Government. They, in a re, 
hold the gusus, eat powerful instrument by which we behold, in the history 
the British constitution,an infant and humble representative of the people 
ually increasing the sphere of its activity and importance, and finally reduc- 
, as far as it seems to have wished, all the overgrown prerogatives of other 
branches of the government. This power over the purse may, in fact, be re- 
garded as the most plete and effectual weapon with which any constitation 
can arm the i e representatives of the people, for obtaining a redress of 
every grievance, and for carrying into effect every just and salutary measure. 


——s lh. 
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In Tucker’s Appendix to Blackstone’s Commentaries, volume 1, page | 
215: 

The exclusive privileges of the house of commons and of our House of Rep- 
resentatives, with some small variations, are the same. The part relating to 
money bills, in which no amendment is permitted to be made in the house of 
lords, is modified in our Constitution so as to give the Senate a concurrent 
right in every respect, except in the power of originating them. 

Further citations would be useless. It is sufficient to say that the | 
defenders of the Constitution in the States, the members of the earlier 
Cor and nearly every commentator upon that instrument refer 
to bills for raising revenue as money bills, and possessing the same | 
qualities as those which the commons could exclusively originate. 

What, then, were ‘‘ money bills?’’ Cushing, in his work on Parlia- 
mentary Law, says that “ money bills’’ are bills raising money and 


bills making appropriations. 
Todd defines them as follows: 
Money bills areof three kinds: tax bills, supply bills, and bills making ap- 
prop ons. 


Can it be doubted that when the founders of the Constitution so per- 
sistently spoke of revenue bills as money bills, they meant to include 
bills of appropriation ? 

Fourthly, consider also the provision of the Constitution by which 
the power of appropriation is granted. 

Section 8 of article i provides that ‘‘ the Congress shall have power 
to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United | 
States.’’ 

If the power of appropriation is not granted here, it can not be found 
in the Constitution. The best authorities agree that it is contained in 
this clause. It will be observed that it does not possess any of the 
characteristics of a distinct and original power. It is secondary and in- 
cidental. The chief and principal power, that of raising money, is 
granted in the first clause; the subsidiary one, that of appropriating 
the money, is granted in the second; to pay the debts of the United 
States and to provide for the common defense and general welfare is 
the language used to indicate the purposes to which the money may 
be applied. The power to appropriate, therefore, is purely incidental 
to the power totax. The former is granted to complete and perfect the 
latter. They are inseparable, and it was proper that both should be 
conferred by the same clause. 

Whatever affects the first power must affect the latter. Whatever | 
limits in the methods of legislation the one must limit the other, be- 
cause the one is a part of the other. 
debts of the United States. The taxes are imposed to provide for the | 
common defense and the general welfare. It is conceded that bills 
raising money must originate in the House, the bills providing for the 
exercise of the supplementary and incidental power must likewise orig- 
inate there. 

This view meets with the approval of President Monroe in his mes- 
sage as to the repairs of the Cumberland road in 1822: 


If we look to the second branch of this power, that which authorizes the 
anereprinticn of money thus raised, we find that it is not less general and un- 

uali than the power to raise it. More comprehensive terms than to “ pay 
debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare’? could not 
have been used. Sointimately connected with and dependent on each other are 
these two branches of power, that had either been limited the limitation would 
have had a like effect on the other. Had the power to raise money been con- 
ditioned or resiricted to special purposes, the appropriation must have corre- 
sponded with it. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


|; revenue. 


| for the Army shall be for a longer time than two years. 
| desire to say thatif the word ‘‘revenue’’ is to have the restricted mean- 


The money is raised to pay the | could then be made until it had been passed and approved by the Hous« 
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form action of the Congress during every session from the establishment 
of the Government until the present time is not sufficient for that pu: 
pose ? 

Mr. HURD. Thegentleman from Alabama misapprehends meyery 
strangely indeed if he thinks I made any distinction between the 
two. I deny the power of the Senate to originate any bill of appro 
priations, whether one of a personal or local character, applying the 
appropriation to specific purposes, or a bill of a general character; in 
other words, a general appropriation bill. What I do say is that the 
consenting of prior Houses of Representatives to a departure from the 
Constitution, and the passage by the House of special appropriation 
bills originating in the Senate, do not amount toa surrender on the 
part of the House of the great prerogative it possesses over this sub- 
ject, if it really does possess it. 

Mr. Speaker, the word ‘‘appropriation’’ occurs but twice in the Con- 
stitution. Section 7 of article 1 provides that ‘‘no money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury but in comsequence of appropriations made 
by law.”’ 

Money insusceptible of being drawn from the Treasury can not be 
To take it from the Treasury requires an appropriation. An 
appropriation bill is therefore a bill raising revenue and mast originate 
in the House. 

In section 8 of article 1 it is provided that no appropriation of money 
In passing, I 


























































ing claimed for it by others, that it would have been more consistent 
to have said no revenue shall be drawn from the Treasury, and that no 
appropriation of revenue for the Army shall be for a longer time than 
two years. 

Mr. Speaker, the consequences to follow the adoption of the other 
view would in my judgment be destructive of the objects contemplated 
in the section under discussion. The purpose of this clause of the Con- 
stitution, Mr. Madison said, was ‘‘to make the House the guardian of 
the public money.’’ Very little power for the accomplishment of this 
will have been granted if it is to be confined to bills of taxation. 

The authority over expenditure is at least of equal importance. To 
give to the House the power to pass bills raising money and to the Sen- 
ate power to expend it will be to control the grants of the former 
through the debts of the latter. To give to the House the right to 
originate bills of taxation and to the Senate the right to originate appro- 
priation bills will be to enable the latter to control the discretion of the 
other in presenting tax bills. It may be said that no appropriation 


| To this I reply that it is the power of origination which has been re- 
garded as of so much importance in this connection. The authority 
of the House over this subject will be of little value and he little re- 
spected if the Senate is to exercise the power contended for. 

It must be remembered that bills fixing the nature and rate of taxe 
tion are only adopted once in ten or fifteen years. Few changes are 
made in them until a new system is inaugurated. If the Senate has 
concurrent power with the House over appropriations, then the latter 
during these long periods will have but little exclusive power over the 
purse, for in the expenditure of the money’ which the tax bill gathers 
annually into the Treasury the Senate will have equal authority with 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no good reason given why the Constitu- 
tion was not intended to grant to this House the power of the English 





It is not disputed that the exercise of the power of raising money is 
conditioned upon the origination of the bills relating toit in the House. 
On the authority of Président Monroe, appropriation bills must be sub- 
ject to the same condition. Since the formation of the Constitution no 
general appropriation bill has originated in the Senate which has be- 
come a law. In 1857 the Senate originated such a bill, but the House 
utterly ignored it and originated its own bill as usual. It is true that 
many personal and local bills making appropriations have originated in 
the Senate; but they can not establish the doctrine that this power 
attaches to that body when confronted by the unvarying usage that the 
House has originated all general appropriation bills. 

With the single exception referred to, which the House ignored, the 
Senate has awaited the bills of the House before it has undertaken to 
deal with the subject of general appropriations. 

Mr. HERBERT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HURD. Certainly. 


Mr. HERBERT. I wish to state, in the first place, that there has | 
been, perhaps, not a single session of Congress since the foundation of | 
the Government in which the Senate has not originated a special appro- | 
priation bill which has been passed by the House, as the gentleman him- | 


self hasadmitted. Now, my question is, what distinction can he gather 


from the Constitution between the right of the Senate to originate a 
bill appropriating a specific sum of money for a specific purpose and its 


right to appropriate a specific sum, as in the case of the educational 
ill, for a general I ask him, therefore, what provision of the 
Constitution makes the distinction or difference between the two rights 
of iati when he says that all of these exceptions are not 


; and 
t to establish 


. 


a precedent, I ask him to point out what can 
establish a precedent for the construction of the Constitution if the uni- | 






















commons. This was the power before the minds of the framers of that 
instrument. They knew its object and history. It had been and was 
then the highest prerogative of thecommons. It had found that body 
insignificant in influence and despised; it made it the most important 
element in British public affairs. It was the bulwark against the en- 
croachments of the lords and protection against the despotic tendencies 
of royalty. It compelled the former to await their pleasure in origi- 
nating the most important measures of legislation, and made the latter 
ca ee egg their will for the necessary support of the public ad- 
ministrat(gn. 

The mostsplendid page in British parliamentary history is that which 
records the struggle of the commons for this power over money bills. 
Charles the First lost his head and James the Second his throne be- 
cause they would not permit an invasion of this prerogative. Neither 
the threats nor corruption of royalty swerved them. With this power 
| in their hands they stood to stay the flood of usurpation which threat- 
ened to swallow up popular rights. Stronger than kings, more poten- 
tial than hereditary nobility, they were the protectors of the people, 
whose taxes they granted or withheld at their own uncontrolled pleasure. 
Both were compelled to respect them, because neither was able to take 
a step in the administration of the government without the means which 
they had the power to retain. 

Asa result the majesty of Great Britain does not appear in the 
splendors of her throne, nor in the illustrious names of her nobility, 
| but in the sturdy commons, whose authority over money, even now, 
brings terror to titles and complaisance to the Crown. 

Remember that this power does not relate merely to taxation, but 
includes appropriation and the fixing of the ends and methods of pub- 
lic expenditure. It is this very power, except as it may be subject to 
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the right to amendment in the Senate, which I believe is reposed in this | 
House to-day, not merely a power to originate the methods of taxation, | 
but the methods of expenditure and the limits withii which both shall 
operate 

No greater power was ever given the representatives of a people for | 
the preservation of the rights of their constituency. It is the most | 
potent instrumentality in resisting executive usurpation. It is at once | 
the evidence of the supremacy of the people and the most effective 
weapon by which it may be maintained. 

Shall we be less careful of it than the subjectsof a monarchy? Shall 
this body, in the very air of freedom, be less jealous guardians of it than 
the commons of England, where kings and hereditary right and royal 
prerogatives are? Shall we, the real representatives of the people, here 
permit this great power to become weak in our hands, while there the 
shadows of representatives have made it the most potent agency for 
popular rights in the English system? 

We will be recreant to the highest trust ever possessed by men in | 
their representative capacity if we are careless or indifferent. We will 
be the betrayers, not the representatives, of our constitutents. If we | 


win and which years of effort may not regain. 

Mr. Speaker, we can not go far astray when we walk in the paths 
which have been blazed for us by the pioneers of freedom. Precedents 
born in conflict and formed in the perils of men’s lives can never be 
cast aside because apparently useless. You can only preserve liberty 
by preserving its muniments. Of these there is no one more important 
than the control of the people’s money by the people’s representatives. 
I have no fear that this House will be indifferent to this its highest 
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privilege, and I am sure that when the hour of determination comes, 
it will decide, as it only can consistently with its dignity, for itself, its 
prerogative, and the people. [Applause]. 

Mr. REED and Mr. WILLIS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HURD. Iam willing to yield my remaining time to any gen- 
tleman who desires to speak upon this question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I would like to occupy the time, but I 
announce to the gentleman from Ohio it will be in opposition to the 
view he has presented here. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, am I recognized? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield ten minutes of the remaining time to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible in ten minutes to 


argue such a question as this; therefore, instead of making any effort | 


at a reply in detail to the gentioman from Ohio, I propose to call the at- 
tention of the House to certain facts in connection — this general 
question. ; 





The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HurD] said that he had been con- 
tent in the past to allow appropriations originating in the Senate for 
specific objects, which appropriations were ended when the objects were 
accomplished, to pass unchallenged. The gentleman’s memory is at 
fault. Hedid make such a challenge in the third session of the Forty- 


sixth Congress, in 1881, on the consideration of the Senate bill to an- | 


thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase additional lots of 





ground adjoining the new building of the Bureau of Printing and En- 
graving. The gentleman trom Ohio, then a member of the Judiciary 
Committee, raised this same point and had it referred to the Judiciary 
Committee for adjudication. 

Mr. HURD. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes. 

Mr. HURD. I did not raise the point. Somebody else raised the 
point, and it was referred by that person, whoever he was, to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I may be inaccurate as to that. But of the fif- 
teen gentlemen who composed that committee ten decided that the 
Senate had the right not only to originate that bill, but all bills of 
like character. I will ask the Clerk to read the section of the report 
of that committee which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That clause [of the Constitution] provides that “all bills for raising revenue 
shall originate in the House of Representatives; but the Senate may pro’ or 
concur with amendments, as on other bills.” And if the wordsin which it is ex- 
pressed are to be taken in their ordinary acceptation, as required by the primary 
canon of legal interpretation, it is difficultto conceive how there could possibly 
be two opinions as to the idea they were intended to convey, for certainly the 


distinction between raising revente and disposing of it after it has been raised is 
sufficiently obvious to be understood by even the commonest capacity. 


Mr. HAMMOND. That was the judgment of ten members of the 
Judiciary Committee, delivered to this House on the 2d day of Febru- 
ary, 1881. Of the members of that committee still in the House are 
Messrs. CONVERSE, HERBERT, TAYLOR, REED, CULBERTSON, and my- 
self. Of the members of that committee who are not at present in the 
House were Mr. Robinson, now governor of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
Knott, now governor of Kentucky. Asissuggested to me, Mr. Willits, 
of Michigan, not now in the House, was also of that committee. 

The minority were Messrs. HuRD, House, Ryan, LAPHAM, and Will- 
iams, all now out of Congress except Mr. HuRD and Senator LAPHAM. 
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If the Judiciary Committee of te-day were polled on this floor without 
the reference of this matter to them upon the law questions, without 


| putting them to the trouble of recalling the learning on this subject 


and printing it, I venture the assertion that by a vote of two-thirds they 
would now say that the Senate can originate an appropriation bill. 
To the gentleman’s appeal to history I now reply by a single quota- 
tion. 

The proposition as proposed in the convention by Mr. Randolph read 


| this way: 


Bills for raising money for the purpose of revenue, and for appropriating the 
same, shall originate in the House of Representatives,and shall not be soamended 
or altered by the Senate as to increase or diminish the sum to be raised, or change 
the mode of levying it, or the object of its appropriation. 

The words “‘ for appropriating the same’’ were stricken out by a vote, 
and so were the other words of like import. And yet the gentleman 


| from Ohio tells us that the very words that were thus stricken out re- 


main there to-day in the meaning of the word ‘‘ revenue.’’ Who talks 
about the ‘‘revenue’”’ of a nation in any other sense than that of its in- 
come? ‘‘Raising revenue’ is bringing up money from the pockets of 


surrender it now, we lose in aday for freedom what it took centuries to | the people to the exchequer of the Government, and the constitutional 


conventioa limited the prerogative of the House to that. 
tend it to appropriations. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have remarked, I can not argue this matter now. 
I will ask before I sit down the privilege of elaborating my remarks, 
because it is important the question should be fully presented, and be- 
cause with further time I can produce some pertinent history touching 
this matter. I desire now, however, in my limited time, simply to 
call attention to the fact that more than one-half of the appropriation 
bills that this Government has ever had originated in the Senate. 
True, we derive our origin from the British Government; but we have 
departed from their theory in many particulars. Gentlemen who have 
read British history must remember that the ‘‘ money bill’’ in Parlia- 
ment carried with it the raising of the revenue and its appropriation 
both in the same bill. Hence in England they can not appropriate 
money which is raised by taxation unless the bill is started in the 
house of commons, because the same bill does both things. That is 
not true in this country; with us bills ‘‘ raising revenue’’ and bills ap- 
propriating money are wholly separate. 

Again, one of the ways of raising the ‘‘revenue’’ of the British King, 
as Blackstone calls it, is the post-office department. Yet the Post-Office 
Department of the United States was created by a bill which originated 
in the Senate of the United States within a very short time after the 
adoption of the Constitution. 

It will not do for the House to yield any privilege which it has. It 
will not do for the House to grasp any privilege which it has not. The 
Constitution must be interpreted like any other instrument of writing. 
Suppose in making a contract the first draught contained certain words; 
suppose after deliberation it be decided and expressed in writing that 
those words be stricken out; do you tell me that after this either party 
could with any degree of fairness or honesty say that those words were 
retained because some man says the meaning of a certain word left 
embraces that idea ? 

Now under the permission allowed me by the House let us look more 
deliberately into this matter. 

Our Constitution declares that— 

All legislative power herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the United 


States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. (Article 
1, section 1.) 


And— 
All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, 


but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. (Ibid., 
section 7, paragraph 1.) 


Some of the sources of revenue were nominated in the Constitution, 
such as the Congressional ‘‘ power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises’’ (Jhid., section 8, paragraph 1), and forfeitures of 
estates for treason (article 3, section 3, paragraph 2). Othersources were 
furnished by the powers of coining money, regulating commerce, estab- 
lishing post-offices and post-roads, &c. 

The proceeds of pablic lands or property captured in war; fines and 
penalties for violations of law or breaches of contracts all added to our 
revenues. 

So money was put into the Treasury. 
the Constitution declared— 


No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropri- 
ations made by law. 


This recital seems to settle the question, for it is only bills “‘ raising 
revenue ’’ which must originate in the House. 

But it is claimed the ‘‘ bills for raising revenue ’’ include appropria- 
tion bills, because the income of the Government is not ‘‘ revenue’’ 
until appropriated; that by its history, &c., ‘‘ revenue’’ has that tech- 
nical meaning. 

Archerly’s Britannic Constitution, published in 1727, called the bill 
of 1640 ‘‘a money bill.’? The commons journal called that of 1660 
‘*a bill concerning money.”’ 

The bills of 1671 were called ‘‘ bills of money.’’ The bill of 1678 
was known as ‘‘the grand money bill.” It was bills levying taxes 
which Blackstone called in 1765 monev bills. (1 Blackstone’s Com- 


It did not ex- 


To get it out of the Treasury 
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mentaries, 169.) ‘‘ Money bills’’ was the name of taxing bills in the | Each provided for a Senate and House of Representatives, Mr. Ran 
’ 4 : + a ae = - 1 , ™ 

constitutions of Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, South Carolina, and | dolph proposed a . 
Virginia in 1776, of Massachusetts in 1780, and of New Hampshire in That gach branch ought to possess the right to originate acts.—Elliott’s De 
1784. I believe that no specific mention of such bills was made in | °° *™ 

the early constitutions of the others of the original thirteen States. 

































































Mr. Pinckney proposed 


The words ** bills for raising revenue ’’ have no history prior to our All money bills of every kind shall originate in the House of Representatives 
constitutional convention. They first appeared in that instrument. and shall not be altered by the Senate.—/bid., 146 
Before 1345 the lords granted of their money what they pleased | By that unlimited and that limited proposal the issue was thirly 
and the commons of theirs what they pleased. Neither consulted the | joined. 
other house. The King used the revenue so raised as he pleased. Late! The convention adopted Mr. Randolph's proposition on the 3is¢ ot 
Parliament began to appropriate money by law and to specific uses in | yay, ( Jhid., 153. And soit stood till the 13th of June, when Mr 
the same bills which raised the revenues. Then it was that the com- |“jerry moved to add to it: ‘‘ Excepting money bills, which shall origi 
mons claimed the exclusive right to originate such bills, and ‘‘ that the | nate in the first branchof the national Legislature.’’ That wasrejected 
lords could not make any amendment in bills sent up to them for im- | py a vote of eight Statesto three. (Jbid., 174.) On the 13th of Jun 
posing directly or indirectly a charge upon the people.”’ (3 Hallam’s | the committee of the whole reported in favor of Mr. Randolph's prop 


Constitutional History, 27-29. ) In 1671 thecommons resolved that ‘*in | osition, and on the 26th of June it was unanimously adopted 

all aids given to the King by the commons the rate or tax ought not | 19]~19], 

to be altered by the lords.”’ (May’s Parliamentary Practice, 937. Then the question of representation had to be adjusted, and it and 
The famous resolution of 1675 was: | the ‘‘money-bill’’ question were submitted to a committee ot 


That all aids and supplies and aids to His Majesty in Parliament, are the sole 
gift of the commons, and all bills for the granting of such aids and supplies ought 
to begin with the commons; and that it is the undoubted and sole right of the ‘ 
commons to direct, limit, and appoint in such bills the ends, purposes, con- 1. That in the first branch of the Legislature each o! the States now in the 
siderations, conditions, limitations, and qualifications of such grants, which | Union be allowed one member for every 40,000 inhabitants of the deseription 
ought not to be changed or altered by the house of lords. | reported in the seventh resolution of the committee of the whole house; that 

. a . » . A > ‘ | each State not containing that number shall be allowed one member; that all 
May, in discussing this resolution as the basis of parliamentary ac- | bills for raising revenue or appropriating money and for tixing the salaries of 
tion, said: | the officers of the Government of the United States shall originate in the first 
| branch of the Legislature, and shall not be altered or amended by the second 
| branch; and that no money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in pursuance 
of appropriations to be originated by the first branch. 
| 2. That in the second branch of the Legislature each State shall have an equal 
| 
| 
} 
| 
} 


one 
from each State. On the 5thof July they recommended the following 
proposition: 


Even in bills not confined to matters of aid or taxation, but in which pecun- | 
iary burdens are imposed upon the people, the lords may make any amend- | 
ment, provided it did not increase rates, Kc. 


But he adds: 


The principle of excluding the lords from interference has even been pressed | 
so far by the commons that when the lords have sent messages for reports and 
papers relative to taxation the commons evaded sending them. (Jbid., 5,11.) 


vote.—Ibid., 194. 


On the 6th of July the proposition as to representation was submitted 
to a committee, and that as to ‘‘money bills’’ was adopted by five 
States. Three voted against it and three divided their votes Thid., 

Leon Levi, in his work on taxation, published in 1860, commenting | 195, 96.) On the 16th of July a committee reported as to representa 
on this resolution of 1678 (at page 242) said there was established the | tion, taxation, &c. It reported as to money bills in the exact words last 
rules, ‘‘ first, that all bills for the purposes of taxation or containing | quoted, except that the words ‘‘of the United States’’ were added 
clauses imposing a tax must originate in the house of commons and not | after ‘* Legislature.’’ (Jbid., 206.) Onthe26thof July the whole matte: 
in the house of lords,’’ &c. The noted protest of the lords about | went to a committee on details. They reported the clause as last 
‘*tacking ’’ was because of ‘‘ the joining together in a money bill things | quoted. 
totally foreign to the methods of raising money and to the granting and Mr. Randolph, after his proposition was rejected, moved to make the 
qualification of the sums raised,’’ &c. clause read: 


The provisions that all ‘‘ money bills’’ must originate in the house Bills for raising money for the purpose of revenue or for appropriating the 
and could not be amended in the senate or council was in the consti- | 8#me shall originate in the House of Representatives, —Madison Papers, 1305, 


tutions of New Jersey, South Carolina, and Virginia. The senate could 
only reject, as in England could the lords. But the constitutions of 
Delaware, Maryland, and those of Massachusetts in 1780 and of New 
Hampshire of 1784 had no such restriction. The language of the two 
last were: 


All money bills shall originate in the house of representatives, but the sen- 
ate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 


The third volume of Hatsell on the British Constitution was pub- 
lished in 1785. On this subject he said: 


The house of commons have on their part asserted, and I believe invariably 


On the &th of September the clauses as now in the Constitution were 
substituted for the one adopted onthe 6th of July. They were separated 
for the sake-of order only. 

THE HISTORY SINCE THE ADOPTION OF THE CONSTITUTION, 


Frequent conflicts have arisen over bills ‘‘ for raising revenue,’’ that 
is, for imposing burdens upon the people; and by confounding the two 
false ideas are formed. 

In the first Congress, in 1789, the question was upon authorizing a 
Secretary to report to the House plans for obtaining money. It was 

resiste. > ides ‘ » se s ate ine ‘ or itself 

preserved, the exclusive exercise of the right that biJls of supply imposing bur- — isted upon the idea that the . House should dete eo that om oe 
dens on the people should be the grant of the commons, and that the lords | The Senate was not concerned in that matter. In 1833 Clay offered in 
should ave = other ae Genes ens bransh of the legislature,by their assent, | the Senate a bill to change the tariff. It was opposed in the Senate 
to give the authority of a law to the laying of those aids and taxes which the | . —fonta os weanae it, infri . . oS coma f tha 
cemmons shall think wise and fitting to impose. (3 Hatsell, 125.) | and defeate d the - » bec _e " ray inged oe the ot ileges — _ 
s 7 ; ; House to originate ‘‘ bills for raising revenue. Mr. Webster called it 

Blackstone’s Commentaries were published in 1766 and distributed | a “money bill.”’ 
here soon after publication. He said the commons would not ‘‘ permit In 1843 Mr. McDuffie in the Senate sought to revive the tariff act of 
the least alteration or amendment to be made by the lords to the mode | 1833, but it failed in the Senate forthe same reason. Neither of those 
of taxing the people by a money bill.’’ He defined **money bills’’ | bills ever were before the House. But in 1837 the House refused to 
thus: act upon a Senate bill to issue United States Treasury notes, and in 

Under which appellation are included all bills by which money is directed to | 1871 the House refused to consider the Senate bill to repeal the part 

é * 


[ea for any purpose whatsover. * * * (1 Blackstone's | of the actof 14th of July, 1871, ‘‘ toreduce internal taxation ”’ 


7 7 o which applied toincome taxes. In the firsttwothe Senate was right ii 

The lords conceded to the house of commons the exclusive right i “PI ‘ : as re Se ee aa 
Seaelaiaate bitin enieine vere that is. i leaehenall } 5 respecting, and in the other two the House was right in claiming, th: 
pl a _ g revenue—tnat is, Imposing burdens on the peo- | exclusive privilege of originating such bills; for they afiected the rev- 


w ot all he di : : enue or taxation. In the debate on the last one Mr. Garfield’s speech 
oe a neo ee eens of money by act of correctly stated the rule thus, namely: ht 
: , ’ The whole history of the subject leads to the inevitable conclusion 
This was reiterated in 1702, 1708, 1719, 1733, and 1736. The house | ‘‘that this clause of the Constitution confers absolutely and exclusively 
of commons avoided a decision of the issue by uniformly putting the | upon the House the right to inaugurate all measures for the imposition, 
disposition ’’ along with the ‘‘granting’’ in the same bills. . regulation, increase, diminution, or repeal of taxes.’’ The question was 
It is plain from the foregoing that ‘‘ money bills’’ in England then | not as to the ‘‘ appropriation of money,’”’ butas to ‘‘ raising revenue.”’ 
meant bills by which revenue was raised and by practice simultane- | Like questions have arisen since with like results. 
ously granted to the King upon terms specified therein. Whether that 
practice was wise and best remained an open question between the 
houses of lords and commons when our constitutional convention met 
in 1787. The members of that convention knew that history. They 
understood its philosophy. No subject had been so much studied in 
the Colonies as taxation. It had forced the Revolution upon them. 


If there was a de- 
parture, it was when the House submitted to the present tariff act. In 
none of them was there any question as to paying out or appropriating 
money. So far as I am informed that question has arisen but twice 
before this. Once was when Mr. Knott and nine others of the Judi 
ciary Committee, in 1881, reported against the claim of exclusive right 
J c it in the House to originate a bill authorizing the purchase of land, and 
The inefficient means for raising revenue provided by the Confederation | the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. HvrRD] and four others made a minority 
had caused deep and anxious inquiry into the whole subject. report. No action was taken upon the reports in that case. 

Thus informed, our constitution-makers met in May. On the 29th| The othercasearose in 1855~’56. Theimportance of the subject justi- 
two propositions for defining the legislative powers were submitted. | fies if it does not demand notice of its history. On the 11thof Decem- 
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ber, 1855, in the Senate, Mr. Brodhead, of Pennsylvania, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be directed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of reporting the appropriation bills for the support of the Government, 
or adopting other measures with a view to obtaining more s y action on said 
bills. —Congressional Globe, Thirty-fourth Congress, first session, page 16. 

On the 7th of January, 1856, he called it up, and, after a full review, 
concluded that ‘‘ the only restriction upon the power of the Senate to 
originate bills is confined to bills for raising revenue, and we have full 
power to originate al] others, the appropriation bills not excepted.’’ 

Mr. Clayton, of Delaware, said: 


He [Mr. Brodhead) is undoubtedly right in the view which he takes of the 


Constitution of the United States,’ &c.—Ibid., 162. 


Mr. Hunter, of Virginia, said: 


As to the question of power I think there can be no sort of doubt. We exer- 
cise the power in almost every little pension case and in thousands of bills in 
which we appropriate money. The restriction in the Constitution has been de- 
cided in this y to apply only to those bills which provide for raising revenue 

~—taxing bills, &c.—Jbid. 


Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, said: ‘‘ There is no question about the power 
of the Senate,’’ and urged the necessity of such action. (Jbid., 162.) 

Mr. Seward, of New York, said he would vote for the resolution with- 
out committing himself as to the constitutionality or expediency of the 
proposed action. He added: 

It is true that, according to the letter of the Constitution, appropriation bills 
may be originated by the Senate; yet we all know thatin point of fact they have 
come into the place of revenue bills. We make arevenue bill but once in ten or 


twelve years, and these appropriation bills are ia fact what were intended, I sup- 
pose, by the framers of the Constitution as bills of revenue. 


He then combated the movement, saying that the Senate was grasp- 
ing too mach power. Mr. Hamlin, of Maine, concurred with Mr. 
Toombs. So did Mr. Bayard, of Delaware, and he lectured Mr. Seward 
for his remarks about the Senate grasping power. (Jbid., 163.) 

The resolution was adopted, by what vote does not appear. 

On the 4th of February, 1856, Mr. Hunter, from the Senate Commit- 
tee on Finance, reported this: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to prepare and report 
such of the general appropriation bills as they may deem eapellent. 

Because of Mr. Seward’s objection it was laid over and came up on 
the 7th of February. As he was the principal opponent it is well to 
state his position. He said that to originate general appropriation bills 
in the Senate was new; that ‘‘the practice for this period of seventy 
years has been that all appropriation bills of that character have origi- 
nated in the House of Representatives.’’ He said that one of the ‘‘ fun- 
damental principles of freedom’’ in England was ‘‘ that no money 
should be drawn from the people without the consent of their repre- 
sentatives;’’ that the commons held the sole right of raising and appro- 
priating money, and that we adopted the same view. But he added: 


Now I am not going to contend that the provision of the Constitution which I 
have read by ite letter forbids the Senate from originating appropriation bills. 
Its letter clearly concedes it, and I concede also that there is an argument to be 
drawn from the fact that the convention discussed the proposition in both its 
shapes, and finally adopted the one which we now find, in which the limitation 
is applied only to bills originating revenue, that the convention may have con- 
sidered that appropriation bills might be originated in the Senate; but inst 
this argument is one which seems to me to be perfectly conclusive, and it is 
this reply: Whatever the convention-makers may have pro , and how- 
ever they may have understood the Constitution which the ve framed, the 
fact isa stubborn one, that the Senate has never — an appropriation 
bill, but that it has always conceded to the House of presentatives the origi- 
nation of appropriation bills, and the House of Representatives has never con- 
ceded to the Senate the right to originate such bills, but has always insisted 
upon and executed that right itself. 

He then, without mentioning when before such a question had arisen, 
proceeded to argue against the Senate’s right, because ‘‘the spirit of the 
Constitution as ascertained from the British constitution and from the 
contemporaneous debates, and especially as ascertained from the prac- 
tice of the Government for seventy years,’’ he thought, ‘‘ was stronger 
than the letter of the Constitution.’’ (Jbid., 375.) 

Mr. Hunter replied and twitted Mr. Seward with just having voted 
for the Senate bill ‘‘ appropriating millions of dollars for French spolia- 
tions. (J/bid., 378.) Mr. Toombs remarked that while in the House he 
had frequently advised that the Senate originate some of the general 
appropriation bills. (Jbid., 379.) Mr. Sumner said that he could not 
agree with Mr. Hunter and Mr. Toombs. ‘‘ Nor on the other hand do I 
assert that such exercise of power is in the strict sense unconstitu- 
tional.’’ He thought that the compromise in making the Constitution 
would be best carried out by interdicting the Senate ‘‘ from originating 
the great appropriation bills,’’ &c. 

Mr. Toucey charged him with admitting and denying the power. 
Mr. Sumner said he ‘‘ would not go into the extreme right under the 
Constitution.’’ ‘‘I did not undertake on that to express an opinion,”’ 
Mr. Toucey replied. Mr. Wilson ex'pressed no opinion on the power, but 
feared the country might be ‘‘ alarmed at the new departure.’’ The 
resolution was adopted, the bills reported and passed by the Senate, 
and sent to the House. 

In the debate of 1871, before mentioned, the question of appropriat- 
ing money was not an issue and was not alluded te except in ® dges 
sion by Mr. LoGAN. Mr. CONGER asked, ‘‘ Does the gentleman hold 
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that the House only has the right to make appropriation bills?’ Mr. 
LOGAN seemed so to think, but it was not otherwise mentioned. 


Once in Mr. Garfield’s speech he mentioned the debate of 1856, and 
quoted from Seward and cited Sumner, and said he agreed with them 
that— 


Though the language of the clause of the Constitution does not, strictly con- 
strued, include appropriations, yet the invariable custom of Congress has con- 
strued the exclusive right of the House to originate money bills as applying to 
all bills for the appropriation of money to carry on the Government. 


He conceded the right of the Senate to originate all other appropria- 
tion bills. He then mentioned that the Senate in 1856 originated and 


passed the general appropriation bills for pensions and for repair of for- 
tifications in February, and said: 


Both these bills were laid on the table of the House on the 17th of April, 1856, 
without having been referred or debated, thus ending the attempt of the Senate 
to change the uniform, unbroken custom of the Government from its foundation 
to the present time. 


As no reply was made to this irrelevant talk when the question was 
on a Senate bill to repeal a tax act, as no dissent appears, cursory read- 
ers treat the members as assenting thereto. In fact the record shows 
that not a word of this speech was spoken. It was all printed under 
leave and may not have been read. I now ask its examination. 

This recital seems to mean’ that the House then and there, in a very 
positive and almost contemptuous way, sought to rebuke the Senate for 
presumption. What is the whole truth? On that very day the House 
entertained and referred to appropriate committees about fifty bills from 
the Senate appropriating money. They were for pensions, settling title 
to public lands, and ‘‘an act relative to foreign coins and the coinage of 
cents at the Mint of the United States.’’ And to their reference there 
was no objection. 


The following action was taken as to the other appropriation bills 
from the Senate: 


“An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the year ending June 30, 1857, and for other pur- 


es.” 

Mr Jones, of Tennessee. I think that is a Senate general appropriation bill. 
A bill of the same character, making appropriations for the payment of the pen- 
sions of the United States for the next fiscal year, has passed the Housc, come 
back from the Senate, and having received the signature of the Executive, has 
become a law. I therefore move that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

“An act making an appropriation for a new fortification for the defense of the 
entrance of Galveston harbor and bay, in the State of Texas.”’ 

Mr. QuiTMAN. I move to refer the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. Kesey. I understand that to be another appropriation bill originating 
in the Senate. I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. Jongs, of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman from New York that 
this is not one of the general appropriation bills. It is for constructing a new 
work, and I think should properly go to the Committee on Military Affairs, as 
moved by the gentleman Gens Mississippi. 

Mr. Kesey. I misunderstood the character of the bill. 
tion. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

“An act making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, 
4 for repairs of barracks and quarters, for the year ending the 30th of June, 

4. 

Mr. Ketsry. That is another Senate appropriation bill. 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

“An act for improvement of navigation of Patapsco River, and to render the 
port of Baltimore accessible to war steamers of the United States,"’ and 

“An act for the improvement of the harbor of San Diego, California,” 

Were refi Committee on Commerce. 


I withdraw my mo- 


I move to lay it on 


erred to 


. “An act to remit or refund duties upon goods, wares, and merchandise lost by 
re.”’ 


Mr, WasHsBvuRNE, of Illinois. I move to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. I suppose that bill ought to go to the Committee on 
Waysand Means. It is for taking money out of the Treasury, and I think appro- 
priately belongs to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WasHsvrne, of Illinois. This bill came from the Committee on Com- 
merce in the Senate. A similar bill is now before the Committee on Commerce 
of the House, and that committee had jurisdiction of the subject at the last Con- 


gress. 
The motion of Mr. Washburne was agreed to. 


It thus appears that, though fresh in the minds of Representatives, 
the remarks of Hunter, Toombs, and others had not only excited no in- 
dignation, but Mr. Jones’ remark that the general appropriation bill 
of the Senate need not be referred because it was already law by an- 
other bill passed unchallenged, and we may fairly suppose his ‘* there- 
fore’? applied to both the other general appropriation bills, subse- 
quently tabled. So far as I know no other allusion was made to them. 


CONCLUSIONS, 


This tedious and oft-told history completed, what is the result? To 
state it as strongly as can be, against this power in the Senate to origi- 
nate a bill appropriating money from the Treasury have stood a few 
great names. To secure a footing they quoted the speeches of Frank- 
lin, Mason, and others in favor of their view, notwithstanding the con- 
stitutional convention refused to agree with those speeches. They in- 
voke the fact that a compromise was made between the large and small 
States, but reject the other fact that one of the express terms of that 
compromise was the rejection of the very badge of inferiority of the 
Senate which is now insisted upon. They contend that because our 
general appropriation bills have ever originated in the House they can 
not constitutionally originate otherwise. Those bills have ever been 








CONGRESSIONAL 


1885. 


| 





first discussed in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

By parity of reason a bill not so discussed must be unconstitutional. 
We have uniformly had a chaplain. By that reasoning legislation not 
thus sanctified by prayer would be void. The President has uniformly 
taken his oath of office at a particular place, and it has been adminis- 
tered by a particular officer. By thus reasoning he can not constitu- 
tionally be inducted into office elsewhere or by a different person. 
They admit that it is only in appropriations for public uses or in general 
appropriation bills that the Senate can not begin the work. But by 
what authority do they make the exception? The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HuRD] claims none. The language of the Constitution is: 

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropri- 
ations made by law. 

It covers all appropriations. They know that the lords could not 
originate such bills as have ever been originated in our Senate, and yet 
they seek to change the words of our Constitution to make our practice 
conform to that of Parliament in England. They insist that the law 
of Parliament applicable to supply bills, which simultaneously raised 
revenue and appropriated money, shall control us, who never join those 
things in the same bill. They ask us to put our Senate, which has 
ever a large share in all appropriations of money, upon the footing 
of the lords, whose duty in that regard is only perfunctory. True, 
they have the power wholly to reject such bills. So has the King or 
Queen the power to veto. But when has either power been exercised ? 
They struggle to bind us by English precedents, when they know that 
our system is a discarding of English precedents; that the constitutional 
powers and checks and limitations in our system are not to be found 
in musty tomes of history, but are crystallized in living words on the 
parchment roll of 1787. 

For the argument on the other side recall the history of the consti- 
tutional convention, and the struggle of giant minds pro and con on 


this subject. The battle ended, the proposed clause ‘‘ and for fixing | 


the salaries of the officers of the Government’’ wasmissing. The words 
‘“‘or appropriating money’ had been killed. ‘‘And shall not be al- 
tered or amended by the Senate ’’ had beendriven from the field. Ali 
that was alive of the first clause of the proposed compromise as to this 
power was, ‘‘All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of 
Representatives, but the Senate may propose or concur with amend- 
mentsas on other bills.’ Thesecond clause was by its side, but maimed. 
It still read, ‘*‘ No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in con- 
sequence of appropriations made by law;’’ but the proposed qualifica- 
tion, ‘‘ Which shall originate in the House of Representatives, ’’ had 
been deliberately slaughtered. 


The two clauses were subsequently separated by the committee on | 


Style, and thus left as living witnesses of the fairness, stubbornness, 
and conclusiveness of the contest. 

Again, I say, suppose this a question between two litigants in court; 
suppose the one insisting upon the plain words of the contract and the 
other upon interpreting it as if it contained other words which had 
been purposely left out by mutual consent. Could the court patiently 
listen to the latter? How is the case different when the high con- 
tracting parties were the people and the States? What right have 
their servants, Representatives and Senators, to quarrel over the power 
of attorney made for their control and to attempt to reingraft upon it 
words which have been deliberately cut off? There was no misunder- 
standing about the matter. ‘‘ Money bills’’ was a term as familiar to 
the ears of our constitution-makers ‘‘as the sound of household words. ’’ 

The latest made constitutions of the thirteen States were those of 
Massachusetts and New Hampshire, which declared that— 

All money bills shall originate in the house of representatives; but the sen- 
ate may propose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 

As if to avoid any misconstruction from the use of the British words 
which designated bills which simultaneously raised supplies and ap- 

ropriated money, the words ‘‘ money bills ’’ were changed to ‘‘ bills 


or raising revenue,’’ and a separate provision was made for ‘‘ bills ap- | 


propriating money.’ 

The resolution of 1678 did not suit our fathers. They considered not 
what was ‘‘revenue to the King,’’ for they had no king to whom to 
“give aids’’ and ‘‘supplies’’ and then in the same bills limit his use 
of them. 

For many of these facts I am indebted to the luminous opinion of the 


supreme court of Massachusetts on this exact question, decided in 1878, | 


not in ordinary course of litigation where a law was attacked for un- 
constitutionality. Then the court would have been bound to give the 
benefit of all doubts in favor of the law. But it was upon a question 
submitted to the court by the General Assembly before enacting a law. 


Even under their constitution, having ‘‘ money bills’’ in place of “‘ bills | 


for raising revenue,’’ that court decided that— 
annrnatve aaa = House of Representatives, under the constitu- 
money or property from the people to the State, and does not include bills that 
money from the treasury of the Commonwealth to particular uses 
the government or bestow it upon individuals or corporations.—126 Massa- 
It would be so he)d in England if the house of commons would sepa- 
rate the bills of ‘‘supplies’’ from the bills of ‘‘disposition.”’ 





originate money bills is limited to bills that transfer | 
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Against this array the minority report of the Judiciary Committee in 
1881, before mentioned, presented certain definitions of revenue thus 
Webster defines revenue to be “the annual produce of taxes which a nation 


or state collects and receives into the treasury for public use.’ 


* * * * * * * 


W orcester defines revenue to be “ the income of a nation or state derived from 
duties, taxes, and other sources for the payment of the national expenses.’ 


* * * * * * + 


And it cited the reference in Worcester to Brande’s Dictionary of Sci- 
ence and Art as authority, saying, 

Than which there is none higher inthe language. Brande defines revenue to 
be “the name given to the incomes of a state derived from the customs, excises, 
taxation, and other sources, and appropriated to the payment of the national 
expenses.’ (Brande’s Dictionary, volume 3, page 269.) 

The report added: 

This definition is approved in the Imperial Dictionary, the present standard 
dictionary of Great Britain, in the following words: ‘* Revenue is the annual 
income of a state, derived from taxation, customs, excises, and other sources, 
and appropriated to the payment of the national expenses.” 

They were quoted also by the author of that minority report, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. HuRD], in his speech to-day, and the conclusion 
deduced therefrom in the report and speech was, ‘* Money, therefore, to 
become revenue to the King must have been granted to him by the com- 
mons. ’’ 

Definitions in dictionaries are seldom accurate in every particular. 
The same word frequently means different things in different places. 
‘* Cherries’’ in a gun-factory are tools by which bullet-molds are hol- 
lowed out, but not so at a fruit stand. A homely woman in England 
is a domestic woman; but here she is an ugly person, without regard to 
her domestic qualities. Brande’s Dictionary of Arts and Sciences, pub- 
lished in 1842, and Ogilvie’s Imperial Dictionary, published in 1850, are 
both English works. 

It may be true that the income of Great Britain does not become rev- 
enue to the King until granted to him by the commons without affect- 
ing the meaning of the word ‘‘ revenue ’’ in the phrase “‘ bills for rais- 
| ing revenue.’’ 

jut apart from all this, neither of the English dictionaries quoted 
say that the income of the nation is not revenue until appropriated 
They simply say it is income, and tell how it is derived and for what it 
isused. Toillustrate: Webster defines ‘‘ trousers,’’ as ‘‘a garment worn 
by males,’’ &c. By like argument that garment can not be trousers 
until worn, and that by a male. 

Last on this point, Webster's Dictionary, published in 1840, and 
Worcester’s Universal Dictionary, published in 1846—both A merican— 
both carefully avoid the coupling of ‘‘ appropriation’’ with the defini 
| tion of revenue, and confine it to simply income “for public use’’ or 
‘*for the payment of national expenses.’’ And these definitions are 
correct in that regard even by English authority. Revenue is defined 
| by Blackstone as— 


A portion which each subject contributes of his property in order tosecure the 
remainder.—1 Blackstone's Commentaries, 281. 


Afterward he told of the King’s revenue, and said: 
Thid., 325. 

That was the English definition of ‘‘revenue’’ when our Constitu- 
tion wasmade. In May’sConstitutional History of England, published 
in 1861-’62, opposite the marginal ‘‘ other sources of revenue’’ is— 

But the King enjoyed other sources of income independent of parliamentary 
control. 

Surely they were revenue to the King without appropriation by the 
house of commons. 

No support to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HurD] comes from the 
citation of President Monroe’s veto of the Cumberland road bili, in 
March, 1822. So far from discussing in that message any question kin 
to the one now in debate, he was antagonizing a bill which originated 
in the House of Representatives. He was not discussing where the 
bill should originate, but arguing that because taxes, &., could only 
be raised by Congress for specific purposés, the money so put into the 
Treasury ought to be confined to those objects. He thought that bill 

a departure from that principle. 

So much for the question of power in the Senate. 

SHALL THE SENATE EXERCISE 

The power is indisputable. In many cases it is now used. Whether 
its use should be more extended I can not decide. Let us recall some 
of the reasons urged in 1856. Mr. Brodhead said that by a division 
of the appropriation bills between the two Houses they would be sooner 
ready and better considered. He said: 

The evils to which I allude are well known. I allude to the pro- 
tracted sessions, and especially to the night sessions, during which the appro- 
priation bills are usually considered, and some forty or fifty millions of dollars 
are voted away; and voted, too, during the absence of the best and most ex- 
perienced Senators, who, in consequence of physical exhaustion, are not able to 
| remain in the Senate Chamber during the midnight hours, It is desirable to 
| prevent midnight sessions, also, because it is known that scenes sometimes 
occur in those night sessions which a sense of delicacy prevents me from de- 
scribing. I may, however, say with great truth, that if at such times Con- 
gress is not in possession of the jobbers, both Houses are at least besieged by 
| them.—Congressional Globe, first session Thirty-fourth Congress, page 160 
Mr. Toombs, in the same line, said: 


There is no time for examining them. Within the last three years, I have seen 
in this Chamber a naval appropriation bill, appropriating $8,000,000, passed with- 


How these immense sums are appropriated is next to be considered. 


ITS POWER’ 


: * * 
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out even being read. It was passed on the morningof the 4th of March, and the 
reason for not reading it as given by Senators on this floor was, thatif we at- 
tempted to read the bill it would be lost. We were told that we had but so many 
minutes remaining; that it would take so many hours to read the bill, and that 
if you read it it could not be passed,.—Jbid., 379. 


He also pointed out the fact that propositions which had been de- 
liberately rejected by themselves, at their closing hours, came on as 
amendments and crept through, and said that practically the appropri- 
ations about which there was any room for disagreement were made 
not by the full House and Senate, but by headsof Departments or from 
men on conference committees, in a way and at a time when submis- 
sion was the only escape from stopping the wheels of the Government. 
Has all that passed away, or is Congress still subject to such censure? 

The appropriation bills must be passed. They ought to be fully dis- 
cussed, though the time so consumed crowds out other business. Some 
think that if part of them were originated in the Senate that body need 
not adjourn for half its time in the beginning of each session, nor work so 
late at night at the end of each session to accomplish its task. Some 
think that were part of these bills first considered by the Senate the 
debates there would render unnecessary so long debates on them here. 
Some think that such an arrangement would give time to consider 
claims of meritorious persons who are worn out by delays, and time to 
inaugurate great reforms so needed by our overtaxed constituents. 

I offer no advice. It would be unbecoming in me todoso. But I 
may say I do not foresee the danger in such a course so glowingly de- 
picted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurp]. Our fathers had no 
such fears. They learned from British history, as epitomized in Black- 
stone’s Commentaries, that the reason for the jealousy of the house of 
commons toward the house of lords was because lords could be made 
by the King at his pleasure, were a permanent body, and supposed to 
be under the influence of the Crown. We abolished king and lords. 
Our executive has naught to do with the creation or continuance of 
Senators. He is more likely to be subservient to that body than it to 
him. Its members change in a different way, and not all at once, but 
as regularly as do the Representatives. Though not elected directly 
by the people, they are by the people’s representatives and senators in 
the State Legislatures. Though their terms of office be longer, they 
have a larger constituency to please and greater individual responsi- 
bility. 

I repeat, our fathers had so such fear of the Senate. They thought it 
was enough that the Senate should not work on ‘‘ bills for raising rev- 
enue,’’ that is, imposing burdens on the people, until this House had 
laid the foundation. They feared not the Senate, and therefore allowed 
their co-operation in legislation. More, by removing from it the disa- 
bility which the commons put upon the lords by divorcing bills of 
supply and bills of appropriation, they invoked their experience and 
conservatism in legislation with no limit but acting secondarily as to 
matters of taxation. Many of them, as Washington, Madison, Roger 
Sherman, Oliver Ellsworth, James Wilson, and Gouverneur Morris (the 
supreme court of Massachusetts said), thought it unwise to impose any 
restriction on the legislative power of the Senate. 

So far from being afraid of the Senate, our fathers gave them the right 
to decrease or increase appropriations by amendment. How is the 
danger greater in allowing it to originate such bills than to refuse to 
pass them unless the House of Representatives will agree to their amend- 
ments? So far from fearing the Senate, our fathers gave it the sole and 
exclusive right to advise and consent to treaties. I say nothing now 
as to the extent of that power. But whether limited or unlimited by 
other parts of the Constitution, surely it may directly or indirectly af- 
fect the public purse far more than could be done by their originating 
appropriation bills, which could not become laws without the consent 
of the House of Representatives. If all were agreed in this) much 
good would come even if no change in practice occurred. It will be 
good for these brothers under the Constitution to ‘‘ dwell together in 
unity.’’ It will be a happy day when each, while steadfastly insisting 
upon its own, shall seek to add to the other’s dignity and importance; 
not for its own aggrandizement, but impelled by a generous purpose to 
enable both to better serve their common country. No longer jarring 
and contending, their conjoint glory will be the pride of that country 
and the admiration of the world. 


Mr. WILLIS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. I wish the gentleman would make it fifteen minutes, 
though I may not occupy more than ten. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have given away all the rest of my time. 
sorry I did not know the gentleman’s wishes earlier. 

Mr. REED. I wantsuflicient opportunity to state my position clearly 
upon this question. 

The SPEAKER. 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the clause in the Constitution which is 
now to be made the subject of interpretation seems to be very simple. 
It says: 


All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives. 


That language is plain, simple, and easy to be understood. If the 


I am 


The gentleman from Maine is entitled to the floor 
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gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Hurp] can give it any other meaning he 
must do it by reference to the history of its time and of its enactment. 
If, then, I can prove conclusively by the history of its enactment that 
it has no such meaning as he undertakes to give it, I think that all his 
eloquent discourse will fall to the ground, even though it be muchsus- 
tained by applause of those who admire eloquence in diction more than 
they do soundness in reasoning. 

The contest which resulted in the wording of this particular clause 
was nota contest between the commons of England on the one side 
and the house of lords and the Sovereign of England on the other. 
Any man who undertakes to view that sentence in the light solely of 
English history will get as badly misled as is the gentleman from Ohio. 
This is no case of power wrested from a King. To-day the laws of 
England bear this preface: ‘‘ Be it enacted by the Queen’s Most Excel- 
lent Majesty, by and with the advice and consent,’’ &e. These words 
embalm the old fact, the spirit of which perished long before our Con- 
stitution was adopted. 

We have never had to wrest power from an arbitrary ruler. On the 
contrary, the sources of our power were the States and their citizens, 
and its bounds were settled by the constitutional convention. The 
fight in that constitutional convention was not a fight between an ar- 
bitrary ruler and the people to be governed. It was a contest between 
States. It arose from the fact that we were to establish a nation com- 
posed of States; and the contest was to preserve the rights of the States 
as against the rights of the nation; and, therefore, when the proposition 
was originally reported by the committee of detail to the constitutional 
convention August 5, 1787, it was introduced in this form, as will be 
found on page 377 of the Madison Papers, Elliott’s edition of 1845: 

All bills for raising or appropriating money * * * shall originate in the 
House of Representatives, 4 

It covered not only the raising of revenue but the appropriating of 
the same. When the matter came up later in the same month Mr. 
Randolph moved that the clause be altered so as to read: 

Bills for raising money for the purpose of revenue or for appropriating the 
same shall originate in the House of Representatives. 

That proposition as originally stated, together with the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Randolph, was defeated by a vote, if my recollection 
serves me, of nearly two to one. This was August 13, 1787, and the 
exact vote was 7 to 4. The question came up in that form more than 
once, and every time it came up it was defeated; and it was defeated 
upon the plain ground that the States demanded that the Senate, 
where they were peculiarly represented, should have the same power 
as the House of Representatives. 

In September, however, on the 5th day, the proposition assumed this 
form: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives 


And on page 511 of Madison Papers will be found a statement by Mr. 
Gouverneur Morris as to that very clause: ‘‘It had been agreed to in 
the committee on the ground of compromise.’’ When the final vote was 
taken, September 8, the vote was 9 to 2 in favor of the compromise. 
An examination of the notes on pages 529 and 514 will show that I am 
correct. In other words, the whole history of this clause shows that 
the construction for which the gentleman from Ohio contends was put 
into plain language, that bills forraising money and also for expending 
money should originate inthe House. That was voted down repeatedly. 
Then as a matter of compromise it was determined that bills raising 
revenue, raising money for the expenses of the Government, should 
originate in the House, and that left all other bills, those expending 
moneys, to originate either in the Senate or in the House as either body 
shall move. 

And now the gentleman from Ohio comes here and says that not- 
withstanding this for which he contends was defeated time and again, 
notwithstanding the fact that what was adopted was called a compro- 
mise, and history shows it to have been a compromise, he comes here 
and declares that by some juggle of words this thing which had been 
repeatedly defeated by men who understood their position as thor- 
oughly at least as he does was carried through and this constitutional 
convention passed what they never meant to pass, and that without a 
single word indicating any change of disposition ! 

It does seem to me that this matter is a demonstration, and that my 
friend from Ohio is carrying his affection for the English system of laws 
a trifle too far. For my part I have not seen anything in the history 
of the House of Representatives since I have been a member of it that 
should make me feel inclined to insist on more bills originating in it. 
We are to-day so clogged with the business which legitimately belongs 
to us that under our present system of working we absolutely can do 
nothing. If, then, we should undertake to shut off the Senate from 
what is their plain constitutional right, as the history of this legisla- 
tion shows, as the piain language of the Constitution shows, I am afraid 
we should exhibit to the country a still worse instance of ineffectualit 
than we do to-day. [Applause on the RepuBlican side of the Howse} 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Sout 
Carolina. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It appears to me, Mr. Speaker, that the Constitution 
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itself settles this question incidentally when, in article 1, section 7, it 
says: 
All bills for raising revenue shal] originate in the House of Representatives; 
and in section 8 it begins by saying: 
The Congress shall have power, &c.; 
and in the same section, under the head of raising and supporting 
armies under this power of Congress, it declares: 

No appropriation of money to that use shall be for a longer term than two 
years. 

Therefore the very language of the Constitution makes the distine- 
tion between ‘‘ raising revenue,’’ which it applies to the House, and the 
‘* appropriation of money,’’ which it puts under the power of Congress. | 

But the rules of this House,which have been built up by the parlia- | 
mentary experience of members of the House from time to time, in sev- 
eral instances make the same distinction. In Rule XI, paragraph 2, 
it gives to the Committee on Ways and Means subjects relating “‘to 
the revenues and the bonded debt of the United States.’’ 

, In the next paragraph it sends to the Committee on Appropriations, 
subjects relating ‘‘to appropriation of the revenue for the support of 
the Government ’’— 

Thus defining, in the powers and duties of the committees of this 
House, the distinction between ‘‘revenue’’ and ‘‘‘appropriation of 
revenue.”’ 

A still more marked instance of this distinction in the rules of the 
House is found in the thirteenth rule: 


There shall be three calendars of business reported from committees, namely 
First. A calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, to which shall be referred bills raising revenue— 


The very language of the Constitution— 
general appropriation bills— 

As a distinct subject— 
and bills of a public character, directly or indirectly appropriating money or 
property— 

As another distinct subject. And under Rule XXI, paragraph 6, 
speaking of bills, we find: 


Upon all general appropriation and revenue bills * * * the yeas and nays | 


shall be taken, &c 


Therefore we have not only the argument from the direct action 
of the convention, we have not only the argument from the Constitu- 
tion, but we have, in the parliamentary rules which govern this House, 
the very distinction raised between the two terms, the language of the 
distinction following very much the language of the Constitution. 

I would be one of those, Mr. Speaker, to assert for this House its full 
prerogative in relation to *‘ bills raising revenue,’’ which impose direct 
burdens on the people, and to maintain that the direct representatives 
of the people are the only ones to originate such bills; but when it 
comes to the disbursement of the moneys of the people, the co-ordinate 
legislative branch of this Government—the Senate of the United States— 
representing the States in their collective capacity, has reasonably under 
the structure of our Government as much right to suggest the way in 


volving, directly or indirectly, the expenditure of money from the treasury, or 
imposing any burden or charge thereon? 


| directly or indirectly, the expenditure of money from the treasury, or impos- 


| not limited by the constitution to the house of representatives, but resides in 


| trine prevailing on this point at the time our constitution was framed 


| chusetts Reports. 





The second question 


Can the senate under said provision originate a bill or resolve in any way in- 


The answer is 


The senate can, under those provisions, originate a bill or resolve involving, 


ing a burden or charge thereon 

The third question 

Is the power to originate a bill appropriating money from the State treasury 
limited by the constitution tothe house of representatives, or does it reside in 
both branches of the Legislature ? 

The answer is: 


The power to originate a bill appropriating money from the State treasury ig 4 


both branches of the Legislature. 

This opinien contains a most elaborate review of the whole question. 
It is a very carefully prepared and thorough decision, embodying a re- 
view of the English and American precedents. The court arrives at a 
conclusion different from that which has been reached by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and claims that even under the British constitution, 
which is unwritten and contains no written limitation, the power of 
appropriating money is not limited to the house of commons 

Mr. HURD. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts allow me a 
moment ? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. HURD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
if it is not true that the point of the decision in the Massachusetts 
case to which he refers was not that it had not been settled in Eng 
land that this power to originate appropriation bills was vested in 
the house of commons at the time of the framing of the constitution of 
Massachusetts ? 

Mr. LONG. In answer to the gentleman from Ohio as to the doe- 
our supreme court say: 

The result of the review of this branch of the subject is that it can not be con- 
sidered to have been settled in England before 1780, when the constitution of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts was adopted, that the appropriation to 
particular objects of moneys in the treasury or exchequer of the Sovereigu 
belonged exclusively to the house of commons, and that bills for such appro 
priations must originate in the house. = 

That opinion is so conclusive that I could not fail to cite it in this con 
nection. I will say that it is contained in volume 126 of the Massa- 
It limits the restriction on the senate strictly to 
bills raising revenue; that is, bills ‘‘ that transfer money or property 
from the people to the State.’’ 

Mr. HAMMOND. Willthe gentleman from Massachusetts allow me 
to remark that that opinion is quoted with approval by two-thirds of 
the Judiciary Committee of the Forty-sixth Congress in the report 
which I have caused to be read here ? 

Mr. LONG. I will call attention again to the fact that the language 
of the Massachusetts constitution is much broader than the language 





which that money shall be spent for the public good as this House, and 
are not to be put in the same category as the house of lords, which is a 
body of hereditary nobility in England. 

Mr. WILLIS. I nowyield five minutes tothe gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, the principles involved in the question 
presented by the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio have already 
been so clearly set forth that I rise now only for the purpose of citing an 
authority which seems to me to be conclusive in regard to the matter. 
The constitution of Massachusetts, which was framed some seven or 
eight years before the Constitution of the United States was adopted, 
containsa similar constitutional provision with this exception: The lan- 
guage of the Massachusetts constitution is: 

All money bills shall originate in the house of representatives. 


The language of the Constitution of the United States is: 
All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives. 


The gentleman from Ohio has suggested that under the British con- 
stitution the term ‘‘ money bill’’ embraces bills for raising revenue, 
bills granting a supply, and bills making an appropriation. While I 
am not sure I to that definition, it undoubtedly is true that the 
term ‘‘money bill’? is a much broader term than the limited term used 
in our Federal Constitution, namely, a bill ‘‘ raising revenue.”’ 

And yet it has been decided by the supreme court of Massachusetts, 
the opinion having been delivered by Chief-Justice Gray, now sitting 
upon the Sa e Bench of the United States, that even under that 
broad term “‘money bill’’ an appropriation may originate in the Sen- 


ate. Questions were put by the Legislature of Massachusetts to the | 


supreme court of that State as follows: First— 


Can the senate, under the provisions of chapter 1, section 3, article 7 of the 


constitution, a bill orresolve appropriating money from the treasury 
of the Commonwealth? 


The court answers: 


The senate under the provisions of chapter 1, section 3, article 7 of the 
a bill or resolve appropriating money from the treasury 


of the Commonwealth. 





of the Constitution of the United States. In the constitution of Massa- 
chusetts the language is ‘‘all money bills,’’ while in the Constitution 
of the United States it is, as I have already said, ‘‘ bills for raising rev- 
enue.’’ When, therefore, the gentleman from-Ohio suggests that ‘‘ money 
bills,’’ under the British interpretation, were at one time construed to 
embrace, first, bills granting supplies; second, bills making appropria- 
tions; and third, bills for raising revenue, I would suggest that, if that 
be true, it is certainly a little remarkable that our fathers in framing 
the Constitution of this country should have limited the restriction to 
one of these three classes, namely, to ‘‘ bills for raising revenue.’’ It was 
equivalent to saying that there was to be no restriction as to ‘‘appro- 
priation bills’’ or ‘‘ bills granting supplies.’’ 

Mr. WILLIS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, pride and duty go hand in hand to 
carry us along with the gentleman from Ohio when he appeals to us to 
guard jealously the prerogatives of this House. Certainly this is a 
duty we owe to ourselvesand the country. But we are uiso to support 
the Constitution of the United States, and the just powers, under that 
instrument, of every department and every branch of the Govern- 
ment. 

The question raised by the resolutions before the House resolves it- 
self into this: What is the meaning of the section of the Constitution 
which provides that all bills for raising revenue must originate in the 
House of Representatives and may be amended in the Senate? The 
subject has been clouded by much learning. In the ten minutes given 
me I could not enter into that field even if I had anticipated this de- 
bate which has been so suddenly sprung upon the House; but after all, 
the real question lies within a very narrow compass. That question 
| is, what did the framers of the Constitution mean when they rejected 
| the phrase, ‘‘ All money bills shall originate in the House,’’ and sub- 
| stitute in lien of it, ‘‘ All bills raising revenue shall originate in the 
| House ?”’ 
| I admit the construction placed upon the words ‘‘ money bills’’ by 
| 
| 









the gentleman from Ohio, se far as the British constitution is concerned. 
I admit further that those who framed the Constitution of the United 
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States were familiar with what is called the British constitution, and | 
that they knew the meaning of the words there employed; and this is 
where I ground my argument. | 

Every lawyer knows that when a constitutional convention rejects a | 
phrase, the meaning of which is well known and clearly defined by an | 
unvarying lineof precedents and in its stead uses a new and a different 
phrase, it does this solely because it means to accomplish a different 
thing, a different purpose from that implied by the old and well-known 
phrase. This presumption becomes absolutely conclusive when the 
new phrase on its face is clearly narrower and more restricted in mean- | 
ing than the rejected phrase. I therefore admit to its fullest extent 
the argument of the gentleman from Ohio, that in the British constitu- 
tion *‘ money bills’’ meant bills not only taxing the people but bills 
appropriating money. I need not look into the history of our Consti- 
tution or examine what was done in the convention. It is sufficient for 
me to assert the proposition, that the gentleman from Ohio is right as 
to the meaning of the words ‘‘ money bills’’ in the British constitution, 
that the framers of the Constitution knew the meaning of the words 
there used, and that they used different and narrower words, to bring 
us to the conclusion that they meant to confer upon the House of Rep- 
resentatives powers different from those conferred by the words ‘*‘ money | 
bills’? upon the house of commons in England. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question becomes plainer still when we look 
at what actually occurred in the convention. This proposition was 
considered a longtime. It was first up on the 29th day of May. The 
proposition originally was, which was adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole: 

All money bills 


Using the English term— 
shall originate in the House of Delegates— 
Meaning this House— 
and shal! not be altered by the Senate 
There we have two propositions. Taken together, they confer upon 


the House identically the power that existed in the house of com- 
mons in England. 


The Senate, like the house of lords, was not to be allowed to orig- 
inate or amend ‘* money bills.’’ 

That was in May. The question was up again and again—next on | 
the 3lst of the same month; next on the 2d July; next on the 16th 


| can be founded. 
| which even the ingenuity of the gentleman from Ohio can found an 


| lected and spent. 


| House. 





July; next on the 26th July. Long before the provision was perfected 
into its present shape the clause forbidding the Senate to amend was 
stricken out and the power to amend was expressly given to it. This 
indicates a clear intention not to be guided by the analogy of the Brit- 
ish constitution; not to erect the Senate into a body as insignificant as 
the house of lords. 

Then in August, on the 15th of that month, Mr. Strong made a prop- 
osition which is substantially the same as that now embraced in the 
Constitution, That was considered until the 15th day of September— 
twenty days. Then came in from the committee the provision we now 
have, which differs in two respects from the original proposition. That 
original proposition, as I stated, was to confer upon the House of Repre- 
sentatives precisely the same power the house of commons had in - 
land; and which thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. HURD]saysit had. But 
the proposition as finally adopted differed in two respects. In the first 
place, instead of using the w ‘* money bills,’’ the words were inserted 

‘bills raising revenue.’’ Will any lawyer tell me that that convention 
by striking out the words ‘‘ money bills’’ and inserting the words “‘ bills 
raising revenue ’’ meant nothing? Can the gentleman from Ohio argue 
that the framers meant nothing whatever when they discarded a phrase 
the meaning of which was well known, and which had been decided 
upon time after time, not only in the English Parliament but in simi- 
lar bodies in the United States. 

Certainly every lawyer is bound to say that if the words are fairly 
capable of a different meaning from the words ‘‘ money bills,’’ then by 
the use of the different words the framers of the Constitution meant a 
different thing. 

The gentleman’s argument, Mr. Speaker, is based upon the construc- 
tion of phrases in the British constitution and upon English precedents 
and nothing else whatever, except indeed he speaks of the practice under 
our Constitution of the United States, the precedents that have been 
set here. He says that never from the beginning of the Government 
down to the present time has a general appropriation bill originated in 
the Senate and passed the House. I admit it. Hesays that constitutes 
a line of precedents—precedents that ought to prevail in the construction 
of the Constitution. If that be so, then I ask him the question, are not 
other things done, other acts had on the very same subject by the very 
same Congress—acts much more frequent than the passage of general 
appropriation bills, ranning through all the history of the Government 
down to the present time—are they not also precedents ? 

Sir, there has never yet been aregularsession of Congress at which the 
Senate did not originate bills appropriating money—bills which passed 
the Senate, were concurred in by the House, and approved by the Presi- 
dent. The Speaker's table is piled up with them now, and some have 
already passed at this session as others passed at last session. 
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It will not do to say these bills were for special purposes, or that 
they were limited in amount. There is no difference in principle, and 
there can be none, between the power to make a special appropriation 
and the power to pass a general appropriation bill. There is nota line, 
or a word, or a syllable in the Constitution on which such a distinction 
There is not a hint in the whole Constitution on 


argument for such a distinction. I defy any gentleman to show such 
a distinction, and I defy him to show that there is any difference be- 


| tween the power of the Senate to originate a bill appropriating $100 


and its power to originate a bill appropriating a hundred million of 


| dollars. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). 
tleman from Alabama has expired. 
Mr. WILLIS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 


The time of the gen- 


| (Mr. Joan 8S. Wise]. 


Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the prop- 


| osition advanced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HuRpD] involves in 


the first place an idea which emasculates utterly the Senate of the 
United States, and that in the next place it involves the proposition 


| that money raised by the Government does not become revenue until 


it has not only been collected but spent. 

Now, it would be a convenient theory, and I wish it could be putin 
practice in this House at this late stage of this Congress, to establish 
the proposition that money does not become revenue until it is col- 
But as I understand the provision of the Consti- 
tution, it restricts the origination of bills for raising revenue to the 
Its object was to confine the power of taxation and the burden 
of taxation to that body, which came directly from the people, was 
presumed to know their wishes as to bearing taxes, and whose members 
are to be returned in ashort time. On the other hand, the expendi- 
ture of the money of the Government may well be made by the Senate. 
According to the theory of our Government, the Senate is the body of 
wisdom, of prudence, of sagacity; and in the disbursement of the rev- 
enues of this Government it is presumed to have the good of the peo- 
ple at heart and to understand how to spend the money, although it 
may not be freshly informed as to how to raise it. And that is the 
sole distinction. 

The original draught of the Constitution contained a provision which 
not only confined the power of originating bills for raising revenue to 
the House of Representatives, but also the pqwer of originating appro- 
priation bills. No two things could be more distinct than the power 
to raise money and the power tospend money. The two ideas and ex- 
pressions are antithetical. In the Constitution as adopted the provis- 
ion limiting the origin of revenue bills to the House was retained, and 
the provision restricting the origin of appropriation bills to the Senate 
was stricken out. 

It was stricken out from the original proposition, which confined to 
this House the power to make appropriations, and to-day the words 
are nowhere to be found in the Constitution, so that the power to raise 
revenue is the only power which is confined to this House. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio has seen fit to cite in this connection authorities and 
examplesfrom England. I wish to say to him that we are not in Eng- 
land, and toremind him that some of his English authorities and prece- 
dents are not always apposite or applicable here, as we have learned 
from i in a somewhat celebrated case. ey sometimes work 
in a way in which they were not intended to work when cited. 

At the time of those authorities which he cites there was in Eng- 
land no such spirit as that which prevails here, and there was no s 
power behind the lords and commons of as there is behind 
the of the United States—the so majesty of the people 
of the United States, not Her oe the Queen. 

To say that at a time like this, w the danger which is 
impending over this country is the misuse of the power of the franchise, 
at the moment when this great structure of American liberty, raised by 
the people and for the le, is in danger from the ignorance of the 

ple, to tell us at such a time that the great co-ordinate body of this 
vernment—the Senate of the United States—can not see the danger, 
can not realize the destructive influences that are abroad and take a step 
which will Pr this Government from falling to pieces through the 
ignorance of those who exercise the franchise, merely because it takes 
money to carry out the measure, is to tell us that the Senate of the 
United States is not a Bat teas nee = ed een with 
ual dignity and equal rights equal responsibilities wi ouse 
bn deste areas of public safety, and that it is a senile and emas- 
culated body, sitting and waiting simply to record the will of this sover- 
eign body—the House of Representatives; for the measures which may 
be originated by either body of Congress which do not involve the ap- 
propriation of money to give them vitality and efficacy may be enumer- 
ated upon the fingers of one hand. 

I do not believe, sir, that that is the theory of our Government; I 
do not believe that it was the purpose of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to put the whole power of legislation in the hands of the House of 
Representatives, as such a construction would put it. I do not believe 
that the construction which takes the word “‘ revenue,’’ which means 
coming back into the Treasury, and makes it mean going out of the 
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Treasury, is the construction which was intended by the fathers and | ure. It may be that the Senate can originate such bills. They have 
framers of the Constitution. often exercised such authority; but, as is said by the gentleman trom 
And, Mr. Chairman, I feel a peculiar solicitude at this time that no | Ohio, that is not conclusive. I do not altogether agree with precedents 
such construction should prevail, because I look upon the resolution | he has quoted from the English Parliaments. One of these bodies is 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, although in form it is merely a | composed of an order of nobility, and while our Constitution provides 
question of privilege, as a direct attack upon what I conceive tobe the | for a dual body, yet the same reasons for this similarity did not con 
most important measure before this Congress, as it sends the question | duce to their similar features. If the proposition was clear that the 
to a committee whose chairman is, I learn, hostile to the educational | Blair bill was an infringement of the rights of the people as represented 
bill. Sir, I come from a portion of this country in which 4,700,000 out | in this body I would be one of the last to support it, whatever benefits 
of 6,200,000 illiterates reside. I come from a land that hungers and | might result from an appropriation. But while the question may be 
thirsts for knowledge, a land where the franchise has been poured out | involved in uncertainty and all the points now urged can be fully con- 
like’ water, but where intelligence and education of the masses has been | sidered when the bill shall be brought forward for final determination 
withheld, until of late years, as if it were a distilled poison, dangerous | I am constrained to oppose the resolution now before the House in view 
and powerful as aconite. I come from a region of country where every | of the great good that will arise from a general diffusion of intelligence 


one of our constituents, regardless of party, come forth, whenever their Mr. HURD. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have fourteen minutes remain 
Representatives appear, exclaiming, with almost religious fervor ing 
“Tis a thing we long to know, The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER The gentleman has 
Oft it causes anxious thought that time. 
Will you pass this bill, or no? Mr.HURD. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from New York 
Is it ours, or is it not? | Mr. Hiscock 
I come from a people who demand the passage of this measure, who Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will frankly say that if I were now 
believe that it has been constitutionally originated, and that it is th ‘alled upon to vote on the question whether the Senate can originate an 
purpose of this Congress to pass it; their expectation is that it will be | appropriation bill, ldo not know upon which side of the question | 
passed; and I say to the gentleman from Ohio that it will not do in | should vote. The proposition now presented is simply whether this 


dealing with a hungering and thirsting people, who realize the dangers | very grave and serious question should be referred to the Committee on 
of ignorance, who pant for knowledge, to tell them when they have | the Judiciary for its report 

asked for bread and you have given them a stone—it will not do to tell | do not propose to discuss the question upon the merits. 1 havea 
them that you would have passed the bill but for the fact that it had | right tosay it isa serious question, when by looking at the Congressional 
originated in the Senate, and therefore you did not have the power to | Globe I find that on the 7th February, 1356, the following resolution 
pass it. Itis the pledge of every party that this bill shall be passed. | was pending in the United States Senate 


It is the prayer of everybody that it shall be; and I say to the gentle- Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to prepare and report 
man, now and here, let him, if he will, assume the responsibility of de- | sch of the general appropriation bills as they may deem expedient 
feating the passage of this measure by such a technicality as this, and The question which it is now proposed to refer to the Judiciary Com 


let the responsibility rest where it ought to rest, for the people will rise | mittee of this House was directly involved in that resolution. I tind, 
in their wrath and scout the idea that the Senate of the United States | sir, that in the discussion upon that resolution an eminent Senator 
is the powerless nonentity which his contention implies, lying bound | from the State of New York, William H. Seward, used this lauguage 
hand and foot at the mercy of the House of Representativ es, unable to Whatever the convention may have purposed and Jhowever they may have 
respond to the great needs of the nation, unable to avert the greatest of eae ge =e ony a 7 have ——— ee —— = 
national calamities, unable to do aught affirmatively, and but a nega- | a jways conceded Sota Wats alt eocousntattves the eviained Ee pamela a 
tive power, until this House shall see fit to originate measures. tion bills, and the Hause of Representatives has never conceded to the Senate 

On measures like eens to a great need, the people are ee eet eeeneee up reraty nanenwere re Seen ae —a oe 
wise and vigilant. It wi 1 not do to tell them that it failed by techni- The desiam and aareate were ‘these of the ponteinnenunian a the Conetitutior 
calities. The passage of this resolution means delay, and delay at this | itself; and it evinces their understanding of the subject, which was that bills of 
late hour means death. The people know where and with whom the | . poemate pales on ew tpseag oe dhe — gponnens As Sen laying ry ae but 
bill originated. They know where and with whom it rests upon its | cad dae ies OF Geccaetaiives. a a 
passage. They will not be deceived by the pretense that this vital stab 
is butan indifferent technical inquiry. If death follows, it will be known 
of all men where and by whom and why the fatal blow was struck, 
and I repeat that the responsibility shall rest where it belongs. 

Mr. WILLIS resumed the floor and yielded three minutes of his re- 


A little further on this eminent Senator said 


Sir, if this power is confined to the raising of revenue, and does not include 
the expending of it, then the right which was reserved to the House of Repre 
sentatives is useless, because, practically, we provide for raising revenue so sel 
dom that the exclusion of the Senate from it is of no real value to the country 


maining time to Mr. Cox, of North Carolina. | Again, this same distinguished Senator used the following language 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, no provision of the Con- | __I think, then, sir, that I stand upon the principles and the spirit of the Consti 


stitution has been more fully and elaborately discussed than the seventh | tution of the United States in advising against the instruction which is asked for 
section of the first article. I agree with much that has been said by | °Y *¢ Committee on Finance, . 

my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. Hurp], but believing that the F urther on in this debate I find the following language used by an- 
ofiect of the passage of his resolution at this time will imperi! the con- other distinguished Senator, Hon. Charles Sumner, from the State of 
sideration of the Blair educational bill, I can not give it my support. | Massachusetts: 

I am somewhat in the condition of the judges described in Don Quixote And this brings me, sir, to the precise meaning of the provision. The seem- 


: . : : ing indefiniteness of the term “ bills for raising revenue ’’ may perhaps furnish 
= Sy oy emma Panza to relieve them from their dilemma, and apology for the present effort. It may be argued that while the Senate is 


Pp: under certain restrictions, it may nevertheless originate “‘ appropriation 
A certain manor was divided by a large river, over which there was oy 4 This, of eopene Joe quneien of gn eny pe Does this interdict upon 

: : . the Senate extend to the bills by which money is appropriated to the support 
a bridge, at the end of which there was a gibbet and a hall, in which of the Government as well as to those bills by which it isdirectly obtained? Are 
five judges presided to execute the law. A law was enacted as fol- | appropriation bills excluded under the term “ bills for raising revenue?" Now 
lows: I can not join with the opinions so confidently expressed by the Senator from 


Virginia [Mr. Hunter] and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toombs] that it was 
Sieseeres shall over this bridge must first swear whence he comes and clearly the intention of the Constitution to concede to the Senate Ae power of 

whither he goes. he swears the truth he shall be allowed to pass; but if he | originating all appropriation bills. 

forswear himself, he shall die upon the gallows without mercy or respite. * * * * * * . 


It | that one man’s oath being taken he swore he was going | m2 M¢t insensible to the public convenionoe which Inas been preawed in this 
to cross bridge to be hanged on the gibbet, which was his only er- | departure from our standing policy, you will be wise, sir, if you hearken to the 
rand. Therefore if he swore tothe truth he should be permitted to pass | counsels of the Senator from New York, and refrain from any innovation, un- 
freely ; if to a lie, he should be hanged. Now the question was pre- less oeayes of the consent and co-operation of the House. 
sented, whatshould bedone? Sancho decided that the half which swore Mr. Sumner was then asked by Mr. Toucey whether he denied the 
the truth should have been permitted to pass, and that which swore constitutional power of the Senate to originate appropriation bills. I 
a lie be hanged. But as the reason for condemning and acquitting the | Te# Mr. Sumner’s reply: : 

—_ ey balanced, they should let him freely pass; for it is am a. a oe ae ee “y nae Oat me statement was that I 

ways more udable to do good than harm. dec it as a departure rom 1€ spirit of the Jonstt u son? ; a a 
_ Now the proposition of the gentleman has an admirable provision Sonate’ oo Guiniussn cppenptiotinn bakeT Le 
in so far as it provides for the preservation of the prerogatives of this Mr. Sumner. I have already said that the language in the Constitution seemed 
Honse. Butas this character of bill has precedents in its favor, notably | {e.msindefinite, It isnot on the face of clear, Tam driven therefore to con 
in the appropriation of the proceeds of the public lands by bills intro- | that, my conclusion is that{according to the opieit of the ¢ Jonstitution it does not 
duced in the Senate in 1832 and 1835, and as the circumstances that | belong to this body to originate appropriation bills 
precipitated the mass of illiterate voters upon us can never occur again, Mr. Speakeg, as I said at the outset, I do not know how I should vote 
and in view of the fact this illiteracy jeopardizes the perpetuity of our | upon this question. I have simply called attention to the utterances 
free institutions and hangs as an appalling cloud over some of the fair- | of these distinguished Senators, one of them at least an eminent law 
est portions of this land, I will resolve the doubt in favor of education. | yer, for the purpose of impressing upon this House that this is certainly 
T have not had time during this discussion to fully examine this meas- |! a most serious question, and we should not hastily take action upon it. 
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I believe it is entirely proper this resolution should go to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, that from that committee we should have a report. 
Doubtless diverse views will come before the House. Let these reports 
be discussed, let these views be examined. It is not a question to be 
put aside lightly. It is in my judgment one of the most serious ques- 
tions that can come before Congress. 

Mr. HURD. Mr. Speaker, in the debate in the United States Sen- 
ate on this very same subject in 1832, Mr. Webster said that the ques- 
tion, which is now submitted by this resolution to this House, was one 
of the most important which could be considered in legislation; one 
affecting the very highest privileges of the House; one which the House 
alone could decide for itself. Nearly a century has transpired since the 
formation of this system of government. Repeatedly has the question 
been considered; never has it been determined by the House. I be- 
lieve it should be determined now without regard to the merits of the 
argument, which have been suggested this afternoon to the considera- 
tion of the members of the House. I believe it should be referred, as 
the resolution proposes, to the Judiciary Committee, that they may 
make an intelligible report to this House on this important subject. 

It is hardly necessary in this view, then, that I should reply to any 
of the remarks which have been made in opposition to the proposition 
maintained by me in the opening. I will, however, say, in response to 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEp], that I read the history of Eng- 
land very differently from him. I believe that this power of appropri- 
ating money by the house of commons was a power extorted from the 
lords, compelled from the King, by the determination of the house 
of commons to insist upon the popular rights of the subjects of that 
government. I do not think that any man, who will devote himself 
carefully to the reading of history on this subject, will come to any 
other conclusion than that, and it was just this power, wrested from the 
Lords and from royalty for the protection of the British people, that it 
was the intention of the framers of this Constitution to put here for the 
protection of the people of America. 

As for the remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
in reference to the decision of the supreme court of that State, I desire 
to say thatdecision does not determine the question involved here. It 
simply determines the signification of the term ‘‘money bills,’’ and 
what was held in that opinion is not at all conclusive of what is the 
meaning of the word ‘‘ revenue ’’ here in our Censjjtution. 

And I would say this much in referencee to the decision in Massa- 
chusettsin addition. Itis based upon a statement of fact, namely, that 
it can not be considered to have been settled in England before 1780, 
when the constitution of Massachusetts was adopted, that bills appro- 
priating money must originate in the house of commons. 

I deny the fact stated by the supreme court of Massachusetts, upon 
which the whole decision rests, and, to maintain the truthfulness of my 
assertion, I appeal to all the commentators on the English constitution 
who have written on the subject from 1678 to the present hour. 

I have nothing to say as to the merits of the particular bill to which 
this resolution relates. I do not know that I shall antagonize it when 
it is presented to the House for consideration, but when I see a bill re- 
lating to a public purpese coming from the Senate to this House crigi- 
nating an appropriation of nearly $100,000,000, I believe it to be our duty 
to decide this question whether the Senate has any such power as that. 

Shall the desire to educate the people lead us to violate the funda- 
mental law of the land? Shall the desire to overcome the evils of illit- 
eracy impel us to violate our oaths? I do not care how much I might 
be devoted to the success of a measure, if I conscientiously believed the 
Constitution of the United States to be in its way I would let the 
measure go and keep my oath and maintain the Constitution of my 
country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire briefly to call the attention of the House to 
the character of the pending motion. 

Mr. HURD. How does the gentleman from Kentucky get the floor 
to conclude the debate. 

Mr. WILLIS. By your courtesy. 

Mr. HURD. I was not aware I had given it, but if the gentleman 
so regards it I will yield to him. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from Ohio rose the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] had seven minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, this is an unusual, I may say an ex- 
traordinary, resolution. Whatis its object? Why does it come forth 
at this particular moment? At what is it aimed? It states upon its 
face the object and the aim it has in view; that is, to call in question 
the constitutionality of a measure now pending in this Congress com- 
monly known as the educational bill. 

Why has the resolution been delayed up to this moment. On the 
7th day of April, 1884, nearly two-thirds of a year ago, this educa- 
tional bill passed the Senate of the United States. It has from that 
time until now been left buried under your infamous system of rules 
on the Speaker’stable. Now, with only thirty or forty legislative days 
left, when we know that under these arbitrary rules the consideration 
of the most important measures must be defeated; now, after the 
of two-thirds of a year—more than that—my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
HURD], anxious to vindicate the majesty of the rights of this House, 
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rises in his seat for the first time and discovers they have been invaded 
by the action of the Senate. 

Sir, I would have more appreciation of the resolution had he been 
more vigilant as a member of the House in presenting it to the House. 
I would have more consideration for it if it was aimed at some other 
of the many thousands of bills upon our Calendar or in committee 
which are less worthy than this, or that have been already passed by 
the Senate and have come to us. Only in this session, hardly fifty or 
sixty hours ago, a bill carrying the appropriations for the naval affairs 
of this country was passed by the Senate of the United States and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations of this House. My friend 
from Ohio was here then; why did he not lift his eloquent voice against 
that invasion of the rights and privileges of this House? Ay, sir, if 
any question has been settled it is the right of the Senate not to raise 
revenue, which is not claimed, but to expend revenue, which right 
they have always exercised. The very men who founded our Consti- 
tution in the very first Congress that met passed bills of appropriations; 
and within the hundred years of our existence this right of the Senate 
to appropriate money has never been disputed, or, if disputed at all, 
has been successfully maintained as a right pertaining to that body. 
We have had committees of this House who have considered and de- 
liberately considered it. We have had votes in this House, a body 
always jealous of its rights, and all have pointed to the maintenance 
of the right of the Senate to the extent involved in this educational 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, what is this bill? It is a bill that has already met the 
approbation of the committee of this House, a bil! similar to the one 
that the gentleman refers to having been considered. Why, if we want 
to vindicate the dignity of the House, why should we attempt it upon 
a bill so vitally connected with the future welfare, prosperity, ay, the 
very perpetuity, of our public institutions in this country as the bill in 
question? It is known in this House that from day to day and from 
month to month the Committee on Education has been struggling to 
get the floor to press the consideration of this educational bill. Weare 
now in the close of thissessioy of Congress. Will this Congress adjourn 
without action upon this important measure ? 

Will you, the Representatives of the people of the United States, go 
back to your constituencies and tell them that you are more interested 
in passing a bill to prevent hog-cholera or pneumonia in cattle than a 
bill concerning the intellectual health of youg own offspring? That is 
the question, and this resolution is a blow now being struck at the con- 
sideration of this great measure. 

Send it to the Judiciary Committee! That is a ponderous, weighty, 
and deliberate body. Long before they have read the title of this bill 
yonder clock will have recorded the end of this session. And when we 
come to-day or to-morrow and ask this House to consider the educa- 
tional bill, my friend will spring to his feet and say that grave ques- 
tions affecting the dignity of this House are involved in this bill—these 
questions we have referred to the Judiciary Committee, and until their 
action as a committee is made known to this House and proper action 
taken upon it we ought not to enter upon the consideration of such a 
measure. 

Mr. Speaker, believing that the mind of this House is determined 
upon this question, believing that further consideration either by the 
Judiciary Committee or by the House is unnecessary, recognizing the 
fact that this House has only a few days of life left, in the interest of 
the economy of the time of the House and in the interest of the objects 
of this great bill I move to lay the resolution of the gentleman from 
Ohio on the table. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HURD. Will the gentleman from Kentucky withdraw the mo- 
tion for a single instant? I believe I had a moment or two of my time 
left, and desire to read an extract which will take but a moment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will withdraw, with the right to renew it again. 

Mr. HURD. Certainly. E 

I desire to read simply what I intended to have read a few moments 
ago; that is, a statement by the late President of the United States, 
Mr. Garfield, on this very question. There was a resolution pending 
before the House in the Forty-first declaring that the House had 
the exclusive right to originate all bills directly affecting the revenue, 
whether such bills be for the imposition, reduction, or repeal of taxes, 
when Mr. Garfield said: 

I wish to say merely that the House has never at any time. so far as I can find 
when the matter was challenged or called up, surrendered the right claimed in 


the resolution now ing; and if or ouse should ever make such sur- 
render, I should look upon it as a dark day for the liberties of the country. 


Mr. WILLIS. I renew the motion to lay the resolution upon the 
table. 

Mr. YORE. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky desires to cut off debate or this question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to lay the resolution on the 
table, which is not a debatable motion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Beforethat motion is put I desire to ask 
leave of the House to print some semarks in the RECORD on this sub- 


ject. 
Mr. O’FERRALL. I desire to make a similar request. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection these requests will be | 
ted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas and nays are demanded. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 66 members voting in favor thereof. | 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 123, not | 
voting 72; as follows: | 


YEAS—128. 

Adams, G. E. Dibble, King, Reese, | 
Atkinson, Dibrell, Lawrence, Rice, 
Bagley, Dingley, Lewis, Rockwell, 
Barbour, Dunham, Libbey, Rowell, 
Barr, Elliott, Long, Russell, 
Bayne, Ellis, Lyman, Skinner, C. R. 

ach, Evans, McCormick, Smalls, 
Bennett, Everhart, Millard, Smith, A. Herr 
Bisbee, Findlay, Miller, S. H. Smith, H. Y 
Blackburn, Forney, Milliken, Spooner, 
Blanchard, Garrison, Money, Steele, 
Boutelle, Geddes, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Bratton, George, Muldrow, Stewart, J. W. 
Breckinridge, Guenther, Mutchler, Struble, 
Breitung, Hammond, Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, F. B. Hanback, Nicholls, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, J. H. Harmer, Nutting, Taylor, J. M. 
Brown, W. W. Hatch, H. H. Oates, Vaientine, 
Browne, T. M. Haynes, O’ Ferrall, Vance, 
Buchanan, Hemphill, O’ Hara, Wadsworth, 
Budd, Henderson, D.B. Payne, Wait, 
Cabell, Hepburn, Peel, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, Perkins, Wallace, 
Candler, Hewitt, G. W. Peters, Warner, A. J. 
Cannon, Horr, Pettibone, Warner, Richard | 
Chace, Houk, Phelps, White, J. D. 
Cox, W. R. James, Pierce, Williams, 
Culbertson, W.W. Jeffords, Poland, Willis, 
Cullen, Kean, Price, Wise, G.D. 
Cutcheon, Keifer, Ray, G. W. Wise, J. S. 
Davidson, Kelley, Ray, Ossian Wolford, 
Davis, R. T. Kellogg, Reed, York. 

NAYS—123. 
Aiken, Graves, Mitchell, Stevens, 
Alexander, Greenleaf, Morgan, Stewart, Charles 
Anderson, Halsell, Morse, Stockslager, 
Barksdale, Hancock, Moulton, Storm, 
Belmont, Hatch, W. H. Murphy, Strait, 
Bland, Henley, Murray, Sumner, D. H. 
Biount, Hewitt, A.8. Neece, Swope, 
Boyle, Hill, Ochiltree, Thompson, 
Buckner, Hiscock, Paige, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, Felix Holman, Parker, Tillman, 
Clardy, Holmes, Patton, Townshend, 
Clay, Hopkins, Post, Tully, 
Cobb, Houseman, Potter, Turner, H. G. 
Collins Hurd, ; Pryor, Turner, Oscar 
Connolly, Jones, B. W. Pusey, Van Alstyne, 
Converse, Jones, J. H. Randall, Van Eatorf, 
Cook, Jordan, Ranney, Ward, 
ve, Kleiner, Reagan, Washburn, 

Culberson, D.B. Lamb, Riggs, Weaver, 

rgan, Lanham, Robertson, Wellborn, 
Davis, G. R. Le Fevre, Rogers, J. H. Weller, 
Deuster, Lore, Rogers, W. F. Whiting, 
Dockery, Lovering, Rosecrans, Wilkins, 
Eaton wen, Seney, Wilson, James 
Eldredge, McAdoo, Seymour, Wilson, W. L. 
English, McCoid, Shively, Winans, E. B. 
Ermentrout, MeMillin, Singleton, Winans, John 
Finerty, Matson, Skinner, T. G. Wood, 
Follett, aay” Snyder, Yaple, 
Gibson, Miller, J. F. Spriggs, Young. 
Glascock, Mills, Springer, 

NOT VOTING—72. 

Adams, J.J. Cox, 8. 8. Hart, O'Neill, Charles 
Arnot, Craig, Henderson, T. J. O'Neill, J. J. 
Ballentine, Crisp, Hitt, Payson, 
Belford, Curtin, Hoblitzell, Rankin, 
Bingham, Davis, L. H. Holton, Robinson, J. S. 
Bowen, Dorsheimer, Hooper, Robinson, W. E. 
Brainerd, Dowd, Howey, Ryan, 
Broadhead, Dunn, Hunt, Shaw, 
Brumm Ellwood, Hutchins, Slocum, 
Burleigh, Ferrell, Johnson, Stone, 
Burnes, Fiedler, Jones, J. K. Sumner, C. A. 
Caldwell, Foran, Jones, J. T. Talbott, 
Campbell, J. E. Funston, Ketcham, Thomas, 
Carleton, Fyan, Lacey, Tucker, 
Cassidy, Goff, Laird, Wemple, 
Chalmers, Green, McComas, White, Milo 
Clements, Hardeman, Morrison, Woodward,. 
Covington, Hardy, Muller, Worthington. 


So the motion to lay the resolution on the table was agreed to. 
After the second call of the roll, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND said: I change my vote from “‘ay”’ to ‘‘no.”’ 


Mr. BALLENTINE. I should have voted ‘‘ay” if I had not been | 


Mr. CONVERSE. I change my vote from ‘‘ay” to ‘‘no.”’ 


Mr. HENLEY. I also change my vote from ‘‘ay”’ to “‘no.”’ I voted | 
under a seepeeonion. 7 , ae 
Mr. DIB I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. CALDWELL, | 


is confined to his room by sickness. 
Mr. PETERS. I desire to change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘ay.”’ 
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The following members were announced as paired on all political 


| questions until further notice: 


Mr. RANKIN with Mr. BRAINERD. 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. HARDY with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. HART. 

Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. ELLWoop. 

Mr. FoRAN with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Howry. 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. HOLTON. 

Mr. ADAmMs, of New York, with Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. 

Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr. 

The following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. STONE, for this day. 

Mr. DAvIs, of Missouri, with Mr. BINGHAM, for this day. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. FuNsTOoN, for this day. 

Mr. Dowp with Mr. KercH am, until Monday, January 26. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MULDROW, until Monday, 
January 26. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. THoMaAs, for this day. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I change my vote from ‘‘ no”’ to “‘ ay 


? 
, 


| and I move to reconsider—— 


Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. BRAINERD. 
voted ‘“‘ ay.’’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


The result is not announced yet. 
I withdraw my vote. I find I am paired. I 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 2570) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Col. Samuel M. Thompson; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

The message further anneunced that the Senate had passed without 


| amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 


A bill (H. R. 7872) to remove the political disabilities of Gabriel H. 
Hill, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7963) to remove the political disabilities of J. Pem- 
broke Jones, of Virginia. 

POWER TO ORIGINATE REVENUE BILLS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HurpD] was laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
table. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative 
141, nays 113, not voting 69; as follows: 


And I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


Upon that motion I call for the yeas and 





yeas 


YEAS—141, 

Adams, G. E. Davis, R. T. Lewis, Russell, 
Atkinson, Dibble, Libbey, Ryan, 
Bagley, Dibrell, Long, Skinner, C, R. 
Ballentine, Dingley, Lyman, Slocum, 
Barbour, Dunham, MecCoid, Smalls, 
Barr, Elliott, McComas, Smith, A. Herr 
Bayne, Ellis, McCormick, Smith, H. Y. 
Beach, Evans, Millard, Spooner, 
Bennett, Everhart, Miller, 8. H. Steele, 
Bisbee, Findlay, Milliken, St@phenson, 
Blackburn, Forney, Money, Stewart, J. W. 
Blanchard, Garrison, Morrill, Stone, 
Boutelle, Geddes, Nelson, Struble, 
Brainerd, George, Nicholls, Talbott, 
Bratton, Guenther, Nutting, Taylor, E. B. 
Breckinridge, Hammond, Oates, Taylor, J, D. 
Breitung, Hanback, Ochiltree, Taylor, J.M. 
Brewer, F. B. Harmer, O’Ferrall, Thomas, 
Brewer, J. H. Hatch, H. H, O’ Hara, Valentine, 
Browne, T. M, Haynes, Payne, Vance, 
Brown, W. W. Hemphill, Peel, Wadsworth, 
Buchanan, Henderson, D.B. Perkins, Wakefield, 
Budd, Henderson, T. J. Peters, Wallace, 
Cabell, Hepburn, Pettibone, Warner, Richard 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, Phelps, Wempile, 
Candler, Hewitt, G. W. Pierce, White, J. D. 

| Cannon, Holmes, Poland, Williams, 

| Chace, Horr, Price, Willis, 
Clements, Houk, Ranney, Wilson, James 
Covington, James, Ray, G. W. Wise, G. D. 

| Cox, W. R. Jeffords, Ray, Ossian Wise, J.S. 
Crisp, Keifer, Reed, Wolford, 
Culbertson, W.W. Kelley, Reese, York. 
Cullen, Kellogg, tice, 
Cutcheon, King, Rockwell, 
Davidson, Lawrence, Rowell, 


' 
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NAYS—113. 
Aiken Gibson, Morse, Storm, 
Alexander, Glascock, Moulton Straight, 
Anderson, Graves, Murray, Sumner, D, H. 
Barksdale, Greenleaf, Neece, Swope, 
Belmont Halsell, Paige Thompson, 
Bland Hancock, Parker, Throckmorton, 
Blount, Hatch, W. H. Patton, Tillman, 
Boyle Henley, Post, Townshend, 
Buckner Hewitt, A. 8. Potter Tully, 
Cumebet Felix Hill, Pryor Turner, H. G. 
Campbell, J E Hiscock, Pusey, Turner, Oscar 
Clardy, Holman, Randall Van Alstyne, 
Clay, Hopkins, Reagan Van Eaton, 
Cobb, Houseman, Riggs, Ward, 
Collins, Hiurd, Robertson, Warner, A. J. 
Connolly, Jones, B. W. Rogers, J. H. Washburn, 
Converse Jones, J. H. Rogers, W. F. Weaver, 
Cosgrove Jordan Rosecrans, Wellborn, 
Culberson, D. B Kleiner Seney, Weller, 
Dargan Lamb, Seymour, Wilkins, 
Davis, G. R. Lanham, Shively, Wilson, W. L. 
Deuster Le Fevre, Singleton, Winans, E. B. 
Dockery Lore, Skinner, T.G. Winans, John 
Eaton, Lowry, Sny ae, r, Wood, 
Eidredge McMillin, Sprigz Worthington, 
English Matson, Springe rer, Yaple. 
Ermentrout, Maybury, Stevens, 
Finerty Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 
Follett Mills, Stockslager, 


NOT VOTING—®69. 


Adams, J, J Dowd, Hunt O' Neill, Charles 
Arnot Dunn, Hutchins O'Neill, J.J. 
Belford, Ellwood Johnson, Payson, 
Bingham, Ferrell Jones, J. K Rankin, 
Bowen, Fiedler, Jones, J. T Robinson, J.S. 
Broadhead, Foran, Kean, Robinson, W. E. 
Brumm, Funston, Ketcham, Shaw, 
Burleigh, Fyan, Lacey, Shelley, 
Burnes, Goff, Laird, Summer, C. A. 
Caldwetl, Green, Lovering Tucker, 
Carleton, Hardeman, McAdoo, Wait 

Cassidy, Hardy, Mitchell, White, Milo 
Chalmers, Hart, Morgan, Whiting, 

Cook, Hitt, Morrison Woodward, 
Cox, 3.8 Hoblitzell, Muldrow, Young. 

Curtin, Holton, ' Muller, 

Davis, L. H. Hooper, Murphy, 

Dorsheimer, Howey, Mutchler, 


So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was 
agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. WAIT with Mr. THomaAs, for this day. 

TO CHANGE HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question, and 
I offer a resolution, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, after which 
the Chair will decide whether it is a matter of privilege or not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday next the regular meetings of the House 
curing the present session shall begin at 11 o'clock each day; that it shall be in 
order each day for one hour, immediately after the reading of the Journal, for 
the Speaker to recognize such member as he may choose, alternating sides of 
the House and members, for the purpose of asking unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of such business as such member may select. But if, 
after the reading of the bill or resolution, ten members object to present consid- 
eration, the same shall not be considered: Provided, That if consideration be 
had, five minutes shall be given for debate for and five minutes against such 
measure if asked by any member. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that would 
change a rule of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded heretofore, 
but the gentleman from Nebraska stated that he rose to a privileged 
question. 

Several Members. That is not a privileged question. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I admit that it is not privileged for considera- 
tion at this time, but must, under the rule, lie over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that so far as regards the mere 
introduction of the resolution, either for the purpose of having it lie 
over one day, or for the purpose of having it referred to the Committee 
on Rules, it is privileged; but not beyond that. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is all that I ask for it. 

PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I rise to a privileged question, and 
call up from the Speaker’s table the Senate resolution (S. R. 104) pro- 
viding for the purchase and distribution of Government publications, 
in order to have it referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a matter of privilege. Reports from 
the Committee on Printing relating to printing for either House are 
privileged under the rules of the House. The Chair will ascertain 
whether that resolution is one that comes within the rule, and, if so, 
will lay it before the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the call 
of committees for reports of bills of a private natare. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
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| bill (H. R. 8032) to remove the political disabilities of Virginius Free- 
man, of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 7964) to provide for the expenses and compensation of 
special messengers to be sent by the Secretary of State to the States 
respectively of lowa and Oregon for the certificates of the electoral votes 
of 1884 for President and Vice-President of the-United States, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of section 141 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Also, an act (H. R. 3661) granting a pension to Lucy Le G. Jeffers. 

Also, an act (H. R. 4273) tor the relief of Madison R. Calvert. 

Also, an act (H. R. 7329) granting the right of way to the Fremont, 
Elkhorn and Missouri Valley Railway Company across the Fort Rob- 
inson military reservation, in the State of Nebraska. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER, 

Mr. SLOCUM. I am directed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to report back the resolution requesting the President to transmit to 
the House a copy of the appeal of Fitz-John Porter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that if this 
resolution be reported during the present call it must go to the Calen- 
dar. At any other time it would be in order for consideration. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Then I withdraw the report. 


JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 


Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7940) for the relief of John Hollins 
McBlair; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM C. IDDINGS. 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely the petition of William C. Iddings, late a private in the 
Eleventh Michigan Infantry; which was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF STEAMER ASHUELOT. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7764) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the wreck of the United States steamer Ashuelot; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 5160) to empower the Secretary of War 
to audit the claim of the State of South Carolina for rent alleged to be 
due for the use and occupation of the Citadel Academy, at Charleston; 
which wa8 laid on the table, aud the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL G. K. WARREN. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back adversely the joint resolution (H. Res, 316) for the appoint- 
ment of a committee to investigate and report upon the advisability of 
accepting grounds donated by citizens of Cold Spring, N. Y., upon which 
to erect a monument to the memory of the late General G. K. Warren; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM H. ROWLEY & SONS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7892) for the relief -of 
William H. Rowley & Sons; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


MARY F. POTTS. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 7835) for the relief of Mary F. Potts; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES VOORHEES. . 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back adversely the bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to James Voor- 


hees; which was laid on the table, aad the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


EMELINE L. FITCH. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Emeline L. 
Fitch; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE W. EAGLES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6948) granting a pension to George 
W. Eagles; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be | 
printed. ” 

HARRIET M. BAILY. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7602) granting a pension to Har- 
riet M. Baily; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID COMPROPST. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4766) granting a pension to David 
Compropst; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN W. WRIGHT. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to John | 
W. Wright; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be | 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 
ally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


printed: 
A bill (H. R. 5244) granting a pension to Joseph Pittman; 
A bill (H. R. 535) granting a pension to Godfried Haug; 
A bill (H. R. 944) granting a pension to Joel E. Cady; 


A bill (H. 


2086) granting a pension to George W. Manning; 
A bill (H. 


2095) granting a pension to Alexander Kirk; 
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A bill (H. R. 5243) granting a pension to J. R. Soper; 

A bill i 7181) granting a pension to George W. Russell; 
A bill (H. R. 4245) granting a pension to C. C. Phillips; 
A bill tr 2088) granting a pension to Samuel P. Harding; 

A bill (H. R. 7293) granting a pension to Mrs. P. E. Broaddus; 

A bill (H. R. 2080) granting a pension to L. V. Hollyfield; and 

A bill (H. R. 7600) to grant a pension to John G. Shawbell. 


ROBERT CAREY. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments a bill (H. R. 6011) granting increase of pension 
to Robert Carey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE E. BAILEY. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 


ported back a bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Annie E. Bailey; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SARAH PARRY. 
Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
— back favorably a bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Sarah 
arry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
ALMIRA K. PARKER. 
; Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7722) granting a 


report, ordered to be printed. 


| Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
THOMAS D, FITCH, 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7696) granting a pension to Thomas D 
Fitch; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY E. FILLEBROWN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7997) to increase the pension of Mary E 
Fillebrown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the following bills; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4162) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. 


| S. Eaton; 


A bill (H. R. 
Rowley; 

A bill (H. R. 7638) granting an increase of pension to Chauncey 8. 
Pettibone; and 

A bill (H. R. 5454) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Go- 
bright McFalls. 


7640) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 8 


GEORGE F. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 7561) to allow a pension 

to George F. West; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


WEST. 


MRS. MARY K. 8S. EATON. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Mary K. 8. Eaton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 


| ordered to be printed. 


ANNA GINN. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2350) granting a pension to Anna Ginn; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the following bills; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1771) granting a pension to William C. Meredith, guard- 
ian of Matilda Freeman; and 

A bill (H. R. 2009) granting a pension to W. A. Hayes. 

RACHEL J. FLOYD. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back with amendmenta bill (H. R. 964) for the relief of Rachael 
J. Floyd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

W. C. MARSH. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 

ably the bill (H. R. 7745) for the reliefof W. C. Marsh; which was re- 


| ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 


pension to Almira K. Parker; which was referred to the Committee of | and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
; : t 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and,with the accompanying | 


FRANK J. BURROWS. 
Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back adversely 





ELBERT HEWITT. 


an increase of ion to Elbert Hewitt; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. GLARK. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, also reported a bill (H. R. 8033) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH A. RANDALL. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions, also 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 1587 ing ¢ - 
= y the bill ( ) granting a pen 








A. Randall, widow of Capt. Fernando Randall: | 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 


the bill (H. R. 7657) for the relief of Frank J. Burrows; which was re- 
_ Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions, alsoreported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7672) granting | 


ferred to the Commitee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent the minority were 
allowed to present their views to be printed with those of the majority. 


HUGH AND BYRD DOUGLASS. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 4293, a bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Hugh and Byrd Douglass, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 4293) was ordered to lie on the table. 


LIZZIE E. M’CORD, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, asa sub- 
stitute for H. R. 3880; a bill (H. R. 8035) for the relief of Lizzie E. 
McCord, administratrix of Moses 8S. McCord, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
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on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


The bill (H. R. 3880) was ordered to lie on the table. 
PD. MILLS PARRISH. 


Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3634) for the relief of D. Mills 
Parrish; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SIXTY-SECOND PENNSYLVANIA INFANTRY. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, from the Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, reported back the bill (H. R. 7115) 
for the payment of bounty hitherto withheld from the volunteers of 
the Sixty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL LANDS, DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


Mr. VAN EATON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 3848) granting to Dakota Territory section 
16, township 103, range 64 west, in the county of Aurora, in said Ter- 
ritory, for purposes of a reform school, and granting to said Territory 
one section of land in lieu thereof for school purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN LEATHERS. 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1377) for the relief of John Leathers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the purpose of considering 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope that motion will be voted down, so that 
I may call up and the House proceed to consider the Mexican pension 
bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In that connection, with the indulgence of the 
House, I wish to state that there are a few bills reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole which have not yet been acted upon by the House. 
I am informed that we are required to go into Committee of the Whole 
in order to reach these bills thisevening. I therefore make that motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not think we can accomplish anything by 
going into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar to- 
day, and therefore I hope the House will take up the Mexican pension 
bill. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Ths Chair will correct the erroneous reference of a 
bill, if there be no objection. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Pensions was discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1111) granting an increased 
pension to Sallie Rodman, widow of General Isaac P. Rodman; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 
Mr. REED. I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. REED. I desire to meve an amendment to the rules, to add at 
the end of Rule XX— 


And when all amendments not subject to the point of order shall have been 
acted on by the House, it shall be in order at once to go into Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the amendments affected by 
this rule. 


The object of this is to enable us to pass the Mexican pension bill, 
the only way under our rules in which it can be done. I hope, there- 
fore, no gentleman on that side will make any objection to it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order. This Mexican pen- 
sion bill to which gentlemen are referring is not for the benefit of the 
Mexican soldiers at all. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If gentlemen are so anxious to take up 
the Mexican pension bill, let us take up one that is for their benefit. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is in the nature 
of an objection. The proposed amendment to the rules will lie over. 

L. W. PITTS. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7803) for the relief of L. W. Pitts; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I insist upen the motion that the House go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 84, noes 68. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas end nays were ordered, 54 members voting in favor thereof. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 123, not 
voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—108., 
Aiken, Curtin, Jones, J. H. Slocum, 
Alexander, Dargan, Jordan, Smith, A. Herr 
Bagley, Davidson, Lanham, Stewart, Charles 
Barbour, Deuster, Lyman, Storm, 
Barksdale, Dibble, McAdoo, Sumner, C. A. 
Bland, Dibrell, MeMillin, Taylor, J. M. 
Blount, Dockery, Maybury, Thom n, 
Boyle, Eaton Miller, J. F. Throckmorton, 
Bratton, Eldredge, Morse, Tillman, 
Brewer, J. H. Elliott, Mutcehler, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Ellis, Nichols, Turner, H. G. 
Buckner, Findlay, Oates, Turner, Oscar 
Cabell, Follett, Ochiltree, Van Alstyne, 
Campbell, Felix Forney, O’Ferrall, Van Eaton, 
Candler, Garrison, Patton, Wallace, 
Clay, Gibson, Pierce, Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Glascock, Peel, Warner, Richard 
Collins, Halsell, Potter, Wellborn, 
Connolly, Hammond, Pryor, Wilkins, 
Converse, Hancock, Randall, Williams, 
Cook, Hatch, W. H. Reagan, Wilson, W. L. 
Cosgrove, Hemphill, Robertson, Winans, E. B. 
Covington, Hewitt,G. W. Rogers, J. H. Wise, G. D. 
Cox, W. R. Hill, Rosecrans, Wood, 
Crisp, Hopkins, Seymour, Young. 
Culberson, D. B. Houseman, Singleton, 
NAYS—123. 

Adams, G. E. Geddes, Morgan, Springer, 
Anderson, George, Morrill, Steele, 
Barr, Greenleaf, Murray, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Guenther, Neece, Stevens, 

Hanback, Nelson, Stewart, J. W. 
Bisbee, Harmer, Nutting, Stockslager, 
Boutelle, Hatch, H. H. O'Hara, Strait, 
Brainerd, Haynes, Parker, Struble, 
Breitung, Henderson,D.B. Payne, Swope, 
Brewer, F. B. Henley, Perkins, Taylor, E, B. 
Brown, W. W. Hepburn, Peters, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M. Hiscock, Pettibone, Thomas, 
Budd, Holman, Post, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E. Holmes, Price, Tully, 
Campbell, J. M. Houk, Pusey, Vance, 
Cannon, James, Ranney, Wakefield, 
Chace, Jeffords, Ray, G. W. Ward, 
Cobb, Jones, B. W. Ray, Ossian Washburn, 
Craig, Kleiner, Reed, Weaver, 
Culbertson, W.W. Lawrence, Rice, Weller, 
Cullen, Le Fevre, Riggs, Wemple, 
Cutcheon, Libbey, Rockwell, White, J. D. 
Davis, G. R. Lovering, Rogers, W. F. Whiting, 
Davis, R. T. McCoid, Rowell, Wilson, James 
Dingley, McComas, Russell, Wise, J. 8. 
Dunham, McCormick, Seney, Wolford, 
English, Matson, Shively, Woodward, 
Ermentrout, Millard, Skinner, C. R. Worthington, 
Evans, Miller, 8S. H. Smalls, Yaple, 
Everhart, Milliken, Smith, H. Y. York. 
Finerty, Mills, Spooner, 

NOT VOTING—97. 

Adams, J. J. Dunn, Johnson, Paige, 
Arnot, Ellwood, Jones, J. K. Payson, 
Atkinson, Ferrell, Jones, J.T. Phelps, 
Ballentine, Fiedler, Kean, Poland, 
Belford, Foran, Keifer, Rankin, 
Belmont, Funston, Kelley, Reese, 
Bennett, Fyan, Kellogg, Robinson, J. 8. 
Bingham, Goff, Ketcham, Robinson, W. E. 
Blackburn, Graves, King, Ryan, 
Blanchard, Green, Lacey, Shaw, 
Bowen, Hardeman, Laird, Skinner, T. G. 
Breckinridge. Hardy, Lamb, Snyder, 
Broadhead, Hart, Lewis, Spriggs, 
Brumm, Henderson, T. J. Long, Stone, 
Burleigh, Herbert, Lore, Sumner, D. H. 
Burnes, Hewitt, A. 8. Lowry, Talbott, 
Caldwell, Hitt, Mitchell, Valentine, 
Carleton, Hoblitzell, Money, Wadsworth, 
Cassidy, Holton, Morrison, Wait, 
Chalmers, . Hooper, Moulton, White, Milo 
Clardy, Horr, Muldrow, Willis, 
Cox, 8.8. Howey, Muller, Winans, John. 
Davis, L. H. Hunt, Murphy, 
Dorsheimer, Hurd, . O'Neill, Charles 
Dowd, Hutchins, O'Neill, J.J. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BEACH. I ask that by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. GIBSON objected. 

The names of the members voting were read. 

Mr. MILLS. [change my vote from ‘“‘ay’’ to ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I change my vote from “‘ ay’’ to “‘no.”’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of PennsyYlvania. I change my vote from “‘ ay ”’ 
to ‘“‘ no.”’ 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. REECE with Mr. WAIT, for this day. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. KEAN, for this day. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. ATKINSON, for this day. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. KELLEY, for this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 


Mr. NICHOLLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


. 























1885. 








Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to inquire whether if the House 
refuses to go into Committee of the Whole and should then go to busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table could it take up anything but private bills. 

The SPEAKER. It could not, unless by a two-thirds vote the House 
should dispense with private business. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And that requires a two-thirds vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Iask the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. NICHOLLS} 
to withdraw his motion to adjourn and to substitute for it a motion to 
take a recess. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I withdraw the motion toadjourn, and move that 
the House take a recess until 8 o’clock for the transaction of business 
under the former order of the House. 

Mr. MILLS. If the motion for a recess should be agreed to, what | 
business will come up? 

The SPEAKER. Pension business alone. 

Mr. HERBERT. As I understand, only private pension bills. 

The SPEAKER. Such is the order of the House. 

The question being taken on the motion for a recess, there were— 
ayes 94, noes 66. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What vote would be necessary to take up public | 
business? 

The SPEAKER. In order to reach public business private business | 


must first be dispensed with by a two-thirds vote. The Chair has | 


already so stated in response to another question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desired that that should be understood. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 22. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted; and there were—noes 146. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the entire vote) the yeas 
and nays were not ordered; and the motion for a recess was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 








EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m.., 
Mr. BAGLEY in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read a communication 
from the Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

SPeakKer's Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
January 23, 1885. 


Mr. Joun H. BaGuey, Jr., of New York, will preside as Speaker pro tempore 
during the session of the House this evening. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under | 


which the session is held this evening. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will take 
er ene Si = cage omnes sessions bills on the Private 
aia Pension shall be caneiieant e on Pensions and the Committee on In- 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the 
consideration of business under the order just read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. 
HAtTcH, of Missouri, in the chair. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

Mr. GIBSON. The bill to which the gentleman from Indiana re- 
ferred was the bill (H. R. 4079) for the reliet of James D. Kirk. -I desire 
the committee to take up that case now, for the reason that several even- 
ings ago when it was called up I made some statements by way of ob- 
jection to it, and at my request it was passed until I could look into the 
case. I can stay here but a very few minutes this evening, and before 
I go I desire to make a statement in relation to this bill, in justice both 
to the claimant and to myself. 

When this case was up before my attention was called to it upon the 
reading of the report, which stated that James D. Kirk had been a 
member of the One hundred and sixty-seventh Regiment of West Vir- 
ginia Militia. As soon as I heard that statement read [ knew that 
there must be some mistake about the matter, there never having been 
any One hundred and sixty-seventh Regiment of West Virginia Mili 
tia; and, there being no evidence before us on that evening to show 
that this man was in the service, I objected to the consideration of the 
bill. Since that time I have had occasion to be in Wheeling, the capi- 
tal of our State, and have examined the records there. In the adju- 


| tant-general’s office of West Virginia there are the records of several 


companies that were formed under the laws of the State of Virginia, 
and this regiment was officered by officers appointed by the governor 
of the State of Virginia (at that time Governor Pierpont), and was 


| numbered as a Virginia regiment; so that the mistake consists in stat- 


ing that this man was a member of the One hundred and sixty-seventh 
West Virginia Regiment. It appears, however, that he was a member 
of the One hundred and sixty-seventh Virginia Militia. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. But he was in the service? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. The record shows that he served for four 
months, at which time the company was disbanded. The record shows 
no wounds suffered by him there, but it shows that immediately upon 
the disbandment of that organization he enlisted in a Kentucky regi- 
ment and served during the balance of the war. Now, the question 


| whether he was under any disability while he was in theOne hundred 


and sixty-seventh Virginia Militia or not is a matter that 1 shall leave 
to this committee and to the evidence before it. I simply desired to 
make this statement here in relation to the case, because on a former oc- 
casion I had stated here publicly and emphatically that the man could 
not have been a member of the One hundred and sixty-seventh West 
Virginia Regiment, and I do not desire that he should suffer by any mis- 
take that may have occurred in his papers or by what may have been a 
technical contradiction on my part of the statements made in his behalf. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask for the reading of the report. I 
ask to have it read as a part of my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that the report was read when the bill was taken up on a former 
occasion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I know it was; but I do not remember 
it, and I desire to have it read. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that this bill be laid 
asideinformally. It is a billintroduced by Mr. CULBERSON, who is not 
| present. He came to me this afternoon and said that he was anxious 
to have the case called up, and as he is not here I ask that it be laid 
aside informally. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LE FEVRE] 
| to inform the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON | of the state- 
| ment that I have just made in relation to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] 
| asks for the reading of the report. The Clerk will read it. 

| Mr. LE FEVRE. Mr. Chairman, is there any objection made to my 
| request that this case be laid aside for the time being ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio { Mr. LE FEvRE] asks 
unanimous consent that this biil be laid aside informally, and, no ob- 





Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the business of this | 


evening may begin with the first case reported by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions on page 46 of the Calendar, except one case. There 


is one near the bottom of page 43 to which some objection was made | 
heretofore by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Grnson]. I | 


understand he wishes to make some statement in relation to it and will 
then withdraw his objection to it. 


Mr. HOLMES. Without antagonizing the request of the chairman | 


of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I desire to say that the bill ( H. 


jection being made, it is so ordered. 
| 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN PENSIONERS. 
Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, House bill 1981, for the relief of cer- 
tain pensioners enrolled under certain acts of Congress, has been passed 
| over, and now I desire to call it up. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c., That any pensioner of the United States receiving a pension 


R. 1981) for the relief of certain pensioners enrolled by special acts of by virtue of any special act of Congress, on account of disability incurred by him 


Congress is placed in rather an anomalous position. I would ask that 
that bill be not passed over out of its regular order without being con- 


while inthe military or naval service of the United States, shall be entitled to 
increase of such pension upon the same conditions of rerating and continuance 
| of such increase which are applicable to other pensioners under the general pen- 


sidered in Committee of the Whole. I am not particular whether it is | sion laws. 


considered at the ing of the call or later. 


The CHAIR - On what page of the Calendar is the bill to 


which the tleman from Iowa refers ? 
Mr. HOLMES. It is on 44 of the Calendar. 
The CHAIRMAN. The 


man from Indiana [Mr. Matson] asks unanimous consent that the. 
committee shall consider as the first bill the one whose title the Clerk 


will now read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H, R. 6946) for the relief of Margaret McCarty. 


ir will state the question. The gentle- | 


| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Iowa 
| [Mr. HoLMEs] that the request of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
| MATSON] was that the call should commence with a certain bill—with 
| the exception of the bill which has just been under consideration and 
| has been laid aside informally. 

Mr. HOLMES. Without desiring to antagonize any measure which 
the gentleman may desire to call up, I yet do not wish this bill to be 
omitted from consideration in its regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentleman from 
Iowa as having objected to the request of the gentleman from Indiana. 





yen > 


| 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
| 
; 
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Mr. HOLMES. I made at that time the same statement that I have 
made just now, and I understood that to be accepted by the chairman 


of the committee, as no objection was made. I do not know that he | 


has any objection now. 

Mr. MATSON. Iremembervery distinctly, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HoLMEs] did say that he desired to call 
up this bill, either now or at some future time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understeod the gentleman from 
Towa. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam not disposed to insist upon the point. As far 
as I am concerned I have no objection to his calling up this bill now, 
but I know this—as I think he does also—that objection has been made 
heretofore to the consideration of this bill at our evening sessions. I 
believe I objected to it in the first place myself on the ground that the 
order of the House in relation to these sessions was such as to at least 
cause members to understand that only private pension bills would be 
considered. While the language of the order is that bills upon the Pri- 
vate Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions shall be considered, the clear understanding 
of ail the members of the House is that only private bills shall be con- 
sidered. 

Therefore it seemed to me to be unfair to other members of the House 
to press this bill, which is in the nature of a general bill, upon the at- 
tention of the House at these Friday evening sessions. Subsequently, 
when the matter was before the House, I think the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] objected upon the ground that this was a gen- 
eral bill. Now, I think this bill is right and that it ought to pass. I 
do not think it is a bill that would be seriously objected to on its mer- 
its; but Ido think that we ought not to undertake to pass a bill of this 
kind at these evening sessions, because it might at least seem to be un- 
fair to the House itself, for the reason that a majority of the members 
certainly understand that only private bills are to be considered on 
these occasions. However, I am not disposed to be factious in my op- 
position. I have made the objection once, and I shall not make it 
again. If the House sees fit now to go on with this bill I have no ob- 
jection whatever. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether he has any 
plan by which, under the rules of the House, he hopes to get action 
upon this bill except at a Friday evening session. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not know how that may be. So far as that is 
concerned, there are no other bills reported by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions that I suppose the House itself would give preference to 
over this one. However, that is neither here nor there. It is merely 
a question of fair play. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I realize the force of the point the 
gentleman makes, but I am anxious to know whether he has any plan 
by which if this bill be passed over now he can hope to secure its con- 
sideration by the House at some other time than this, or at some of 
these evening sessions. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Horags] is in 
charge of the bill; whether he has any such plan or not, Iam notaware. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, I am not advised as to what may 
be the understanding of members of this House in regard to the trans- 
action of the business of the House, except that it is to be governed by 
certain rules which the House itself has adopted for that purpose. The 
rule which governs the order of business of these Friday evening ses- 
sions is as follows: 

That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will 
take a recess at 5 o'clock until 8p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the 


Private Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions shall be considered. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is, Is this bill a bill which has 
been reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions? Most assuredly 
it is. It was reported by that committee and was ordered to be placed 
upon this Calendar by the House, and, as I understand, it is now in a 
position superior to the action or control of this committee; because, 
having been placed upon the Calendar by the House, it can be displaced 
only by the action of the House. My friend from Indiana [Mr. Mat- 
SON] says that the members of this House should be here when this 
bill is to be considered, that it is not fair to transact this business in 
their absence. But in the transaction of the public business are we to 
wait upon the convenience of the members? The members of this 
House are supposed to be present when the House is transacting busi- 
ness. I know of no rule of law or equity, nor do I know of any rule o' 
this House, which requires us to postpone public business until all the 
members of the House find it convenient to , 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him ? 

Mr. HOLMES. With pleasure. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I merely wish to suggest to the gentle- 
man that it is wholly unnecessary to take up time in this discussion, 
because unless there is a quorum here we can not go on with this bill. 
It is a bill general in its character, and I do not think it would be 
right for the House to allow it to without the presence of a quorum. 


For that reason, I think we better go on with the private pen- 
sion bills. 











Mr. HOLMES. Dol understand the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HEWITT] to object to the consideration of this bill ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes. I shall object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HoLMEs] that this bill is upon the Calendar, is now reached 
and has been read. 

Mr. HOLMES. There is no means of getting this bill before the 
House unless it be taken up at one of these Friday evening sessions. 
It is not in order, as I understand the rules of the House and the order 
of business, to take up this bill as a private bill in the afternoon, and to 
insist that it shall not be taken up at a night session is simply an in- 
direct method of defeating the bill. 

It isa proper bill. No gentleman has taken the floor to argue against 
the propriety of the bill or its justice. It simply permits the Pension 
Office to increase the amount of the pension where the disability has 
increased since the pension was allowed by special act of Congress. I 
shall therefore ask the ruling of the Chair and insist upon the consid- 
eration of this bill at the present time. Similar measures have already 
been passed at different times. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair has already stated that this bill is now 
before the Committee of the Whole for consideration, and is now being 
considered. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Alabama, and on this suggestion I trust we may be able to compromise. 
It is that we consider this bill now in Committee of the Whole, and, if 
the majority of the committee should be favorable to it, pass it in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but let its final passage in the House await the 
presenceofaquorum. In this way perhaps the bill wottid be advanced 
somewhat. If the gentleman from Alabama is disposed to insist that 
the bill shall not pass finally without the vote of a quorum, let that 


question be deferred until the measure can be reached in the House; 


but if a majority of this Committee of the Whole are in favor ef the 
bill, let us pass it this evening. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. As has been stated by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. MATSON], the chairman of the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, the order under which these evening sessions are held was 
made by unanimous consent, with the understandingon the part, prob- 


ably, of every member of the House thatonly private pension bills were 


to be considered under the order. To permit now a general bill, which 
has been put upon the Private Calendar by mistake or inadvertence, to 
be taken up and at a session of this kind in the absence of a 
quorum would not, I think, be fair to the House. 

Mr. HOLMES. Is there any rule or order of the House to the effect 
indicated by the gentleman, that nothing but private bills can be con- 
sidered at these night sessions ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am only stating what was the un- 
derstanding, I presume, of every member of the House, including the 
gentleman from Iowa, when this order was made; because it would 
have been impossible to obtain unanimous consent for the consideration 
at these night sessions of any general pension bill. Hence I think it 
would be doing injustice to members of the House who are not present 
to permit this bill to be considered at allat a night session. Therefore, 
though I can not object to its consideration, I shall demand a quorum 
upon any question connected with this bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think I can suggest a way by which the 
gentleman from Alabama can obtain the sense of a full House upon this 
bill. Can we not agree that the bill shall pass through the Committee 
of the Whole, and be taken up in the House to-night as the last bill 
for consideration, and that the previous question be ordered upon it, 
so that it shall come up in the morning as unfinished business, when a 
vote of the House can be had uponit? Would not that be agreeable 
to the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is substantially the suggestion I have made. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will that be satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Alabama ? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Inasmuch as it is evident that the 
gentleman from Alabama will insist ae eope ngee hae: ah my 
colleague [Mr. HoLMEs] that this bill be laid aside info until we 
pass some of the private bills on the Calendar, and that this bill be taken 
up toward the close of this evening’s session. 

Mr. HOLMES. To take the up toward the close of the session 
after it had been passed over when reached in regular order would be 
objected to for the same reason that objection is now made. I do not 
see any hope of this bill through the committee at any time 
unless it be now. Ithinkit fair to pass the bill through 
the Committee of the Whole with the understanding that we shall wait 
until there is a fuller House before we ask action on the bill in the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass? 
a> ae eee there were—ayes 40, noes 1. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point that no quorum has 


voted, 
Mr. HOLMES. Asthe gentleman from Alabama raises the question 
of a quorum, and as I do not wish to delay the other business before 
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the Committee of the Whole, I ask that this bill be passed over in- 
formally. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
formally? The Chair hears no objection. 
next bill. 


Is there objection to laying this bill aside in- 
The Clerk will report the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. 


a statement concerning the business of the evening. It has been sug- 


Mr. Chairman, I ask by unanimous consent to make | 
i 


gested to me by a number of gentlemen, and I feel the force of it, that | 


eel 


those gentlemen who are here [cries of ‘‘ Louder! ’’]—it has been sug- 
gested by a number of gentlemen that those who come to the evening 
sessions should have preference in relation to the disposition of bills 
which they have offered, and in the passage of which they have an in- 
terest. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I ask by unanimous consent that the 
business of this evening may proceed at least for a time with the under- 
standing that the Chair shall recognize gentlemen alternately on each 


side of the House to call up such bills to which they may see fit to ask | 


the attention of the committee. [Cries of ‘‘ That is right!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the proposition made by the 
gentleman from Indiana? He asks unanimous consent that the Chair 
may recognize members who are present having bills on the Calendar 
in which they are interested to ask that they be taken up out of their 
order. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MRS. SARAH 8. SAMPSON. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask to call up for consideration at the present 
time the bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson, widow of 


Lieut. Col. Charles 
rate of $50 per month. 


The amendments reported by the committee were as follows: 


In line 5, after the word ‘‘ Sampson,” insert the words ‘‘an Army nurse ;"’ and 
in line 7 strike out the words “fifty dollars per month” and insert the words 
“twenty-five dollars per month.” 


Mr. STEELE. I understand these biliawere to be taken up in their 
order. [Criesof ‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’] Otherwise there would bea scramble 
as to who shall have precedence in calling up a bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. We are to alternate between the two sides of the 
House, and in that way we may pass thirty or forty bills to-night. 

The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6311) granting a pe 
am. report as fol 
t 
join 
for active service, June 3, 1861. 


lows : 


. L. Sampson, late of the Maine Infantry Volunteers, at the 































Hon. Anson P. Morrill, ex-governor of and ex-Representative to Congress from 
Maine, says 

“T saw much of Mrs. Sampson at Washington in 1861, '62, and '63, and knew her 
labors in behalf of the sick and wounded soldiers. * * [found Mrs, 8. to 
be a woman of wonderful energy and capacity, and thoroughly devoted to the 
alleviation of the suffering soldiers.” 

G. 8S. Palmer. M. D., late surgeon of the Third Maine Volunteers, and surgeon 
United States Volunteers, says 

“Mrs, Sampson was exceedingly well qualified in health, disposition, and in- 
telligence to perform the most arduous and delicate duties of nurse and friend to 
the soldier, and she did perform these duties with most wonderful skill and cheer- 
fulness. * * * Ithink I can say with truth and without disparagement to any 
one else that Mrs, Sampson was the most energetic, careful, and efficient female 
nurse in the Army. Her late husband wasat first captain of Company D, Third 
Maine Regiment, and subsequently promoted to lieutenant-colone! He was 
stricken down with malarial fever in the Peninsular campaign; was carried to 
Fortress Monroe, where he lay weeks suffering from that exhausting disease, 
from the effects of which he never recovered.”’ 

The following order from the War Department is of interest in this connection : 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, September 21, 1864 
GENERAL: In consideration of the great services that Mrs, C, A. L. Sampson 
has rendered to our sick and wounded soldiers, the Secretary of War directs that 
you furnish her transportation to her home in Maine, and also to return from 
there to this city. 
Your obedient servant, 


C. A. DANA, 
Assistant Secretary of War. 


Brig. Gen. D. H. RucKER, 
Chief Quartermaster. 


It appears that Lieutenant-Colonel Sampson, husband of Mrs. Sarah 8. Samp- 
son, resigned, after a little more than a year’s service, in July, 1862, on account 
| of ill health, and that from that time until his death, January 1, 1881, his health 
was broken. The death of her husband has made it necessary for Mrs. Samp- 
son to support herself, a task which increasing years is rendering more and 
| more difficult. 

In view of these facts, and in further view of the services of Mrs. Sampson in 
caring for the orphan children of deceased soldiers since the close of the war, 
nine hundred officers and soldiers of the Union Army in Maine have united in 
a petition asking Congress to grant her a suitable pension. 

Your committee recommend the passage of a bill allowing her a pension of 
$25 per month. 


The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the bill as 
| amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANNIE E. BAILEY. 





nsion to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson, having duly considered the 


—— from the eee before your committee that Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson 
he Third Maine Volunteers as matron when that regiment left Maine 


Her husband, then Capt. Charles A. L. Samp- 


son, commanded a company in the regiment, and was subsequently promoted 


to be lieutenant-colonel of the same. From a report of 


Mrs. Sampson's serv- 


ices, published in the official report of the adjutant-general of the State of Maine 


for 1865, it appears that she was daily in attendance at the regimental hospital so 
ped at Meridian Hill, near Washington; 
for the wounded of Bull Run; that she was 
e brigade hospital every day to the embarka- 
tion for the Peninsula, in March, 1862,and that she was distributing supplies and 
caring for the inmates of the hospitals all through the battles of the memorable 


long as the regiment remained encam 
that she was at Clermont, cari 
with the sick and wounded in th 


Peninsular campa 


ign. 
In the autumn of 1862 her efficiency had been so well tested that she was as- 
signed to visit hospitals in the Department of Washington, in which capacity 
icuous service as to win the commendation of those in command. 
In December, 1862, she was in the hospitals at Fredericksburg, caring for the 
wounded of the first battle at that place. In February, 1863, she visited Birney’s 
tal, near Falmouth, with supplies. She did conspicuous service 
ttle, and from that time to March, 
In 
ital at Brandy Station, and after the battle of 
redericksburg to care for the wounded of that 


she did so 


division h 
py Ie ee 

was uously emplo in the hospitals around Washi 
March, 1864, she was in the hospi ‘ ae taker tha bes 
the Wilderness went again to 
bloody contest 


her health 
earing for our sick and wounded 
wou had been removed. 

testimonials to the rare devotion and 
during 
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“T had abundant rtunity to observe Mrs. Sampson in her work of carin 
for the sick and wou I think I do her but justice when I say that Guviag 
her nearly three of service I know of no one more earnest, more sé|f-sac- 
ag or more it in the discharge of duty than she was. Such women 

be the Government.” 

ee ane Hamlin, under whose observation Mrs. Samp- 

came, says: 

“IT know Mrs. Sampson os pl I know well the heroic and Chris- 
tian duties which she Sohiy dleckarged during the war, * * * I think Con- 
gress should be asked hoa! com her a pension, first on the ground of her services, 
and second on the that her husband was entitled to a pension, but from 
patriotic reasons did not obtain it.”’ 

Rev. A. F. Beard, during the war connected with the Christian Commission, 

rd now pastor of the American church, Paris, says: 

My uction oa Mrs. Sampson was ment to the battle of Wil- 

Ww , Overcome by work and e jure and the 

may service, I was in extreme sickness. In her rounds Mrs. Sampson found 
and administered 


to me 
as it did the lives of many.” 


the summer of 1864 she labored so devotedly in the hospitals at White 
House Landing, Fortress Monroe, and City Point that she was taken ill with 
fever, and was not able to return to hospital work till February, 1865. As soon 

permitted she joined the Army hospitals at City Point, and labored 
, till the war closed and the last of 


great efficiency of Mrs. Sampson's 
the four years’ labors in the Union hospitals are aumenous and 


M. V. Wiswall, military governor of the District of Columbia, says: 


hundreds of others, with a skill and fidelity 


Mr. CONVERSE. 
to Annie E. Bailey. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. CONVERSE. No; it was reported this afternoon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have a bill about the first one on the Calen- 
dar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that the 
gentleman from Ohio has been recognized under the arrangement made 
by the committee—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not think gentlemen should be allowed 
to call up bills reported at this late day in preference to bills reported 
long ago and which are first upon the Calendar. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Itallows each member recognized to call up one 
bill, and there is no injustice about that. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman from Illinois was not 
here to object, and we are proceeding under an arrangement made by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 
to Annie E. Bailey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


I cali up a bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension 




























I cali up the bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pensions laws, the name of Annie E. Bailey, widow of First Lieutenant 
William C. Bailey, of Company B, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LE FEVRE) was read, as follows: 


Annie E. Bailey is the widow of: William C. Bailey, first lieutenant Company 
B, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Volunteers, who died December 9, 1874 ; and 
the evidence in her claim for pension shows that Lieutenant Bailey was dis- 
charged upon surgeon’s certificate of disability for asthma, bétng utterly unfit 
for duty therefrom. The claim for pension was rejected because o1 alleged ex- 
istence of disease prior to enlistment. 

The evidence of the surgeon of the regiment shows exposure on a raid and 
contraction of severe cold from which asthma developed. 

His colonel, Lieut. Col. John L. Vance, testifies to same effect, and to subse- 
quent death from consumption. 

F. A. Crowly, M.D., as to being Lieutenant Bailey's family physician, and 
treating him in connection with his father for asthma, which gradually devel- 
oped into consumption. 

Dr. Ephraim Williams was family physician prior to 1861, and testifies to non- 
existence of asthma. 

John M. Gardner testifies to acquaintance with Lieutenant Bailey from 1857 
to March 10, 1861, and tosoundness and freedom from asthma, So positive is the 
sworn evidence as to freedom from asthma prior to enlistment, its contraction 
in the service, existence at and subsequent to the discharge, and development 
into consumption that there seems no room for doubt that Lieutenant Bailey's 
death was a sequence of his service, and your committee recommend the passage 
of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 






















JAMES D. KIRK. 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky. Icall upabill (H. R. 4079) grant- 
ing a pension to James D. Kirk. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is noreby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James D irk, 
of Inez, Martin Count > Kentucky, and pay him a pension from the date of ex- 
viration of his term of service in Company B, One hundred and sixty-seventh 
Rostment West Virginia Militia, at the rate allowed by law to private soldiers 


for disabilities incurred while in the service of the United States in the late war 
of the rebellion. 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “ Kentucky, and pay him a pension from the date of ex- 
piration of his term of service in,’’ and in lieu thereof insert “late of.” 


The report of the committed (by Mr. Le FEVRE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4079) 
granting a pension to James D. Kirk, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the followiz rt: 

It appears from the papers on file fn the Pension Office that James D. Kirk, 
while serving as a private in Company B, One hundred and sixty-seventh Regi- 
ment West Virginia Militia, and returning with his command to Lawrence 
County, Kentucky, from a scout to Logan County, West Virginia, was accident- 
ally wounded in right hand by the discharge of his gun while i in the act of pass- 
ing it through a fence, The ball passed through the palm of the hand, fractur- 
ing the middle metacarpal bones, causing the drawing up and consequent short- 
ening of the fingers 

The fact of the injury and its incurrence in line of duty is fully shown by the 
affidavit of the officer and others of the command. The date of the injury is 
given as November 25, 1862. After recovery from the wound Kirk became a 
member of Company I, Thirty-ninth Kentucky Infantry,and served from Au- 
gust 28, 1863, until mustered out, a first-sergeant, September 15, 1865. 

The claim has been rejected by the Pension Office because the applicant at 
time of injury was not in the service of the United States. 

The command to which claimant belonged it is true was a State organization, 
but its services were valuable to the Government, and in fact the militia of the 
several States were co-operating with the forces of the United States in the sup- 

ression of the rebellion, and their services are recognized in the pension laws 

or wounds or injuries received while in an engagement, provided the claim was 
prosecuted to a successful issue prior to July 4, 1874. 

This, as well as preceding Congresses, have recognized the services of the 
militiamen by granting pensions for those who are excluded from the provisions 
of the general pension laws, and believing this case to be meritorious, your com- 
mittee report favorably on the bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, however, 
by striking out all between the word “ Kentucky,” in line 5, and the word “ in, 


= 


in line 7, and insert therein instead the words “ late of.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does that grant arrears? As originally read it 
did grant arrears from the time of the disability, and, if so, I must ob- 
ject to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read as amended. 

The bill was again read as amended. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There are no arrears in that. It is all right. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN SPARR. 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (H. R. 7340) granting a pension to John Sparr. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Sparr, of Batavia, N. Y., late 
of Company C, Third Regiment New York Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) is as follows: 


John Sparr served asa ar in Company C aga ment New York Cav- 
alry, from September 28, to July 12,1865. Hea for pension February 
24, i879, alleging disability on account of injury to mt leg by reason of the 
of his horse while chasing a confederate mail-carrier near Portsmouth, Va. 
March, 1865, which injury resulted in varicose veins and weakness of leg. a 
claim for pension has been rejected because there is no record of the alleged in- 
jury, and claimant is unable to furnish the testimony of officers or comrades as 
to its incurrence or medical evidence of treatment in service or at discharge, 
and the evidence on file is deemed insufficient to corroborate claimant's allega- 
tions. 

It appears that the claimant was one of a detachment made up of different 
commands, sent out on araid across Blackwater River, at the time of the injury, 
and not being acquainted with his companions he is unable to furnish the testi- 
mony of an eye-witness. The captain of claimant's company testifies, how- 
ever, that claimant's injury at the time alleged was, at the time of the latter's re- 
turn to the company, reported to the affiant. The leg was swollen and sore, 
and soldier thereafter was excused from drill. The a t had no doubt of the 
truth of claimant's statements in the matter. 

Claimant states that he was treated in Camp Getty for the injury, but does not 
remember the name of the —. 

William Doring and Char) Sparr, neighbors, who are shown par 
witnesses, testify that — his return from the Army soldier was lame, and an 
Ss of the leg showed that it was swollen and blue from the right knee 
to the foot. 

Dr. Billings, who treated claimant from his discharge until 1872, is dead. Sub- 
—— treatment is shown by the affidavits of the attending physician 

on claimant was sound at enlistment can not be doubted upon the evidence 


on fi 

The action of the Pension Office in the claim because of the absence 
of the testimony of an eye-witness to the : ury, and of medical treatment in 
the service, was undoubtedly pooger under its rules governi: governing 
of pension claims; but in view of the fact shown ae ie are of — 
ion that great injustice would be done a oe a 
strict compliance with such rules, and believi he, 
circumstantial evidence, has ished his title to a 
ably on the bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


AMOS M’DOWELL. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Private Calendar House bill 7572, granting a pension te Amos Mc- 


os ra favor- 


Dowell, and put it upon its passage. It will be found on page 52 of the 
Calendar. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
— on the pension-roll the name of Amos McDowell, late a member of the 

orty-sixth Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and grant hima pension from the passage 
of this act, subject to the pension laws. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of this 
report be dispensed with, and that it may be printed. I appeal to my 
friend from Alabama that this reading of these long reports is simply 
delaying the passage of the bills. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The report should be read or else some 
statement made to show the character of the bill on which we are called 
to act. 


Mr. PETERS. I think I can expedite matters by making a brief 
statément in reference to this case. 

This is the case of an applicant for pension who contracted disease in 
the Army, but did not take sick until two days after he was discharged 
from the service. The medical testimony all goes to show that the 
seeds of the disease were in his system at the time of his discharge. 
Immediately after his discharge he was taken down with typhoid fever. 
The case was examined by a special examiner sent out from the Depart- 
ment, who reported favorably upon it, but for some reason it was re- 
jected, because the Department did not think the evidence sufficiently 
proved that the disease was contracted in the Army prior to the dis- 
charge. 

I think it is one of the strongest cases that has ever come before the 
House for its action. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, the reading of the report will 
be dispensed with and it will be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


We find that claimant enlisted May 28,1864, for one hundred days, and was 
discharged September 23, 1864, by reason of expiration of service. November7, 
1878, he filed a declaration for pension, alleging ‘ typhoid fever, contracted at 
Memphis, Tenn., September, 1864, resulting in disability of left leg.” The case 
was submitted to a special examiner, and a full and searching examination was 
made, developing the following facts, which seem to stand unquestioned, as 
there is no contradicto camneay. Two or three comrades testify that on 
their way to Davenport, Seams September, 1864, to be mustered out the claim- 
ant appeared sick and pec to those around him that he felt badly. On 
the 23d of September they were mustered out, and he, accompanied by com- 
rades, went to his home. The family physician happening to be present, gave 
him some medicine. He continued to grow worse, and a few days after (not 
more than ten) he was confined to his bed, and for two months was very sick 
with typhoid fever. For six months he was unable to leave the house. The 
fever Fert him with a diseased leg, which has continued ever since. He shows 
continuous medical treatment from the day he reached his father’s house until 
the time of making the application, in 1878. 

His family physician, Dr. William H. Gibbon, surgeon of the Fifteenth Iowa 
Regiment, testi es that he was claimant’s family physician from 1858 until he 
entered the careies, at which time he was in ealth and a sound, able- 
bodied man; that when he (affiant) left the Army in 1865 he again became claim- 
ant’s family ‘physician ; that he (claimant) had the typhoid fever the year be- 
pus and at the time he saw him his i was considerably swollen, with 

muscles, caused by rheumatism ; t he continued to be his physi- 
pe until he went to Kansas, in 1873, up to which time the leg had not ma- 
terially improved, the leg still being flexed and swollen; that he remained in 
= condition described from 1864 to 1873. 
Dr. O. M. Dotson testifies that he treated claimant from 1873 to close of year 
1877, ‘and that he was disabled on account of abscesses on left leg from hip to 
ankle, 

The lay testimony met ae his 7 is very full and complete. 

A. B. Iman, a oon of the Pension Department, who con- 
ducted the ae eo says in his report, speaking of one of the most impor- 
tant witnesses : 

** Before taking the testimony of this witness I inquired relative to his repu- 
tation, and was informed —_ was a man of the strictest integrity and regard 
for truth ; that anything he might say could be implicitly believed.” 

In closing his report the special examiner ave: 

“Tam o' oe nn that this claim is established, showing in my opinion 
that dalmaate at eee are due to the service ; yet in view of the tes- 
timony relating to the d of disability from disabled leg, I think it would 
be well to have him examined by the nearest board, especially as Surgeon Minor 
rates him for a disability not alleged.” 

Yet in the face of all this testimony, with the evidence of Dr. Gibbon and Dr. 
Dotson before him, with the testimony of re —e men that claimant was 
treated immediately upon his return home by Joy, whois now os the re- 
viewer wanes sat in judgment an the operas of the special examiner, sa 

“Approved for rejection on that claimant has failed to cannes his 

t fever and results with his military service, there being no record 
of any si in service,and claimant being unable to furnish medical testi- 
mony of prior ae origin in the service, or existence at or on after dis- 

ys he was taken with typhoid fever Seaton. eases 
t swears positively that two days before his discharge ‘he was taken 
with a severe headache and a fullness an Raoscorsulie thotieatah tes stomach ; 
a sickness continued growing worse for ten days after he got home, when 
he was emuel to his bed. 

Your committee conclude that a very strong case is shown by the evidence ; 
that it would be unreasonable to suppose that the fever was not contracted in 
the service, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
EMILY L. ALVORD. 
Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to call up bill 7659, 


pension to Mrs. Emily 1. Alvord. It will be found on page 
Sper te 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit é&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Qh nal denlchecctasentantonseccdrtes the name of Emily L. Alvord, 
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widow of Brig. Gen. Benjamin Alvord, deceased, late Paymaster-General of the 
United States Army,and pay her a pension of $50 per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. WoLForD) is as follows: 

That General Alvord was an officer in the Army of the United States in con- 
tinuous service for forty-seven years. His military record is most satisfactory 
and brilliant. He was in the Florida war against the Seminole Indians, was en- 
gaged in several skirmishes, and was promoted for his gallart conduct. He 
was in the war with Mexico, and participated in several engagements, and was 
twice promoted for his gallant and meritorious conduct in the battles of said 
war. e was in command as brigadier-general United States Volunteers from 


Army, for faithful and meritorious services, to brevet lieutenant-colonel, and 
brevet colonel, and brevet brigadier-general in the United States Army. He 
was afterward Paymaster-General of the United States Army, and discharged 
the duties of the office with great ability, giving entire satisfaction, being hon- 
est, faithful, and industrious. 

He died in 1884, having been on the retired-list four years, of disease contracted 
while in active service in the Army and in the line of his duty, as shown by the 
certificate of the surgeon of the United States Army, which certificate is ap- 

nded to this report. He graduated in the Military Academy of the United 
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W. H, McCarty, a member of Company C, Twenty-first Regiment of Lowa In- 
fantry Volunteers. 


The repert (by Mr. HOLMEs) is as follows: 


Margaret McCarty is the widow of William H. McCarty, late a private in Com- 
pany C, Twenty-first lowa Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted on the ]6th day of 
August, 1862, and was mustered in the same day, and was discharged on the 2d 
day of June, 1865. 

The soldier, William H. McCarty, originally made application for invalid pen- 
sion, which was executed September 29, 1879, and was filed October 28, 1879, and 
proofs introduced. This application was rejected by the Pension Office on the 


| ground that the claim was not pending in the Pension Office at the time of the 
1862 te 1866 in the war with the seceding States, and promoted in the regular | 


tates; was a scholar of distinction ; was assistant professor of mathematicsand | 
| to duty September 18, 1864; he was admitted to the Overton general hospital 


of natural and experimental philosophy at the United States Military Academy 
in 1837. He was the author of some valuable books, which honored him. He 
was a pure and devout Christian, of high honor, a warm and generous friend, 
and a kind husband and father, as brave asthe bravest and as gentle as the 
gentlest. His widow, the only wife he ever had, his companion for many years 
and the mother of his children, is old and infirm, with but little money or prop- 
erty and with three children and a very old and helpless maiden sister of her 
husband to support. 5 Ps ) 

Wherefore they report the bill without amendment, with the opinion that it 
ought to pass. , } 

I certify that Brig. Gen. Benjamin Alvord, United States Army, retired, was 
at the date of his retirement suffering from chronic diarrhea, for which he had 
been repeatedly treated by me during the last two years of his active service. 
Though for many years, and dating as far in the pastas the Mexican war, General 
Alvord had been frequently compelled to apply for medical treatment for diar- 
rhea, to which he was strongly predisposed, it did not become a permanent 
and chronic disease until in 1876,and when in the line of his duty as Paymaster- 
General. At that time and subsequently his health became so much impaired 
as to necessitate the daiky use of remedies and led to feeble action of the heart, 
general debility, and organic disease of the kidneys, of which he died. 


BASIL NORRIS, 
Surgeon, United States Army. 
San Francisco, Cau., December 8, 1884. 


True copy. 
WM. B. ROCHESTER, 
Paymaster-General United States Army. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to oppose 
that bill, but I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky if the 
widows of any of our brigadier-generals have been put upon the pension- 
rolls at the rate of $50 per month ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. This man has, perhaps, as good a record as any 
man who ever served in the Army. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is not the question. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I want to say that to start with. 


a minute. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman answer the ques- 
tion that I have asked him? 


Mr. WOLFORD. The gentleman who introduced this bill has gone 


to the Pension Office and has a list of some ten or a dozen names of | 
persons who have been placed upon the pension-roll at the rate of $50 | 


a month. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The widows of brigadier-generals ? 


Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir. I send this list to the desk and ask the | 


Clerk to read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


tah of persons whose pensions have been increased by special act to $50 per 

month : 
Anna J. Foster, July 5, 1884. 
Virginia Zeilin, July 5, 1884. 
spone A. Blair, July 5, 1884. 

artha T. Stribling, July 5, 1584. 

Ellida J. Middleton, July 5, 1884. 
Sarah N. Crane, July 5, 1884. 
Fannie 8. Beaumont, July 5, 1884. 
Mary T. Barnes, July 5, 1884. 
Betsy A. Mower, July 5, 1884. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to amend that bill. 
Mr. WOLFORD. I hope the gentleman will not offer any amend- 


ment to it. 
Mr, HEWITT, of Alabama. I am not going to make the point of 
order upon the bill. I know you will pass it as it comes from the com- 


mittee; but I feel it a duty to move to strike out ‘‘$50 per month”’ and 
insert “‘to pay her a pension subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws.’’ This will give her a pension of $30 a month. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The amendment was not agreed to 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- | 


mendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET M’CARTY. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I now call up from the 
Calendar the bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Margaret McCarty. It 
will be found on page 46 of the Calendar. 

The bill is as follows: 

Beit poms Se.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


and to place on the pension-roll, subject to the requirements 
and regulations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret McCarty, widow of 





It will not take 


soldier's death, under section 4717 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
The soldier died October 22, 1879, at Rockdale, lowa, The widow, Margaret 
McCarty, afterward filed her application for pension on the 5th day of Septem- 
ber, 1882, which was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the death 
of the soldier was not occasioned by disability contracted in the service. The offi- 
cial records of the Surgeon-General’s Office show that William H. MeCarty was 
taken, on the transport Crescent City, July 2, 1863, with anasarca of the lower 
extremities, and was transferred July 11, 1863; was admitted to Adams general 
hospital at Memphis, Tenn., July 11, 1863, with disease of the joints, and re- 
turned to duty August 27, 1863; was admitted to University general hospital at 
New Orleans, La., July 26, 1864, with scorbutus and rheumatism, and returned 


Memphis, Tenn., December 17, 1864, from the fleld, with chronic diarrhea, and 
transferred February 4, 1865; was admitted to the smali-pox general hospital, 
Memphis, Tenn., February 5, 1°65, with small-pox, and mustered out June 3, 
1865. The records and evidence show that the soldier was a sound man and in 
good health when he entered the service. During his earlier service he was 
taken prisoner and confined for some months in Camp Tyler, Texas. While 


| confined there he was severely attacked with scurvy, from which he seems 


| Pensions. 





| never to have recovered, The scurvy attacked his teeth and gums and lower 


extremities, There is considerable evidence of his procuring medicine and of 
physicians’ attendance during the time from his discharge to his death; but the 
evidence also shows that he lacked much in medicine and attendance, being too 
poor to procure them. The immediate cause of his death, as found by the Pen- 
sion Oftice, was hemorrhage from abdominal scirrhus (cancer), and although the 
medical department of the Pension Office did not attribute his death to the disa- 
bility contracted in the service, yet the evidence, aside from a technical medical 
conclusion, points undeniably to that fact. The soldier never recovered from 
the seurvy, and was sick almost continuously, and declining from the time of 
leaving the service until his death. We think the preponderance of the evi- 
dence and the record shows conclusively that his disability originated in the 
service, and, without recounting in detail the evidence which would lead us to 
this conclusion, your committee think it sufficient to say that they recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
DAVID FRIED. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the bill (H. 
R. 7308) for the relief of David Fried. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of David Fried, late a private in Company 
F, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the 


provisions and limitations of the pension laws, with arrears from the date of the 
injury. 


Mr. MORRILL. I would like to ask if that bill grants arrears? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. It does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move toamend by striking out the words ‘‘ with 
arrears from the date of the injury.’’ 

We have rejected hundreds of cases in the Committee on Invalid 
I object in toto to granting arrears. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I would like to have the report in this case 
read, and then I shal! have something to say about it. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The claimant, David Fried, enlisted as a private in Company F, Fifty-ninth In- 
diana Volunteers, December 19, 1861,and was discharged April 4, 1862, on account 
of gunshot wound, causing the loss on right hand of index finger between first 
and second joints, the second finger at first joint, and stiffness of the third finger 
at first joint. Claimant made application for pension, which was rejected by tie 
Pension Office for the reason that the claimant did not prove, beyond a reason- 
able doubt, that he himself did not purposely discharge his gun, thereby causing 
the injury. The evidence is conclusive that the claimant was a good soldier; 
that he had been on picket duty, returned to his tent,lay down and went to 
sleep; that by some means (not testified to) the straw or cornstaliks that were 
used for bedding caught fire; that his gun, which was in ciose proximity, was 
discharged, causing the injury as above set forth. The fact that no one saw the 
fire communicated to the gun, in the opinion of this committee, cuts no figure in 
the case, as it was for that réason, undoubtedly, that the accident oe-rred. lithe 
claimant or his comrades had seen the fire communicated to where the guns 
were lying, as a matter of course they would have extinguished it. 

The special examiner in this case says he can not show that this man shet 
himself— 

“But that the burden is on the claimant; he is to prove his claim, at least so 
far as to exclude a reasonable doubt that he did not purposely wound himself.”’ 

This the examiner says the claimant has not done. This theory is in direct 
opposition to the doctrine enunciated by this committee, that the soldier is en- 
titled to the benefit of any reasonable doubt that may exist 

The best evidence in this case, the discharge and certificate of disability of the 
claimant, seems to have entirely escaped the notice of this special examiner. 
The captain of his company and the surgeon of the regiment both certify to the 
accidental discharge of the gun, causing the loss of three fingers 

Your committee are of the opinion that the Government is debarred at this 
late day of going back on a record made over twenty years ago, and would there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MORRILL. Now I move to amend by striking out the words 
I have suggested, so that it will leave the pension subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, in the first place I must be 
permitted to say to the committee that I believe the doctrine of grant- 


ing arrears of pensionisright. I think there ought to be arrears granted 
in all cases. 
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But this case is different from many of the cases we are called upon 
to consider here. In the great majority of cases which the committee 
is called to act upon the pension has not been allowed by the Depart- 
ment because there is no law under which it can be allowed or because 
the general law does not reach the particular case. But that is not the 
question presented by the present case. 

Here is a case where the claim was filed in ample time, long before 
the expiration of the time prescribed, years before July, 1880, where, 
if the Pension Department had-done its duty, there would have been 
a pension allowed with arrears. As I havesaid, itis not a kind of case 
which the law does not reach where the applicant did not do his duty. 
This applicant did his full duty. He filed his claim, made his proof, 
and the Pension Department refused the claim on the extraordinary 
statement that he had not proved beyond reasonable doubt that the in- 
jury might not have been inflicted purposely. 

The committee very properly say that the Pension Office overlooked 
the most important part of the testimony, and that was that the cap- 
tain and the surgeon of the regiment, at the time of this soldier’s dis- 
charge, both certify to the fact of the accidental wound. I think this 
is a case in which there ought to be arrears, and I think there ought 
to be arrears in all cases of this character where the applicant has done 
his full duty and filed his claim in time. There are no laches here. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’?] Very well; if gentlemen do not wish 
to hear I will submit the matter to a vote of the committee. 

Mr. MATSON. As this bill was reported by me, I wish tosay that 
evidently by some inadvertence the latter clause in relation to arrears 
was not stricken out. That clause was placed at the end of the bill 
and by some inadvertence was left in. I will say it has been the uni- 
versal practice of the Committee,on Invalid Pensions not to grant ar- 
rears. That has been the practice not alone of the committee of this 
House, but it has been the practice of the committees of former Con- 
gresses. No arrears have been granted. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. And it has made no difference what 
the merits of the case were. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to say just one word more. I will say to 
my friend from Indiana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER] there have been cases pre- 
sented to the Committee on Invalid Pensions that were stronger in their 
equitable and legal merits than this; and the arrears were not allowed 
because it has been the uniform practice of Congress to refuse them. 

The amendment offered by Mr. MORRILL was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOUISA A. ESTES. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask consent to take up the bill (H. R. 7709) 
granting a pension to Louisa A. Estes. It is on page 52 of the Calen- 
dar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Louisa A. Estes, widow of John 
Estes, late of Company E, Seventy-third Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, sub- 
ject to the conditions and regulations of the pension laws. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call forthe reading of the report, un- 
less it be long. In that case let there be a statement in explanation of 


the bill. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The report is quite lengthy. I suggest that 
I will state in a very few words the substance of 


the gentleman from Kansas make a statement. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
this case. This soldier died, as three physicians testify, from the ef- 
fects of a wound received in the arm. e was shot in the arm and the 
bone worked out until no bone was left below the elbow. One physi- 
cian was called who certified that the soldier died from the effects of 
opium. Three other physicians said they attended the man and saw 
no effects of opium. The druggist who furnished him all his medicine 
said he never supplied him = opium during twenty zone of acquaint- 
ance with him. The three physicians said he died from the effects of 
nervous prostration caused by the injury he received during the war. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Did the three physicians certify that 
before the Pension Bureau ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; and the Pension Department refused the ap- 
plication, as they always refuse such applications, on the evidence of one 
man. If fifty physicians certified that the man never took opium and 
one certified that he did, the Pension Office would have rejected the 
claim. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

We find that Louisa A. Estes is the widow of John Estes, late a private in Com- 

ny E, Seventy-third ment Indiana Mog =~ he died February 


881. The claim of the widow for pension was that 
death was not the result of his mili service, and the only proof in support of 


this position is the affidavit of Dr. William B. Davis, who first saw the soldier 
February 7, seventeen days before he died. Dr. Davis testifies : 
ovum ment of the Sz ee This de t of the oa 
erangement of the ve ive 
ratus wasdue toa nenecnt aaa atin te derangement 
oF the nervous system was due to the habit.” 
Dr. Winfrey, late assistant surgeon of volunteers, testifies that he was well ac- 
uainted with said soldier for about seven years to his death, and was his 
family physician up to within a short time of his and does not remember 
of ever prescribing opium for said soldier or know of his taking any. 
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Dr. Ott, a physician in good standing, testifies: 

“T attended, as a physician, John Estes, of the town of Wathena, at the time 
of his death, in said town, on the 25th of February, 1881. In my judgment, the 
cause of his death was nee prostration of the nervous system, together 
with some brain affection (the latter, however, not having been proven by a 
post-mortem examination); said disease being caused by a constant drain upon 
the system by an injury claimed to have been received during the war.” 

Aug. Miller, for sixteen years postmaster of Wathena, and for twenty years 
the druggist of the village, a man of unquestionable integrity, says: 

“From September, 1880, until Febr 25, 1881, I furnished all the medicine 
he uired, and if there was any opium in any of the medicine I do not know 
it. r. Estes, in his lifetime, bought all of his medicine of me, and he never 
bought 5 cents’ worth of opium of me. Furthermore, he did not look like one 
addicted to the opium habit, and it is my candid opinion that he was free from 
that vice; and any one who knows anything about the circumstances of the 
death of John Estes must admit that it was from the wound received in the 
Army that he died.” 

Several neighbors testify that they were intimate with the deceased and never 
knew him to use opium nor heard of his doing so. 

Dr. J. F. Sanders also testifies : 

“IT was well acquainted with John Estes (deceased), and treated him in the 
beginning of his last illness. It was a nervous prostration, which he told me 
at the time he thought came from the wound in hisarm. I will also state that 
I never knew of his taking opium in any form, and know he did not take any 
while I treated him. I did not treat him long—was uainted with him about 
a year, and never heard of his using opium till I read it in your (Commission- 
er’s) letter. J believe it to be false.” 

The soldier received a severe wound in his arm while in battle in October, 
1864, for which he applied for a pension in 1865, and received it until his death. 
The examining board of surgeons reported the disability equivalent to the loss 
ofthe hand. Four physicians have testified in this case. All agree that he died 
from the effects of nervous prostration. Three of them say it was the result of 
the wound ; the other says it was caused by the useofopium. The village drug- 
gist, several of the intimate neighbors, his wise, three of the physicians say they 
never knew or heard of his — opium. The other, who saw him for the first 
time seventeen days before he died, says his disease wascaused by opium. The 
preponderance of evidence is largely against this theory. 
penniless, with a large family of small children. 

Your committee, without hesitation, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CREET H. DOUGHERTY. 


Mr. LOWRY. I call up the bill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to 
Creet H. Dougherty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Creet H. Dough- 
erty, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay him a pension from and 
after the passage of this act. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

That claimant enlisted in the military service of the United States asa private 
in Company E, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, August 30, 1861, and was 
honorably discharged July 4, 1865. 

pe AL! 1874, he filed a declaration for pension, alleging that April 15, 1865, 
near Raleigh, N. C., while on double-quick march, he received rupture of the 
left side from his cartridge-box striking him, which was rejected August 18, 1882, 
on the ground of no record of alleged disability and claimant's inability to fur- 
nish satisfactory evidence of origin of the same. 

The incurrence of the hernia as alleged by claimant is shown by the evidence 
of Lieutenant Jamison, of claimant’s company and regiment. He is shown to 
have been treated for hernia immediately on his di from the service, and 
the continuance of the disability is conclusively shown by both professional 
and lay testimony. 

That the soldier was free from hernia prior to and at the time of his enlist- 
ment is also clearly established. 

Your committee find that the disability of this soldier was contracted in the 
military service of the United States and in line of duty, and that he is entitled 
to a pension, and therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It seems this soldier was wounded by 
his cartridge-box. I would like to have some explanation how that 
could happen. I have carried a cartridge-box, and I do not know any 
way in which I could have been wounded by it. 

Mr. LOWRY. It is set forth in the report that the hernia, on ac- 
count of which this claim is made, was incurred in the service. That 
is clearly established by the proof. It is also shown that the specific 
mode in which the hernia was incurred was by the cartridge-box strik- 
ing the soldier at a time when he was on double-quick march. The 
committee state in their unanimous rt that the soldier was free 
from hernia at the time he entered the service, but immediately on his 
discharge was treated therefor. As to the lar way in which the 
cartridge-box struck him, or how it was propelled him, I am 
unable to state. The committee report that they are entirely satisfied 
with the justice of the claim. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELIZABETH A. RANDALL. 


Mr. POLAND. I call up the bill (H. R. 1587) ting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall, widow of (oot, Femanto Randall The bill 


is not on the printed Calendar, as the report was only made to-day. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The widow is left 


Be h 
penlerest st tts i en Cte ten ine he 
name of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall, widow of Capt. Fernando 1, late cap- 
tain of Company G, Seventh of Vermont Veteran Volunteers, and that 
such pension commence at the of her said husband. 

Mr. POLAND. The in this case is exceedingly voluminous, 
and I do not think it will to read it in This Captain 


Randall and his wife (now his widow) lived in the town adjoining that 
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in which I live. They are people whom I have known for many years. 
I knew Captain Randall before he went into the Army and after he 
came home from the Army, down to the time of his death. Captain 
Randall made application to the Pension Bureau fora pension. It 
turned out that, on the inspection of his papers, the medical examiner 
was for giving the pension for one disability (there being two), and the 
chief of the medical board was for granting it for the other disability, 
and the result was that between the two, as they could not agree upon 
the cause for which the pension should be given, they gave him none 
atall. [Laughter. ] oe 

Mr. RAY, ot New Hampshire. I move to amend by striking out 
the words “‘ and that said pension commence at the death of her said 
husband.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM STRICKLAND. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up the bill (H. R. 3s 
sion to William Stricklin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


194) granting a pen- | 
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the Government were becoming more urgent, and to recruit a company of eleven 


men, and he should have a suitable office as a reward. He therefore recruited 
in Sauk County, Wisconsin, the company of eleven soldiers. 

In the mean time Lieut. John W. Fancher returned and began recruiting for 
the Sixth Battery, and wanted Mr. Robson and his recruits. Asthe Sixth Battery 
was the one in which he originally enlisted, he went to Milwaukee, taking the 
eleven recruits, all of whom enlisted with him, Not having a knowledge of the 
ways of the world, Mr. Robson received no commission for bis successful recruit- 
ing and enlistment, but went into and through the rebellion as a private, while 
the credit that belonged to him was enjoyed by Lieutenant Fancher 

After gathering several deserters and about thirty volunteers, Mr. Robson 
was sent to the front in charge of them, arriving at Rienzi, Miss., within twenty 
days and in time to participate in the terrible battle of Corinth, October 3 and 4, 
1862, which was the first engagement of the Sixth Wisconsin Battery, that had 
enlisted more than a year before, and from which he had been excluded, as 
already mentioned, 

Thus Mr. Robson, by reason of having been discharged for short stature, 
lacked about ninety days of being able to veteranize under the act of Congress 
of 1863. Those who enlisted first with him veteranized under that act and re- 
enlisted, receiving $400 bounty and a forty-day furlough each. He had enlisted 
with them, but could not veteranize nor receive a furlough or a bounty He 
participated in all the battles of his battery, and also served during the period 
while the veterans were enjoying their bounties and furloughs at home 

He was mustered out in July, 1865, having fought as long and in as many bat- 
tles, for half as much money, as those who enlisted at the time of his first enlist 


| ment, 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and | 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Stricklin, late second 


war, at the rate of $15 per month. 

The amendments reported by the committee are as follows: In line 
6 strike out the word ‘‘ Stricklin’’ and insert ‘‘Strickland.’’ In line & 
strike out the words “at the rate of $15 per month ’’ and insert *‘ sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘ A bill granting a pension to William 
Strickland.”’ 

The report (by Mr. STOCKSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


This claim is now pending in the Pension Office, and has not been allowed 
because of a lack of medical testimony. The said Strickland was second lieu- 
tenant of Company G, Third Illinois Volunteers, in the Mexican war, and a lieu- 


soldier's disability. 

From the evidence the committee have no doubt that the claimant is clearly 
entitled to the pension, and the passage of the bill is recommended. 

The committee move to amend-the bill by substituting the name * Strickland” 
for the name “‘Stricklin,”’ as it appears, the latter being an error. And also by 
striking out the words * ata rate of $15 per month "’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pensions laws.”’ 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 


reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEMUEL J. BENNETT. 


Mr. PERKINS. I call up the bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to 
Lemuel J. Bennett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lemuel J. 


Bennett, late of Company —, First Illinois Infantry Volunteers, subject to the | 


provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 
The report (by Mr. SrOCKSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


While serving in Company E, First Illinois Volunteers, in the Mexican war, 
Mr. Bennett contracted, it appears, rheumatism, disease of the bowels, and 
fever, which permanently disabled him; but his claim for pension has been re- 
jected because of his inability to prove the origin of disability in a satisfactory 
manner. Itis clear to the committee, however, that he is entitled to a pension, 
and the bill is reported back with the recommendation that it pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. ROBSON. 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to take up the 
bill (H. R. 3833) for the relief of John W. Robson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to one on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations angl 
re ofthe pension laws, arrea: s included, the name of John W.Robson, 

te a private in the Sixth Wisconsin Battery, at the same rate as other soldiers 
of similar disability. 


The amendment reported by the committee is as follows: In lines 5 
and 6, strike out the words ‘‘ arrearages included.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

The report (by Mr. D. H. SuMNER) was read, as follows: 


The secompaeying: bill asks that John W. Robson, of Madison, Wis., be placed 
upon the pension-rolls of his country, subject to all the limitations and provis- 
iontise ae le aa det his gree 
case is a one, an cause meritorious to the last de , the history 
of which shall be briefly recited. . 
John W. Robson, a native of Great Britain, who came to America in 1850, en- 
listed as a private at Milwaukee, Wis., in the Sixth Battery, Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, September 13, 1861, going at once into training at Camp Utley, Racine, Wis. 
After training a little less than two months, he was not mustered in, but was 
a because his body lacked half an inch of the prescribed height. He 
thus only lost compe during that period, but lost hisown time and the 
proceeds of his private business, and was compelled to beat his way home with- 
out money, being aided a portion of the way by the kindness of a benevolent 
lady, who, hearing his parley with the railway conductor, paid the required 


A few months later 


being still anxious to serve his adopted country, Mr. Rob- 
son be wae 


by Lieut. A. W. Bishop, now of the regular Army, that the ques- 
would probably not be again raised against him, asthe n 


of 





‘ j and the malarious diseases contracted during army life 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | 


On returning home, he was taken ill with the rheumatism, chills and fever, 
He was better and 
worse at intervals, sometimes confined to his room and sometimes able to be 
out. While partially convalescent, he wasasked by Nye J. Gibbs, adjutant-gen 


: , . woe A | eral of Wisconsin, to superintend the firing of a national salute on the 22d of 
lieutenant of Company G, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteers in the Mexican | 


| his head. 
tenant and two privates, together with other reliable witnesses, testify to the | 











Februrary, 1866, in celebration of Washington's birthday 

Being an expert artilleryman, which was the reason of the request, he com- 
plied, though too ill to attempt any labor or business, and began firing from a 
cannon relinquished by the Federal Government. The gun, having an imper 
fection, of which fact, however, he was not aware, exploded a charge prema- 
turely and severed his right arm at the shoulder onl otherwise severely in 
jured him. 

The wounds were at once aggravated by the malarious poisons which his sys- 
tem had absorbed in the South, and which were still further developed and 
brought into activity by those injuries. and he is not healed to this day. For 
five years he was unable to walk without a staff and unable to work, For 
weeks and months together it was necessary to keep a child or nurse to carry 
food or drink to his mouth, so deeply were his bones affected by this malaria, 

Finally the insidious poison left the wounded part. and concentrated itseif {fn 
A portion of the skull bone was cleft; other portions are now loosen- 
ing; the cranium is bare, cracked, and feverish, a source of infinite pain, suffer- 
ing, trouble, and expense, and in such condition as to render traveling away 
from home impossible without an attendant. 

Thus Mr. Robson, who served valiantly through the rebellion with his two 
brothers, is not only disabled for life, but is also an invalid for life. He was ill 
at the time of firing the salute of February 22, 1866, the direct effects of his army 
life; but as he had no hospital record, having served every day without a mo- 
ment’s furlough, and as his legitimate army illness was so overshadowed by 


| and merged in with the results of the accident just mentioned that he and his 
| physicians were for the time unable to clearly separate the legitimate results of 


the two, he did notapply for a pension. These same difficulties have ever since 
restrained him from asking an annuity under the general pension laws, though 
with his friends he never doubted the justness of his claims 

He was preparing to make an application for a pension when the explosion 
took place ; but after thatthe physician who attended him (Dr. A. H. Rudd) died; 
the old war diseases mixed and merged with the wounds resulting from the 
explosion, so that subsequent medical advisers were unable to testify to his ex- 
act condition before the injury, though they agreed that his terrible afflictions 
were orjginally caused by army life, and thus he has been dragged along, close 
companion of despair, alternately renewed and deferred hope and poverty. 

If those who wish, in dealing with the soldiers, to make the word of promise 
to the ear and break itto the heart desire, they can, indeed, balance themselves 
on the technical point that Mr. Robson did not suffer all his disabilities in battle ; 
but he served every day for over three years faithfully and gallantly in the rebell- 
ion; the fact that he was one-fourth of an inch under the prescribed standard 
height deprived him of those bounties, privileges, and emoluments enjoyed by 
his taller comrades who enlisted with him; he gave his skill and services to fire 
a national salute in honor of the birth of the Father of his Country, which re- 
sulted in shattering an arm and shoulder, and intensifying the operations of the 
malaria absorbed in the Army; in short, he is disabled, one-armed, and an in- 


| valid for life, because, and only because, he was a soldier. 


His present deplorable condition of poverty and physical ailments are the 
direct result of his service to his country, without any qualification or reserva- 
tion whatever. Because, then, the circumstances attending his disability were 
such that it would be difficult for him to secure an adequate annuity under the 
general pension laws, should he, amid so many recipients of aid by speciai act 
of Congress, be denied justice? 

Mr. Robson, when the country was in the throes of civil war and the result 
was quivering in the balance, might have fortified himself behind a technicality 
and even escaped the draft by showing that he was less than the standard 
height. But he did not. After being rejected once for this reason he tried 
again, when times were more troublous, and every faithful, patriotic volunteer 
was a precious gift,and being accepted in spite of the techr‘sality of short 
stature, bore the burden of a private gunner to the end of the rebellion. 

Can this great Government, which he helped to save and for and in whose 
service he has been physically ruined, now hide behind a paltry technicality, 
which he scorned in the hour of need, and deny him a few crumbs from our 
bursting Treasury? This Government must be justif not generous. Lt has been 
generous with thousands; let it now be just with this one crippled, sick, and 
pensionless veteran, the son of a foreign country, who can rest his cause upon 
nothing but his own merits and the honorable intentions and correct judgment 
of the Congress of the United States. Do notthrust him aside like an old stage- 
horse, because the country has had the benefit of his youth and strength, and 
has no further use for his sick and crippled body, for the time may come when 
we shall need the services of his young sons now struggling on through the 
poverty that patriotism entailed upon their father and upon them. 

Wherefore your committee recommends the passage of said bill, provided, 
penereety that the same be amended by striking out the words “ arrearages in- 
cluded.” 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DAVID M. HARRISON. 


Mr. PETTIBONE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bil! (H. 


R. 4626) for the relief of David M. Harrison. 
No objection being made, the Clerk began to read the bill. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 


Mr. MATSON. 


972 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JANUARY 23, 











The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. MATSON. My point is that this is not a bill reported from 
either the Committee on Pensions or the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and that therefore its consideration is not in order at this time. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, I hope no objection will be made 
to the present consideration of this bill. It is the case of a lost pension 
check, and the object of the bill is simply to restore the check. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

AUGUSTUS JONES. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas. I call up the bill H. R. 5191, reported 
from the committee with amendments, granting a pension to Augustus 
Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the pension now allowed to Augustus Jones, a soldier 
of the war of 1812, be increased from $8 per month to the sum of $25 per month, 
to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. JongEs, of Texas) was read, as follows: 


Augustus Jones, of Columbus, Colorado County, 7'exas, was born at Kaskas- 
kia, J11., February 18, 1796, and is now over 88 y*ars old. He served in Capt. 
Henry Dodge's company of volunteers in 1812, and afterward in Capt. John 
Scott's company of Russell's regiment, and »vas honorably discharged in 1814. 
In the war with Mexico he raised a comany and served in Rall’s regiment 
oo the campaign in Mexico, and was honorably discharged at the close 
of the war 

February 14, 1871, he was placed upon the pension-rolls at $8 per month. It 
appears from affidavits of three respectable physicians that said Jones has no 
means of support for himself and wife except his pension, which is his only 
means of support, and that he is physically and mentally unable to earn a living, 
being now nearly blind and very feeble. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with the follow- 
ing amendment, namely: In line 5 strike out the word “ five,” so as to make it 
read ‘twenty dollars per month.” 


The amendment reported by the committee to strike out in line 5 
the word ‘‘five,’’ so as to make it read ‘‘ twenty dollars per month,’’ 
was agreed to. 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


T. A. MORTON. 


Mr. MILLARD. I call up the bill (H. R. 7336) granting a pension 


to T. A. Morton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of T. A. Morton, 
late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment New York Cavalry, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was as follows: 


The petitioner, Truman A. Morton, enlisted June 30, 1863, as a private in Com- 
pany E, Sixteenth Regiment New York Cavalry; was discharged January 17, 
1864; filed declaration for pension February 16, 1876; application rejected June 
14, 1878, for the reason that alleged injury was received prior to enlistment. 
His certificate of discharge shows he was discharged on account of deafness ; 
but this was not the g-ound upon which he applied for a pension. The proof 
is ample that while Morton and other soldiers were driving in a herd of cattle, 
for the use of the Army of the Potomac, near Stafford Court House, Va., they 
had a skirmish with a detachment of Mosby's confederate cavalry; that Mor- 
ton's horse was shot under him, and a horse of one of Mosby's men fell upon 
him, injuring him severely in the stomach and bowels. From this injury he 
has never recovered. He was sent to hospital in Washington, D.C., and dis- 
charged from Ladies’ Hospital in New York. The testimony as to his sound- 
ness and full manly strength prior to and at the time of his enlistment is am- 
ple ; also, as to the fall of horse upon him and injury therefrom. 

Dr. Miller, of Warsaw, N. Y., testifies that hetreated Morton for the injury in 
fall of 1863, when he was at home on furlough ; that he treated him immediately 
after his discharge, and occasionally up to 1877; that said injury was in theright 
side and in the pyloric extremity of the stomach. Other witnesses testify as.to 
his sickness and inability to work. In August, 1882,the examining board of 
surgeons state as follows, viz.: ** Judging from his (Morton's) nt condition 
and from the evidence before us, it is our belief that the said disability did origi- 
nate in the service aforesaid and in the line of duty.”’ Also, * that he was thrown 
from his horse and injured in stomach October 10, 1863," and that he “ was laid 
up in hospital till January 17, 1864, and then discharged from results of said in- 
jury.” 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDWARD P. QUINN. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I call up the bill (H. R. 7732) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward P. Quinn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Edward P. Quinn, of the city 
of Albany, late a lieutenant of Company D, New York Volunteers, to the sum 
of $0 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) is as follows: 


The petitioner was a first lieutenantof Company D, One hundred and twenty- 
third Regiment New York Volunteers; enlisted June 2, 1863, and 
May 15, 1865. He received a gunshot wound of the lower jaw in a battle near 
Kenesaw Mountain, Georgia, June 22, 1864, which shattered the bone, requiring 
the removal of one-third of it, and rendering him unable to chew food to any ex- 
tent, and while the wound was unhealed issued from it into the mouth a 
foul, bloody, purulent discharge. The soldier also lost the right eye by a frag- 
ment of a bursting shell. 

For these disabilities the petitioner is now norsiving a pension of $24a month, 
and seeks by special act to increase it to $40 per month. 

A board, consisting of three examining surgeons, under certificate dated Sep- 
tember 8, 1873, says: 

* That the ball entered the angle of lower jaw, left side. 


. away allof 
the left side of the jaw, and escaped by the mouth; Eke he cndhis te mane 





wound, lower jaw. Had resection of the whole of left side of 
ing great deformity and preventing the mastication of food. 


Pension Office has no power to increase the pension. Similar 
before the committee and have been reported favorably, and the House has 
without hesitation concurred in the reports. The committee think the petitioner 
is entitled to the relief asked for, and recommend the passage of the bill with 
the following amendment: After the words “Company D,” in line 6, insert 
* One hundred and twenty-third.” 





cate food and his health is very seriously impaired, and he is emaciating; also 
that the right 7 is destroyed.”’ 


Another cert Gunshot 


fleate gives substantially the following Soomtetion 3 
ower jaw, caus- 


vid Little, examining su nm, says: 
“ Ball entered near angle of lower jaw on left side and emerged from mouth, 


carrying away a portion of the jaw. There isa small part of left lower jaw re- 
maining, but it is united to the sound part and 
movement of the mouth; all teeth of lower left jaw are 
greatly impaired. Claimant suffers constant neuralgic pains.” 


lays about loosely with the 
ne. Mastication is 


The petitioner is ina bad plight, which the statements sufficiently show. The 
cases have come 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


insert before ‘‘ New York Volunteers’’ the words ‘‘One hundred and 
twenty-third,’’ was 


to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 


reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EMILY AGNEL. 


Mr. REED. I desire to take up the bill (H. R. 765) for the relief of 
Emily Agnel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Emily Agnel, widow of Lieut. Col. and Professor Hyacinthe Robert 


Agnel, of the United States ime, was placed on the pension-roll on the 16th day 
of December, 1880, and from whi 
Therefore, 


ch date payment of said pension was made : 
Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to pay or cause to be paid to the aforesaid Emily Agnel pension, 
at the rate prescribed by law, from the date of the death of the said Hyacinthe 


Robert Agnel: Provided, That all sums previously paid on account of pension 


to said Emily Agnel be deducted. 


The report (by Mr. STOCKSLAGER) was as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 765) for the 
relief of Emily Agnel, have considered the same, and beg leave to report in the 
language of the Senate report on Senate bill 475, for the relief of said Emily Ag- 
nel, which your committee indorse, together with the recommendation that the 
bill pass, 

“(Senate Report No. 510, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. } 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 475) granting 
arrears of pension to Emily Agnel, have considered the same, and respectfully 
report: 

The claimant, Emily Agnel, is the widow of Hyacinthe Robert Agnel, a pro- 
fessor of French in the United States Military Academy at West Point. He was 
appointed in 1840, and was continuously on duty there until his death, Febru- 
ary 10,1871. There seems to be no question as to the fact that Professor Agnel 
died in the service and line of duty, and two witnesses swear that his death 
was caused by ‘ intense mental strain and application to his duties.’ 

“The widow filed her application in the Pension Office December 16, 1880, and 
was finally pensioned June 12, 1882, at the rate of $30 per month from the date 
of filing such application. This time for the commencement of the pension was 
ee fixed under the act of March 3, 1879. The claimant now, by the present 

ill, asks for arrears from the death of her husband, February 10, 1871, until De- 
cember 16, 1880, when her present pension en. To vg ot this claim the 
claimant has filed with this committee her affidavit, that of her son, Francis W. 
Agnel, and that of James W. Covert, ex-member of Congress from New York, 
with other papers, showing the following facts : 

“That Professor Agne!l left an estate of less than $1,000, and after his decease 
his’ widow, now over 70 years of age, depended upon a son-in-law, Hiram 
Cranston, for counsel and assistance, who, at her request, instituted inquiries 
as to what was due her from the Government. Sheswears he assured her there 
was no provision of law to pension her, and that such was the common belief 
at the military that she became impressed with this belief, or otherwise 
she would have lost no time in filing an application; that she also learned of an 

plication made tothe Pension ce by the widow of Professor of Ethics and 
Chaplain John W. French, in which the office disallowed his claim as a pro- 
fessor, and only allowed him a pension asa chaplain, and that she concluded 
therefore from that fact that it would prove of no avail to make application to 
= Commissioner, and finally abandoned all idea of applying under the pension 

jaws. 

“She further swears that upon laying the case before her Congressional Repre- 
sentagive, James W. Covert, she was advised to apply to Congress for relief, which 
she did by a bill introduced on January 26, 1850 (H. R. 3940, Forty-sixth Congress), 
which, however, failed to ; and that it was after the last day of June, 1880, 
when, under the advice of friends and an attorney, she resolved to apply to the 
Pension Office with the sole idea of getting the case before the Attorney-General 
for an opinion, and that it wen.se cheantieigeted, ted by the Commissioner, 
but a favo opinion finally rendered by the Attorney-General. She also 
8 that she would have made application to the Commissioner of Pensions 
in the first instance instead of to Congress had it not been made known to her 
that the Department failed to recognize the position or rank her husband held 
as within the provisions of the pension laws. 

“ The affidavit of the claimant’s son, Francis W. Agnel, is substantially to the 
same effect. He swears Cranston, with whom claimant resided, investigated 
the sul and advised her an application for pension would prove futile, and 
mainta’ this opinion till his death in 1877; that about 1877 claimant was in- 
formed as to the case of Professor French, and requested the affiant to investi- 
gate it, which he did, and discovered that the widow of said Professor French 
was to that date the only widow of a professor who had applied for a pension 

ol on stre of her husband's professor- 
shipin the Army or the Military Academy, and that it had not been allowed ; 
informed the y both concluded it would be of no 


‘ action as the only measure of re- 
lief open to the widow, and in consequence a bill was introduced but failed to 

; that finally on his advice, witha view of obtaining more authoritative evi- 
seuce in the tis intervening between the cumpletion of the second session of 


a i oe ee = oe ene wie t hope of obtaining 
eee et cere Wee ae Oe ee on c 
the a. aa favorable, an ication was made 


to the Pension Office, oueounen: 

eee eatewh of em trnpresen ive Covert corroborates the above statements 
pee * that uttermost efforts the said meas- 
ure and that from and including of the introduction said 
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bill, and for some time subsequent to the last day of June, 1880, from the cir- 
cumstances of the case, and from my investigation of it at the Pension Bureau 
and elsewhere, I had formed the impression that Emily Agnel was ineligible 
for pension under the general law, and that her sole relief vested in Congress.’ 

“The papers in the case show that the case was approved by the examiner in 
the Pension Office at $0 a month and certificate was made out. Before it was 
mailed the Commissioner directed it should be canceled and a new one issued | 
at$8a month. This latter was canceled and the claim rejected by order of the 
Secretary of the Interior, February 20, 1882. Upon request of Hon. Walter A. | 
Wood, of the House of Representatives, it was submitted to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral for his opinion, which was that the effect of the law making the professors 
of the Military Academy a part of the Army, and the law relative to their ap- 
pointment and retirement is to make them commissioned officers of the Army, 
and that asin pay and allowances they are assimilated to the rank of colone! 
and lieutenant-colonel, they are, in case they contract disability under the con- 
ditions set forth in section 4693, entitled to pension at the same rate as officers of 
the rank of colonel and lieutenant-colone!. This opinion was concurred in by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the present pension allowed. 

** The papers in the case of John W. French, referred to by the claimant in this 
ease, have n examined, and show the following facts: 

“* Professor French died July 8, 1871. The widow filed herclaim February 20, 
1877, and it was admitted June 6, 1877, at the rate of $20 per month, the full rate 
allowed a chaplain’s widow. The fact of his having been a professor was en- 
tirely ignored. 

** December 17, 1877, the widow filed an application for increase to $25, because 
her husband, as professor ofethics, &c., at West Point, was entitled to rank as 
major. This claim was rejected January 15, 1878, ‘on the ground that the pen 
sion laws do not provide dor proteases of ethics, and attorney soinformed. The 
appointment as chaplain conferred the full rank as captain and no more, The 
rank claimed for (major) was an assimilated rank and no more. His mere re- 
lieffrom duty as professor would have stripped him of rank as major.’ 

“It appears that this case then remained in statu quo under this decision until 
February 12, 1882, when a communication was addressed to the Pension Oflice 
on behalf of Mrs. French, alleging that Mrs. Agne! had been pensioned at $30, 
and asking whether Mrs. French was not entitled tothe increase she had before 
claimed as a professor's widow. June 21, 1882, Mrs. French formally applied for 
correction in the rate and rank, referring to decision in Mrs. Agnel’s case as a 
precedent. September 26, 1882, there was a reissue to correct rate and service 
to = from the date of the death of Professor French, thus giving her arrears | 
to date. 

“It appears the question was submitted to the Commissioner by the reviewing 
clerk, and he replied as follows : 

““*T think the rate of pension in this case should be $25, the total rate of major. 
The question involved is the same as that decided in the claim of the widow of 
Professor Agnel, cited by you.’ 

“It would therefore appear that the allegations in the present case as to the 
action taken and position held by the Department in regard to the right of a 
professor's widow to a pension are corroborated by the records. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions states, under date of March 4, 1884, that the cases of Professor 
a and Professor Agnel are the only cases of that character filed in his 
office. 

* The Commissioner of Pensions has, further, made a positive recommendation 
in this case, which your committee deem of sufficient importance to insert in 
extenso. It isas follows: 


*** PENSION OFFICE, March 26, 1884. 

“*Srr: On the 21st instant I forwarded tothe honorable Committee on Pen- 
sions, United States Senate, the application for arrears of pension of Mrs. Emily 
Agnel, widow of Professor Hyacinthe Robert Agnel, coctilaahe No. 196076, which 
was rejected on the ground that the original application was not filed in this 
office until December 16, 1880, and from which date the pension was made to com- 
mence as provided by section 2, act approved March 3, 1879. 

“* It was my intention, at the time of transmission of said application for ar- 
rears, to set forth the equitiesin the claim, but through inadvertence they were 
omitted. It appears that shortly after the death of the claimant's husband cor- 
respondence was held with this office as to her title to pension, and the office 
decided that there was no provision of law under which she could be granted a 
pene. te her husband was not regularly in the service, but a professor of 

nch in the Military Academy. Subsequently the claimant's son, in 1877, 
called at the office and had a conversation in relation tothe claim with my pred- 
ecessor, who the son states informed him that in a similar claim adverse action 
had been taken, conseqrently the claim could not be favorably considered un- 
der the existing laws. Because of the position taken by the office the claimant 
thought it impracticable to file her claim with the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and sought reliefthrough Congressional enactment by filing her petition in Jan- 
uary, 1880, some six months prior to the expiration of the limitation prescribed 
by the act of March 3, 1879; hence it appears that the office was instrumental in 
the delay in filing the application, and by which the claimant was denied the 
pension from the date of death of her husband, and in view of said facts which 
establish an equity of which I can not take cognizance, it is recommended that 
the petition of the claimant be favorably considered by Congress. 

“*WVery respectfully, 
“*W. W. DUDLEY, Commissioner. 

“* Hon, Jomn I. MIrcHEe.t, 

“** Chairman Committee on Pensions.’ 


“In view ofall the circumstances in this case, your committee think the widow 
equitably entitled to pension from the death of her husband, and therefore report 
the bill with recommendation that it pass with the following amendment, 


ely: 

“Insert after the word ‘ directed,’ in line 4, the following words: ‘To readju- 
dicate the 
if her application had been filed in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions 
prior to the Ist day of July, 1880, and.’”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do 


pass. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I can not let this bill go through with- 
out calling attention to it. It is a bill reported by the Committee on 
Pensions, giving this lady a pension on account of the death of her hus- 
band, and as will be observed it contains a provision for the payment 


of arrears. The only reason that can be assigned for allowing arrears | 


of pension in this case is that the widow failed to file her application 
in proper time because the Commissioner of Pensions had informed her 
she was notentitled toa pension. Upon this ground she delayed filing 
her application. until a decision was rendered that the widows of per- 
sons dying in the Government service as professors at West Point were 
entitled to pensions. This is the only ground for taking this case out 


| side of the law. 


nsion claim of Emily Agnel, widow of Hyacinthe Robert Agnel, as | 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. REED. I am bound to say, Mr. Chairman, that the statement 
of the gentleman from Alabama so far as it goes is correct; but it does 
not quite cover the whole ground. Application was made in this case, 
and the Commissioner of Pensions gave information that under the 
present state of the law it was impossible for a pension to be granted. 
Thereupon and on account of that statement, instead of proceedings 
being had at the Pension Office, application was at once made to Con- 
gress. Afterward, when the matter came to the knowledge of the At- 
torney-General, he rendered a decision that these cases were pension- 
able. Thereupon application was made at the Pension Office, and a 
pension was granted. 

I have here a letter from the late Commissioner of Pensions, Mr 
Dudley, stating explicitly (I do not think it necessary to occupy time 
in reading the letter) that it was the fault of the Commissioner that 
the application for a pension was not prosecuted in proper time; and in 
this letter it is recommended on account of the very apparent equities of 
the case, that the relief proposed in this bill be granted by Congress. 
I submit that this recommendation is just, and that a decision in favor 
of the relief proposed in this bill would be a righteous decision. 

Mr. MATSON. This proposed pension touches very nearly the line 
of civil pensions. My understanding is that the husband of this lady 
never saw wny field service; that his service was simply at West Point 
as a professor. The proposition now is to give the widow arrears of 
pensions—a thing refused night after night by this House to those who 
have seen the hardest kind of military service in the field. I do not 
think this is rig’ it. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest to him a dis 
tinction? The ground on which arrears of pension are in general re- 
fused by the House is that the cases coming before the House are out- 
This is a case which is entirely within the law A 
pension has been granted, not by Congress, but by the Commissioner 
of Pensions, in pursuance of law. This statement seems to meet the 
suggestion that this is not a pensionable case. All that this bill is in- 
tended to do is to rectify a mistake made by an officer of the Govern- 
ment, whereby this woman was prevented from receiving her pension 
as early as she should have received it. I submit that under the cir- 
cumstances this bill does not come within the rule adopted by the 
House with regard to arrears of pension. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I apprehend the gentleman from 
Maine is not ignorant of that principle of law which excuses no one fo1 
ignorance of it. Now, so faras this claimant having been misled is con 
cerned, I doubt not he states the fact. I understand the case that way 
too, but the fact remains that she failed to file her application in time. 
There are thousands and tens of thousands of widows in this country 
who had no knowledge at all of the fact that the arrears-of-pension act 
had passed, and tens of thousands who filed their pension claims shortly 
after the time had expired within which they could file their claims for 
arrears. The question is whether you are going to make an exception 
of the widow of this man who never saw any field service at all, and 
refuse pensions to the widows of men who were killed on the field of 
battle and who did service. Idonot thinkitisright. I cannot bring 
myself to believe this proposition is a righteous one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass? The 
ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 18. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT CAREY. 
Mr. HILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 6011) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Carey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Carey, late a private in 
Company I, Ninety-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, av $72 per month, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘ $72" and insert ‘‘ $45.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELMINA P. SPENCER. 
Mr. NUTTING. I call up a bill (H. R. 7262) increasing the pen- 
sion of Elmina P. Spencer. 
The bill was read, as foliows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the pension of Mrs. Elmina P. Spencer be, and the same 
is hereby, increased to $25 per month; and the Commissioner of Pensions 
hereby authorized and directed to place the name of said Elmina P. Spencer on 
the pension-roll as a pensioner of the United States for the sum of $25 per month 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 





of the general rule. I have called attention to the matter so that mem- 
bers may know what they are voting upon. 


In line 4 strike out “‘ $25 per month”’ and insert ‘$20 per month: ” and in line 
8 strike out ‘‘ $25” and insert ‘$20;"’ and add to the bill “ said $20 per month be- 
' ing in lieu of all other pensions heretofore granted.”’ 
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Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ishould like to hear the report.in that 
case read 
The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 


tenant Thornton, the executive officer of the Kearsarge, after her engagement 
with the Alabama, in accordance with the precedent in similar cases in the war 
of 1812. The services of the Monitor on that memorable day were at least as im- 
portant as those of the Kearsarge in her engagement withthe Alabama, and the 
captains in the two cases were similarly rewarded. Lieutenant Greene, how- 
ever, to the day of his death failed to receive from the Government any re- 
the following facts and circumstances in justification of their favorable action on | W@?d in any shape for his distinguished services, although his case was more 
said bill deserving than that of other executive officers, in that when his commander was 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions having examined the proofs submitted | 
Elmina P. Spencer, in 1862, went out with the One hundred and forty-seventh wounded he succeeded to the command and retained it till the close of the action 


to it to sustain the right to an increase of pension to Elmina P. Spencer, submit 


Regiment New York State Volunteers, asits matron. She joined the regiment The exceptional character of the engagement, to the success of which the con- 
at Oswego City, N. Y., on the 27th day of September, 1862, and went with the duct and skill of Lieutenant Greene contributed in such an eminent degr-e, 
regiment into active service. She remained with the regiment at Washington, | ™4rks his case as one deserving exceptional treatment. Jt may be added t 1:1 
D. C., performing efficient duty as matron and nurse in the regimental hospital, | throughout his whole career he bore a high reputation for courage, profession | 
She administered to the wants of the soldiers who were sick with great energy | ®*i!l, and untiring zeal in the performance of his duties, while his private life 
and untiring zeal until November 30, 1862, when the regiment was ordered to | W?' above reproach, and his society sought for in the charming circle of his 
join the Army of the Potomac at Falmouth, Va. Women were not permitted at | friends. Ne : , 

that time to stay with the regiments at the front. It appears further that the father of the petitioner, Maj. Jacob Babbitt, of the 

For a little time she was employed as nurse at the Patent Office hospital, | Seventh Rhode Island Volunteers, was killed in action at the battle of Fredericks- 
Washington, D. C., and then returned to Oswego, N. Y., to gather supplies for | burg on December 13, 1862, and that the death of Commander Greene leaves her 
the sick of the Army, and was permitted to rejoin the regiment in January, 1863, | in circumstances of great want and destitution, with two minor children of her 
at Bell Plain, Va. She brought with her at this tine a large quantity of sup- | !@te husband dependent on her for support. : 
plies which she had gathered with great labor from those who sympathized with | _ Your committee may mention that never, perhaps, has a claim come before 
the sick and wounded of the Union Army. She was soon after assigned to duty | Congress with such indorsements. The petition of this lady comes before your 
as matron of the first division hospital, First Army Corps, under A. J. Wood, sur- | Committee with the cordial indorsement of the Admiral, Vice-Admiral, and 
geon Second Wisconsin Volunteers. She again rejoined her regiment the last | twenty-two rear-admirals of the Navy. He was a man universally esteemed 
of May, 1863, near Falmouth, Va. Here she remained, attending to the wants | by his brother oflicers of all ranks, and around his bereaved widow their prayers 
of the sick and wounded with great energy and remarkable devotion, until the | #4 best wishes cluster. ; ‘ . 
12th of June, when the regiment started on the memorable and world-renowned In this fight with the Merrimac, Lieutenant Greene had hardly attained his 
Gettysburg Campaign. Here the devotion and heroism of this woman was dis- | ™jority. His patriotic mother gave him her parting blessing, scarcely expect- 
played by her marching with the regiment on this campaign. She took with her | ing him to survive the perilous — he was undertaking. He had no time 
supplies for the sick and wounded, and she was ever active in encouraging and | to write to her till after the battle, for he stepped from the terrors of the ocean 
to the terrible storm of this engagement. 

Four days afterward, however, he wrote a long and graphic description of his 
voyage and of the engagement, from which your committee copy and condense 
the following extracts. On Thursday, the 6th of March, 1862, they started down 
New York Harbor in tow of the steamer Seth Low. On Friday, the 7th, a storm 
was encountered, and from that time until Monday at7 p. m., eighty-five hours, 
he was in constant devotion to his duty withoutsleep or rest. He had outlived 
two tremendous storms, and had arrived just in time, and without a moment's 
rest, to fight the greatest naval battle in history. In these eighty-five hours he 
says he thought he had lived ten good years. 

The following are the extracts from his letter: 

“ The sea was breaking over our decks at a great rate, and coming in through 
our hawse-pipes forward in perfect floods. Our berth-deck hatch leaked in spite 
of all we could do, and the water came down under the turret like a waterfall. 
It would strike the pilot-houseand go over the turret in most beautiful curves. 
The water came through the narrow eye-holes of the pilot-house with such force 
as to knock the helmsman completely around from the wheel. At4 p.m. {March 
7] the water had gone down our smoke-stacks end blower-pipes to such an ex- 
tent that the blowers gave out, and the engine-room was filled with gas. Our 
engineers fought with the gas, endeavoring to get the blowers to work, until 
they dropped apparently dead. I was nearly suffocated with the gas, but got 
on the deck after every one had left the engine-room just in time to save myself. 
The engine stop: and we could not work the pump. I rigged the hand-pump 
on the berth deck, but as we bad to lead the hose out over the turret there was 
not force enough to throw the water out. We resorted to bailing, and had to 
pass the buckets up through the turret. 

“At8p. m. we managed to get the engines to work, and the old tank going 
at five and six knots. Soon after midnight on Saturday morning another storm 
arose and again we were threatened with the stoppage of the engines and the 
blowers. Our wheel ro jumped off the steering wheel and became jammed. 
In half an hour we fixed them. 

‘*From 4a. m. (Saturday, March 8) till daylight was the longest hour anda half 
leverspent. I certainly thought Old Sol had stopped in China. At 3 p. m. we 

our hawser, but again secured it without difficulty. At4p. m. we passed 

pe Henry, and heard heavy firing. As we approached Fortress Monroe a 
pilot informed us of the havoc of the Merrimac. e immediately cleared ship 
for action. At9 p.m. we anchored near the flagship Roanoke. After a visit 
tothe Roanoke we again got under way, and at 11 p. m. reached the Minnesota. 
I went on board, and just as I got back to the Monitor the Congress blew up. 

* At 8 a.m. (Sunday, March 9) the Merrimac got under way. Ttriced up the 
port and fired the first gun. For forty-eight hours our officers and men had had 
no rest and very little food. They nothing to eat for breakfast but hard 
bread, and were eee worn out, I had not slepta wink for fifty-one hours, 
but after the first gun we forgot all fatigue and went to work fighting as hard 
as men ever fought. I pointed and fi the guns myself. Five times during 
the en ment we touched each other and each time I fireda gun at ourenemy. 
After fighting for two hours we hauled off for half an hour to hoist our shot in 
the turret, and at it we went . At about 11.30 the captain sent forme. I 
went forward and there found as noble a man as ever lived, his face perfectly 
black with powder and iron. He told me to take charge of the ship and use my 
own discretion. We still continued firing. 

* * + 









































helping those who needed assistance. 

She knew no fear; she was never too weary to minister personally to the wants 
of those who were sick or wounded; she never seemed conscious of weariness ; 
the way was nevei too long or the roads too muddy for her; she was on the bat- 
tlefield of Gettysburg, exposed to shot and shell, busy during the whole battle fur- 
nishing assistance by way of suppliesof food, water, and medicine to the sick and 
wounded. Her acts of devotion at this one battle places her in the first rank of 
heroic women of the rebellion. She was agent for the distribution of supplies 
from the various soldiers’ aid societies of New York State. She followed the 
fortunes of the Union Army through its darkest days. She left home and com- 
forts for the dangers and discomforts of the march and battlefield. Her husband 
was in the same regiment, and died in the service, and on account of his death 
she now receives a pension of $8 per month. This sum is entirely inadequate 
for her support, however. She has no child,or home,or property. She is 65 
years ofage,and bowed down with poverty and the racking pains of disease. 
She can not,at the most,live long. She is now an object of charity, and the 
American people owe it to themselves as well as her that the pension be in- 
creased from $8 per month to $20 per month. 

Several Grand Army posts, scattered from New York to California, have pe- 
titioned that this relief be granted. 

She was injured by being struck with a spent hall at City Point, Va., from the 
explosion of an ammunition barge, and now suffers from its effects. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the words 
“twenty-five,” in line 4, and inserting the word “twenty” in place thereof. 
And the committee also amend said bill by adding the following words after 
the word ‘‘ month,” in line 8: “said $20 per month being in lieu of all other 
pensions heretofore granted.” 


Before the reading of the report was concluded, 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, said: Enough of that report has al- 
ready been read to satisfy me that this lady is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If my friend from Pennsylvania is sat- 
isfied, I am. 

Mr. BROW\, of Pennsylvania. I am. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


MARY A. GREENE. 


Mr. LE FEVRE. I call up a bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to 
the widow of the late Commander 8. Dana Greene, United States Navy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, 
the name of Mary A. Greene, widow of the late Commander 8S. Dana Greene, 
United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. Ropinson, of New York) was read, as follows: 


It appears the petitioner is the widow of Commander Samuel Dana Greene, 
United States Navy, recently deceased. 

Commander Greene entered the Navy September 21, 1855, and was actively 
employed until the time of his death with the exception of eleven months. 
January 23, 1862, Commander Greene, then a lieutenant, was ordered to the 
Monitor, which was at that time being prepared for service at Hampton Roads. 
Prior to that date he had interested himself in the vessel and thoroughly ex- 
amined her construction and design, and notwithstanding the many gloomy 
predictions of naval officers and officers of the merchant marine as to the great 
probability of her sinking at sea, he volunteered to go in her, and at the request 
of Lieutenant (now Admiral) Worden, her commander, was ordered as executive 
officer. 

From the date of his orders he applied himself unremittingly and intelli tly 
to the study of her peculiar qualities and to her fitting and equipment. fae 
mained in the Monitor throughout her whole career, er part in the e 
mentat Hampton Roads with the Merrimac on the 9th of March, 1862, and in 
attack upon Drewry’s Bluff, in the James River, on the 15th of May, and only left 
the ship when she sank under him at sea off Cape Hatteras, on December 31, 
1862. Throughout the whole history of the Monitor he exhibited the highest 
qualities of professional skill and courage, especially during the t with the 
Merrimac, when, according to the statement of Lieutenant W: n, he had 
acme of the turret, and handled the guns with great courage, coolness, and 
skill. 

Lieutenant Worden also states that “throughout the ment, as in the 
equipment of the vessel and on her passage to Hampton . he exhibited an 
earnest devotion to duty unsurpassed in my experience.” 

The importance of the part borne by the Monitor in this action was recognized 
by Congress in passing a vote of thanks to Lieutenant Worden and advancing 
him toa aiaper grade. Owing to the wound and subsequent illness of the com- 
manding officer no report was made of the fight until a long time afterward. 
To this is wae Qoubtess due that no recognition was ever given to the serv- 
ices of Lieutenant Greene on that occasion, as was done in the case of Lieu- 


* * * 
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“ The fight was over and we were victorious, My men and myself were per- 
fectly black with smoke and pecs. Secretary Fox hailed me and told us we 
had fought the aes battle on record. He saw the whole fight. The next 
morning General Wool and Mr. Fox came on board and congratulated ys on 
our vietory. I felt proud and happy then, mother, and felt fully repaid for all 
I had suffered. When our noble captain heard that the Merrimac had retreated 
he said he was perfectly happy and willing to die. 

“I had been up so long, had had so little rest, and been under such excitement 
that my nervous system was completely run down. Every bone in my body 
ached. My limbs and joints were so sore that I could not stand, My nerves 
and ‘muscles twitched as though electric shocks were continually passing 
through them,and my head ached as if it would burst. Sometimes! felt asif my 
brain would come out over my —- Ilay down and tried to sleep ; I might 
as well have attempted tofly. The next morning we got under way and stood 
through the fleet. .Cheer after cheer went up. 1 was captain then of the vessel 
that had saved Newport News, Hampton Roads, Fortress Monroe (as General 
Wool himself said), and perhaps your Northern ports. I am unable to express 
a and joy I feel to think I had served my country and my flag so 
well.” 

After the en ent with the Merrimac Lieutenant Greene received the 
highest cogananiodion from General Wool, then command at Fortress Mon- 
roe, Mr. Fox, Assistant Secretary of the Navy, and from er distinguishe? 
officers who witnessed the nan ae yoann, E He su’ uently recommended 
for advancement in the strongest terms by lis distinguished commander, Cap- 
tain Worden, but failed to receive from the Government any substantial recog- 
nition in any shape for his very brilliant services. Thornton, deservedly, was 
made acapiain. Worden is worthily wearing the honors of an admiral, but 
“a what dpe pe ey meet t his timel 

we might sa: e coun oO untimely 
and eansaned death, and the, whens father fell at Fredericksburg and whose 
husband's gallant conduct so largely contributed to the salvation of the Union. 
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lives to lament the loss of father and husband, and can look only to her country 
to save his and her children and herself from destitution. 

In view of these circumstances and of the fact that the services of Commander 
Greene in the Monitor were of a character so wholly exceptional and unprece- 
dented, your committee are of the opinion that the applicant should receive the 
pension named in the bill, and recommend that the said bill do pass 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to say in relation to that bill that it proposes 
to violate the precedents of this House as to increasing the pensions of 
widows of husbands below the rank of general officers. I apprehend 
since we made a test in the case of Mrs. Cushing, which presented as 
strong an exceptional case as could be presented, such cases ought not 
to be pressed upon the House except in the presenee of aquorum. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and, I think, the Committee on Pen- 
sions also, have laid down the rule and adhered to it in this Congress 
without any variation, although there may have been some exceptions 
in other Congresses, but they are rare, not to grant increase of pensions 
beyond $30 a month except to the widows of husbands who held the 
rank of general officers in the Army or Navy. 

This proposes to increase the pension of the widow of a commander 
of the Navy, who ranks with a colonel in the Army, beyond that amount. 
I believe, indeed, that a captain in the Navy only ranks with a colonel 
in the Army, and that a commander ranks with a major only. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. What pension does this woman get 
now’? . 

Mr. MATSON. Thirty dollars a month, and it is here proposed to 
increase it to $50 a month. 

Mr. LEFEVRE. She gets no pension at all at this time. She will 
be entitled to $30. 

Mr. MATSON. Amend the bill to make it $30, and I have no ob- 
jection. I think this House, in the absence of a quorum, should not 
establish so grave a precedent. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, as I understand it, is to strike out $50 and insert ‘‘ subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.’’ This would give 
her a pension of $30 a month. 

I wish to state that this bill comes from the Committee on Pensions, 
but I want it understood that I did not support it any further than 


agreeing to put her on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions of the | 


law. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say a few words in 
relation to this bill. I wish to say that the husband of this widow when 
alive was a very gallant and a very noble commander. Nobody will 
dispute, not even the gentleman from Alabama himself, that he de- 
served well of his cquntry, and that hismemory will live as long as the 
American history will live, green in the hearts of the American people. 
{ Applause. ] 

That the gentleman from Indiana, who is always sound upon a ques- 
tion of pensions but sometimes a little too strict upon the questions of 
precedents, is mistaken in reference to this matter I want to submit t« 
the committee. I can call to his attention a bill which was reported 


by myself from the Committee on Pensions of this House in which this | 
committee, headed and led on by the gallant gentleman from Alabama, | 
refused to give to the widow of Captain Egan a pension of over $30 a | 


month. When that question was under consideration I moved to amend 
it in the House, with all of these gentlemen present and all fighting 
against it; I moved to amend the bill and give to the widow of a captain 
who had performed gallant and meritorious service for his country, but 
no more gallant than this commander whose case is now before us—I 
say I moved to amend by inserting $40 per month instead of $30; and 
although the gentlemen argued it with all the force of their logic and 
with great zeal and ability, and plead their precedents (and I admit 
that I care not for precedents), I succeeded in securing the adoption of 
that amendment. 

I say that I do not care much for precedents. This is a law-making 


power. I stated in a few words, not over three minutes, the gallant | 


conduct and the good services performed by Captain Egan, and the 
House passed the amendment almost unanimousiy. It went to the 


Senate and the Senate passed it without hesitation, and the widow of | 


that officer was granted a pension of $40 a month. 
I see not, therefore, why—and I do not intend to detain the commit- 
teea minute longer than necessary—why, when a gallant commander who 


has done a great deal for his country, a brave and gallant nian, whether | 


the service was performed on the land or on the sea, a man who gath- 
ered a name and gathered blessings innumerable for his country—I 
see not, sir, I say, why a grateful people can not afford to pay to the 
widow of such a gallant officer a pension that is worthy of the service 
rendered. I shall vote with great pleasure, and I hope gentlemen will 
consider well before they undertake to vote against it, to put this widow 
on the pension-rolls at the rate which is suggested in the bill, and not 
leave it, as proposed by the amendment, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. There is much that I would like to 
say in this connection, but I shall not detain the committee any longer, 
and hope we may come to a vote on this question. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ 
“e Vote Y?) , 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to detain the com- | 


mittee from voting upon this bill, but it does seem to me that this case 
is one which deserves something more than a mere cursory attention 
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from the Congress of the United States. I do not understand, sir. that 


this widow has any need to come to the House of Representative sto ask 
for a pension of $30 per month. Certainly if the general laws «overn 
ing pensions will give her thet amount there is no necessity for specia 
legislation upon the subject. 

This bill is on the Calendar of this House because the friends of Com 
mander Greene asked the American Congress to take spe cial cognizance 
of one of the most remarkable, one of the most memorable and impor 
tant services ever rendered to the United States of America by one ot 
its citizens. I need not go back, sir, to recite in the hearing of this 
committee the history of the contest between the Monitorand the Merri- 
mac. It stands out pre-eminently in the naval annals of this country 
Suffice it to say that from the first shot at Fort Sumter until the last 
echo of the rifles at Appomattox had died away no man wearing th: 
uniform of the United States Government, of any age, was able to ren 
der more important and vital service to the country; and no man of the 
youth of Commander Greene, within my knowledge, in the history ot 

this country, has ever had if fall to his lot to perform such pre-eminent 
service as he rendered in the memorable fight at Hampton Roads. 

\ boy of twenty-two years, finding himself in the midst of a terrific 
combat suddenly placed in command of a vessel, of a character thre 
months before unknown to naval warfare; his commander shot down 
blinded and disabled, at the post of duty, in that mighty contest 
with such a foe as had never before been met upon the waters of any 
country—that young man, taking command in that supreme hour, with 
possibly not only the destinies of the Union cause but the very highest 
interests of humanity itself dependent upon the faithful performance 
of his duty, fought that ship with the gallantry of desperation and a 
magnificence of courage unexcelled in the history of the world 

Now, sir, the United States Government has been generous in the rec- 
ognition of such services as that in other cases. In the case of the ex- 
ecutive officer of the ‘‘ Kearsarge’’ promotion merited and appropriate 
followed promptly upon the sinking of the ‘* Alabama ’’—another most 
splendid achievement, but one whose result was of less immediate and 
vital consequence than that of the great fight with the armored mon- 
ster at Hampton Roads. 

For reasons which can be found in the records of that time, arising 
from the disability of Lieutenant Worden, the commanding officer ot 
the Monitor, which prevented him from making at once his official re 
port, the services of Lieutenant Greene were not brought to the notic« 
of the Government in the formal way that carried special promotion 

}and he never received it. And I think I am stating a fact known to 
many friends of his in and out of the service that the melancholy, the 
quiet, sad feeling of neglect which it was natural for him to feel was 

| largely instrumental ia bringing about that tragic death which has re 
sulted in this appeal on behalf of his widow, not to the generosity but 
to the tardy justice of the American Congress. [ Applause. } 

I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that if ever there was a bill pr 
sented to this House which justly called for exceptional legislation it 
is the bill presented here to-night asking the Government to pay $50 a 
month to the widow of the man who fought and defeated the Merri- 
mac; to this widow who is also the daughter of another gallant officer 
| of Rhode Island troops, who fell dead upon the field of battle at Fred- 

ericksburg; to a widow whose dead husband was the son of an old vet- 
eran, himself a graduate of West Point long years ago, who gallantly 
| served his country on the fields of Mexico, retired to the pursuits of 
| private life, answered the summons of his country at the first bugle- 
call in 1861, was shot through the head from cheek to cheek while lead- 
ing his troops as a brigadier-general, and who in his old age and pov- 
erty to-night is able to look over not only his own noble record but 
| also that of two sons given to his country’s service, one of them the 
| gallant boy who has written his name in a higher place than where we 
ask that it shall be put, upon the pension-roll of his country. 

I appeal to this House not to hesitate to make an exception in favor 
| of this bill. LIassure gentlemen that it has the sanction and the good- 
| will of the officers of the Navy, of which Commander Greene was so 
great an ornament. I appeal in behalf of that widow who to-night 
with her two children is waiting to learn from us, the representatives 
| of the American people, whether we have forgotten in these twenty- 
three short years the service and the victory, the intelligence of which 
thrilled this nation to its heart’s core on that eventful night when men 
feared and felt that the fortunes of the Republic were hanging in the 
balance. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Inall that has been said by the gentle- 
man from Maine [ Mr. BouTELLE] in relation to the conduct of this gal- 
| lant officer I heartily concur. I might almost add that nothing could 
be said too extravagant in his praise. 

Sut, Mr. Chairman, what the gentleman from Maine has said in re- 
lation to this officer might be said of all our naval officers during the 
late war; and when I speak of ‘‘our’’ naval officers I mean yours. | 
do not remember of any naval officer in the Union service during the 
late war that did not do his duty for his country. 

I wish to bear testimony here to-night, Mr. Chairman, to the other 
arm of the military service, the infantry and cavalry who served in the 
Army during the late war, that no braver officers ever marched upon 
the battlefield than those of the Union Army; and I know b=st few of 
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them who did not do their whole duty for their country. And yet, 
Mr. Chairman, we have said that the widow of one of these brave men 
who may have fallen upon the battlefield shall have only a pension of 
$30 a month; that is the statute; that is the general law as it stands 
to-day which was passed during the war and which I do not believe 
there is a member of this House who has proposed to amend in that re- 
spect. 

Now, sir, if we are to pass special laws selecting out certain widows 
and giving them $50 per month, I ask why not amend your general 
law and say that the widows of all these meritorious officers shall have 
pensions of $50? Lieutenant Greene did not Stand alone in gallant, 
meritorious service during the late war. You can point if you will to 
thousands of men, soldiers in the ranks, whose pension is much less 
than $30, who did gallant service in the station which they held just 
as faithfully as Lieutenant Greene. 

All that has been said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] 
is strictly true; I would not gainsay it in the least. But what I do 
contend for and always have contended for here on this floor is that 
justice should be done to all alike, and that we should not make ex- 
ceptions in this way by special enactments. 

I do not expect, Mr. Chairman, to defeat this bill, nor do I propose 
to make any point of a quorum upon it; but as I have been uniformly 
opposed to this kind of legislation I shall vote against it. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to say a word. When the gentleman from 
Maine says that it was not necessary for this widow to come here and 
ask for a pension, I think he spoke perhaps unadvisedly. My infor- 
mation is that her husband committed suicide; that he did not die from 
any injury, or wound, or disease contracted in theservice of his couhtry. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
hold that a person who commits suicide is necessarily beyond the pro- 
visions of the pension laws? 

Mr. MATSON. Necessarily so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do notso understand it. 

Mr. MATSON. Necessarily so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I beg pardon of the gentleman. I think 
there are a number of cases now pending in the Pension Office in which 
the proof goes to show that the very act of suicide was superinduced by 
disease contracted in the service. 

Mr. MATSON. The law is very clear and distinct. The widow of 
a soldier is entitled to a pension only in case of death arising from in- 
jury, wound, or disease contracted in the service and in the line of duty; 
so it would be impossible for this widow to obtain a pension under the 
general law, if I am correctly informed as to the facts of the case, and 
I believe the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] agrees with me 
as to the fact that this officer committed suicide. I understood him to 
so intimate in his speech. That being so, it would be utterly impos- 
sible for the widow to obtain a pension from the Pension Office. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I made no inti- 
mation of that kind. I said that the feeling of neglect and possibly of 
injustice which this officer felt had no doubt tended to produce or to 
hasten his death. 

Mr. MATSON. I will ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bov- 
TELLE] if he does not know the fact to be that this officer did commit 
suicide ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I answer the gentleman very frankly that I am 
not positively informed upon that subject. 

Mr. MATSON. What is your information? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know that that is pertinent. 

Mr. MATSON. My impression is that I received the information 
this evening from the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] himself. 
I am not certain about it, but I received that information either from 
him or from some other gentleman who was talking to me in relation 
to this case. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this claimant comes here to ask a favor of Con- 
gress. She can not get a pension through the Pension Office, and she 
comes here to Congress to ask this favor. I am willing that she shall 
have the pension that her husband would be entitled to if she could ob- 
tain it through the Pension Office. I think that is a favor, a clear 
favor, but I am willing to grant it. But I am opposed to granting her 
$50 a month. I am opposed to it because it would establish a dan- 
gerous precedent; not because I am opposed to the widow, nor because 
I do not think that her husband rendered gallant and meritorious serv- 
ice, but because it would establish a very dangerous precedent. 

There is no case of a man in the service who discharged hisduty faith- 
fully whose widow might not come here and make a similar appeal. 
Tens of thousands of the men that were in the ranks fell in death upon 
the very breastworks of the enemy, and their widows are receiving only 
$8 a month. It is proposed in this case simply because of the opportu- 
nity the man had to do something to immortalize himself to give his 
widow $50 a month. It was all due to the opportunity that he had; 
that is all there was of it. He was a gallant man and he had the op- 
portunity to distinguish himself. He ae his duty well; but 
tens of thousands of others did the same. If it is the sense of this 
House and the sense of the country that all the widows are to have $50 
a month, then it is right to pass this bill, but not otherwise. 

Another question that might be inquired into in the cases of these 


naval officers—for they have extraordinary privileges—is the question 
whether or not this officer received prize-money, and, if so, how much? 
That is a pertinent inquiry in cases of this kind. The House can not 
have forgotten a case that I referred to a while ago, the case of Mrs. 
Cushing. Her claim was urged upon the attention of the House as an 
exceptional one, upon the ground that her husband had rendered the 
most distinguished services that had been rendered by any naval officer. 

That was the plea set upfor her by the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Cox, by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, Mr. RANDALL, by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. KEIFER, by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BAYNE, and by the host of friends 
who were here urging her claim to a pension of $50amonth. The dis- 
position of the House was to break over the line, but I insisted that we 
could make a precedent by drawing the line at the rank mark. It is 
wrong to give pensions on account of rank, but when you come to in- 
creasing pensions you can only make a proper precedent by drawing the 
line at the rank mark. That is the only way; because if you go into 
the unknown region of meritorious and distinguished services there will 
be no end tothe matter. Congress began many years ago to grant these 
extraordinary pensions of $50 a month to the widows of officers. The 
practice began by giving such pensions to the widowsof general officers 
who had been killed in battle. 

My impression is now that General Wadsworth, of New York (whose 
widow, the mother of a gentleman now representing that State on this 
floor, received a pension of this kind), was killed at the head of his 
command. So the thing went on until finally it grew into such propor- 
tions that the committees of this House were unable to resist the appli- 
cations for an increase on the part of widows of general officers who 
were drawing $30 a month. In all such cases the increased pension has 
been granted, and the same may be said in regard to the widows of offi- 
cers of the Navy of corresponding rank. It isa gravestep to go beyond 
that, because when you do so there is no line of demarkation. 

It is true, as my friend from Kentucky has said, that at the last ses- 
sion a bill was passed increasing the pension of the widow of a captain 
from $20 to $40 a month; but that was more an act of grace than any- 
thing else. Is this thing to goon? If so, where is it to stop? This 
is a serious question for the consideration of the House. 

When the Cushing bill was before the House I felt it my duty, as 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions had reported upon it adversely, to 
demand that there should be a quorum of the House to vote upon the 
bill. Ido not feel the same obligation in regard to this bill, because 
this comes from the Committee on Pensions. I do feel it, however, in- 
cumbent upon me to press upon the earnest consideration of members 
who are here to-night the fact that when we step beyond the precedents 
we go out upon an unknown sea, and there is no telling where we may 
land. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that this bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to say any- 
thing in addition to what has fallen from the lips of the gentleman from 
Kentucky and the gentleman from Maine in laudation of the services 
of Commander Greene. I wish merely to say a word or two in reply to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MATSON] in regard to the precedents heretofore estab- 
lished. 

Since I have been a member of this House there has been, if my 
memory serves me correctly, an instance where a widow of a colonel in 
the Army was granted a pension of $100 a month. I also remember a 
case, since I have been a member, in which the widow of a civilian has 
been placed on the pension-roll at the rate of $5,000 a year. 

Now, it does seem to me that if the House has established precedents 
like those, it is certainly not wrong for us to recognize the pre-eminent 
services of Commander Greene by giving his widow a pension of $50 a 
month. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I know that my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. MATSON] is always fair and liberal in regard to these pen- 
sion matters, and, therefore, I want to meet one point raised by him 
which is entitled to consideration; I refer to the point in relation to 
this question of rank. Now, the cause of this widow being here to- 
night without the ability to claim as of right a pension of $50 by vir- 
tue of the rank of her husband is very clearly shown in the report 
made in 1868 by Admiral (then captain) Worden. I want to read from 
this report four or five lines, because it tells the whole story. Itshows 
why Commander Greene at the time of his death had not attained a 
higher rank. Captain Worden, under date of January 5, 1868, almost 
six years after that fight to which I have referred, writes in a report to 
the Secretary of the Navy: 

I desire now to remedy a wrong which I regret should have so long existed, 
and to do justice to that gallant and excellent officer (Lieutenant Greene), as 
well as to all the officers and crew of the Monitor, who without exception did 


their duty so nobly in that remarkable encounter, by placing on the files of the 
Department the following report. 


Then Admiral (at that time captaiu) Worden goes on to state the 
indebtedness of the country to Lieutenant Greene. The tardineasof that 
report was the cause of Lieutenant Greene’s failure to receive that 
recognition by promotion to which he was entitled, and which was ex- 
tended in the case of the executive officer of the Kearsarge and in al- 
most every other similar case in the history of our naval service. I 
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think my friend from Indiana, when he takes into consideration this 

fact, will be inclined to waive the objection he has raised here to-night. 

He goes with us so far as to assent to a pension of $30 per month. I hope 

he will agree to a pension of $50. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted 

By the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt}; which will be read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “ at the rate of $50 per month"’ and insert “subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I modify that amendment so as to | 
strike out ‘‘$50 per month’’ and insert *‘ $30 per month.’’ 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hewitt, of Ala- 
Imma, it was not agreed to; there being—ayes 12, noes 32. 

The question being then taken, Shall the bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass? it was 
decided in the affirmative. 

MRS. ADELINE E. CHADBOURNE. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I call upa bill (H. R. 7673) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Adeline E. Chadbourne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Mrs. Adeline E. Chadbourne, an Army nurse, on 


the pension-roll of the United States, at the rate of $25 per month, from and after | 


the passage of this act. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. . 


GEORGE F. WEST. 


Mr. WALLACE. I call up a bill (H. R. 7561) to allow a pension to 
George F. West. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That George F. West, late a corporal Company I, Fifth Regi- 
ment of Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, now on the pension-roll at the rate of 
$24 per month, from and after the passage of this act shall be entitled to receive 
the same pension as a soldier now receives, or that may hereafter be allowed by 
law, who lost one arm at or above the elbow, or one leg at or above the 
knee, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PARTEN H. MOREY. 


Mr. BREWER, of New York. I call up the bill (H. R. 7728) for 
the relief of Parten H. Morey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Parten H. Morey, of 
Chautauqua, Chautauqua County, New York, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws. 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 4, strike out “ place on the pension-roll the name of” and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘allow to.”’ 

In line,5 strike out “ Parten’’ and insert “‘ Pardon;’’ in lines 6 and 7, insert 
“late a private in the Seventh Company, First Battalion New York Sharp- 
shooters.” 

Add to the bill, ‘‘a pension for single inguinal hernia, in addition to that now 
received by him.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Pardon H. Morey.” 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALBERTINE COCKRUM. 


Mr. PEEL. I call up a bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief of Albertine 
Cockrum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Albertine Cockrum, widow of John A. Cockrum, 
late a captain in the Missouri Home Guards, and pay her a pension from and 
after the passage of this act. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: In line 6 
strike out ‘‘ John A.’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ E. B.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN OTIS. 


Mr. HOLMES. I call up a bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to 
John Otis, late a private in Company F, Twelfth Regiment Iowa In- 
fantry Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secreta f the Interior be, and he i . 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Otis, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Twelfth Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. ™ oe 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out “late a private in Company F, Twelfth Regiment of Iowa Infant 
Volunteers,” and in lieu thereof insert % dependent mie of Thomas Otis.” ai 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to John Otis.” 


The amendments were agreed to 


There no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
aS Uk mesteinendethon that te ar eee "7 
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CHARLES MILK 
Mr. ENGLISH. Icall upa bill (H. R. 5309) forthe relief of Charles 
Milk. 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and required to place on the pension-roll the name of Charles Milk, 
late a member of Company B, One hentred and fifty-second Regiment of In 


diana Volunteers, and now of Lagrange County, Indiana, and that a pension 
be, and is hereby, granted to the said Charles Milk, subject to the provisions 


} and limitations of the pension laws 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows 


Strike out ‘‘and now of Lagrange County, Indiana, and that a pension be, and 
is hereby, granted to the said Charles Milk.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
There beingno objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it de pass 


JOHN E. DENHAM. 


Mr. JAMES. I call up a bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension to 
John E. Denham. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John E. Denham, latea sergeant 
of the United States Marine Corps, and grant him a pension of $8 a month, 
commencing with the date of his discharge from said Marine Corps 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out ‘‘commencing with the date 
of his discharge from said Marine Corps’’ and in lien thereof insert 
‘*from the passage of the act.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. MATSON. I call upthe bill (H. R. 1898) granting a pension to 
Harriet Armstrong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Harriet Armstrong, 
widow of Levi Armstrong, late a private in Company —, Indiana Volunteers, to 
take effect from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 6, ** E, One hundred and third.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to.be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH PARRY. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I call up the bill (H. R. 5554) granting 
a pension to Sarah Parry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Sarah Parry, widow. of Thomas Parry, late a pri- 
vate in Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LOIS B. SMITH. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I call up a bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to 
Lois B. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lois B. Smith, mother of Theodore 
H. Jameson, late of Company K, Thirteenth New York Volunteers, and pay her 
a pension of $8 a month from the date of death of the soldier, August 30, L862. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out “‘and pay her a pension of $8 a month from the date ot death of the 
soldier, August 30, 1862.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN SWEENEY. 


Mr. SPOONER. I call up the bill (S. 1112) granting a peusion to 
John Sweeney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Sweeney, late a private in 
Company C, Second Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Some gentleman held here to-day that 
the Senate could not originate a bill requiring an appropriation. 
[ Laughter]. 
| Mr. SPOONER. I did not unite in that opinion. 





There being noobjection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
| House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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SARAH KENNEDY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I call up a bill (H. R. 2692) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Kennedy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah Kennedy, widow of Seth T. 
Kennedy, late major of the Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERIC 8. RICH. 
Mr. HANES. I call upa bill (H. R. 5969) increasing the pension 
of Frederic 8. Rich 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension now allowed to Frederic 8. Rich, late 
a private in Company H, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, from 
$8 per month to $30 per month, from and after the passage of this act. 

Che amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out ‘‘30’’ and insert ‘* 24.”’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANTHONY BEYER. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call up a bill (H. R. 7092) for the re- 
lief of Anthony Beyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of Anthony Beyer, late a private in Company E, 
Fifth Regiment of Iowa Cavalry. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Cc. W. BALDWIN. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I call up,a bill (H. R. 7313) granting a 
pension to C. W. Baldwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of C. W. Baldwin, late a private in Company C, Nineteenth 
Regiment Llinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘C” and insert *‘ Charles.”’ 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Charles W. 
Baldwin.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALBERT D. SIMMONS. 


Mr. MATSON. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask to take up the bill (H. R. 
7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to put the name of Albert D. Simmons, late a private in 


Company E, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on 
the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES 0. M’KENNA. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to James O. McKenna. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James O. McKenna, late of Com- 
pany B, Sixth Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA 8. HUGGINS. 


Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 838) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia 8. Huggins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Lydia 8. Huggins, mother of Rufus 
A. Huggins, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM E. AYERS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. 
R. 7773) granting a pension to William E. Ayers and put it upon its 
pasnige. 


The bill wasread, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of William E. Ayers, late of Company E, Twenty- 
fourth New York Cavalry Volunteers, on the pension-roll of the United States, 
under the rules and regulations of the Pension Office. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

BENJAMIN JEFFRIES. 

Mr. SMITH, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Calendar the bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Jeffries. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin Jeffries, late a private in 
Company D, Eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and inCompany A, 
One hundred and ninety-first Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

NATHANIEL POND. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask to take up the bill (H. R. 
4668) for the relief of Nathaniel Pond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Nathaniel Pond, now of Faribault, 
Minn., formerly a private soldier in Capt. Arael Shelden’s company of Vermont 
militia in the war of 1812, under the name of Nathaniel Pond, jr., on the pen- 
sion-rolls at the rate of dollars per month. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr.” 

The committeerecommend the adoption of the following amendment: 


Amend the title by adding the word “junior” to the name of Nathaniel Pond 
in the title of the bill, and also wherever it occurs in the body ofthe bill. Also 
to strike out the words ‘Arael Sheldon’s,’’ where they occur in line 6 of the bill, 
and insert the words ‘‘ James Gray’s.’’ Also to insert the word “eight”’’ before 
the word “ dollars,”’ in line 9 of the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended wa laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CORDELIA GALE, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Calendar the bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia Gale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Pension Department place the name of Cordelia 
Gale, widow of Ebben G. Gale, deceased, late of Company D, Second Regiment 
Michigan Cavalry in the war of the rebellion, on the pension-roll, as a pensioner 
of the United States, under the laws and regulations of the United States at the 
time of the passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. Thatthis act shall take effect immediately. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


RICHARD W. BARNES. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to take up the bill (H. R. 
7502) granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place the name of Richard W. Barnes, late a private in 
Com y A, Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension-roll, and 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

There being noobjection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHLOE A. WHIPPLE. 


Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Calendar, page 47, the bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension 
to Chloe A. Whipple. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I think we will have to 
stop at some place in the Calendar, and this isabout as good as any. I 
think the committee had better rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New York, but will recognize the gentleman from Alabama to submit 
a motion after this bill is disposed of. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chloe A. Whipple, of Batavia, New 
York, mother of Charles A. Whipple, late of Company L, Eighth New York 
Heavy Artillery. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the reeommendation that it do pass. 


AMY A. LEWIS. 


Mr. NuTTING addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MATSON. I was about to move, Mr. Chairman, that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. NUTTING. I have one bill that I should like very much to 
have acted upon to-night. 

Mr. MATSON, If that is all I shall not press the motion now. 

Mr. NUTTING. I desire to ask the consent of the committee to 
take up bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis. It is to be 
found on page 47 of the Calendar, near the bottom of the page. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amy A. Lewis, widow of J. H. 
Lewis, late of the Twelfth Battalion New York Light Artillery. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
CHARLES H. BRIGANCE. 


Mr. MILLER, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to call up the bill (H. R. 5605) to increase the pension of Charles H. 
Brigance from $8 to $20 per month, and put it upon its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the pension of Charles H. Brigance, a soldier of the war 
of 1812, and now 94 years of age, be increased from $8 to $20 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. WRIGHT. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
Senate bill No. 1144 and put it upon its passage. It is a bill granting 
a pension to John W. Wright. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John W. Wright, late a private in 
Company D, Seventy-seventh Regiment Enrolled Militia of Missouri. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEy having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had 
under consideration, pursuant to order, sundry bills on the Private 
Calendar reported by the Committee on Pensioris and the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and had directed him to report the same back to 
the House with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
without amendment were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Annie E. Bailey; 

A bill (H. R. 7340) granting a pension to John Sparr; 

A bill (H. R. 7572) granting a pension to Amos McDowell; 

A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord; 


A bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Margaret McCarty; 

A bill (H. R. 7709) granting a pension to Louisa A. Estes; 

A bill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to Creet H. Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 7336) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 765) for the relief of Emily Agnel; 

A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 


mander 8. Dana Greene, United States Navy; 
A bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension to Mrs. Adeline E. Chad- 
bourne; 
A bill (H. R. poo to allow a pension to George F. West; 
A bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of Charles Milk; 
A bill (H. R. soon} granting a pension to Sarah Parry; 
A bill (H. R. 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; 
A bill (H. R. 7092) for the relief of Anthony Beyer; 
A bill (H. R. 7178) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; 
A bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to James O. McKenna; 
A bill (H. R. 838) ting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. Huggins; 
A bill (H. R. 7773) granting a pension to William E. Ayers; 
A bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension to Benjamin Jeffries; 
A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia Gale; 


A bill (H. R. 7502) granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; 

A bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; and 

A bill (H. R. 5605) to increase the pension of Charles H. Brigance 


from $8 to $20 per month. 

Amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House to 
bills of the following titles were severally agreed to, and the bills as 
amended were respectively ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, and 


A bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson: 
A bill i i 4079) ting a pension to James D. Kirk; 
A bill (H. R. 7308) for the relief of David Fried; 


A bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall 
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A bill (H. R. 3833) for the relief John W. Robson; 
A bill (H. R. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Augustus Jones; 
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A bill (H. R .7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward |] 
Quinn; 

A bill (H. R. 6011) granting a pension to Robert Carey; 

A bill (H. R. 7262) increasing the pension of Almina P. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; 

A bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension to John E. Denham; 

A bill (H. R. 1898) granting a pension to Harriet Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to Lois B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5969) increasing the pension of Frederic S. Rich 

A bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to William Stricklin (the 
title amended so as to read, ‘‘A bill granting a pension to William 
Strickland ’’); 

A bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief of Parten H. Morey (the title 
amended so as to read, ‘*A bill for the relief of Pardon H. Morey’’); 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to John Otis, late a private in 
Company F, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers (the titl 
amended so as to read, ‘‘A bill granting a pension to John Otis’”’ 

A bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to C. W. Baldwin (the title 
amended so as to read, ‘‘A bill granting a pension to Charles W. Bald- 
win’’); and 

A bill (H. R. 4668) for the relief of Nathaniel Pond (the title amended 
so as to read, ‘‘A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr.’’ 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported trom the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to John W. Wright; and 

A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the various votes by which bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; andalso 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MATSON (at 10 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Two petitions of citizens of Alleghany County, 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the improvement of the Alleghany River and 
its tributaries—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of citizens of Macon, Ga., asking forthe 
passage of the Potter refunding bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. S. 8. COX: Three petitions of manufacturers and merchants 
of New York, urging the ratification of the reciprocity convention of 
Spain—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DORSHEIMER: Four petitions of manufacturers and busi- 
ness men of New York, urging the ratification of the reciprocity con- 
vention with Spain—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GREEN: Petition of E. W. Ward, E.S. Smith, W. P. White, 
and 100 others, citizens of Onslow, Pender, and Carteret Counties, North 
Carolina, praying for the improvement of the Sounds from New River 
to Beaufort Harbor,in said State—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

sy Mr. KLEINER: Petition of citizens of New Harmony, Ind, for 
improvements on the Wabash River at said town—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Petition of 23 citizens of Harlan, Allen County, 
Indiana, for increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of David Smith, of Walpole, Norfolk 
County, Massachusetts, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of the Michigan Merchant Travelers’ 
Association, for the passage of the bill to regulate commerce between 
the States relative to commercial travelers—to the Committee on Co™- 
merce. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of citizens of Duluth, Minn., asking that 
the Government acquire the title to the two canals connecting Portage 
Lake, Michigan, and Lake Superior, as recommended by the Secretary 
of War—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Resolutions of the American Philo- 
sophical Society of the State of Pennsylvania, urging the free importa- 
tion of books pertaining to the physical, natural, and medical sciences, 
and apparatus—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the New York Chamber of Commerce, 
in favor of a marine hospital at the port of New York—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Ann E. S. Close, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. R. SKINNER: Of 22 citizens of Little Falls, N. Y., ask- 
ing for am increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pen- 
s10ns. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of G. H. McKinney, of Stanford, 
Ky., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Edwards County, 
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Illinois, asking for a pension for Mrs. H. M. Hallam, widow of Samuel 


By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Of J. P. Lefever and others, of Morgan 


Hallam, late a private in Company B, Sixty-third Regiment Illinois | County, Ohio. 


Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petitign of D. D. Johnson, of West Vir- 
ginia, relative to change in the pension law—to the Select Committee 
on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented, and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Of 45 citizens of Scandia, of 75 citizens of Del- 
phos, of 122 citizens of Junction City, and of 63 citizens of Manhattan, 
Riley County, Kansas. 

By Mr. BEACH: Of citizens of Mountaindale, of Clayville, and of 
Nyack, N. Y. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Of 110 inmates of the National Soldiers’ Héme 
near Milwaukee, Wis. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Linn County, Kansas. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Of citizens of Grant’s Pass, and of Greenville, 
Oreg. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of citizens of Stinson, of Princeton, of Belle- 
fountain, of Kilbourn City, and of Friendship, Wis. 

jy Mr. HANBACK: Of Thomas Craddick and 100 others, of Trego 
County, and of John Bowen and 127 others, of Ellsworth, Kans. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of Howard Johnson and 33 others, of 
Dubuque County; of John Averill and 62 others, of Waterloo, and of 
T. J. Shreve and others, of Buchanan County, Iowa. 

By Mr. HILL: Of J. M. McBride and 128 others, of New Hartford; 
of J. K. Seamon and others, of Wood County; of Richard T. Ross and 63 
others, of Paulding County; of C. L. Bambet and 233 others, of Wood 
county; of M. P. Brewer and others, of Wood County; of J. W. Rog- 
ers and 34 others, of Pulaski; of James McGowan and 30 others, of 
Van Wert County; of James Crockett and 50 others, of Henry County; 
of G. P. Palmer and others, of Wood County, and of Charles A. Hend- 
ley and others, of Williams County, Ohio. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Of George Davis and 88 others, of Kent 
County, and of W. W. Warner and 110 others, of Allegan, Mich. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of citizens of South Amboy, of Freehold, of Plain- 
field, and of North Long Branch, N. J. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of ex-soldiers and citizens of Selvin, 
Ind. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Of 113 citizens of Angola, Steuben County ; of 28 
citizens of Allen County, and of 83 citizens of Fremont, Ind 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of Phineas Smith and others, of Kennebec 
County; of L. H. Hawes and others, of Bath; of L. W. Smith and oth- 
ers, of Knox County; of M. M. Johnson and others, of Penobscot County, 
and of C. B. Adams and others, of Androscoggin County, Maine. 

* By Mr. 8. H. MILLER: Of citizens of Spartansburg and of Centre- 
ville, Pa. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of Thomas Cass and others, of Winchester, and 
of William H. Denney and 55 others, of Nemaha County, Kansas. 

sy Mr. MOULTON: Of 200 citizens of Sullivan, of 200 citizens of 
Mason, of 200 citizens of Arthur, of 200 citizens of Farina, of 200 citi- 
zens of Carlinville, of 200 citizens of Vandalia, and of 300 citizens of 
Nokomis, Ill. 

By Mr. NEECE: Of citizens of Hancock County, of Warren County, 
of McDonough County, and of Mercer County, Illinois. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of 127 citizens of Leechburg, of 200 citizens of 
Jefferson County, of 61 citizens of Spruce, of 101 citizens of Parker’s 
Landing, and of 63 citizens of Parker’s Landing, Pa. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of 144 comrades of Benton Post No. 61, G. A. R., 
Anthony, Kans., and of 8. H. Bowers and 300 others, of Harper County, 
Kansas. 

By Mr. POLAND: Of Perry Porter and others, of West Burke; of 
Asa G. Foster and others, of Weston; of Lyman 8. Buckman and others, 
of Woodstock, and of James M. Tarbell and others, of Londonderry, Vt. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Of citizens of Neola, of Henderson, of Logan, and 
of Riverton, Iowa. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of John H. Dyer and 128 others, of Winchester, Ill. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of John Gilbert and 163 other citizens of Seneca 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. C. R. SKINNER: Of Alex. Kanady and 35 others, of Evans 
Mills; of James Dolan and 52 others, of Charles B. Bowers and 62 others, 
and of George McCawber and 75 others, of Watertown; of F. M. Deal- 
ing and 63 others, of Jefferson County; of 23 citizens of Constableville, 
of 48 citizens of Norway, of 59 citizens of Herkimer County, of C. P. 
Read and 96 others, of Orleans, Jefferson County, New York. 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of citizens of Winterset, Madison County, 
Iowa. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Of citizens of Attica, of Orangeville, of Ransom- 
ville, and of Gainesville, N. Y. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of citizens of Waterville and of Rutland, 
Vt. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of John Shearer and 49 others, of Sac County, 
and of Henry B. Schoonover and 63 others, of Green County, Iowa. 


| By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Of 192 citizens of Marion County, West 

| Virginia. 

| By Mr. WOOD: Of citizens of Kewanna, of Francisville, of Leroy, 

| and of Raub, Ind. 

| By Mr. WOODWARD: Of 155 citizens of Juneau County, and of 34 
citizens of Richland County, Wisconsin. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 24, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Huntiey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PUBLICATION OF TREATIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying documents, referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


I transmit herewith, in answer to a resolution of the Senate dated January 5, 
1885, a report of the Secretary of State and Soeeeneetrns copies of such treaties 
and conventions between the United Statesand foreign powers as are requested 
by the resolution. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 23, 1885. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS., 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying documents, ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

To the Senate : 


I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State of the 22d instant, re- 
specting an estimate of an appropriation to enable the Department of State to 
cause a preliminary search to be made of the records of the French prize courts, 
from 1792 to 1801, inclusive, to ascertain whether any evidence or documents re- 
lating to the claims in question still exist, and, if so, the nature and character 
thereof; said preliminary search being intended to aid the Department of State 
to carry out the requirements of section 5 of the act approved January 20, 1885, 
to provide for the ascertainment of the claims of American citizens for spolia- 
tions committed by the French prior to the 3lst of July, 1801. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 23, 1885. 


OMAHA INDIAN CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying documents, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 20th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, presenting, with accompanying papers, a draught of proposed 
legislation providing for the settlement of certain claims of Omaha Indians 
in Nebraska against the Winnebago Indians on account of horses stolen by 
members of the latter tribe from the Omahas. 

The subject is commended to the favorable consideration and action of the 


Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 23, 1885. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 7th instant, a letter of the Light-House Board, showing 
the necessity for the construction and maintenance of additional light- 
houses and buoy-signals in Narraganset Bay Rhode Island, with loca- 
tion and probable cost thereof; which, with the accompa@hying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, acknowledging receipt of a resolution directing him to report 
whether any claimants of lands taken by the Government under the 
act of July 5, 1882, remain unpaid, and what obstacles, if any, exist 
to their payment, and stating that he had this day transmitted a re- 
port containing the information called for in that resolution; which, 
on motion of Mr. LINGALLS, was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SAWYER presented resolutions of tobacco manufacturers and 
dealers of the city of Edgerton, Wis., remonstrating against the ratifi- 
cation of the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a memorial of the Phila- 
delphia Board of Trade, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed aw treaty; which was referred to the Com- 
i tions. 


He also presented a tion of 181 citizens of Millville, Pa., a peti- 
tion of 62 citizens of arg, Pa., and a petition of 19 citizens of 
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Elk City, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the Alleghany River and its tributaries; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the Real Estate 
Exchange of New York city, praying for the creation of suitable de- 
fenses to New York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
Idaho Territory, remonstrating against any amendment of the law 
known as the ‘‘ desert-land act;’’ which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of John Blakely, of New York 
city, importer and manufacturer of tobacco, in favor of the ratification 
of the proposed Spanish-American reciprocity treaty; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cigar-makers’ Union No. 5, of 
Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
Spanish-American reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of the senate of Nebraska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

SENATE OF NEBRASKA 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


On motion of Mr. McShane, the following resolution was unanimously adopted | 
by the senate: 

Whereas the events of the past year have shown the danger to the cattle in- 
terests of Nebraska and of the entire West from contagious disease, and have | 
proved the necessity for and wisdom of the animal industry bill passed at the 
last session of Congress; and 

Whereas a committee appointed by the National Cattle-Growers’ Association 
of America (which association secured the enactment of the above law) is now 
in Washington endeavoring to obtain the passage of such amendments as will 
make the law more effective ; and 

Whereas these amendments are in substance, first, to so regulate the employ- 
ment of persons by the animal industry bureau as to secure greater ability and 
usefulness, while at the same time reducing the expense ; and second, in the case 
of disease in States which have no quarantine laws, and in which the executive 
authorities can not co-operate with the Commissioner of Agriculture to stamp it 
out, to give power to the President of the United States to prevent the trans- 

rtation of animals from the diseased districts out of that State into another: 

Yow, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we cordially indorse the amendments proposed and recog- 
nize the necessity and wisdom of these measures; and further, we commend 
them to the consideration of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, with 
the request that they give to the committee of the National Cattle-Growers’ As- 
ee all possible aid and assistance in securing the passage of said amend- | 
ments. 


I hereby certify that the within resolution was passed by the Senate January 


19, A. D. 1885. 
H. H. SHEDD. 
President of the Senate. 


SHERWOOD BURR, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
“ Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Idaho Territory, remonstrating against any amendment of the 
law known as the ‘‘desert-land act;’’ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 
/ Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly ot 
“ Idaho Territory, remonstrating against any amendment of the law 
known as the ‘‘desert-land act;’’ which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the proposed Spanish reciprocity 
treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7046) granting a pension to Alonzo Cornwell; and 

A bill (H. R. 4752) granting a pension to William Herring. 

Mr. JACKSON. 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2180) for the relief of the trustees of 
the Christian Brothers’ College, of Saint Louis, Mo., to report it ad- 
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I am instructed by the Committee on Claims, to | 





QS] 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I amdirected by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution to print 3,000 additional copies of the 
communication of the Secretary of State, containing a list of claim- 
ants against France by reason of the spoliations committed prior to the 
Sist day of July, 1801, to report it with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. Upon investigation the committee find that the cost 
of printing the list will exceed $500. We therefore report in the form 
of a concurrent resolution, which will be required under the law. I 
ask that the concurrent resolution, reported as a substitute for the 
Senate resolution, may be considered at this time 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 copies of the communication of the Secretary of State, containing a 
list of claimants against France by reason of the spoliations prior to the 3lst 
day of July, 1801; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to the communication from the Pres- 
ident touching these claims and cer‘ain evidence now in France, which 
was referred to that committee this morning. I ask that the commit- 
tee will give early attenvion to it, as it is very important to these 
claimants. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LIST OF WAR DEPARTMENT EMPLOYES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in com 


| pliance with law, a list of the clerks and other persons employed in the 


War Department during the year ended November 30, 1884. I am 
directed by the committee to report adversely to the proposition to 
print the report. It seems like an unnecessary expenditure, as all of 
the information is contained in the Official Register, which will shortly 
be reprinted, and the expense does not seem to be warranted by the 
necessity. I ask that the document be laid on the table and that the 
Committee on Printing be discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the report had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the suggestion of the Senator from 


| Maryland the report will go on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS intreduced a bill (S. 2578) to prevent and punish 
| crimes committed by means of explosive compounds; which was read 
| twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that some little time since, my at- 
tention being drawn to what would seem to be the duty of the United 
| States in camel of such matters, I requested a friend, having no time of 
my own at disposal, tomake a.draught of a bill, and this is that draught. 
I have only run my eye over it, although it has been on my table down- 
| stairs for a week or two, and I cansee that the draught is not perfect by 
any means, and may raise questions between the rights of the United 
States over such crimes and the duties of the States. I do not think 
it is perfect in that respect and in some others, but I think it fit this 
morning to introduce it; and I ask that it may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, in the hope that that committee will put it 
into a shape that will, so far as the United States have the power, 
operate in the direction which its title indicates. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 114) to provide for 
printing the annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. GARLAND, and Mr. MILLER, of California, 





versely and recommend its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go on the Calendar, please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). On the 
suggestion of the Senator from Missouri, the bill will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- | 


ferred the bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of the State National Bank 


of Boston, Mass., reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to | 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1000) for the relief of Myra Clark 
Gaines, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2040) for the relief of Capt. Andrew 


W. Johnson, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the evidence taken by the Committee on Indian Affairs under 
resolution of the Senate of date December 3, 1884, be printed for the use of the 
committee. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT FOR 1884. 


Mr. MAXEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolwed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
report of the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum for the year 1884 be 

| Ss and that there be printed 16,060 extra copies; of which 3,000 copies shall 
for the use of the Senate, and 6,060for the House of Representatives, and 7,000 
for the Smithsonian Institution. 
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SUITS FOR DAMAGES. MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HARRIS. Ifthere be no further routine morning business, [ask | The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed at this time to the con- | House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7131) to authorize suits for damages where | (H. R. 7577) making appropriations for the support of the Military 
death results from the wrongful act or neglect of any person or corpora- | Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
tion in the District of Columbia. | poses; and on motion of Mr. ALLISON the same was referred to the 
By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | Committee on Appropriations. 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the bill for | 
information, 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the Secretary read the substitute re- Clerk, menaen cant House had passed a bill na R. ae oe 
ported by the Committee on the District of Columbia, and waive the | Tooettons cage rage etre oe een - ? > Saeee 
reading of the original bill. Jepartment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee | ‘bes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; in 
will be reported. which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. ; 

‘Ths Chilet Chest pend Che aenendeent. _The message also announced that the House had passed the following 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to a crit- ae ill (S. 1112) granting : : a 
icism on the bill. Suppose a person should be injured within the Dis- A bill s 1144 San ~ nn - John - Wit 
trict and die outside of it, there would be no remedy under the pecu- ae ) DES eee ww. Se. 
liar phraseology of the first section of the substitute, it seems to me. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Although the injury may be committed in this District the death of the The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
person injured may happen elsewhere, which is frequently the case, | signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
especially in injuries by railroads. It seems to me that contingency | the President pro tempore: 

ought to be provided for. Ithink where the injury iscommitted inthe | A bill (H. R. 7872) te remove the political disabilities of Gabriel H. 
District and the death occurs anywhere the remedy should follow: I | Hill, of Virginia; and 

merely call attention to it. Perhaps it may not be a correct criticism. A bill (H. R. 7963) to remove the political disabilities of J. Pem- 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the Senator from Ohio an amendment that he | broke Jones, of Virginia. 
would propose to meet the difficulty that suggests itself to his mind ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will get a copy of the bill and suggest an 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to offer some verbal amendments. In sec- 
tion 1, line 12 of the substitute, after the word ‘‘ damages,’’ I move to 
amend the amendment by inserting the words ‘‘for such death;’’ so as 
to read: 

























EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hours and forty-seven min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

The person who or corporation which would have been liable if death had 
not ensued shall be liable to an action for damages for such death, notwithstand- 
ing the death of the person injured, even though the death shall have been 
caused under circumstances which constitute a felony. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 15 of section 1 of the amendment, after the 
word ‘‘recovery,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘ under this act:’’ so as 
to read: 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of Jon- 
ATHAN CHACE, chosen by the Legislature of Rhode Island a Senator 
from that State to fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of the late 
Henry B. Anthony. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title; and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill ty R. a granting a pension to Creet H. Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; 

A bill tr R. a8} for the relief of Emily Agnel; 

A bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. Huggins; 

A bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Annie E. Bailey; 

A bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Ran- 
dall, widow of Capt. Fernando Randall; 

A bill (H. R. 1898) granting a perision to Harriet Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension to Benjamin Jeffries; 

A bill i R. 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; 


Provided, That in no case shall the recovery under this act exceed the sum of 
$10,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In line 3 of section 1 of the amendment, after the 
word ‘*‘whenever,’’ I move to insert the words “‘ by an injury done or 
happening;’’ so as to read: 

That whenever, byan injury done or happening within the limits of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the death of a person shall be caused hy the wrongful act, &c. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to have the amendment as 
amended reported. 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment as amended, as follows: 


That whenever, by an injury done or happening within the limits of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the death of a person shall be caused by the wrongful act, 
neglect, or default of any person or corporation, and the act, neglect, or default 
is such as would, if death had not easued, have entitled the party injured, or, if 
the person injured be a married woman, have entitled her husband, either sep- 
arately or by joining with the wife, to maintain an action and recover damages, 
the person who or corporation which would have been liable if death had not 
ensued shall be liable toan action for damages for such death, notwithstandi 
the death of the person injured, even though the death shall have been cman 
under circumstances which constitute a ee ; . That in no case shall 
the recovery under this act exceed the sum of $10,000. 

Src. 2. That every such action shall be brought by and in the name of the per- 
sonal representative of such deceased person and within two years after the 
death of the party injured. 

Seo. 3. That the damages recovered in such action shall not be ropriated 
to the payment of the debts or liabilities of such deceased person, but shal) in- 
ure to the benefit of his or her family, and be distributed according to the pro- 
visions of the statute of distributions in force in said District of Columbia. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee as amended. 


A bill (H. R. 3833) for the relief of John W. Robson; 

A bill (H. R. tore} granting a pension to William Strickland; 
A bill (H. R. 4079) granting a pension to James D. Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension Cordelia Gale; 

A bill i R. 4668) for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr. ; 


A bill (H. R. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
Jones; 





The amendment as amended was agreed to. A bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of Charles Milk; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Sarah Parry; 
was concurred in. A bill (H. R. 5665) to increase the pension of Charles H. Brigance 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read | from $8 to $20 per month; 

a third time. A bill (H. R. 5798 ting a pension to John E. Denham; 

The bill was read the third time, and i A bill tr R. 5902) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill (S. 2149) authorizing suits fordamagesin| A bill (H. R. 5969) increasing the pension of Frederic 8. Rich; 
cases of death caused by the ra act, neglect, or default of a per- A bill (H. R. 6011) granting an increase ———- to Robert Carey; 
son or corporation in the District of Columbia, now upon the Calendar, A bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson; 
reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, is almost | A bill (H. R. 6882 —— a ion to John Otis; 
precisely the same as the bill we have just passed. I move the in-| A bill (H. R. 6946 the relief of ee oe McCarty; 
definite postponement of the Senate bill. F A bill (H. R. 7092) for the relief of Anthony Beyer; 

The motion was agreed to. A bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to James 0. McKenna; 
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. 7262) increasing the pension of Elmina P. Spencer; 
. 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; 
. 7308) for the relief of David Fried; 
. 7313) granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; 
. 7336) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 
. 7337) for the relief of Amy Lewis; 
. 7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; 
. 7340) granting a pension to John Sparr; 
. 7502) granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; 
. 7561) to allow a pension to George F. West; 
. 7572) granting a pension to Amos McDowell; 
A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord; 
A bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension to Mrs. Mdeline E. Chad- 
bourne; 
A bill (H. 7709) granting a pension to Louisa A. Estes; 
A bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief of Pardon H. Morey; 
A bill 7731) granting a pension to Lois B. Smith; 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
Quinn; 
A bill (H. R. 7773) granting a pension to William E. Ayers; and 
A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander S. Dana Greene, United States Navy. 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


A 
A-e 


(H. 31) 
(H. R. 7732) 


ATTEMPT TO DESTROY BRITISH PARLIAMENT HOUSE. 


Mr. BAYARD submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed: 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States has heard with indignation and 
profound sorrow of the attempt to destroy the Houses of Parliament and other 
public buildings in London, and hereby expresses its horror and detestation of 
such monstrous crimes against civilization. F 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) 

the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 24, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
8S. Liypsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I understood the Journalas read to state 
that the motion I made yesterday on the last vote before the recess was 
to reconsider and lay on the table. My motion was to reconsider, and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] moved to lay on the table, 
and then the House adjourned. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Journal to be examined 
and corrected, if necessary. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no further correction the Journal will 


be approved as corrected. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that that change 
of a vote may perhaps change the result. 

The SPEAKER. On that roll-call 129 members voted in the affirm- 
ative and 122 in the negative. 


CLAIMS OF OMAHA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of 20th instant from the Secretary of the 
Interior, presenting, with accompanying papers, a draught of proposed legisla- 
tion providing for the settlement of certain claims of the Omaha Indians, in Ne- 


braska, against the Winnebago Indians, on account of horses stolen by mem- 
bers of the latter tribe from the Omahas. 


The subject is commended to the favorable consideration and action of the 
Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXEcUTIVE MANSION, January 23, 1885. 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
the following message from the President of the United States: which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State of the 22d instant, re- 
specting an estimate of an appropriation to enable the Department of State to 
cause & a search to 


lating to the elaims i 
e elaims in 
thereof; said — 
to carry out requirements of section 5of the act approved January 20, 
to provide for the ascertainment of the claims of American citizens for 


committed by the French prior to the 3lst of July, 1801. 


CHESTER A. TR. 
E ‘ on. ARTHUR 
Washington, January 23, 1885. 


| on Expenditures in the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed 


| the Secretary of the Navy of an appropriation to pay claim for dam 





| 
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CONTINGENT FUND OF NAVY DEPARTMENT 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a statement of 
expenditures of the contingent fund for the Navy Department for th« 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1884; which was referred to the Committee 


rHE 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate from 


MESSAGERIES MARITIMES STEAMSHIP COMPANY 


ages of the Messageries Maritimes Steamship Company; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of ap 
propriations required to supply deficiency in the appropriations for the 
various departments of the Government for the current fiscal year; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CUSTOM HOUSE, DUBUQUE, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Supervising Architect recommending an appropriation of $10,000 for 
the approaches to the United States custom-house at Dubuque, lowa; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ABINGDON, VA. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from 
the Supervising Architect upon the necessity of an additional appro 
priation for the public building at Abingdon, Va.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MINNEAPOLIS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Supervising Architect, and recommending an extension 
of the appropriation for the public building at Minneapolis, Minn. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of claims 
allowed which have arisen under the act of July 4, 1864; which was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

IMPROVEMENTS ON MESCALERO RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate from 
the Secretary of the Interior of an appropriation to purchase certain 
improvements within the Mescalero Indian reservation in New Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NORFOLK NAVY-YARD BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from 
the Secretary of the Navy of an appropriation for refitting, altering, and 
constructing buildings at the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF CERTAIN COLLECTORS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, with inciusures, transmit- 
ting estimate of an appropriation for the paymentof certain collectors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. ¢ 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 





made of the records of the French prize courts | 
inclusive, to ascertain whether any evidence or documents re- | 

question still exist, and, if so, the nature and character | 
iminary search being intended to aid the Department of State | 









A bill (H. R. 7872) to remove the political disabilities of Gabriel H 
Hill, of Virginia; and 
| A bill (H. R. 7963) to remove the political disabilities o 
| Jones, of Virginia. 


Y 


rd 


Pembroke 


WITHDRAWAL PAPERS. 

Mr. GREENLEAF,Jby unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers 
in the pension case of Sarah L. Bragg. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 
| Mr. WOLFORD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
printed in the RecorD remarks on the resolution instructing the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary to consider and report on the right of the Sen- 
ate to originate appropriation bills. 
Mr. BLANCHARD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print 


or 
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remarks on the resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 


HurRD] yesterday concerning the educational bill. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I offered yesterday in regard to chang- 
ing the hour of meeting. It is a privileged matter, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
calls up for present consideration the resolution offered by him yester- 
day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order against this proposition, 
and ask the reading of clause 43, Rule XT. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I would like to hear the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. My voice is not strong this morning. The read- 
ing of the rule will suffice to state my point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All proposed action touching the rules and joint rules shall be referred to the 
Committee on Rules 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘‘Shall be.”’ 

Mr. KEIFER. There is another rule that relates to this subject. 

Mr. VALENTINE. My judgment is that this point of order should 
have been made yesterday. 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition was not then up for consideration, 
and I could not make the point. I am advised that points of order 
were reserved. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The point of order now made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was not made yesterday. The only point of order 
then made was that under the rules the proposition must lie over one day. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; I made the point of order that it changed the 
rules and must go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I read from the Recorp: 


Mr. Mriis. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that would change a 
rule of the House, 


Mr. MILLS. Precisely; and must go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I knew that the proposition changed the rules; 
it was the intention and object to do so; but I gave notice—— 

Mr. MILLS. Well, I make the point now; I reserve it. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order has been made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania; but the Chair will hear the gentleman from Ne- 
braska. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 
order now, a day having elapsed; and we are entitled now to have the 
resolution considered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say that the proposition was not up for consid- 
eration yesterday, and I was not required to make the point then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will very gladly listen to any statement ot 
my friend from Pennsylvania. I prefer indeed to hear him on this 
question before addressing the House myself. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not mean to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No; but you are doing it. 

I think it would be in order at this time under the rules and prac- 
tice of the House to make a motion to refer this resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules; but I believe and shall insist that under the practice 
and rules it is too late at this time to make the point of order which 
under the rule would send the proposition there. 

In the last Congress the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
raised this question, and on the day when he gave notice of a proposi- 
tion of this kind there was considerable discussion touching this ques- 
tion under the rules. In that case the Chair entertained a motion 
made by Mr. Robinson, then a member from Massachusetts, by which 
the resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. That action, 
however, was had on the very day the proposition was first presented, 
and a point of order made was overruled. I say that now, gentlemen 
having failed yesterday to send this resolution to the Committee on 
Rules by a point of order under the rules, it is to-day too late to send 


it there by such a point; you must do so, if at all, by the action of | 


the Heuse. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the point I make is 
not too late. I submit also that the point was made yesterday by the 
gentleman from Texas. But the proper time for the point of order tobe 
raised is when the question is up for consideration. 

Mr. VALENTINE. There seems to be a misunderstanding or mis- 
apprehension of what was done yesterday touching the making of a 
point of order. Should that question become material, I think it is 
well to refer to the REcoRD to ascertain what was done. The gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLS] made the only point of order recorded 
herein the Recorp. It is in this language: 

I make the point of order that that would change a rule of the House. 


Mr. MILLS. And must therefore go to the Committee on Rules. 
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Mr. VALENTINE. Now, in orderto make a point of order effective 
you must state the exact point. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no! 

Mr. VALENTINE. Oh, yes! My friend from Pennsylvania has 
frequently so held in the chair, and has required members to state the 
exact point. When a member has said, ‘‘I make a point of order 
against the proposition,’’ the Chair has uniformly asked, ‘*‘ What is the 
point ?’’ and then the member would state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMIL- 
LIN] yesterday, when this proposition was presented, demanded the 
regular order, which reserved all points of order. 

Mr. VALENTINE. This was then the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will state the language adopted by the gentleman 
from Texas in making the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana will suspend his re- 
marks a m@ment, and the Chair will suspend business in the House 
until order is restored on the floor. The gentlemen will resume their 
seats and stop conversation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language used is this: 

Mr. MILts. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order it would change a rule of 
the House. 

Now, certainly that is a good presentation of the point of order in 
general terms, except that it does not refer to that particular rule of the 
House which requires an amendment of the rules to be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. It is perfect in all else. I submit the custom is 
not to reserve the pointof order. It is done uniformly in general terms. 
The Chair will observe that immediately after Mr. MCMILLIN demanded 
the regular order, so nothing further could occur. I submit according 
to the practice of the House the point of order was clearly and distinctly 
made. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to say before I could finish by stating that it 
must go to the Committee on Rules a dozen gentlemen got up and made 
the point of order. The ‘gentleman from Nebraska who offered the 
resolution acknowledged the point of order to be good and waived all 
further question by saying it would lay over for one day. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is what I thought. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it is entirely 
immaterial what was the scope of the objection of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS]. No objection was needed. We have two rules 
of the House that control this matter. The first, as mentioned by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], is that this being a 
proposition to change the rules of the House it ‘* shall be referred to the 
Committee on Rules.’? There is no way under the practice of the 
House to avoid that peremptory command except by suspension of the 
rules or by a motion to refer to some other committee. The natural 
order, therefore, is that it shall go to the Committee on Rules unless 
some other reference be made. 

We would not send to any other committee a proposed change of the 
rules. Thereis no suggestion of any suspension of the rules in order to 
give this a hearing. And now the only reliance of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] ison Rule XXVIII, which declares that no 
standing rule or order of the House shall be changed without one day’s 
notice of the intention to do it. He makes the point thatif any mem- 
ber shall give one day’s notice tochange the rules of the House he shall 
have the right of the floor as a matter of privilege, without reference 
to any committee whatever of any and all proposed changes of the rules. 
The very statementof it is a reduction to absurdity. We could occupy 
the time of the House any day and every day by simply saying that to- 
morrow we will propose a change in this, that, or the other rule, claim- 
ing the right of the floor to discuss the subject-matter. 

The two rules well consist. One is that the Committee on Rules 
shall first consider and report proposed changes; the other is a limita- 
tion on the time of discussion of proposed changes. That the House 
may not be taken unaware may be one reason of the limitation. But 
the House has also put on the change of the rules the safeguard that no 
rule shall be changed until the Committee on Rules shall have had a 


hearing and reported to the House. 


Suppose this referred to the Committee on Rules now to-day, and the 
committee should meet in five minutes and bring back a report. It 
might be said, inasmuch as notice was given of it yesterday, it could be 
heard now. But suppose it had been referred to the Committee on 
Rules yesterday, and they had reported in five minutes. It could not 
have been heard, because Rule XXVIII is a limitation of time. The 
two things are absolutely distinct. You shall not take the House un- 
aware, even though the Committee on Rules reported in favor of a 
change, and the proposed change must go through the Committee on 
Rules in order to get the sense of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I should like to suggest that the point of order 
can be as well made now as at any other time—that the point of order 
in reference to any matter pending can be made whenever the consid- 
eration of the question comes up in the House. The rule expressly 

vides certain matters must be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and that point of order can 
be made at any time before the consideration is begun. So any matter 
considered by the House when subject to the point of order—the point 
is good if made at any time before consideration is commenced. This 
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matter has not been considered by the House, and the most favorable And reference is made to the Journal of the first session of the Forty- 
aspect in which it presents itself is that the gentleman has placed him- | sixth Congress, page 437. This is specifically stated here, and covers 
self in position to bring it to the consideration of the House by giving | entirely the case presented by the motion of the gentleman from Ne 
the one day’s notice required by the rule. It may now be brought up | braska. There is no doubt, sir, but that the House can, if it does not 
for consideration, but before being entered upon, it is in order at any | wanttovote upona proposed amendment without having it first consid- 
time to make the point of orderagainst it. That point of order, under | ered by the Committee on Rules at any time it could on yesterday—with 
Rule XI, will carry it to the Committee on Rules. reference to this proposed amendment, and I think could to-day—by a 
Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I do not know this point of order has | motion refer it totheCommittee on Rules. But I maintain that under 
been decided under this system of rules, as they are called, but it seems | the first clause of the twenty-eighth rule it is in order now for con- 
to me that the power which the House has over its rulesis complete and | sideration, having had the one day’s notice provided by the rule. 
absolute, because it is a constitutional power, and that the Housecan | Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, | maintain that this is not a ques- 
not take away from itself the power that is conferred upon it by the | tion of the equity or the wisdom of the rules. It is a question as to 
Constitution. I suppose the House must atany time have the right to | what is the rule. 
change its rules. I do not see how the House can limit itself. Mr. REED. That first question has long since ceased to be mooted 
Now, here are two provisions in our rules: the one is that such mat- | [Laughter. | 
ters shall be referred to the Committee on Rules; the other is that the Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Rules do not stand in any dif- 
House shall not consider such matters unless a day’s notice be given. | ferent relation toward the House as to reports from that committee 
A day’s notice has been given of this change of the rule. [| take it it than do the other committees of this House. There is no compulsion 
is entirely optional on the part of the House whether it shall refer | on them, nor is there any compulsion on any committee with reference 
this to the Committee on Rules or not; but if the House thinks it will | to its reports. Next, I maintain that the opinion to which the gentle- 
not refer it to the Committee on Rules, then it seems to me the ques- | man refers, if my memory is correct, was delivered before these rules 
tion is open to the consideration of the House; because otherwise | were adopted. 
there is no way under our rules by which the rules can be changed ex- Mr. KEIFER. But were not the old rules identical in this respect 
cept by the consent of the Committee on Rules. There is no way, if with the present rules? I think that will be found to be the case 
the doctrine of the gentlemon from Pennsylvania be correct, under our | without the change of a word. 


present system, after a proposed modification is ‘referred to the Com- Mr. VALENTINE. They are verbatim the same. 
mittee on Rules, to getit out of the clutches of that committee by the | Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Well, there was no point of order 
House if they do not see proper to report it. made, perhaps. There is a point of order raised here. 

If the doctrine of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be sound, there- Mr. KEIFER. But that rule required, just as this, notice of the 
fore, this proposed action must go to the Committee on Rules, and if | proposed amendment to the rules. 
they do not choose to report it there is an end of it. Now, we can not Mr. RANDALL. The House has restricted itself as to the manner 


deprive ourselves of our constitutional power in any such way. There | of changing the rules; and the question of the restoration of that 
is no provision in our rules for a motion to discharge the committee | power is one of policy and not of principle. 
from the further consideration of the subject and bring it before the | Mr. VALENTINE. I scarcely know what I ought to do at this time 
House. Our rules do not provide for any such thing. That would fa- | touching this resolution. I deem it very important that there should 
cilitate business; hence it is not permissible under our system. [Laugh- | beaspecificruling on this question. In the last Congress it arose identi- 
ter. ] cally as it has arisen here; and it went off without a decision under a 
I have always supposed that there was one thing which the House | motion made by Mr. Robinson, of Massachusetts, as he said for the 
could do, and that was to exercise its constitutional power to make | purpose of relieving the Speaker from any embarrassment at that time. 
rules for its own future guidance. I am certain that I have seen since | | do not know if the Speaker feels at this time sufficiently informed on 
I have been here, but whether under this system of rules or not I do | the question to make a ruling. I do not know that he has examined 





not remember precisely, this very motion prevail. the question with sufficient care to make a ruling to-day. I do not 
Mr. KIEFER rose. know if it is my duty at this time to make a like motion or not. I fear 
Mr. DINGLEY. With the consent of my colleague I will refer | if the Speaker should rule against me on this matter, and hold that the 
him—— resolution should go to the Committee on Rules, that will send it to a 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has been recognized. | tomb and this Congress will never reach it. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I merely desire to make a suggestion to my.col- If it be true, as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 


league in connection with his remarks. He stated that he was sure of | RANDALL], that this House has, by its rules adopted in the Forty-sixth 
the fact that during his service such a case had arisen, but whether un- | Congress, so placed itself in the power of five members of this body 
der the old or the new rules he was not certain. I wish to call his at- | that it can do nothing without their consent, then, indeed, we are in a 
tention to the case to which he refers. sad plight, and something ought to be done to get out of this position 
In the Forty-sixth Congress, on the 28th day of May, 1879, when the | in which we are placed by a former Congress, and by the adoption of 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] had proposed to submit an | the rules as a whole by this Congress at its first. session. Therefore | 
amendment to Rule XX XI asan independent motion, a point of order | have raised this question, and I hope that the House will have an op- 
was made against it; and on the 4th day of June, 1879, a motion to | portunity as a body to pass upon it in some shape, as to whether it, sit- 
amend the rules as an independent motion was decided to be in order. | ting here, composed of more than three hundred members, shall be held 
On the three hundred and eighty-eighth page of the Digest it is stated | down, tied down as it were, at the bidding of five of its members, in re- 
that— ; gard to the doing of any business that it may desire—which a majority, 
Notice of an amendment to the rules is in order as an independent motion, | OT all, if you please, but one member of this body, may desire to consider. 
but must lie over one day under clause 1 of Rule XXVIII. I hope that the Speaker will give to the House an opportunity to pass 
I understand the rules as they existed at that time in relation to an | upon that question. ; 
amendment to the rules were precisely the same as they are to-day. Mr. RANDALL. As adecision of mine has been referred to I have 
Mr. VALENTINE. That is correct. That decision was made bv | caused it tobe looked up, and it will be seen after it has been read that it 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I remember perfectly. The mo- | related simply to the question of reference as it involved one day’s notice 
tion was made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. The Clerk read as follows: P 
Gina ean eee eae a SPRINGER. I also gave notice of the resolution which bsend tothe Clerk's 
Congresses under the old rules; and while I have not had time to ex- The Clerk read as follows : 
amine that provision of the rule under which such decisions have been aes — Rule LI be amended by adding thereto the following: 
made, my recollection now is that the present rule is identical with our enfiniaiéd’ basinens San tee ee aia Uae chanel be < Wrone a 
old rules in that respect. The confusion existing in the minds of mem- | when such business would be in order.” eet 
bers with reference to this subject arises no doubt from the fact that, | Mt. CONGER. What is that? idi 
following the ordinary course of legislation relating to the business in isunttde Gankin ah ee rere 
the House, amendments to the rules are required,when introduced, * * * * * “ * 
under the call in the regular way for the introduction and reference of P i> ao The oienen oe et [Mr. prossaees will give his at- 
g . ention. 1e Chair understooc > ge 8 2 » di < f fo 
ag hp - under such call to the Committee on Rules. the reference of this resolution to i tecsadiies om Relea es fi 
. makes provision for the case of a member offer- Mr. SPRINGER. I see that according to the ruling of the former Speaker it 
ing an amendment to the rules under his individual right as a mem- ~—— . offered mg rereeaae., " 

: i : . . ne SPEAKER. e Chair does ow the icati ice give ‘ 
ber; — to oe in his right as.a member to have the rules states that the practice of Ste licens Sis tae Utetaaion men ne 
oo e may offer an amendment to the rules by giving notice to | amendments to the rules during the morning hour of Monday for reference. 
the House of his intention, in which case the proposed amendment Mr. Concer. The gentleman did not ask for its reference and does not now, a4 
shall lie over one day before being called up for consideration. 

Now, the Speaker of the Forty-sixth Congress distinctly ruled on 
this Lg ey which will be found by reference to page 388 of the 





former Speaker. 
Mr. SprRincer. Then I offer it for reference. 
* * . * 


I understand. 
following words: 


The Speaker. Then the Chair states that he has nota right now to introduce 
the resolution, except for reference; and that is based upon the decision of the 
Notice of an amendment to the rules is in order asan ind i 
ependent motion, but 
must lie over one day under clause 1 of Rule XXVIII. 


* * © 


Mr. Concer. Then the Chair does not entertain the proposition, as it is not 
offered for reference. 


ee 
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The Speaker. The Chair has stated to the gentleman from Illinois that he can 
not receive the proposition except for reference, and the Chair understands the 
gentleman now tointroduce it forreference. For this purpose the Chair enter- 
tains it. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. RANDALL. It will be observed the point involved here to-day 
was not entered upon at all in that decision. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire tosay one word about a suggestion of the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE]. He states that because 
a former Speaker of the House was embarrassed by the like question 
and his party relieved him, therefore the present Speaker should get 
embarrassed also and leave it to the House to relieve him. It seems 
to me that that would be a dangerous practice. If the House, in par- 
ticular squads, for instance, or sections of men, should desire to change 
the rules so as to get at particular measures, they would vote from in- 
terested standpoints. The Speaker decides judicially; and it is per- 
fectly right that as this has been an open question it should now be 
closed by some sort of ruling. If the Speaker shall be one way or the 
other—and I have not the slightest idea which way he is—his voice 
ought to be given to the House at least as argument in case there should 
be an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. Rule XXVIII of the House provides that— 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day's notice of the motion therefor, &c. 

The Chair supposes that this notice might be given in two ways. A 
member might rise in his place and state that on the next day, or upon 
some succeeding day, he would propose to amend the rules in a certain 
way; or he might accomplish the same purpose by presenting to the 
House a proposition to amend the rules in a particular way. And the 
Chair supposes that the question as to whether or not the point of order 
can now be made that this proposition must have its first consideration 
in the Committee on Rules depends upon the same consideration, no mat- 
ter in which one of those methods the notice might have been originally 
given. 

Suppose a gentleman had risen on the floor yesterday and simply 
given notice under this rule that on to-day he would propose a motion 
to amend the rules, stating the character of the amendment, of course 
no question could then have been made that it must have its first con- 
sideration in the Committee on Rules. So it was on yesterday when 
the gentleman from Nebraska presented his proposition. It was a mere 
notice to the House under Rule XXVIII of a proposition to amend its 
rules, and the Chair thinks that the point of order, if it can be made at 
all, can properly be made to-day when the subject actually comes before 
the House. 

The next question is, whether these rules provide two different meth- 
ods for their own amendment; that is tosay, whether they provide two 
different methods for bringiag before the House for actual consideration 
a proposition to amend the rules. The Chair thinks not. The Chair 
thinks the two rulesare not atall inconsistent with each other, but they 
very well stand together. 

A proposition to amend the rules can not beconsidered by the House 
at all until there has been one day’s notice given, either on the floor, 
as suggested by the Chair, or by the presentation of the proposition 
itself; but thegiving of that notice in either form does not seem to dis- 
pense with the forty-third clause of Rule XI, which provides expressly 
that it shall be referred to the Committee on Rules. If the Committee 
on Rules should make a report to the House of a proposition to amend 
the standing rules orordersof this body which had not been referred to 
them more than one day before the report was made, the Chair would 
have no hesitation in saying that the report must lie one day on the 
table before it could be considered. But when a proposition to amend 
the rules has been made in the House and referred to the Committee 
on Rules one day before it is reported on, the Chair would have no 
hesitation in holding that it would then come up for consideration, 
because all the requirements of both these rules of the House in such 
a case have been complied with. 

The Chair thinks that whatever may be the power of the House itself 
over its own rules, he is bound by all of them as they stand for the time 
being, and that this point of order can be made now and is well taken. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. I desire to ask the Chair whether a motion can be en- 
tertained to consider this proposed amendment to the rules without its 
reference to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the only way to reach that is to 
discharge the Committee on Rules from the consideration of the mat- 
ter, or else appeal from the decision of the Chair and get the judgment 
= ww House that the proposition has not gone to the Committee on 

ules. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make another parliamentary inquiry. Is it 
in order to move now to discharge the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. REED. I wish toask the Chair anotherquestion. At whattime 
is it in order under the rules to move to discharge the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule of the House prescribing a time 
when any motion of that character can be regularly made, either as to 
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the Committee on Rules or as to any other committee of the House; 
but there is a time provided by the rules of the House when motions 
can be made to suspend all the rules and, by a two-thirds vote, accom- 
plish any parliamentary proceeding that gentlemen desire 

Mr. REED. I will ask the Chair whether the question of a change 
of the rules is not a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; for presentation, and for consideration when 
presented in a proper way, under the rules. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair allow me toask another question? Ido 
not know that it has ever been up before, but I would like to suggest 
to the Chair that this may be a question of privilege for consideration, 
and that therefore a motion, on a question of privilege, to discharge the 
committee, might be in order at any time. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks not. A motion to discharge the 
committee is one which does not seem to be provided for at all by the 
rules of the House as a regular proceeding. So, motions for the adop- 
tion of simple resolutions of the House, concurrent resolutions, and va- 
rious other parliamentary propositions, are not provided for at all by 
the rules, but must be made by unanimous consent or by suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. REED. Then, under the rules of the House, the majority is de- 
prived of the control of its rules, and is relegated to the two-thirds pro- 
vision. 

The SPEAKER. Just as the majority is deprived of power with re- 
gard to any other proposition referred to any other committee of the 
House. 

Mr. REED. Then I simply desire to point out to the House that 
there is no possibility of discharging a committee under our present 
rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know whether upon a motion to 
refer this proposition to the Committee on Rules it is in order to move 
to instruct the committee. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no such motion made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move that this proposition be referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has referred it to the Committee on 
Rules by the decision just made, unless that decision beoverruled by the 
House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the Chair hold that upon the introduc- 
tion of a proposition of this character it would go to the committee un- 
der a point of order without a motion to refer it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then! will ask the Chair if itis in order, upon 
the point of order ‘being made, to move to refer the proposition with 
instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided, upon the point of order, 
that this resolution goes to the Committee on Rules, just as the Chair 
would have decided upon a point of order that a bill introduced making 
an appropriation would go to the Committee on Appropriations or a 
bill raising revenue to the Committee on Ways and Means. No motion 
has been made or is necessary to be made to refer this proposition to 
the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make another parliamentiary in- 
quiry. Will it be in order now to make a motion to instruct the Com- 
mittee on Rules in relation to this proposition? 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent; and the regular order 
is demanded. The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 


REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to report back with amendments the bill (8. 1793) to amend sec- 
tion 4434 of title 52 of the Revised Statutes, concerning commerce and 
navigation and the regulation of steam-vessels. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. The bill will be referred 
to the House Calendar and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

LEWES, DEL., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3570) to constitute Lewes, in the State of Del- 
aware, a port of delivery, and for other purposes; which was referred 
eee House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin 

TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7569) to amend an act entitled “‘An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ ved June 10, 1880; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 


a 
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| purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accom 


Mr. WOODWARD, from the Committee onCommerce, reported back panying report ordered to be printed. 


favorably the bill (H. R. 4119) relating to the construction of a light- | 

house at Grand Marais, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee | 

on Appropriations, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
TRANSPORTATION OF LIVE-STOCK. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably a resolution in relation to the transportation of live-stock by rail- | 
way companies; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the | 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

POWLETT GUN-CARRIAGE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 8036) to provide for building and testing the Powlett gun- | 
carriage; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 





OFFICERS FOR RECRUITING DEPOTS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. Res. 305, a joint resolution (H. Res. 318) 
authorizing the appointment from the enlisted men of the Army of one 
sergeant-major and not exceeding four firstsergeants foreach of the three 
general recruiting depots; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 305) was, by unanimous consent, laid on 
the table. 





NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR BATON ROUGE, LA. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5751) making an appropriation 
to construct a road and approaches from the Mississippi River through 
the city of Baton Rouge, La., to the national military cemetery, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR MARIETTA, GA. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 172) making appropria- 
tion to build a road from the city of Marietta, Ga., to the national cem- 
etery near that city; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


SWAMP LANDS IN MINNESOTA. , 


Mr. STRAIT, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of certain settlers on swamp 
lands in Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF LOTS IN PERU, IOWA. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraisement and sale of 
lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa; which wasreferred to 
the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PARTITION OF LAND IN LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. YOUNG, from theCommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2149) authorizing the partition 
of certain land in Louisville, Ky., belonging jointly to John Echols 
and the Government of the United States; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to state that this report was authorized by 
the committee some time since, and it was supposed that the bill had 
been reported, but through some inadvertence or oversight it did not 
get on the Calendar. 


REGISTRATION OF TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. 4553) to amend the law in relation to the registra- 
tion of trade-marks; which was referred to the House Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered fd be printed. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 


Mr. HALSELL, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
Ne back favorably the bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of Joseph F. 


Mr. HALSELL. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House a request for unan- 
imous consent can not be entertained during the call of committees. 
Bills must go to the proper Calendar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
SALE OF DISTRICT PROPERTY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7557) to provide 
for the sale of real property in the District of Columbia, and for other 


DAMAGES FOR WRONGFUL ACTS, ETC 
Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7260) authorizing a 
husband or wife and next of kin to maintain an action to recover dam 
ages for the wrongful and negligent act of a person or corporation within 
the District of Columbia resulting in death; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


| printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICIAL REGISTER 
Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back fa 


| vorably joint resolution (H. Res. 314) providing for the distribution of 


certain copies of the Official Register of the United States; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. SLOCUM, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, reported back, as a substitute for H. R 
7537, a bill (H. R. 8037) to amend the tenth section of the act to re 
move certain burdens on the American merchant marine, &c.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ARREARS OF 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, from the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, .and Back Pay, reported back favorably the bill (H 
R. 2802) to allow arrears of pension to certain invalid pensioners whos« 
names were dropped from the pensicn-rolls and by act of Congress 
subsequently were restored; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF 


PENSION. 


BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize the gentlemen who 
were not in when their committees were called. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [riseto make a parliamentary inquiry, whether 
the first business this morning is not the unfinished business of yeste1 
day? 

The SPEAKER. 


mittees. 


The Chair has not yet concluded the call of com 


“YELLOWSTONE PARK. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming (by Mr. HILL), from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, reported back favorably the bill (S. 221) toamend sections 2474 
and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting apart a 
certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone 
River as a public park. 

The SPEAKER. Does it make an appropriation or create new offi- 
ces? 

Mr. HILL. 
the park. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether the 
business pending yesterday afternoon at the time the House took a re- 
cess for the evening session dves not come up properly for action at this 
time? The purpose was to take up the Mexican pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing about the purposes of 
gentlemen on the floor. There was nothing pending but the motion to 


It simply provides for a change of the boundary line of 


adjourn. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. There was the motion of the gentleman to re- 
consider. 


The SPEAKER. Yes; to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. All motions in relation to that subject fall with the adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I desire to submit the motion now to go 
to the business upon the Speaker’s table for the purpose of taking up 
the Mexican pension bill and considering the Senate amendments. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I move that.the House go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of taking up 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. That has precedence under the rules of the House, 
which provide that a motion to go into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider appropriation bills or bills 
raising revenue shall take precedence over motions to go to business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

HARRIET A. D. CORTS. 

Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8038) 
granting a pension to Harriet A. D. Corts; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FOLLETT, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
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bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of | Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending | 


June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I reserveall points of order on that bill. 


PROTECTION OF CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, submitted the following conference 
report. 

The Cierk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses ~ 
the amendments of the House to bill of the Senate No. 729, for the protection of 


children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having met, after 


full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 


1. In line LI of section 2, that the Senate recede from disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the House, and agree to the same with the addition of the words “ or 


sight ;*’ so the clause will read “in their presence or sight;"’ and the House agree 
to the same, 


2. In lines 2 and 3 of section 4, that in lieu of the words “twenty-one,” as 
amended 7 the House to read “ sixteen,’’ both Houses agree to the substitution 


of the word “ eighteen.”’ 
WM. L. WILSON, 
J. T. SPRIGGS, 
E. JEFFORDS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 

AUSTIN F. PIKE, 

JOSEPH E. BROWN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following is the statement accompanying the report under the 
rule: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 729) for 
the protection of children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
submit the following statement in explanation of the conference report: 

I. In line 11 of section 2, the Senate bill conferred on certain officers *‘ power to 
arrest without warrant all persons violating within their view any law relating 
to oraffecting the protection of children.’ The Housesubstitu for the words 
‘within their view’ the words “in their presence,’’ as less equivocal. The 
Senate agrees to this amendment, with the addition of the words “‘or sight; "’ so 
that the clause as now agreed to reads, “in their presence or sight.” 

Il. In lines 2 and 3 of section 4, by the Senate bill it was made criminal to 
entice, decoy, place, take, or receive any female child under the age of 21 years 
into any house of ill-fame,”’ &. The House substituted ‘16 years’’ for “ 21 
years.”’ Both Houses now agree upon “18 years.”’ 


WM. L. WILSON, 
J. THOS. SPRIGGS, 
E. JEFFORDS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The conference report was adopted. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Would it now bein order to introduce an amend- 
ment or proposed amendment to the rule offered by the gentleman 
from Nebraska for reference to the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 
purpose. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I send to the desk a proposed amendment which 
I ask to be referred to the Committee on Rules with the proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That after the reading of the proposed bill or measure 
and before the request for unanimous consent to its consideration is announ 
by the Chair, there shall be given, upon the demand of any member, five min- 


utes for debate in favor of and five minutes for debate against the consideration 
of the proposed measure. 


The proposed amendment was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson; one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 7131) to au- 
thorize suits for damages where death results from the wrongful act or 
neglect of any person or corporation in the District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a con- 
current resolution providing for the printing of 3,000 copies of the com- 
munication of the Secretary of State in relation to claimants under the 
French spoliation claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SKINNER, of New York, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
in his family. 
To Mr. WuHIrTeE, of Minnesota, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Spriaas, for ten days, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee that the House do now resolve itself into 





sideration of general appropriation bills. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 57. 
Mr. REED. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 116, not 
voting 90; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Aiken, Davidson, Long, Slocum, 
Alexander, Dibble, poe Snyder, 
Bagley, Dibrell, man, Stewart, Charles 
Barbour, Dockery, cAdoo, Storm, 
Barksdale, Eaton, MeMillin, Sumner, D. H 
| Bennett, Eldredge, Maybu Swope, 
Blount, Eliis, Miller, q F. Taylor, J.M 
Boyle, Ermentrout, Mills, Throckmorton, 
Bratton, Findlay, Money, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Follett, Morgan, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Forney, Morse, Tully, 
Burnes, Garrison, Murphy, Turner, H.G 
Cabell, Gibson, Mutchler, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, Halsell, Nicholls, Van Eaton, 
Cam ll, Felix Hammond, Oates, Wallace, 
Candler, Hancock, Ochiltree, Warner, A. J. 
Chace, Hatch, W. H. O’ Ferrall, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, Hemphill, Paige, Wellborn, 
Clay, Henley, Peel, Weller, 
Clements, Herbert, Pierce, Williams, 
Collins, Hewitt, G. W. Potter, Willis, 
Connolly, Hill, Pryor, Wilson, James 
Converse, Hoblitzell, Pusey, Wilson, W.L 
Cook, Hopkins, Ran Winans, E. B 
Cosgrove, Houseman, Reagan, Wise, G. D 
Covington, Hunt, Reese, Yaple, 
Cox, W. R. Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Young. 
Crisp, Jordan, Seymour, 
Culberson, D.B. Lanham, Singleton, 
Dargan, Lewis, Skinner, T. G. 
NAYS—116. 
Adams, G. E. George, Murray, Springer, 
Anderson, Glascock, Neece, Steele, 
Atkinson, Hanback, Nelson, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Harmer, Nutting, Stevens, 
. Hatch, H. H O'Hara, Stewart, J. W. 
“Bisbee, Haynes, Patton, Stockslager, 
Boutelle, Henderson, D. B. Payne, Stone, 
Breitung Henderson, T. J. Perkins, Strait, 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, Peters, Taylor, E.B. 
Brown, W .-W Hiscock, Pettibone, Taylor, J.D. 
Browne, T. M Holman, Phelps, Thomas, 
Budd, Holmes, Poland, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. Houk, Post, Valentine, 
Cannon, Jeffords, Price, Vance, 
Cobb, Jones, BW. Ranney Wadsworth, 
Craig Keifer, Ray, G. W. Wait, 
Gelinetese. W.W. Kleiner, Ray, Ossian Wakefield, 
Cullen, Lacey, Reed, Ward, 
Cutcheon Lamb, Rice, Washburn, 
Davis, G R. Lawrence, Riggs, Weaver, 
Davis, R. T. Libbey, well, Wemple, 
Dingley, Lovering, Rogers, W. F White, J. D. 
Dunham, ory Rosecrans, Whiting, 
English, McCoid, Rowell, Winans, John 
Evans, McCormick, Russell, Wolford, 
Everhart, Millard Ryan, Wood, 
Finerty, Miller, $. H. Seney, Woodward, 
Funston, Morrill, Shively Worthington, 
Geddes, Moulton, Spooner, York. 
NOT VOTING—9%. 
Adams, J. J. Davis, L. H. Horr, O'Neill, J. J. 
Arnot, Deuster, Howey, Parker, 
Ballentine, Dorsheimer, Hurd, Payson, 
Barr, Dowd, Hutchins, Rankin, 
Belford, Dunn, James, Robertson, 
Belmont, Elliott, Johnson, Robinson, J. 8. 
Bingham, Ellwood, Jones, Robinson, W. E. 
Blackburn, Ferrell, Jones, J. T. Shaw, 
Blanchard, Fiedler, Kean, Skinner, C. R. 
Bland, Foran, Kelley, Smalls, 
Bowen, Fyan, Kellogg, Smith, A. Herr 
Brainerd Goff, Ketcham, Smith, H. Y. 
Brewer, iH Graves, King, Spri 
Broadhead, Green, Laird, Stru 
Brumm, Greenleaf, Le Fevre, Sumner, C. A. 
Buckner, Guenther, McComas, Talbott, 
Burleigh, Hardeman, Matson, Thom . 
Campbell, J. E. Hardy, Milliken, Van Alstyne, 
Carleton, Hart, Mitchell, White, Milo 
Cassidy, Hewitt, A. 8. Morrison, Wilkins, 
Chelmers, Hitt, Muldrow, Wise, J. 8. 
Cox, 8.8. Holton, ® Muller, 
Curtin, Hooper, O'Neill, Charles 
So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WAIT. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 
The Clerk read the names of those cme 
The following gentlemen were announced as being paired on all polit- 


ical questions until further notice: 
Mr. RANKIN with Mr. PAYson. 
Mr. MorRIsoN with Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 
Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLoa@. 
Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BELFORD. 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooprr. 
Mr. Dunn with Mr. CHALMERS. 
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Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


HARDY with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

CARLETON with Mr. Hart. 

FIEDLER with Mr. ELLWoop. 

FoRAN with Mr. Hirt. 

Jongs, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

MULLER with Mr. Howey. 

GREEN with Mr. BRUMM. 

Cox, of New York, with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. ADAMs, of New York, with Mr. WurrTe, of Minnesota. 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. DAvIs, of Missouri, with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. Exuiotr with Mr. Smita, of Pennsylvania. 

The following were announced as being paired on this vote: 
Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. Smiru, of Iowa. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. SUMNER, of California. 
The following gentlemen were announced as being paired for this 


day: 
Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. JoHN S. WISE. 
Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri,with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BARR. 
Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MULDROw. 
Mr. FERRELL with Mr. SMALLS. 


Mr. GUENTHER with Mr. DEuSTER, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. The first bills in order are those making appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 8030) making an appropri- | 
ation for the Agricultural Seetanens for the fiscal year ending June | 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Under the rules of the House the bill will be read 
at length. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I think it is not absolutely necessary to read 
the bill at length before it is read by paragraphs for amendment. I 
ask unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. That has been objected to. I would 
have asked that, but several gentlemen have desired that the bill shall 
be read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. DrIBpRELL ) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Agriculture, having in charge the bill making an appro- 
— in support of the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1886, respectfully submit the following report: 

The bill appropriates $546,290, which is $108,900 less than was appropriated in 
the last bill, and is $152,820 less than is asked for in the estimates. The reduc- 
tion is made in the amounts to its statistical division, bureau of animal industry, 
tea plant, &c. 


There is no new legislation in the bill except in the bureau of entomology, 


which includes a clause in regard to the habits and migration of birds in rela- 
tion to insects and plants. And in the bureau of animal industry the following 
was added to make the law more effective, namely: 

““And the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any part 
of this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, and in such manner as he 
may think best, to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, not to conflict with 
existing law.”’ 

And the committee recommend the passage of said bill. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I desire to state there is in this bill no increase of 
salaries and no new officers are provided for. I do not know that any 
gentleman wants to discuss the bill in general debate. I ask that it be 
read by paragraphs for amendment under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand the gentleman from Tennes- 
see to say that there is no increase of salaries or offices in this bill. 

Mr. DIBRELL. None at all. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. There is a decrease of about $110,000 as 
compared with the appropriations of the last bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will proceed 


to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment under the five-minute | 


rule. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read the following para- | 


graph: 
BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS. 
For ee of one statistician, $2,500; twoclerks of class 4, $3,600; three 
clerks of class 3. a 800 ; four clerks of class 2, $5,600 ; five clerks of class 1, 6,000; 
seven clerks, at $1,000 each; four clerks, at $840 each ; two clerks, at $720 each : 
for collecting foreign and domestic icultural statistics, and compiling, writ- 
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propriation bill, that committee deemed it necessary to create, as it were, 
1 stated at 
the time to the House that a large expenditure for one or two years 
would be necessary to place that division upon a proper footing, but 
that after it once had got in working order a gradual reduction might 
be had from year to year and the expenses would not be nearly so great 
; i I : L 

after a year or two as what we then asked for. I desire to say that I am 
now much pleased to see the judgment of the Committee on Agricult 
ure of this House has verified my statement at that time 

The Clerk read the following paragraph 

Forestry 

For the purpose of enabling the Commissioner of Agriculture to experiment 
and to continue an investigation and report upon the subject of forestry, and 
the collection and distribution of valuable economic forest-tree seeds, $10,000 

Mr. DIBBLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 147 insert 

‘Tea culture: For the cultivation and distribution of the tea plants on the 
Government tea farm, $3,000; of which sum not more than $2,000 shall be ex 
pended for salaries and wages of labor.”’ 

Mr. DIBBLE. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that there 
tion on the part of the committee to this amendment. 


is ho objee 


Mr. DIBRELL. There is no objection to that. The committee are 
willing to accept the amendment. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to state that this matter was lett 


open in order that the committee might hear from the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE], in whose district this little tea farm 
and these tea plants are located. The committee, when the bill was 
framed, did not have the information the gentleman has since given us 
There was an appropriation last year of $3,000, and the committee left 
it out until they should hear from the gentleman from South Carolina 
Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to inquire whether there is any recommen 
dation from the Commissioner of Agriculture on this subject ? 

Mr. HATCH, Missouri. There The Commissioner recom 
mended the sum mentioned, $3,000. It is simply to take charge of 
the property of the Government and to distribute such plants’as may 
be on the farm to anybody that will have them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to inquire is it not the intention to still 
further engage in the experiments there ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Not by any means. 

Mr.McMILLIN. What good, then, can come from this appropria 
tion? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The Government has this property, and 
these plants are valuable, and they have grown to a size that it becomes 
necessary to distribute them to such parties as want to set them out 
| and grow them themselves. There are 80,000 such plants, and they 
are ready for distribution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph 


of 


is 


SILK CULTURE, 
For the encouragement and development of the culture and raising of raw 
silk, $15,000. 
Mr. YOUNG. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 150 strike out ‘* $15,000"’ 


Mr. YOUNG. I desire to suggest tomy colleague on the committee, 
for his consideration, that this is probably one of the most important 
industries among the new ones just being developed in the entire coun- 
try. In nearly all the Southern States and in every one ef the Western 
States, especially in California, large sums of money have been devoted 
to this new and growing industry. I have not the statistics before 
me, but it is my recollection that nearly $50,000,000 worth of silk is 
imported into this country every year, This is a branch of American 
industry that heretofore has had no protection whatever under former 
legislation. 

In all our tariff laws there is no protection afforded for this. It 
seems to me $15,000 is a very small sum, if it is deemed necessary to 
do anything at all in this direction, for the development of an industry 
so important and destined in the future to be so great in this country 
| as the culture and production of silk. Therefore I suggest to my col- 
league [Mr. DIBRELL] that it would not be improper—indeed, it would 
be an eminently proper thing—to increase this item of appropriation 
from $15,000 to $25,000. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Chairman, we have given all that the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture has asked for this purpose. Last year the com 
mittee left this out, but the Senate added $15,000 to the bill, and it was 
agreed to in the committee of conference. This year the Commissioner 
has asked for only $15,000. I admit that this is an important branch 
of industry in this country; this flag here is an evidence of that fact; 
but, at the same time, I think $15,000 is enough to appropriate for this 


and insert ** $25,000."’ 





ing, and illustrating matter for monthly, annual, and special reports, $75,000; i 
all. $109,300. = ais : 


Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to say that I notice this item is $25,000 
less than the nding item in the last appropriation bill. When 


in the Forty-seventh Congress I had the honor to be chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, and to have charge of the agricultural ap- 


purpose at this time. 

Mr. YOUNG. My colleague does not seem to have deemed it neces- 
sary to follow the recommendations of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
in other respects. I notice by this bill that the Commissioner’s esti- 
mate for the expenses of his department for the next year is put down 
at $699,110, while the committee, disregarding the recommendation of 
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the Commissioner, have reported appropriations amounting only to | 


$546,290. Now it may be true, though I doubt very much whether it 
is 80, that $15,000 is sufficient for this purpose. At all events, the fact 
that a larger sum is not recommended by the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture constitutes no conclusive argument why this House should not 
increase the appropriation. If the committee choose to disregard the 
recommendation of the Commissioner and to cut down his estimates 
nearly $200,000, it seems to me that they might disregard his recom- 
mendation in this instance also, when the question is as to increasing 
somewhat a very important item in this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
YOuNG] will allow me, I will ask him to explain in what way an in- 
crease of $10,000 in this item is going to lead to an increase in the silk 
culture of the,United States. What is it proposed to do with this 
$10,000? ' 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I refer my friend from Ohio [Mr. WarR- 
NER} to the Committee on Agriculture for an answer to that question. 
They deemed it necessary to recommend an appropriation of $15,000 
for this purpose, and they can doubtless give him the details as to how 
the appropriation is to be expended. I am not sufficiently familiar 
with the subject myself to do so, 

Mr. WARNER, Ohio. Then, Mr. Chairman, when we have the de- 
tails, we may be better able to judge whether or not the expenditure 
of $10,000 more is necessary or wise. 

Mr. YOUNG. Is the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] prepared 
to say that $15,000 is necessary for this purpose ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam not. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then call on the Committee on Agriculture to inform 
us upon the subject. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have called upon the gentleman from 
Tennessee for the information. 

Mr. YOUNG. I confess that I am unable to give the details which 
the gentleman from Ohio desires; but I know this, that there is no 
more important industry in this country, among the new and growing 
ones, than this silk industry. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We may all agree to that; but what I de- 
sire information about is just how this additional $10,000 proposed to 
be appropriated in this way is going to benefit the silk industry. 

Mr. YOUNG. Well, if the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
will inform me how the $15,000 appropriated by the bill is going to 
benefit the silk industry, perhaps I can then give him information as 
to how the additional $10,000 would benefit it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But I can not give that information. I 
am seeking for information. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the committee had the 
subject under consideration, and received from the Commissioner of 
Agriculture all the information that he could impart as to the manner 
in which he had expended the appropriation made for this purpose in 
the last annual appropriation bill. The language of the appropriation 
is, ‘‘for the encouragement and development of the raising of raw silk, 
$15,000.’’ Up to this time the Commissioner of Agriculture has not 
been able to expend one-half of thé sum appropriated last year. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then he ought to resign. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Well, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Youna] has confessed that he does not know in what manner the 
Commissioner can expend properly and profitably the money now pro- 
posed to be appropriated for this purpose, I do not see why he should 
make that remark, or why the Commissioner should be called upon to 
throw this money away simply because it has been appropriated. But, 
Mr. Chairman, with all the information that the committee have they 
are of opinion that until these experiments shall have gone further than 
they have gone up to this time $15,000 is all that is necessary, and the 
committee did not propose to recommend to the House to appropriate 


$25,000, $30,000, or $40,000 simply forthe luxury of making an appro- | 


priation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. With pleasure. 

Mr. WARNER. of Ohio. If the Commissioner of Agriculture has 
been unable to expend wisely the $15,000 appropriated last year, how 
is he to expend the sum that remains of that appropriation and also 
this additional $15,000? If there were any such question here as pre- 
sented itself some years ago in France—the destruction of the silk- 
worm—I can very readily see how this appropriation might be wisely 
expended. But, there being no such trouble here, I do not see how 
the Commissioner of Agriculture is going to expend even the $15,000 
in a manner that will improve or help the silk industry in this country. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. In reply to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER], I will state that the Commissioner’s report shows that 
in the first six months of the present fiscal year he had something over 
one-half of the $15,000 remaining; but he is proceeding judiciously in 
making experiments, in distributing information, in distributing the 
silk-worms in different stages to persons who have applied for them, 
and in assisting parties who are tema bo their own means, 
and he deems $15,000 sufficient to carry on Department’s experi- 
ments for the next fiscal year. 


That is the opinion of the Commissioner, and I am satisfied that the 


Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 





additional $10,000, if appropriated, would be simply so much more than 
there was any use for. I therefore hope that the committee will vote 
down the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youna]. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment with this 
remark: I have confessed that I am not acquainted with the details of 
this branch of the Agricultural Department. Iwas not charged by the 
House with the duty of acquiring information upon that subject. My 
friend of the Agricultural Committee was, and I supposed he would be 
able to give it. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. WILSON, offowa. I move pro forma to strikeout the last words 
of the pending paragraph. I make this motion merely for the purpose 
of stating an interesting fact that came under my observation in the 
State of lowa during the last year. I learned from thirty or forty dif- 
ferent sources that our ladies are engaging in this industry; they are 
raising silk-worms, and are exhibiting them at our county fairs. The 
industry is spreading with wonderful rapidity. The intention of the 
Committee on Agriculture in reporting this appropriation is that we 
shall have here at Washington in the office of the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture a depository of information, where those who are employing 
themselves in this direction may get such information and assistance as 
they desire. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES. 


For stationery, freight, express charges, fuel, lights, subsistence and care of 
horses, repairs of harness, paper, twine,and gum for folding-room, and for mis- 
cellaneous items, namely, for advertising, telegraphing,dry goods, soap, brushes, 
brooms, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardware, ice, purchasing supplies, and 
necessary items, including traveling expenses while on the business of the de- 
partment, $15,000. 


Mr. BUDD. I meve to amend by inserting after the paragraph just 
read the provision which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That in order to aid the Department of Agriculture in acquiring and diffusing 
among the people of the United States useful and practical information on sub- 
jects connected with agriculture, and to promote scientific investigation and ex- 
periment respecting the principles and applications of agricultural science, there 
shall be established, in connection with the college or colleges in each State es- 
tablished, or which may hereafter be established, in accordance with the provis- 
ions of an esbanaeevel Jay 2, 1862, entitled “‘An act donating public lands to the 
several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
cultural and the mechanic arts,” or any of the supplements to said act, a depart- 
mentto be known and designated as an ‘‘ agricultural experiment station :’’ Pro- 
vided, That inany State in which two such colleges have been or may be so estab- 
lished the appropriation hereinafter made to such State shall be equally divided 
between such colleges, unless the Legislature of such State shall otherwise di- 


rect. 

That it shall be the object and duty of said experiment stations to conduct 
eae researches or verify experiments on the physiology of plants and ani- 
mals; the diseases to which they are severally subject, with the remedies for 
the same; the chemical composition of useful plants at their different stages of 
growth; the comparative advant@ges of rotative cropping as pursued under a 
varying series of crops; the capacity of new plants or trees for acclimation within 
the isothermal limits represented by the climate of the several stations and their 
vicinity ; the analysis of soils and water; the chemical composition of manures, 
natural or artificial, with a designed to test their comparative effects 
on crops of different kinds ; the adaptation and value of grasses and forage plants ; 
the composition and digestibility of the different kinds of food for domestic ani- 
mals; the scientific and economic questions involved in the production of butter 
and cheese; and such other researches or experiments bearing directly on the 
agricultural industry of the United States as may in each case be deemed ad- 
visable, having due regard to the varying conditions and needs of the respect- 
ive States. 

That the said experiment stations shall be under the direction and control of 
the trustees or other governing body of such colleges, who shall have power to 
appoint a director and such assistants as may in each case be necessary. 

hat in order to secure, as far as practicable, uniformity of meted and re- 
sults in the work of said stations, it ll be the duty of the United States Com- 
missioner of Agriculture to determine annually a standard of valuation of the 
ingredients of commercial fertilizers, upon which the analysis of such fertilizers, 
as far as made by said stations, shall be based; to furnish forms, as far as prac- 
ticable, for the tabulation of results of investigation or experiments ; to indicate, 
from time to time, such lines of inquiry as to him shall seem most important ; 
and, in general, to furnish such advice and assistance as will best promote the 
urposes of this act; but nothing herein contained shall be construed to author- 
said Commissioner to contro! or direct the work or management of any such 
station except as to the standard of valuation of commercial fertilizers. It shal] 
be the duty of each of said stations, annually, on or before the Ist day of Febru- 
, to e to the governor of the State in which it is located a full and de- 
tall report of its operations, including a statement of receipts and expendi- 
tures, a copy of which report shall be sent to each of said stations, to the said 
Commissioner of Agriculture, and to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States. 


That in order to make the results of the work of said stations immediately use- 
ful, they shall publish at least once in every three months bulletins or reports 
of progress, one copy of which shall be sent to each r in the States in 
which they are respectively located, and to such individuals actually engaged 
in farming as may request the same, and as far as the means of the station will 

it. “Such bulletins coonperes the annual reports of said stations shal! 
transmitted in the mails of the United States free of charge for age, uD- 
— as regulations as the Postmaster-General may from time time pre- 


That for the purpose of paying thesalaries and wages of the director and other 

employés of said stations, and necessary expenses of conducting in 

tions and riments and printing and distributing the result as hereinbefore 

—: sum of $15,000 per annum is mee ee 
paid in equal quarterly payments, on the Ist day of Jan Al 

October in each year, to the uly 
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sum of $15,000, with two sufficient sureties, pe by the clerk of a court of 
record in such State, conditioned on the faithful expenditure of and accounting 
for all moneys so received ; Provided, however, That out of the first annual ap- 
ropriation so received by any station an amount not exceeding one-fifth may 
be expended in the erection, enlargement, or repair of a building or buildings 
necessary for carrying on the work of such station ; and thereafter an amount 
not exceeding 5 per cent. of such annual appropriation may be so expended. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri (before the reading of the amendment was 
concluded). Mr. Chairman, enough of this amendment has been read 
to indicate to the House and to the Chair itscharacter. It is not only | 
the substance, it is the identical language, of a bill now pending before 
the House—a bill which has been reported by the Committee on Agri- 
culture. I am compelled to make a point of order upon it, although 
it is a bill coming from our committee. The gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. CULLEN] who reported the measure has now the authority and 
direction of the committee to move at the earliest possible time a sus- 
pension of the rules for its passage. But it would not be fair to the 
House or to the Committee on Agriculture to allow this measure to be 
attached to the general appropriation bill, because it is not only new 
legislation, but it makes large additional appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUDD. If the gentleman will allow the amendment to be 
printed in full in the REcorpD I will waive any demand for the further 
reading. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I have no objection to that. I will state 
that the measure which the gentleman seeks to present as an amend- 
ment received the unanimous vote of the Committee on Agriculture; 
and every member of the comimittee will be glad to have his assistance 
in passing it through the House. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire tostate, while the point of order is pending—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already sustained the — of 
order, but will withhold his decision until the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has been heard. 



























Mr. BUDD. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the reading of the amendment will be com- 
pleted. 


Several MEMBERS. Let it be printed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object to the amendment being 
printed in the RECoRD unless it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it unnecessary that this amend- 
ment should be read further in order to disclose the fact that it is not 
in order. Whenever it appears on the face of a paper that it is out of 
order the point may be made at once, without waiting to hear the re- 
mainder of the proposition read. 

Mr. BUDD. Is it understood that the entire amendment will be 
printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object to that unless it is read. I 
have no objection to its being read; but I object to printimg the amend- 
ment in the RECORD unless it be read. 

Mr. BUDD. I ask, then, that the reading be concluded. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ihave no objection to that. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, when 

Several members objected to the further reading. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not move an amendment 
while the point of orderis pending. Until this question of order is dis- 
posed of no further amendment is in order. 


Roy BUDD. I understood that the Chair had decided the point of 
order. 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair withheld his decision in order to hear 


the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BUDD. Then I ask that the Clerk read as a part of my remarks 
on the point of order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a question of order. 

Mr. BUDD. But for the purpose of explaining the matter against 
which the point of order is raised it is in order that the matter should 
be laid before the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California for the purpose of 
enlightening the Chair need not call for the reading of the amendment. 
The point of order is directed to the decision of the Chair and not to 
the committee. The Chair sustains the point of order, and is of the 
opinion that a sufficient portion of the amendment has been read to dis- 
close the fact. it is not in order. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
to strike out the last word of an amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not before the committee. The gentle- 
man moves to strike out the last word of the clause which has been 
read and upon that he will be heard. 

Mr. BUDD. I ask the Clerk to read as a part of my remarks the 
amendment which he had already begun reading. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the amendment. 

co COSGROVE. Is not the gentleman reading a part of his amend- 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has sent it up, and asked to have 
it read as a part of his remarks. 


Is it in order 
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Mr. COSGROVE. I make the point of order there is nothing be 
fore the committee which can be amended, the gentleman’s amendment 
having been ruled out by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman has moved to strike out the 
last word of the pending clause. 

Mr. COSGROVE. The amendment offered by the gentleman has 
been ruled out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is being read as a part of the gentleman's 
remarks. 

Mr. COSGROVE. How can he move to strike out the 
when the amendment is not before the committee? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. He moves to strike out the last word of 
the pending paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I hope the time will not be taken up in this 
way. 

Mr. BUDD. I hope this will not be taken out of my time 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

The Clerk finished the reading of the proposed amendment. 

Mr.BUDD. My objectin offering this bill as an amendment is, that 
there is but little likelihood under the rules of the House of the com- 
mittee being able to get time for its consideration. It is a bill of great 
importance. It is an amendment to the law in regard to the Agricult 
ural Department,which should be made. It is demanded by nearly 
all the States of the Union; and if we are going to carry on the Agri 
cultural Department and appropriate annually large sums for it we 
should at least havesomething practical. Therefore | offered the amend 
ment, knowing the point of order would be raised, for the purpose of 
having it before the House, that the members might carefully examine 
the bill for the purpose of passing it, and giving time to its considera 
tion when the committee bring it up. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to say to the gentleman aguin, 
and to the House, that on last Wednesday the committee passed a reso 
lution directing the gentleman from Illinois who reported this bill to 
the House, atthe earliest opportunity or whenever it is in order under 
the rules, to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill, or to offer a 
resolution to set a day for itsconsideration. Every member of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, so far as I recollect, is heartily in favor of the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. BUDD. I understand that to be the fact that every member of 
the committee desires it, and that perhaps nine-tenths of the House 
would like to pass it, but unless the rules are amended or suspended 
it can not pass. 

I withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of asking the gentleman in charge of the bill whether there was any 
request on the part of the Agricultural Department for an appropria- 
tion for further experiments in the production of sugar from sorghum ? 

Mr. DIBRELL. Yes, sir; the amount of the bill was $20,000, but 
I am not certain but the Commissioner asked for $50,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY withdrew his formal amendment. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved that the committee rise and report 
the bill and amendment to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had, according to order, under consider- 
tion a bill (H. R. 8030) making an appropriation for the Agricultural 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
poses, and had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
an amendment. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, demanded the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. Under the rule the vote on the passage of the ‘ill 
will be taken by the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
210, nay 1, not voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—210. 


last word 


Adams, G. E. Brainerd, Clements, Davidson, 


Aiken, Bratton, Cobb, Davis, G. R. 
-Alexander, Breckinridge, Connolly, Davis, R. T. 
Anderson, Breitung, Converse, Deuster, 
Atkinson, Brown, W. W. Cook, Dibble, 
Barbour, Browne, T. M. Cosgrove, Dibrell, 
Barksdale, Buchanan, Covington, Dingley, 
Bayne, Budd, Cox, W. R. Dockery, 
Beach, Burnes, Craig, Dunham, 
Bisbee, Cabell, Crisp, Eaton, 
Blanchard, Caldwell, Culberson, D. B. Eldredge, 
Bland, Candler, Cullen, English, 
Blount, Chace, Curtin, Ermentrout, 
Boutelle, Clardy, Cutcheon, Evans, 
Boyle, Clay, Dargan, Everhart, 
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Finerty, 
Follett, 
Funston, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 

Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 

Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
King, 


Adams, J. J. 
Arnot, 

Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barr, 

Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Bowen, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 
Collins, 

Cox, 8. 8. 
Culbertson, W. W. 
Dayis, L. H. 


Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McCormick, 
McMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 


Poland, 
Price, 

Pryor, 

Pusey, 
Randall, 
Ray, G. W. 
Reese, 

Rice, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rowell, 
Russell, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shively, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T, G. 


Money, Slocum, 
Morgan, Smith, H. Y. 
Morrill, Snyder, 
Moulton, Spooner, 
Murphy, Springer, 
Murray,' Steele, 
Mutcbler, Stephenson, 
Nutting, Stevens, 
Oates, Stewart, Charles 
Ochiltree, Stewart, J. W. 
O’ Ferrall, Stockslager, 
Paige, Stone, 
Payne, Strait, 
Pierce, Sumner, C. A. 
Peel, Sumner, D. H. 
Perkins, Swope, 
Peters, Taylor, J. D. 
Pettibone, Taylor, J. M. 
Phelps, Thomas, 
NAY—1. 
Throckmorton. 

NOT VOTING—112. 
Dorsheimer, Johnson, 
Dowd, Jones, J. K. 
Dunn, Jones, J. T. 
Elliott, Kean, 

Ellis, Keifer, 
Ellwood, Kelley, 
Ferrell, Kellogg, 
Fiedler, Ketcham, 
Findlay, Kleiner, 
Foran, Laird, 
Forney, Lowry, 
Fyan, McAdoo, 
Goff, McComas, 
Graves, Miller, 8. H. 
Green, Milliken, 
Guenther, Mitchell, 
Hammond, Morrison, 
Hancock, Morse, 
Hardeman, Muldrow, 
Hardy, Muller, 
Hewitt, A. 8. Neece, 

Hitt, Nelson, 
Hoblitzell, Nicholls, 
Holton, O'Hara, 
Hooper, O'Neill, Charles 
Howey, O'Neill, J. J. 
Hurd, Parker, 
Hutchins, Patton, 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. DIBRELL. 
ing of the names. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wait, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 

York, 
Young. 


Riggs, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Robinson, J. 8. 
Rosecrans, 
Ryan, 

Shaw, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Spriggs, 
Storm, 
Struble, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Tucker, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
White, Milo 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.8. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 


I guess we had better have them read. 


The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. OCHILTREE. 
Mr. HoBLITZELL with Mr. BINGHAM. 


Mr. Lowry with Mr. CRralc. 


Mr. GREENLEAF with Mr. BReEweEr, of New York. 
Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 


Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Speaker, I did not vote because I was informed 
I have not heard my pair read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the announcement of 
the gentleman’s pair was made on the first roll-call to-day. Under 
the rules it is not required to announce a pair the second time on the 


that I was paired. 


same day. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MILLS. 


Mr. VALENTINE. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
I ask my friend to give way for a moment. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us vote the motion down. I want to take 
up the Mexican pension bill this eveni 
the motion to adjourn will not be 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 80, noes 
66. 


; and for that purpose I hope 
to. 




















nays. 


Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Bratton, 
Buchanan, 
Cabell, 
Candler, 
Chace, 


Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 

Cox, W.R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 


Adams, G. K, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Beach, 
Bisbee, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 


of the names. 


Dargan, 
Davidson, 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 


Hill, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
King, 
Lanham, 
Lewis, 


Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Haynes, 


YEAS—100. 


Lore, 
Lyman, 
eMillin, 
Maybury, 
Mil er, JF. 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O’Ferrall, 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Peel, 


> Pierce, 


Potter, 
Pryor, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Seymour, 


NAYS—107. 


Millard, 
Miller, 8S. H. 
Morrill, 
Moulton, 
Neece, 
Nutting, 


Henderson, D. B. O'Hara, 


Mr. MILLS. I object. 
The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The following additional 
Mr. Forney with Mr. Kerrer, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. Bupp with Mr. Ryan. 
Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to 
‘‘ay.’? I see there is no chance of accomplishing any business this 


Breitung, Hepburn, Parker, 
Brown, Wy. w. Hiscock, Payne, 
Browne, T. M. Holman, Perkins, 
Burnes, Holmes, Peters, ® 
Campbell, J. M. Hopkins, Pettibone, 
Cannon, Horr, Poland, 
Culbertson, W.W. Houk, Price, 
Cutcheon, Jeffords, Pusey, 
Davis, G. R. Jones, B. W. Ray, G. W 
Davis, R. T. Kleiner, . 
Dingley, saamy, Rice, 
Dunham, Lamb, Rockwell 
English, Lawrence, Rogers, W F 
Evans, Le Fevre, Rowell, 
Everhart, Libbey, Russell, 
Finerty, Lopg, Seney, 
Follett, LoVering, Shively, 
Funston, McCoid, Smith, H. Y 
George, McComas, Snyder, 
Glascock, McCormick, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—116. 
Adams, J.J. Cullen, Hooper, 
Arnot, Curtin, Howey, 
ley, Davis, L. H. Hurd, 
Ballentine, Dorsheimer, Hutchins, 
Barr, Dowd, James, 
Bayne, Dunn, Jobnson, 
Belford, Elliott, Jones, J. K. 
Belmont, Ellis, Jones, J.T. 
Bingham, Ellwood, Kean, 
Blackburn, Ferrell, Keifer, 
Blanchard, Fiedler, Kelley, 
Bowen, Findlay, Kellogg, 
Breckin i Foran, Ketcham, 
Brewer, F Forney, Laird, 
Brewer, J. H Fyan, Lowry, 
a Geddes, McAdoo, 
Brumm, Gibson, » 
Buckner, > Milliken, 
Budd, Graves, Mitchell, 
Burleigh, Green, Morrison, 
Caldwell, Hammond, Morse, . 
Campbell, Felix Hardeman, Muldrow, 
Campbell, J. Hardy, Muller, 

: Hart. Murphy, 
Cassidy, Henderson, T.J. Nelson, 
Chalmers, Hewitt, A.S. Nicholls, 
Collins, Hitt, O'Neill, Charles 
Cox, 8. 8. Hoblitzell, O'Neill, J.J. 

; olton, Payson, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


pairs were announced: 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. REED demanded the yeas and 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 48 members voting therefor. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 107, not 
voting 116; as follows: 


Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Slocum, 
Stewart, Charles 
Storm, 
Summer, D. H. 
Taylor, J.M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, W L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Yaple. 

Young. 


Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Swope, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 


Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
White, J.D: 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Worthington, 
York. 


Phelps, 
Post, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray, Ossian 


Robinson, J.S. 
Robinson, W. E. 
rans, 
Ryan, 
Shaw, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalis, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Spriggs, 
Stone, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E.B. 
Thomas, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
White, Milo 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.S. 
Woodward. 


Mr. LAMB. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 


evening. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 
Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock 


to-night. 








y 
a 
g 








1885. 















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





993 


| . 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to go to business on the Speaker’s| The question being taken, there were—yeas 101, nays 100, not vot- 
3 table, for the purpose of taking up and considering the Mexican pension | ing 123; as follows: 


bill. 


The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas has moved that the | 


s House now take a recess. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I was on the floor before the gentleman | 
a made his motion. 
oe The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the motion of the gen- | 
a tleman in its proper order. The motion to take a recess has precedence | 
over any other motion, except, of course, the motion to adjourn or to | 
_ fix a day to which the House shall adjourn. 
a Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I give notice that if this motion is 
x voted down I shall ask the House to take up the special order for im- | 
% mediate consideration. 
x The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the | 
8 gentleman from Texas that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock this | 
"i evening. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 36, 
noes 64. 


Mr. MILLS. No quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas prevails would the motion which | 
have submitted be the pending question to-night when the House as- 





sembles ? 
The SPEAKER. It would. 
% Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am inclined to think, then, that we had bette: 
es vote to take a recess. 
= Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
; The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. > 
f Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If this motion of the gentleman from 


Texas does not prevail, I wish to ask whether or not I can call up the 
oz special order of April 18 in relation to the Mexican pension bill, re- 
g ported from the Committee on Pensions? I would like very much to 
ae get that before the House for consideration. 

oe The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending to take a recess, and a 
point of order made that no quorum has voted upon that motion. The 
Chair would be giad to hear and answer any parliamentary inquiry in 





Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Bennett, 
Biand, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Bratton, 
Buchanan, 


| Burnes, 
; « abell, 


andler, 
arlisle, 
hace, 
lardy, 
‘lay, 
lements, 
‘obb 
onverse, 
‘ook, 
‘osgrove, 
‘ox, W. R. 
Crisp, 
Curtin, 
Dargan, 


( 

‘ 

( 
( 
| 
( 
( 
‘ 
( 
( 


a 


Adams, G, E, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Beach, 

Bisbee, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W 

| Campbell, J. M. 
| Cannon, 

| Culbertson, D. B. 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dunham, 
English, 
Evans, 





x relation to the matters before the House. 
“sa : The gentleman from Texas makes the point that no quorum has | 
wa voted. The Chair will order tellers. 
os Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion for a recess, and move that the 


House adjourn. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Is the motion of the gentleman from 

Texas in order ? 

the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas make a point 

' of order against the right of the gentleman from Texas to withdraw the 

mn motion ? . 

- Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. No; I only wish toask a parliamentary 

Me question—whether the motion is in order ? 
iat The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

a Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman has no right to withdraw the motion, a vote having been taken 
upon it. 

p The SPEAKER. A vote has not been taken upon the question pre- 
& sented by the gentleman from Texas. 
es a vote upon it, but no quorum voted. 
rf Mr. MILLS. And less than a quorum could not take a recess, but 
k. can adjourn. 
oe Mr. TOWNSHEND. No business has been transacted since the last 
‘4 vote on the motion of the gentleman from Texas to adjourn. 

ae Mr. MILLS. But less than a quorum can adjourn. 
oe The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the decisions on that point 
4 to be read. 

; Mr. MILLS. There can be but two motions in the absence of a quo- 

Bs. rum—the motion for a cal] of the House and a motion to adjourn. 

a The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion to adjourn may be repeated, although no question has been put or 


ie decided since the former motion—Journal, 1, 23, page 651—but there must have 
x been some intervening business.—Jbid., 1, 31, 1082. 
p {Another motion submitted, praraes in debate, or reading a paper by the 
: Clerk, an order to the yeas and nays, &c., has been considered such “ inter- 
a vening business”’ as will authorize the repetition of the motion to adjourn. | 


The SPEAKER. 
adjourn was defeated, moved to take a recess. The Chair entertained 
the motion and stated it to the House, and the House proceeded to 
vote upon it; after which the gentleman from Texas withdrew the mo- 


tion for a recess. All that is the transaction of business, and it appears 
on the Journal of the House as such. 


Mr. MILLS. And I now move to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman now moves that the House adjourn. 


The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 86, noes 65. ‘ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 54 members voting therefor. 


: XVI——63 
































Be Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the withdrawal of the motion of | 


An attempt was made to take | 


The gentleman from Texas, after the motion to | 


Everhart, 

| Finerty, 
Follett, 

| Funston, 

Glascock, 

Greenleaf, 


Adams, J.J. 
Arnot, 
Bagle vy, 
Ballentine, 
Barr, 

| Bayne, 

| Belford, 
Belmont, 
Binghar . 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bowen, 
Breckinrid 
Brewer, F 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Brumnm, 
Buckner, 

| Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
|} Campbell, J. E. 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 
Collins, 

|} Connolly, 

| Cox,S. S. 
Covington, 
Craig, 


ue, 
B. 





YEAS— 


Davidson, 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Librell, 
Dockery, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Halsell, 
Hanceck, 
Hatch, W.H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Houseman, 
Hiunt, 
Jones J HH. 
Jordan, 
King, 
Lanham, 
Lore, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 


NAYS 


Guenther 
Hanback, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, DD. B 
Hiepburn, 
Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Jefford 
Jones, B 
Keifer, 
Kk! ner, 
Lacey, 
Lamb 
Lawrence, 
e Fevre, 


I 
Libbey, 
Lons 


W. 


Lowry, 
MeComas, 
MeCormick, 
Matson 


Millard 


101. 
MeMillin, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Money 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Oates 
Ochiltree, 
©’ Ferra 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Peel, 
Pierce, 
Potter, 
Pryor, 
Pusey 
Randall, 
Re 
Reese, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H, 
Seymour, 
Singleton 
Skinner, T.G, 
100 
Miller, S. H 
Morrill, 
Nee sy 
Nutting, 
O'Hara 
Paige, 
Payne, 


agyan, 





Rice 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rowell, 


Russell, 


eency, 

. hively 
Smith, H. Y 
Spooner, 
springer, 


Stecle 


NOT VOTING—123. 


Culbertson 
Cullen, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dingley, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Elliott, 

Llis, 
‘liwood, 


rmentrout 





Goll, 
Graves, 
Crreen 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
ilardy, 
Harmer 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Henderson, T 
Hewitt, A.S 
Hitt, 


| So the motion was agreed to 


| Mr. WAIT. 


I ask unanimous consent that the 1 


| be dispensed with. 


Mr. MILLS. 
The SPEAKER requested the Clerk to call his name; 


I object. 


w.W. 


Hfoblitzell, 
Holton, 
Hlooper 
llopkins, 
liowey, 
Iturd 
Hutchins, 
James, 
Johnson, 


Jones, J. K, 


Jones, J.T. 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
Laird 
Lewis, 
Lovering 
MecCoid, * 
Mi ny, 
Mitchell, 
Morrison, 
iors 
Moulton 
Muldrow 
Muller 
Murph 
Nelson 

N 4 

O’T ri 


Slocum, 
Snyder, 
SteWart, Charles 
Storm, 
Sumner, D. H, 
faylor,J.M 
Thompson, 
Chrockmorton, 
Tillman, 
Pucker, 
furner, H. G 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 
Warner, A. J 
Warner, Richa 
Wellborn, 
Wilkins 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, FE. B, 
Wise, G. D. 
Yaple, 


Young, 


rd 


Stephenson 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Swope, 
Taylor, J. D 
Townshend, 
rully 
Valentine 
Vance 
Wadsworth, 
Vait 

Ward 
Washburn 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D 
Whiting 
Wilson, James 
Wolford 
Wood 
Worthington 


York 


Payson 
Perkit 
Phelps 
Rankin, 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed 


eading of the names 


and the name 


| of Mr. Jonn G. CARLISLE having been called, he voted “‘ ay.’’ 
I withdraw my objection to dispensing with the read- 


Mr. MILLS. 


ing of the names. 


the day. 


Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. GEorGrF, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
The Clerk read the names of members voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. PHELPs, on this vote 


I renew 


the objection. 


on this vote. 


and for the rest of 


Mr. Hopkins with Mr. McCor1p, for the remainder of this day. 
The result cf the vote was: then announced as above stated. 
And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 


journed. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Memorial of citizensof Alexandria County, Vir- 
ginia, for relief by an appropriation of money for aid of said county in 


respect to persons resident on the Arlington property—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CURTIN: Petition of Mrs. Harriet A. B. Corts, widow of 
George P. Corts, late assistant adjutant-general of volunteers, United 
States, asking an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S100D8. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Protest of the Philadelphia Board of Trade 
against the proposed treaty with Spain—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of certain merehants and manufact- 
urersof Baltimore, protesting against the ratification of the Spanish and 
San Domi treaties and the extension of the term of the Hawaii 
treaty—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition from Post No. 34, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Norwalk, Ohio, urging the purchase by Congress of Miss 
Ransom’s portrait of General George Il. Thomas—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. HARMER: Protest of the Philadelphia Board of Tradeagainst 
the proposed commercial treaty with Spain—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

sy Mr. W. H. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Adair County, Mis- 
souri, asking an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of Underground Telegraph Company, 
asking Congress to authorize public buildings and offices to connect 
with the underground wires in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Protest of the Philadelphia Board of Trade 

gainst the proposed treaty with Spain—to the Committee on Ways 
me Means 

By Mr. JORDAN: Memorialand petition of Edgar Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Dunkirk, Ohio, asking grant of 160 acres of land to 
soldiers and sailors of the late war—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Harriet Webster, of Leighton, Mich., 
for increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Resolutions of B. J. Crosswait Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Indiana, for relief of William M. Carr— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of citizens of Owego, N. Y., urging the 
passage of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, eee of citizens of Tioga County, New York, asking an in- 
crease of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. S. H. MILLER: Petition of citizens of West Salem, Pa., in 
favor of an increase of widows’ pensions—to the same comniittee. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Miss Emma Brown, daughter of the 
late Capt. Thomas Brown, asking for a pension—tothe samecommittee. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Petition of citizens of McDonough, N. Y., ask- 
ing for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Petition of J. W. Crosby and 21 others, of 
O. W. Lull Post, No. 11, Department of New Hampshire, G. A. R., 
asking for a pension to Mrs. Adeline Gray, dependent stepmother of 
Harry Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of Norman Wiard, relative to heavy 
ordnance—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SENEY: Protest of the Philadelphia Board of Trade against 
the proposed treaty with Spain—te the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 

bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
- the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Of 100 citizens of Miltonvale, Kans. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Three petitions of ex-soldiers of Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of W. F. Jenkins and others, of Danforth; of 
Joseph Small and others, of Steuben; -of E. W. Sprague and others, of 
Sprague’s Mills, and of T. C. Robinson and others, of Blaine, Me. 

By Mr, T. M. BROWNE: Of 307 citizens of Wayne Count: of 114 
of Delaware County, and of 53 of Randolph County, Indiana, 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Of 74 citizens and soldiers of Hartford, and 63 
citizens and soldiers of Lansingburg; N. Y. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 164 voters of Maysville, Ky. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Of H. E. Benner and 37 others, of Joliet; of John 
Langton and 82 others, of Streator, and of A. S. Wilkinson and 63 
other ex-soldiers, of Ransom, Il, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Mound City and of Paola, Kans. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Of James C. Galford and 172 others, of Aller- 
ton; of J. B. Chaney and 63 others, of Brooks, and of W. F. Moore and 
73 others, of Livingston, Iowa. 


By Mr. KLEINER: Of citizens and ex-soldiers of Lynnville, Ind. 


By Mr. LACEY: Of Cyrus Slosson and 53 others, of Eaton County, 


By Mr. LONG: Of citizens of Rockland and North Abington, Ply- 
mouth County, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Of 100 citizens of Cumberland, Md. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Of citizens of Tioga County, and five petitions 
of citizens of Broome County, New York. 

By Mr. MILLER: Of citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Of 140 citizens of Bates County; of 65 citizens 
of Hume; of A. Gilmartin and 21 citizens, of Le Roy, and of W. B. 
Kriminger and 61 others, of Vandalia, Mo. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of P. P. Gwinn and 172 others, of Onaga, and 
of Daniel Hunter and 281 others, of Holton, Kans. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Of citizens of Chenango and Delaware Counties, 
New York. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of A. F. Betts and 112 others, of Seneca County, 
Ohio. 

by Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of 170 citizens of Marion County, Iowa. 

By Mr. WHITING: Of citizens of Cummington, of Erwing, of Shel- 
burne, of Cooleyville, of Huntington, of Berlin, of Amherst, and of 
Ware, Mass. 

By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Of citizens of Tama, of Marshall, of 
Benton, of Linn, and of Johnson Counties, Iowa. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Of Hamlet Hart, M. D., and 40 others, 
of Eureka; of Alex. O’ Rourke and 62 others, soldiers and citizens of 
Flint; of John H. Sayres and 213 others, soldiers and citizens of Ma- 
son, Mich. 





SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 26, 1885. 
Prayer by Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of Washing- 
ton 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


SENATOR FROM RHODE ISLAND. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The credentials of JonNATHAN CHACE, who has 
been elected a Senator from the State of Rhode Island to succeed the 
late Senator Anthony, were presented to the Senate on Saturday last. 
I now ask that the oath of office may be administered to my colleague- 
elect, who is present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the Senator- 
elect from Rhode Island will attend at the desk for that purpose. 

Mr, CHACE advanced to the President’s desk, escorted by Mr. ALD- 
RICH, and the affirmation prescribed by law having been administered 
to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 

CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentiais of James 
DONALD CAMERON, chosen by the Legislature of Pennsylvania a Sen- 
ator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1885; which were 
read and ordered to be filed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received on Saturday last from the House of 
tatives were severally read twice by their titles, and referred 

to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. sat granting a pension to Creet H. Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 765) for the relief of Emily Agnel; 
- A bill (e R. 838) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. Huggins; 

A bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Annie E. Bailey; 

A bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall, 
widow of Capt. Fernando Randall; 

A bill (H. R. 1898) granting a pension to Harriet Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension to Benjamin Jeffries; 

A bill (H. R. 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 3833) for the relief of John W. Robson; 

A bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to William Strickland; 

A bill (H. R. 4079) granting a pension to James D. Kirk; 

A bill Oi R. 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia Gale; 


A bill (H. R. 4668) tor the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr. ; 
- A bill (H. R. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
ones; 
A bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of Charles Milk; 
A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Sarah Parry 
A bill (H. R. 5605) to increase the pension of Charles H. Brigance 
from $8 to $20 per month; 
A bill tr R. 5798) granting a pension to John E. Denham; 
A bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief of Albertine Cockrum; 
A’bill (H. R. 5969) increasing the pension of Frederic S. Rich; 
A bill (H. R. 6011) granting an increase of pension to Robert Carey ; 
A bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 8. Sampson; 
A bill (H. R. 6882 ting a pension to John Otis; 
A bill or R. 6946) for the relief of Margaret McCarty; 
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eared 
A bill (H. R. 7092) for the relief of Anthony Beyer; to promotion and rank in the Navy; which was referred to the Com 
A bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to James O. McKenna; mittee on Naval A fairs. 
A bill (H. R. 7262) increasing the pension of Elmira P. Spencer; Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Isaac Emery and others, citizens 
A bill (H. R. 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; of Portland, Me., and the petition of C. P. Watlocke and 200 other citi- 
A bill (H. R. 7308) for the relief of David Fried; zens of Portland, Ms., praying for the ratification of the proposed Span- 
A bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; ish reciprocity treaty; which were referred to the Committee on For 
A bill ht R. 7336) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; eign Relations. 
A bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade, of Bath, Me., 
A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed Spanish reci- 


A bill (H. R. 7340) granting a pension to John Sparr; procity treaty; which was referred to the Committee en Foreign Rela- 
A bill (H. R. 7502) granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; tions. : 
A bill (H. R. 7561) to allow a pension to George F. West; 


Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Oscar Larson and 300 other 
A bill (H. R. 7572) granting a pension to Amos McDowell; 


citizens of Iowa, and the petition of E. W. Farnsworth and 500 other 





A bill tr R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord; citizens of lowa, praying for the passage of an act declaring a forfeiture 

A bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension to Mrs. Adeline E. Chad- | of the unearned lands embraced in the grant to the Sioux City and Saint 
bourne; ; t Paul Railroad land grant, and being the lands withheld from that com- 

A bill (H. R. 7709) granting a pension to Louisa A. Estes; pany by the State of Iowa; which were referred to the Committee on 

A bill (H. R. rank for the relief of Pardon H. Morey; Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to Lois B. Smith; Mr. LAPHAM. I present the petition of Alice C. Underwood, of 

A bill (H. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. | Virginia, in which she recites that her mother, Maria G. Underwood, 
Quinn; who was the administrator of the late John C. Underwood, died on 


i i ! : : the 19th day of July last, and that the petitioner has been duly ap- 
A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- | pointed executrix, and qualified, and given bonds as such. She asks 


mander S. Dana Greene, United States Navy. for the substitution of her name in the resolution now pending for an 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. allowance to the estate of her father, John C. Underwood, for expenses 
incurred in pressing his right to a seat as Senator-elect from the State 
of Virginia. I give notice that at an early day I shall ask to take up 
the resolution for consideration. I move that the petition lie upon th 


A bill R. 7773) granting a pension to William E. Ayers; and 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the following memorial of | 
the Legislature of Kansas; which was read: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 12. table until that time. 
Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), | The motion was agreed to. 
That— | Mr. HOAR presented a petition of residents of Massachusetts and 
; . I I 
socal See iotueclienentas ay Congpemansating © New York, praying that the United States acquire title to the two canals 
Whereas such a measure would be prejudicial to the interests of the people of | Connecting Portage Lake with Lake Superior, and make those canals 


this,and beneficial only to parties who neither reside in nor pay taxes to this 
State: Therefore, | meres 
Be it resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our Represent- | Mr 7 HAMPTON ; , ‘ ay — . 
atives requested, to resist any and all such attempted legislation by the use of | r. A A} re N presented a petition of the mayor and aldermen of 
every tehneineet pro epeeean. te Se end Sent janties may be done and the Columbia, 8. C., praying for the establishment of a postal free-deliver 
best interests e je of Kansas subserved. : od chive. eotele ran rete » Cos 1 on Poat-Offices ane 
Resolved, ishinoccertary ofstate be, and is hereby, directed to forward copies | 4 that “ ; which was referred to the Committee on Do yt ind 
of these resolutions, properly attested, to the President of the Senate, Speaker Post-Roads 
of the House of Representatives, and our Senators and Representatives in Con- | 
gress. 


free of toll to the public; which was referred to the Committee on Com 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


| 

1 
I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that . Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in | ferred the bill (H. R. 7299) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted 


my oes, : Nn : : peeetnnd adie | to the State of Iowa, to aid in the construction of railroads in that 
, t . sided my meand ¢g a my ‘ ~ : ° 
efeh a —_ whereo nave hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my State, and for other purposes, report it with an amendment I am in 
Done at Topeka, this 2ist day of January, A. D. 1885. structed by the committee also to ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
[SEAL.] E. B. ALLEN, 


sideration of the bill at the present time. Itis a House bill. The bill 
and the proposed amendment have been subjected to the scrutiny of all 
Mr. INGALLS. I presume the memorial should be referred to the | those who are in any wise interested in it by reason of representation 
Committee on Public Lands. and the amendment is without objection, as I think. It is very im 
Mr. FRYE. No; it should be referred to the Committee on Com- | portant for a good many reasons that the bill should be disposed of st 
merce, as the bill in relation to that subject is now pending before that | as early a day as possible. While not of that importance which con 
committee. | cerns the convenience of a class of people, it is as 1 think important 
Mr. INGALLS. Very well. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas asks unan 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The memorial will be referred to the | imous consent thatthe bill reported by hirn from the Committee on Pab 
Committee on Commerce. lic Lands be now considered. Is there objection ? 
Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of the iron mining and manu- Mr. LAPHAM. I should like to hear it read 
facturing companies of the Lake Superior region, remonstrating against | Mr. PLUMB. The amendmentof the committee consists of the sub- 
the ratification of the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; which was | stitution of a new bill for all after the enacting clause, and I ask that 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. the Chief Clerk may read that. 
Mr. MORRILL. I present the petition of 8. C. Pomeroy, John The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
Coughlin, William Maipe & Co., O. M. Bryant, Hayward & Hutchin- | that the bill be read. If there be no objection— 
son, B. H. Warner, and a large number of persons and firms, repre-| Mr. BAYARD. Ido not desire to delay the Senator's bill, but: 
senting business houses of the city of Washington, stating that the best | olution was offered by me at the close of the last legislative session which 
location for the proposed city post-office is square 406, between Eighth | | desire to have disposed of before the close of the morning busin: 
and Ninth and E and F streets northwest, and praying that it be pur- Mr. PLUMB. If the bill leads to debate or is liable to lead to any 


Secretary of State. 








chased by the Government for that purpose. I move that the petition | protracted discussion, I shall not insist ou its further consideration this 
be referred to the Cominittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | morning. 
The motion was agreed to. | Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator assents to it, I will ask him to with 


Mr. MORRILL. Ialso present another petition of the same purport, | draw his request in order to allow me to call up the resolution offered 
praying that the location of the proposed city post-office may be on by me at the close of the last legislative session. J apprehend that that 
square 406, between Eighth and Ninth and E and F streets north- | resolution will scarcely lead to debate, and its adoption, I think, ought 
west, signed by I. B. McGuire, Thomas J. Fisher & Co., R. T. Mer- | to take place at once. 
rick, N. W. Burchell, H. A. Willard, John Sherman & Co., T. E.| The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair will state that debate on 
Waggaman, and various other persons. I move that the petition be | these requests is not in order, and that the resolution m 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | Senator from Delaware will be laid before t] nate when the. order 

The motion was agreed to. of resolutions is reached. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of citizensof| Mr. PLUMB. I think that will probably accomplish the Senator's 
Pennsylvania, praying for the improvement of the Alleghany River; | purpose just as well. 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. Mr. BAYARD. I shall consent now, but may object afterward 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the West Branch Lumber- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York, pend- 
man’s Exchange, of Williamsport, Pa., favoring the improvement of | ing the request for unanimous consent, asks that the bill 
the West Branch of the Susquehanna River; which were referred to the | information. 

on Commerce. | tion. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of 8. M. Ackley, lieutenant United | The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
States Navy, and other naval officers, praying for legislation in relation | Mr. HARRIS. 


iumed by the 


be read for 
If there be no objection the bill will be read for informa- 


For what purpose is the bill being read ? 
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said at the rate of $2,220 per annum, out of the ‘‘ miscellaneous items” of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, the said sum to be considered as including the 


funeral expenses and all other allowance. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 2579) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine S. Hewett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2580) allowing the widow of E. Rum- 
sey Wing, late minister to Ecuador, one year’s salary; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2581) for the relief of C. M. 
Nittig; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (8. 2582) to create the office of assist- 
ant chief signal ofticer, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (8. 2583) for the relief 
of Charles Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2584) for the relief of Christian R. 
Purdum, Henry E. Clark, John M. Lamb, and Julius C. Shainwald; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2585) for the relief of James 
Albert Bonsack, of the State of Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2586) for the relief of Ira Hawarth; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. McMILLAN, and Mr. VEST submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (8S. 729) for the protection of 
children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
8030) making an appropriation for the Agricultural Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PROTECTION OF CHILDREN. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ey have agreed to recommend and dorecommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

1. In line 11 of section 2, that the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House, and agree to the same with the addition of the words 
‘or sight;’’ so that the clause will read ‘in their presence or sight ;’’ and the 
House agree to the same. 

2. In lines 2 and 8 of section 4, that in lieu of the word “ twenty-one,” as 
amended by the House to read * sixteen,’ both Houses agree to the substitution 


of the word “ eighteen.” 

Hi. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
AUSTIN PF. PIKE, 
JOSEPH E. BROWN, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate, 
WM. L. WILSON, 
J. THOS. SPRIGGS, 
E. JEFFORDS, 

Conferees on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN inthechair), TheChair 
understands that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] reported the 
bill from the Committee on Public Lands and asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to proceed to its consideration. The bill is being 
read for information. 

Mr. HARRIS. We certainly can not consider during the morning 
hour a bill such as that. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Tennessee ob- 
ject ? 

Mr. HARRISe I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatcr from Tennessee objects, 
and the bill goes upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that I shall ask the Senate at an early 
day to consider the bill in the morning hour. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the memorial of J. W. Niles, representing the association of col- 
oved people known as the ‘‘ Indemnity party,’’ and other colored citi- 
zens of Arkansas, praying for the equal protection of the laws in secur- 
ing homesteads, asked to be discharged from its further consideration 
and that it lie on the table; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2551) for the relief of George E. Moore, of the 
District of Columbia, and also the petition of said Moore praying for 
certain relief, direct me to report a substitute for the bill. I ask that 
it be printed, and give notice, it being important as a matter of time 
that it be acted upon very promptly, that I shall to-morrow morning 
ask the Senate to take it up and consider it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar. 

ROBERT STRACHAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PIKE. I am instructed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1501) for the relief of Rob- 
ert Strachan, John H. Johnson, Samuel M. Bryan, George Combs, 
Annie Botts, and George A. Hawkins, to report it adversely; and I 
am also instructed to report a resolution referring the claim to the Court 
of Claims. I ask that the resolution may be read and acted upon at 
the present time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the claim of Robert Strachan, of Washington, D.C., be referred, 
in accordance with the provisions of section 1059 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, to the Court of Claims of the United States, together with the 
vaneens, S000, and papers pertaining thereto, to be heard and determined by 

a ecourt,. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that resolution under consideration ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Subject to objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not object to it, but I should like to inquire what 
the necessity for it is. Has not the committee the province of referring 
the claim without the adoption of the resolution ? 

Mr. PIKE. Not without the sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. This is the usual course. 

Mr. PIKE. This does not come under the so-called Bowman act, 
but under the general provisions of the Revised Statutes, section 1059. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. PIKE. I move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SMITHSONIAN REPORT FOR 1884. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported with- 
out amendment the following concurrent resolution; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
report of the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum forthe year 1884 be 
printed, and that there be printed 16,060 extra copies, of which 3,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and 6,060 for the euse of Representatives, and 
7,000 for the Smithsonian Institution. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR ANTHONY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2577) to authorize the printing of 
the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late Henry B. Anthony, to 
report it without amendment, and I ask for the immediate considera- 
tion of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MOTHER OF J. P. RINGGOLD. 


Mr, JONES, of Nevada. Iam instracted by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution to pay the mother of John P. Ringgold, deceased, late 
clerk to the Committee on Commerce, a sum equal to six months’ . 
to report it favorably and without amendment. I ask that the resolu- 
tion be immediately acted upon. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; and it was agreed to, as follows : 

Resolved, That the of the Senate be, and heis , 

Secretary Su . he is hereb point 


anti directed to pay to the mother of Jéhn P, Ringgold, to 
the Committee on Commerce, a sum equal to six months’ salary as clerk afore- 


The report was concurred in. 

ATTEMPT TO DESTROY BRITISH PARLIAMENT HOUSE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘‘Concurrent or other resolutions”’ 
being in order, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution submit- 
ted on Saturday last by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States has heard with indignation and 
profound sorrow of the attempt to destroy the Houses of Parliament and other 
public buildings in London, and hereby expresses its horror and detestation of 
such menstrous crimes against civilization. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am better satisfied after the lapse of 
aday toask now for the adoption by the Senate of the resolution offered 
by me at the close of the last legislative session, because this body has 


now the rtunity to affirm deliberately what spontaneously and 
Seatiaainde a on the instant of information of the 


prom ex 

uncivilized, cruel, ar attempt to destroy in another country 
human life, and with it public buildings dedicated to a government of 
laws, in the vain possibly, togain relief from st by thus over- 
throwing law in its very citadel, and at the cost of suffering and 
death to innocent persons. 
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unless it is an opinion adverse to a poor, struggling island that we need 
not fear. 








It seemed to me eminently proper that as a law-making body of the 
American people the Senate should express its antagonism to a spirit 





which by destroying law will necessarily destroy all hopes of that lib- | Ah! sir, we find the fact staring us in the face to-day that a govern- 
erty that can ae exist under law. ment which boasts of its common law, of which the Senator from Dela 
To give emphatic expression to the meaning of this action, I ask for | ware has spoken as a government of law and liberty, has not dared to 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the resolution. do justice to the population of Ireland for a hundred or more years. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to refer the resolution to the Com- | Though her natural increase of population has been equal to that of 
mittee on Foreign Relations. England herself, yet 2,000,000 less people inhabit the island to-day 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware asks for | than did inhabit it two deeades—twenty years—ago. 
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. It is usual first I am not here to express an opinion on matters of this sort or reso- 
to ascertain if the call for the yeas and nays is seconded. lutions of this kind under these peculiar circumstances. I am entirely 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. When we reach that point I shall make the | willing to let those people alone, for any resolution that we pass will 
motion to refer. be construed there as an expression of sympathy and fellowship with a 
The yeas and nays were ordered. country of cruelty and tyranny in dealing with her provincial subjects 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to refer the resolution to the Com- For that reason, and for that alone, I ask to have this resolution re 
mittee on Foreign Relations. ferred to the Committee on Foreigu Relations. 
Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the yeas and nays upon the motion to refer Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, I do not wish to enter 
the resolution. into any debate on the questions raised by the Senator from Virginia. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia moves to | I do not think it necessary to refer this resolution to the Committee on 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, on which | Foreign Relations, because I believe it is expressive of the sentiment of 
motion the yeas and nays are demanded. the American people universally, including all classes of citizens of the 

The yeas and nays were ordered. United States, and I think we can vote upon it without any report from 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I ask to refer the resolution | a committee. 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations because I presume that that is Mr. LAPHAM. I offer an amendment, whivh I trust the Senator 
the appropriate committee for the reference of such a resolution. I | from Delaware will accept. 
can receive information such as we have had here with ‘‘ profound The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is not in order pend 
sorrow;’’? Iam notalways prepared to say that I receive it with ‘‘indig- | ing a motion to refer. 
nation.’’ I would prefer that the Committee on Foreign Relations should Mr. HOAR. Let it be read. 
report back the resolution after they shall have received more infor- The PRESIDING OFFICER. It may be read for information 
mation than we have up to this time. Mr. LAPHAM. I think it will receive unanimous consent. 

I believe the President of the Senate, on Saturday evening, ruled The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
that this was legislative business, and that it should properly go into | read. 
the legislative Journals or the record of the Senate, and I supposed it The Corer Cierk. After the word ‘‘ London,’’ in the third line, it 
was understood here that what was said in connection with the resolu- | is proposed to insert: 
= at — time oe ao : = of aa record. It | And to imperil the lives of innocent and unsuspecting persons. 

oes not so appear. arran y the ruling of the President of the Mr. BAYARD. very gladly accep » amendment. 
Senate, I can go back to Saturday evening and there find that a num- The PRESIDING OFF CER’ The mies 1 a modities 
ber of Associated Press telegrams were read in the Senate announcing | jis resolution by accepting the amendment. 
that certain things had occurred in England, and then it was that the Mr. HOAR. The yeas and nays having been ordered, it requires - 
Senator from Delaware offered this resolution. I asked that the doors | ynanimous consent to modify the resolution. I suppose there will be 
might be opened and the injunction of secrecy removed, when the Sen- | no objection, however. 
ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS].asked that the resolution might go The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Is there unanimous consent that the 


or : resolution may be modified in the way proposed? ‘The Chair hears no 
morning in the regular order of business. objection. 


It is a resolution expressive of the indignation of the Senate of the SIDDLEBERGER. 
United States at the Taovten up of puieiewaibiines in England, be- eens 
cause forsooth it was destructive of buildings in which the laws of Eng- 
land are made which guarantee liberty to the subjects of Great Britain. 
That reason is not sufficient to induce me to vote for the resolution. 
We can not be expected to approve all the methods of the Irish people, | puilding being blown up or something being done; but we do not act 
but while we are preparing and experimenting with dynamite to blow | here on that sort of information. I object to the modification 
vessels out of the water and to drown people in the ocean, it scarcely | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia objecting, 
becomes us to say that a people who do not constitute a government | the resolution is still pending without amendment; and the question 
and can not make a proclamation of war shall not use the same instru- | js on the reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations, on which 
ments of war that we would use under the same circumstances. Put | the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
any of us in a country where we could not own land, where we could The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 2, nays 
not exercise the God-given right of owning a foot of land, even though | 58: as follows: i ; 


Iam forced to object to it. I object be- 
cause I do not understand that we have any information on which to 
base such a resolution. I do not understand that we have any infor- 
mation here upon which to base such a resolution as this, and there- 
fore I object. I can see every day where we get information of some 


we earned it by the sweat of our faces, and then see what kind of meth- YEAS—2. 
ods we would employ. Riddleberger, Van Wyck. 

I do not mean to justify the method, but I do mean to say that I shall NAYS—58. 
not here vote for any resolution that may be distorted into an expres- | Aldrich, Dawes, Jonas, Pike, 
sion of sympathy, or even of common fellowship, with a country that | Bayard, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
knows nothing but tyranny, that practices nothing but cruelty in her | Beck: on — fo 
wars, and gives none of her subjects the exercise of that liberty which | Brown! Gibson, Lapham, Ransom, 
we say on this side of the Atlantic belongs to every one. But a short | Butler, Gorman, McMillan, Sawyer, 
time ago both Houses of the United States Congress were somewhat dis- | (ee cepa em —— 
turbed by the rendering of a judicial opinion in England, then trying | Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Maxey, — Vance, 
some Irishmen, in which the judge violated every principle of the com- | Chace, Harris Miller of Cal., Vest, 
mon law (and about all I like England for is her common law), violated | Cockrell. peeeiaen ees eee 
every principle of the Bill of Rights, of Magna Charta, of the Constitu- | Colquitt, Hoar, Morrill, * Wilson. * 
tion of the United States, by determining a question of fact for the jury | Conger, Ingalls, Palmer, 
itself. Was there any expression of indignation here by the Senate | ©¢°™ namannd se 
then? None that I heard of; none that the country has heard of. If ‘ See rok 
an English judge can sit upon the bench there, with an Irishman be- | fj" Farley, en Saher 
fore him on trial for his life, and can say to the jury ‘‘these are the | Camden, Garland, Mahone, Sewell, 
facts,’’ and that elicits no expression of indignation on the part of the | Edmunds, Hill, Mitchell, Voorhees 
law-making power of the United States, then I ask to be excused from So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 
expressing my sympathy in a matter such as we now have under con- The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question recurs on the adoption 
sideration. of the resolution. 

Now, sir, I say again that I am not here to approve these methods; Mr. LAPHAM. I now renew the amendment I offered. 
but we do know the fact that there is war absolute between Ireland The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment of the Senator fron 


and England, so far as Irishmen without a government can make it. | New York will be read. 

We are so neutral here as that some Senators think we ought not to The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘ London,”’ in line 3 of the r 
dig a ditch without the consent of England—so liberal in everything | olution, it is proposed to insert: 

that we can not express an opinion about anything concerning England | And to imperil the lives of innocent and unsuspecting persons. 
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So as to make the resolution read: taken place in London, of the authenticity of the reports of which 
there can be no question, as if it were a method of warfare adopted by 
Ireland or the Irish people against England, and their method of assert- 
ing their rights in the contest which has been going on for so many cen- 
turies. Now I have among my own constituency, in the city where I 
dwell and in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, a very large number 
of personsof Irish descent. They are an intelligent, patriotic, manly, 
braverace. Their clergy are scholars and men of learning, menof piety, 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States has heard with indignation and 
profound sorrow of the attempt to destroy the Houses of Parliament and other 
public buildings in London, and to imperil the lives of innocent and unsuspect- 
ing persons, and hereby expresses its horror and detestation of such monstrous 
crimes against civilization 


Mr. BAYARD. I believe I have the right as the mover of the resolu- 
tion to accept the modification. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasend nays having been or- | men of humanity,and menof charity. Their youth are growing up un- 
dered, it can only be done by unanimous consent. der the influence of American institutions and American schools, acquir- 
Mr. FRYE. There can be a reconsideration of the vote ordering the | ing with a marvelous rapidity the habits of free government and the 
yeas und nays, I think, without difficulty. character which becomes freemen and sovereigns in a free government. 
‘The PRESLDING OFFICER. The amendment may be acted upon | And I think I am justified in stating that the doctrine expressed in 
in a moment by a vote. this resolution is their doctrine as it is the doctrine of all other Amer- 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I shall not object any longer to having the | ican citizens; that whatever wrongs they have to complain of, great as 
resolution improved they have been as is admitted in the past, great as they continue to be 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia withdraws | as I believe in the present at the hands of England toward the island 


his objection to the modification. 


Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir, and I now move to postpone the 
consideration of the resolution until Wednesday immediately after the 
morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia withdraws 
his objection to the modification proposed by the Senator from Delaware, 
anit is incorporated in the resolution. 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withdraw the objection to the amendment 
of the Senator from New York only because I think the resolution is 
in such shape that it can not be very materially damaged or improved 
by any amendment that may be placed upon it. I ask that the Senate 
postpone the consideration of the resolution until Wednesday immedi- 
ately after the morning hour. We shall have had time then to know 
exactly what we are expressing our sympathy with in the resolution. 
We know nothing this morning that we did not know Saturday after- 
noon. We are rushing in here to pass a resolution that is to fix our 
position of sympathy on one side or the other of a contest that we can 
not close our eyes to or fail to see is going on; and we have nothin 
upon which to base it except the cablegrams of Saturday evening an 
those which appear in the newspapers of this morning. 

Now, sir, I think the Senate of the United States can afford to wait 
until Wednesday. The passage of this resolution to-day does not place 
back any stone that has been blown from place by dynamite; the pas- 
sage of this resolution to-day does not restore a lost limb or a life, if 
there be one lost. It simply puts us upon record here as the Senate of 
the United States in the expression of sympathy with England and 
against Ireland. That is what itdoes; nothing more, and nothing less; 
and when this resolution is passed, that will be the shape into which it 
will be distorted, I care not how it may be amended or how it may be 
improved by gentlemen who offer amendments to it. 

I am not much of a stickler for precedents; but I question whether 
the Senate can find a precedent that will justify this hasty action here 
on Monday morning. I can not close my eyes and declare I will not 
see. I know as well what the bug is under this chip as I know that 
the resolution is pending here for the consideration of the Senate. It 
is not a question of socialism; it is not a question of nihilism; it is not 
a question of murder by one man of another; but it isa great and grow- 
ing question that has been great from its inception, and has been grow- 
ing from the time that it started. 

f Lcould simply vote for a resolution that would express my regret 
at the death of a policeman over yonder—and I believe he is the only 
man, 80 far as I have heard, that was killed—if I could express my re- 
gret at the injury of any children and women in London, if I could ex- 
pe my regret here at the mere fact of the Parliament houses having 

n blown up and the Towerof London having been shaken, if the res- 
olution were put in that form, I should vote for it readily. But when 
you offer a resolution which is really expressive of the sympathy of this 
Government with that, then I am not ready to vote for it and cannot. 
Though I may be the only one voting against it, I may reverently thank 
God that I eee moderately to voting by myself. I therefore 
ask that this ution go over until Wednesday. Ithink thatis a rea- 
sonable request. ,.By that time we shall have more information. We 
shall have time then to frame a resolution expressive of our regret at 
the death of any of our friends if any of them have been killed; wemay 
express our regret for those who have been maimed by name, if that be 
Senatorial; but to express any regret or to express anything that ma: 
be construed by any possibility into an expression of even common fel- 


of their origin, and for which they have the love that all mankind have 
for the spot where they or their ancestors were born, the making by 
secret methods of assassination a warfare, not upon the wrongdoer, not 
upon the representative of the wrongdoer, not upon the army the in- 
strument of the wrongdocr, but upon unoffending women and children, 
is as repugnant to the nature of that generous and brave race as it is to 
the nature of any other class of American eitizens. 

I see attributed to Her Britannic Majesty’s representative at Wash- 
ington the suggestion that the Government or people of the United 
States have in some mode been to blame or remiss in the matter of 
legal prohibition against such designs originating in this country, and 
I see reported from the British press some indications of a feeling there 
that America has been at fault in extending her rightof asylum upon her 
soil to Irish exiles. I believe America has always performed the duties 
of neutrality as required by the law of nations and as required by a 
sound and wise regard for the interests of other civilized nations. We 
can not undertake to deal with mere speech; we can not undertake to 
deal with mere violent expressions of indignation; we can not under- 
take to deal with mere vapor; and, if we did, those things would be 
more dangerous to foreign governments if they were repressed than if 
they were suffered to be discharged and pass off in the natural way. 

I think the United States will be as ready to make strict and efficient 
laws as she has in the Ley come pater originating crimes, of- 
fenses, violence upon her soil directed against foreign governments or 
foreign peoples as any other nation ever has been or ever will be. Cer- 
tainly we can submit our conduct in that respect to a comparison with 
that of the Government o: Great Britain without shrinking or flinching. 

But that is not the question of the present hour, and I should not 
have adverted to it but for these utterances which have been attributed 
to the British, minister. 

I shall give my vote for the resolution submitted by the honorable 
Senator from Delaware, with great confidence that in giving it I express 
the opinion of the brave and manly American citizens of the Irish race 
who are my constituents, and the brave and manly lovers of 
Ireland spiholeal of their nativity, as much as the opinion of any 
other class of American citizens. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I should not ask the indul- 
— of the Senate a moment longer but for the fact that the Senator 

rom Massachusetts has assumed that I hold that this proposed mode 
of warfare was adopted by the Irish people. J said I was notcalled on 
here to approve the method even if it had been adopted. I disclaim 
that I have any knowledge of this, and I also deny that any other Sen- 
ator here has any knowledge upon which he can base any assumption 
as to whether this was the work of a few people or a number of people, 
whether it was the work of one man or a thousand or a million. That 
is thereason I asked that we shall not express any opinion about it at all. 
I repeat that I am not called upon to express my approval of these 
methods. 1 am notcalled upon to express my disapproval of anythin; 
ith England in this matter. That was al 


Mr. GIBSON... Mr. President, I the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] as appropriate, and it will com- 
mand my cordial support. 

If the deplorable transaction to which it relates concerned only the 
destruction of private property and the lives of individual citizens, the 
resolution might be held to be out of season and irrelevant, but it is 
manifest that the dynamite was employed to accomplish a public pur- 

the lives of the members of the Parliament of Great 


lowship with the Government of England in the struggle which Ireland tain and and the houses in which the British Parliament 
is making against her or she is making against Ireland, I can not and | convenes, the most venerable parliamentary assembly in the world, upon 
will not vote. which our own was modeled by our forefathers, who were, it 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to enter into any.dis- | must be born and reared British subjects. 
cussion at this time. The state of my throat and lungs would prevent | Kindred in institutions and in blood, it is meet and proper that the 
it if I were otherwise inclined. I only rise in uence of a word | American Senate should express its for the law-givers and 
which has been uttered by the Senator from Vi and in conse- | people of the United Kingdom upon the occasion of their from 


so great a public calamity and its abhorrence of the atrocious that 
sir, not the but the 
was designed. But, only was the purpose reprehensible, 


means 
Persons who use stealthily and by secret plots and agencies 


quence of an intimation which I see in the morning papers 
—— to the representative of ber Beteannte Majesty’s government 
his country. 


The Senator from Virginia seems to treat the occurrence which has 
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to take life and destroy property dedicated to public or private purposes 
place themselves in the category of those who find in poison the proper 
means to execute the basest passions of the human heart. 

The plotters and perpetrators of the foulest crimes by these methods 
and means are what pirates are on the sea—they are assassins, the most 
accursed and degraded of all criminals. They are the common enemies 
of mankind—hostes humani generis. 

Sir, they are no patriots, but the enemies of their country, whatever 
may be the country that endures the shame to harbor or toown them. 
They are not soldiers, for no man that ever carried a musket bravely on | 
the field of battle could find it in his heart to do murder by stealth; 
soldiers can not beassassins. Norare they brave men, for secret murder 
is the resort of craven cowardice. 

Above all, they are not Irishmen, for Irishmen are patriots; they are 
soldiers and brave men, who never strike in the back. 

Irelar d does notseek a remedy for the wrongs that centuries of unjust 
oppression have imposed upon her by poison and dynamite, by assassina- 
tion and crime. She will find it in the intelligence and manhood of her 
sons and in the resources of civilization, which offer to her, and to all 
others who may be sufferigg from tyranny, the hope and means for the 
recovery of justice and freedom. 
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and tardy it may be, but inexorable and relentless, stands, with up- 





I see, therefore, in this resolution nothing unfriendly to Ireland, but 
a fitting expression on the part of the American Senate, nay, on behalf 
of the American citizens of Irish descent, brave and manly and heroic, 
in whatever partof our land they may live—a fitting expression of our 
sympathy for those who have escaped a great catastrophe, and our 
earnest detestation of a species of crime that stains the civilization of 
our age. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I observe in the dispatches from 
London, printed on Saturday evening and yesterday morning, that there 
was a profound feeling expressed among the citizens of Great Britain in 
favor of bringing some pressure to bear upon the people of the United 
States to prevent further operations by those who are employing dyna- 
mite as an instrument of destruction. The dispatches further said that 
this sentiment had been somewhat mollified by information of the 
bill offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs] in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, as expressive of a determination on the part 
of the American people that this Government should not be held in 
any way whatever responsible for these revolting outrages. I notice 
also an additional statement, that at a railway station an American 
traveler was assailed by infuriated Englishmen because he was an Ameri- 
can, and only escaped violence by the display or use of his revolver. 

Mr. President, I shall vote for the adoption of the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Delaware, not as expressive in any way whatever of 
the inculpation of the American people in these crimes; not because I 
believe there has been any sympathy on the part of the United States 
with those who have been engaged in them; not as an apology; not as 
an implication of any conviction that there has been guilty complicity 
on the part of any of the citizens of this country, but only as a declara- 
tion of my abhorrence of these methods that have heen employed, and 
my conviction that those who employ them are not alone the worst ene- 
mies of the cause that they assume to represent, but of the cause of civ- 
ilization and good government everywhere. 

Sir, the bombs that shattered the walls of the Parliament Houses of 
England and the Tower of London shook the foundations of every cap- 
ital in Christendom. There was no parliament house from Paris to St. 
Petersburg that did not tremble at that blow. Such acts are decla- 
rations of war against society, and merit and must receive the condem- 
nation and abhorrence of all patriotic and thoughtful men. 

But, sir, there is something worse in society than dynamite, and that 
is the passions, the wrongs, and the guilt which make dynamite possible. 
The worst dynamite is in the soul of man. Poverty, helpless and hope- 
less, oppression, ignorance, vice, the wrongs of centuries, are the ingre- 
dients of that minister of destruction. Every effect hasits cause. Tyr- 
anny makes the. nihilist. Despotism makes the Carbonari and the 
Commune, Free and happy citizens do not murder monarchs, nor de- 
stroy their capitols; and I intend by my vote on this resolution to ex- 

ress my detestation of injustice everywhere, and tosay further that if 

t assumed that the American people or that the Irishmen naturalized 
in America are in any way responsible for or in sympathy with these 
crimes, or are in any manner their accomplices and abettors, I repel and 
disavow it. 

The terrible events of Saturday convey a solemn and portentous 
lesson. No matter what opinion the student of history may have about 
the course of toward Ireland for centuries; of her policies in 
the East Indies, in China, in Egypt, in New Zealand, in all portions of 
the earth where her power has been exerted, there can be but one 
opinion of the lesson these occurrences teach; and that is, that for 

as for men, there is nothing ultimately so unprofitable as in- 
justice. The thief robs himself; the murderer inflicts a deeper wound 
upon himself than that which slays his victim; a nation or a state that 
imposes chains upon or of its citizens or its subjects places 
heavier manacles upon i than those which bind its helpless victims; 
and those who deny the rights of mankind or impair the essential pre- 
rogatives of freedom anywhere must not forget that behind them, silent 
























































lifted hand, the menacing specter of vengeance and retribution 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia to postpone the further consider 
ation of the resolution until Wednesday next. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. As the Senator from Kansas has referred to 
one incident; I have a paper in my hand giving a full account which I 
will read: 

An American fraveler, whose name is not known, was in a train of the Nort! 
western Railway going from London to Liverpool 


discussion arose over America’s responsibility for the dynamite « xplosions 
The opinion was freely expressed that the United States was greatly to blame 


riil- 
om Saturday, when an excited 


for harboring such men as O'Donovan Rossa The American defended hi« 
country in vigorous language, and was attacked by a crowd of the passengers 
The American drew a revolver and kept his assailants at bay until the traia 


reached Chester, when he jumped from the carriage and escaped 


That is about as nearly killing an American as I can hear that any 
Englishman came by the explosion, according to the dispatches which 
we had read in the Senate up to Saturday evening, when this resolu 
tion was promulgated. Il can appreciate very fully what the Senator 
from Kansas has said, and I make the application as I suppose where he 
intended to direct it when he said dynamite is in the souls of men and 
men make dynamite possible. Iam not defending dynamite. I am 
not here to defend the use of dynamite; | am not here to condemn it 
I am not here to condemn it because it is used in violation of laws or of 
constitutions by a people who have no government with power to de- 
clare war. I can recall—and it is an unpleasant recollection—what 
transpired once at Harper’s Ferry, when the lives of women and chil- 
dren were placed at imminent risk. That was at a time when the Con- 
stitution of this country said that slavery might live south of a cer- 
tain parallel of latitude. I can remember these things, and the public 
sentiment of this country said that the men for whose benefit the Har- 
per’s Ferry raid was intended to liberate ought to be free, and they 
justified the means to that end. Constitutions were pierced by pikes, 
and laws were trodden under foot; and yet the decision of this country 
was finally that constitutions were made only to guarantee the liberties 
to which men were entitled. I say here, sir, from this place, that the 
people of Ireland, save and except only the fact that they are not chat- 
tels subject to sale and delivery, are as much in slavery as the African 
was in the South; ay, more, for among these certain persons could own 
property and, in some States South, vote; but an Irishman can not even 
own the land where he lives except with the consent of the British Crown 
Ask me then to give expression to anything that can be tortured into 
sympathy with England in a matter of this sort! I can not and will 
not do it. 

It is true, as the Senator from Louisiana says, these Irishmen are not 
soldiers. No, sir; they are not citizens even. Soldiers are never assas- 
sins, he says. ‘True, brave soldiers never were. An Irishman can not 
even bea citizen, much less a soldier, and he can not be a policeman 
unless he first turns his back upon hisown country. If the blowing up 
of the Parliament House of England shook every government center 
from Paris to St. Petersburg I am glad to know that we did not feel the 
thrill over here; and but for the introduction of the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Delaware, it would have passed away with the 
dispatches of Saturday and Monday morning. 

Now, sir, I ask whether any Senator here has heard a single reason 
advanced why the Senate of the United States should pass this resolu- 
tion. There is no reason except the one that the resolution was offered 
and is pending, and you dare not vote against it. That is the only 
reason for voting for it. When we vote for it we do something affirm- 
ative; and if we were wise we would do nothing affirmative, and then 
we could be charged with no neglect of duty. 

No single reason has yet been advanced why this resolution should 
pass. It just simply stands here as a resolution of an experienced Sen- 
ator from the State of Delaware, and therefore it must pass. That is 
all there is in it. If there is any other reason I have failed up to this 
time to find it in anything that has been said in its behalf. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, the American people have twice had 
solemn experience of the awful crime of assassination. In each case 
the wild news went shuddering on the wings of the lightning to the 
uttermost corners of the earth, and from every tribe and nation, pagan 
and civilized, came back solemn and indignant denunciation. The 
crimes in question to-day are far worse, far meaner, far viler, and more 
devilish. They have not the logic of assassination; they are not directed, 
as the bomb was against Alexander or against Napoleon, to the ruler of 
acountry. They aresimply an insensate dash against humanity. Who 
suffers? Two poor policemen, fifteen or twenty women or children out 
for a holiday visiting the public buildings. What ‘‘good’’ will this 
resolution do? I donot know. It does me good to curse the crime. 
It does the world good to hear from the whole world a denunciation of 
such deeds. 

I should have been glad to simply record my name in a unanimous 
vote of the Senate in condemnation. I decline to discuss any of the 
questions which mere imagination can connect with it. The Irish agi- 
tation has nothing to do with it. I protest that I never heard an Irish- 
man who did not lament such outrages, because fools charge them to his 
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race. I lay aside all other questions, and I protest that men of all 
creeds, all races, and all nations curse this work. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia to postpone the consideration of the resolution 
until Wednesday next. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yea 1, 
nays 62; as follows: 


jection? The Chair hears none. The Senator from California will 
roceed 


‘ Mr. MILLER, of California. I am forbidden by the rules to state 
the reasons why I make this motion, but those reasons are well known 
to all the Senators present. There is business before the Senate which 
can only be done in executive session that is of more pressing impor- 
tance than any other. I am as anxious to have a bill passed of some 
sort regulating interstate commerce as the Senator from Illinois, but in 


YEA—1. the condition of affairs I deem it proper to press forward the other busi- 
Riddleberger. ness which is before the Senate. , 
NAYS—62. Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to ask the Senator from Cali- 
4 barich, pees, poem, — fornia to withhold his motion for a moment, as I desire to take up Order 
cae mtone oe . of Business 866, being Senate bill 1291. 
a — ee eee ee. The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New York appeals 
_owen, 7 iarland, pei ate to the Senator from California to withdraw his motion. 
oe eee A : . Mr. MILLER, of New York. Only for a moment. 
: Gibson, + MeMillan, Sh . cee : : 
Call. Gemaan, McPherson, Slater. Mr. MILLER; of California. What is the bill? 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Manderson, Vance, Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to call up a bill for passage. 
Cameren of Wis., Habe, Money, Ven Wyck, Mr. MILLER, of California. That can be done to-morrow morning. 
Chace, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Vest, ? - " 
Cockrell, Harris, MillerofN. Y., | Walker, I would rather not give way now. ” sae 
Coke, | Harrison, Morgan, Williams, Mr. MILLER, of New York. It will take only a moment, as it will 
Colquitt, Hawley, — Wilson. not lead to discussion. ; 
Cullens” Goals Pendieion, Mr. MILLER, of California. If it causes no discussion, I yield. 
ABSENT—13. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California with- 
Blair, Hil), Mitchell, Voorhees. draws his motion. 
Camden, I > 5 ‘ 7 
- “e, ma Sealdwory, LANDS FORMED IN SAGINAW BAY. 
Farley, Mahone, Sewell, 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to take up 
Senate bill 1291. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1291) 
to quiet and confirm the title to certain lands in the Saginaw Bay, in 
the State of Michigan. The question is on ing to the motion. 


So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 63, nay 
1; as follows: 


YEAS—63. Mr. SHERMAN. I think that had better be read in the first place. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Jackson, Pendleton, I should like to hear it read to see whether it is subject to objection. 

Allison, Dolph, Jonas, ike, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 

Bayard, meade, es - A — tion if there be no objection 

Beck, ‘rye, ones of Neva ugh, 2 : 

— en, Garland, Kenna, Ransom, The bill was read. : 

ewe, a oe ~~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 

utler, tibson, c) 5 rer, : eo as : 

Call, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, motion that this bill be now considered. * . 

Cameron of Pa., Groome, Mahone, Slater, The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Gesseeee of Wis., poe, ee, — . Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Sen eee wp me ONE, The bill ted from the Committee on Public Lands with 

Cockrell, Harris, Miller of Cal., Vest, © Dill was repor rom the Vommi on Frubic J 1s Wi 

Cok “ig : larrison, Miller of N. Y., Walker, mites pee The first amendment was after the word “‘ relinquished,’? 

Colquitt, lawley, organ, iams, at the end of line 8, to strike out ‘‘and granted;’’ so as to read: 

o i Hoar, Morrill, Wilson. ’ é 

Cullom: Sania, Puner, That all the rights and title of the United States in and to all the accretions 

NAY—1 and marsh formations now existent connected with and added to Mai-Sou Island! 
. 7 in the Saginaw Bay, situate in township 16 north, of range 9 east, in the State of 
Riddleberger. Michigan, since said island was surveyed under the authority of the United 
ABSENT—12, States, are hereby relinquished to the person who at the time of the passage of 
: 2 this act has the legal title to said Mai-Sou Island, &c. 

Blair Farley, Logan, Saulsbury, 

Camden, Hill, Mitchell, Sewell, The amendment was agreed to. 

Fair, Lamar, Plumb, Voorhees. The next amendment was to add to the bill the following proviso: 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Concurrent and other resolutions 
are still in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is now within a few minutes of 2 o’clock, and 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Illinois will withdraw 
that for the purpose of allowing morning business to be presented. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withdraw the motion for morning business. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to say a word before that motion is 
put, if I may be allowed. I hope the Senate—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to address the Senate on the motion of'the Senator from 
California that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Senator 
from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall not address the Senate at length. I only 
rose to express the hope that the Senate, instead of going into executive 
session to-day, would give its consideration to the unfinished business, 
the bill in relation to interstate commerce. I think if we are going to 
secure any legislation upon that subject, we ought to proceed with the 
consideration of the bill until it is concladed and some measure is passed. 
I hope that the Senator from California will not insist upon his motion 
to-day, but will allow us to go on with the consideration of that bill. 
I think in one or two days, at any rate, we shall be able to complete 
the consideration of that bill and get some measure h the Senate. 
I think it will be a saving of time, as well as securing legislation on an 
important subject, if that bill be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent to address the Senate on this motion. Is there ob- 


Provided, That before such relinquishment shall take effect the person having 
the legal title to Mai-Sou Island as aforesaid shal! pay to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, for the use of the United States, one dollar anda quar- 
ter per acre for the land so relinquished. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. In the fifth line I move to strike out the word 
‘‘added’’ and insert ‘‘adjacent,’’ so as to read ‘‘connected with and 
adjacent to Mai-Sou Island.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me there ought to be some explanation of 
this bill. It may possibly be all right, but we know nothing about it 
except that the United States is giving away a lot of land. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator allow me to offer the amendments 
I propose? 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to that being done. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to insert in the sixth line, after the words 
**range nine east,’’ for the purpose of confirming this: ‘‘In sections 3, 
4, 8, 9, 10, and 17in Huron County.’’ This is an amendment to limit 
and define the relinquishment. A little of this marsh and accretion 
land comes in each of these sections, and I wish to limit it to the sections. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move toadd at the end of the proviso: 
Anda regu lat of said relinquished lands shall be filed in the United 
States land at naw, State of Michigan, and in the General Land Office, 
city of Washington, District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business of the former sitting, being the bill (H. R. 5461) to regulate 
interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by common 
carriers. The ing question is on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

*Mr. CULLOM. I only rise to express the hope that the Senate will 
proceed with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to lay aside 
the regular order until the other bill is finished. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the regular order be informally laid aside and 
that the Senate continue the consideration of the bill taken up on his 
motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from New York if there is 
going to be debate? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The amendments are all offered and | 
are alla to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I shall not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none, and the Senate 
resumes, as in Committee of the Whole, the consideration of the bill last 
before the Senate. The Senator from Michigan has proposed an addi- 
tional amendment. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ascertained upon inquiry at the desk that there is 
no written report accompanying this bill. I ask the Senator who re- 
ports it what amount of land is thus disposed of? 

Mr. CONGER. I only know from the map of the original survey of 
an island in Saginaw Bay some six or seven miles from the mainland; 
that at the time of that survey there was near it shoal land upon which 
reeds and rushes grew under water. Since that time by subsequent 
examinations and surveys a different state of things is found to exist. 
This island was sold and conveyed by patent to the party whose as- 
signee is now claiming it. By the action of the waves on the bay there 
has been a channel formed through the island and the soil has been 
driven from the island toward the mainland and increased the eleva- 
tion of the land under water so as to make the marshy land adjacent 
to it suitable for use. The island lies remote from the mainland in 
Saginaw Bay. The waters around it for several miles are so shallow, 
only five or six feet in depth, that they are not used for navigation pur- 

The owner of the island purchased. it twenty-five or thirty years 
ago and desires to connect the marshy land and reclaim the land which 
has washed away and now forms accretions, for the purpose of further 
improvements upon it. 

There is a map the Senator can see among the papers which explains 
the situation better than I can in words. There is perhaps no conflict- 
ing claim in regard to any use or occupancy of these marshes, but the 
bill itself reserves all rights that anybody may have. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is not the question of right, but we ought to 
know, before we pass such a bill, in definite terms what is the area of 
land released; and this being public land of the United States the usual 
reservation of metals and minerals should accompany thegrant. This 
is a release of the title of the United States to whoever may be privately 
entitled in the presence of that release of the land; and as there has 
been no report accompanying the bill, I think there ought to be a very 
definite statement of the amount of land released and that it should be 
accompanied with a reservation of all mineral rights to the Govern- 
ment. It may be that this reservation of mineral rights may amount 
to nothing, or it may be a great deal. 

I am aware that in one of the islands, and possibly more, in Lake Su- 
perior a silver mine, probably the richest in the country, if what I have 
heard is true, has been discovered, and has been worked under water. 
Of that the Senator probably knows more than I; but certain it is that 
if these be public lands, and there isany deposit of minerals, the usual 
reservation in that respect ought to accompany the grant. Therefore 
I should move to amend, in the absence of further information upon 
the subject, by adding a provision that all mineral rights are hereby 
reserved to the United States. I move that as an amendment to come 
in at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to insert: 


Provided, That all mineral rights in the said lands are hereby reserved to the 
United States. 


Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. This shoal is, as isall 
land underlying the water in Saginaw Bay, of a limestone formation, 
of which the Charity Islands are a sample. There are no minerals in 
this land, not even any quarries of stone of any value. I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Idid not understand the Senator from Michigan. 
May I ask him how much was added by the accretion to this island ? 

Mr. CONGER. I have sent for a map which will show very clearly. 
Ishould think, as near as I can recollect the land as shown by the map, 
corners of it at least, which I had mentioned in the amendment, four 
or five sections of a township, there may be embraced one hundred and 
fifty, perhaps two hundred acres of this shoal, flat land. The island 
itself, Mai-Sou Island, which was surveyed, meandered, sold, and pat- 
ented, and is owned by parties asking for this legislation, embraces 
about one hundred and fifty-four acres. It lies ina kidney-shaped form, 
and this accretion isin the hollow of it, while the island has been 
washed away to make the accretions and has filled up the shoal places 
on several sides of it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [I notice that a word has been changed. The 
bill spoke of accretions ‘‘added”’ to the island. The word ‘‘added”’ 
is stricken out and “‘adjacent”’ put in place of it. That would seem 
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to extend it further than was intended by the original bill. The word 


‘adjacent ’’ would probably take it a good way and might give rise to 


a very liberal construction hereafter. Why is the word ‘‘ adjacent’’ 


used ? 

Mr. CONGER At one part of the island it is connected directly 
without any water with the surveyed island by accretion proper. In 
the other place there is a little space of water between the main island, 
a few rods across, where there is a sortof lake or channel, not filled up 
as much as beyond. It is not all added to it. Therefore I changed 
the word ‘‘added’’ to ‘‘ adjacent.’ The probable result of the pas- 
sage of the bill may be that by means of dikes around this land there 
will be two or three hundred acres adjacent to an island which is now 
occupied, and the added land may be made pasture land, improving 
the value of that property in the county of Huron. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I can see a reason for allowing this privilege of 
accretion added to the island, but I can not see the force of the proposi- 
tion to give the privilege to a new island that possibly may be creating 
there. 

Mr. CONGER. It is all connected as dry land. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There may be a series of islands there connected 
together. 

Mr. CONGER. This, except for the purpose of a fishing shanty and 
such things as that, is so much under water that in particular stages of 
wind it is pretty much all overflowed. I see no objection to the bill, rep- 
resenting that county. I see no objection to anybody improving what 
is now a mere waste marsh of reeds and rushes. The plarf is to im- 
prove it and make it a place of resort for the inhabitants of Saginaw 
and Bay City for summer enjoyment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. They are to pay the full price 
charged by the Government for the land? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. Although the land is utterly worthless, 
the men propose to pay the ten shillings an acre which would be 
charged on the opposite shore. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] will be read. 

The Cnrer CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the right to all minerals is hereby reserved to the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


amended, and the amendments 


The bill (H. R. 8030) making an appropriation for the Agricultural 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being House bill No. 5461 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two hours and eighteen minutes 
spent in executive business the doors were reopened. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE DUNCAN 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, communicated to the Senate the resolutions of the House on the 
announcement of the death of Hon. WILLIAM A. DUNCAN, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair The Chair 
lays before the Senate a message from the House of Representatives 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In tar Hovcse or REPRESENTATIVES, January 26, 18° 


Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 


Hon. W. A. Duncan, late a Representative from the State of Pennsyivania 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that fitting tribut 
may be paid to his memory 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Hou 
clusion of these ceremonies, adjourn 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I offer resolutions, and ask that 
they be read at the desk. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


hall, at the cor 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Wriiram A. Duncan, late a member of the House of Representatives from the 


State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended in order that fit 
ting tribute may be paid to his memory 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the Senate shall, at the c 
clusion of these ceremonies, adjourn. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, it is my eed duty 

















































1002 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 26, 





to announce to the Senate the death of WILLIAM A. DUNCAN, late my 
colleague in the House of Representatives from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, which occurred on the morning of Friday, November 14, 1884, 
at his home in the historic town of Gettysburg, Pa. 

Mr. DUNCAN was born in Franklin Township, Adams County, Penn- 
sylvania, on the 2d day of February, 1836. After receiving a common- 
school education he went through his preparatory course for college at 
Mercersburg, Pa., and entered Franklin and Marshall College at Lan- 
caster, where he was distinguished for his talents and close application 
to his studies, graduating in 1857, on which occasion he was selected to 
deliver the valedictory address of his class. ; 

After leaving college, he entered the law office of Robert G. Mc- 
Creary, esq., at Gettysburg, where he diligently pursued his studies, 
and on the 15th of August, 1859, was admitted to the bar, and at once 
entered upon the active practice of his profession. 

Being possessed of a versatile mind, with an open, generous, and 
genial nature, full of magnanimity, and particularly devoted to his 
adopted profession, he became one of the most promising members of 
the Adams County bar, and very soon acquired a large practice. Itis 
said by one who knew him intimately that ‘‘his professional career 
was characterized by devotion to his profession, fidelity to his clients, 
and marked courtesy in his relations to the court and members of the 
bar. ” 

Mr. DUNCAN practiced law successfully for over twenty years. Pos- 
sessing much natural ingenuity and industry, these with his uniformly 
gentlemarffy bearing and high integrity rendered him skillfully armed 
and equipped for the contests at the bar and made him successful in his 
business affairs. He had a broad and cultivated mind, a keen and pol- 
ished utterance, and a pure and patriotic heart. Always fair and candid, 
he sought no unfair advantage in argument, but invariably conceded to 
his opponent the same honesty of motive which he claimed for himself 
and which was universally accorded him. His good and reliable judg- 
ment rendered him very useful as a citizen in the conduct of any en- 
terprise of public concern. He was patient, prudent, and far-sighted, 
and his astuteness was especially apparent before a jury. For years 
before his death he was in full practice, having a large share of assigned 
estates intrusted to his excellent management; and, as is generally the 
case in rural districts, his practice was of a miscellaneous character, 
rendering it necessary for him to give it close and constant application, 
which in the progress of time seriously affected his health. 

In 1862 he received the nomination for the office of district attorney 
by the Democratic party of his county, of which he was an ardent and 
faithful adherent, and was elected in October of that year. While 
holding this position he performed his duties with such fidelity and im- 
rrr that he was renominated in 1865, but owing to divisions in 

is party was defeated. 

In 1868 he was again nominated for the third time for that position, 
and was elected, when he again proved himself worthy of the trust be- 
stowed upon him by his fellow-citizens. 

In 1882, after a very spirited contest, he was nominated by his Dem- 
ocratic friends to the Forty-eighth Congress to represent the nineteenth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, composed of the counties of 
Adams, Cumberland, and York, a district very strongly Democratic, 
and elected by 3,177 plurality. After taking his seat in the House he 
was assigned to duty on the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
Committee on Education, where he served with great credit to himself 
and his constituency. 

Mr. DUNCAN was renominated last summer to represent his district 
— in the Forty-ninth Congress, and was elected in the succeeding 
election by 4,262 plurality. Hisre-election two weeks before his death, 
although suffering at the time with-an incurable disease, was a high 
compliment to his sterling worth and showed the universal esteem in 
which he was held. 

Mr. DUNCAN wasa thorough and consistent Democrat. Having been 
imbued with the principles of that party from early childhood, his faith 
in its teachings and his zeal in its service increased yearly. At home 
he was one of the foremost leaders in its councils and an elegant and 
aggressive champion in defense of its traditions, but, like the great ma- 


jority of his party in the State, was a firm and steadfast supporter of | the 


the doctrine of protection. It being his first term in Congress, he was 
too modest and — to obtrude his opinions upon the House or enter 
into discussion with older and more experienced members, but had he 
been permitted to live through the coming he would have 
proven himself capable of sustaining in debate the measures he advo- 
cated with skill and good judgment. 

One of the test characteristics of Mr. DuNCAN’s life was his 
abounding g nature and his unfailing charity toward others. If 
anything derogatory of another was said in his presence, he was sure 
to defend the absent one or to change the course of conversation by 
some humorous or diverting remark into other and more congenial 
channels. He had no ill to of others, even of those who may 
have treated him unkindly and unjustly. 

Mr. DUNCAN was married in 1863 to Miss Catharine Schmucker, a 

hter of Rev. 8. 8. Schmucker, D. D., an eminent divine of the 
Lutheran Church, an organization very large in numbers and which 
has in its membership some of the ablest and purest people in the State. 


Miss Schmucker, t up under the teachings of a father of great 
strength and purity of character, was a worthy helpmeet to her hus- 
band and e his home a charming one, remarkable for its cultivated 
simplicity ina community noted for its intelligence and unostentatious 
hospitality. 

Mr. DUNCAN had always enjoyed vigorous and robust health until 
about four years ago, when symptoms of pulmonary trouble began to 
develop. to such an extent that he was compelled to abandon his legal 
practice. Although he employed the best medical skill and was ex- 
tremely careful in his habits, the disease gradually gained headway. 
He returned to his home after the adjournment of Congress in July 
last. As the summer advanced his health rapidly declined, and for 
several weeks before his death he was unable to leave his residence. 
He grew weaker constantly, until death relieved him, dying calmly 
and peacefully in the presence of his wife and family. 

Mr. DUNCAN wasaChristian. He trustedin Godand publicly avowed 
his allegiance to Him. His many virtues, which so fondly attached 
many warm friends to him, will be missed at his office, at his fireside, 
at the bar, and in these Halls. 

In the Gettysburg Star and Sentinel of Tuesday evening, November 
18, 1884, I find the following resolutions adopted at a meeting of his 
former associates at the bar: 

That we have heard with profound sorrow of the death of our late brother, 
Hon, Wrii1am A. Duwean ; that by his demise our bar has lost an able lawyer 
and prudent counselor, our county a useful man and a citizen, our Con- 
gressional district an honorable gentleman and a faithful tepresentative. 

That the court, its officers, and the bar attend the funeral of the di > 

That these proceedings be entered on the records of the court, and be pub- 
lished in the county papers. 

That we present a copy of these resolutions to the family of our lamented as- 
sociate, am extend to them our deepest sympathy, and commend them to the 
Consoler of the afflicted and the Healer of all sorrow, 

Mr. President, in my association with men in public or private life 
I have never heard of one who possessed a character more lovely. a | 
in his convictions of right, fearless in his expression of them, he 
the rare faculty of impressing his antagonists with the purity and sin- 
cerity of his motives, so that when they could not approve his position 
they never failed to t the reasons which he gave to sustain it. 
Thus it was that he left no sting behind and his strongest political op- 
ponents were among his warmest personal friends. 

During my sei vice in the Senate we have been frequently called upon 
to mourn the deavn of fellow-members endeared to us by ties of asso- 
ciation and friendship. In the death of Mr. DuNCAN I feel that we 
have not only lost a worthy associate, but the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent has lost an able and efficient representative. 
Our colleague has passed beyond the river that separates life from death, 
time from eternity! He has passed forever from these Halls, and has 
left behind him an honorable name and an unsullied reputation. 


Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the neighbors of the late WILLIAM A. 
DUNCAN say he was manly, generous, talented, true. 

To have achieved honorable position while young, and to have in- 
creased his reputation not only as a faithful ian of public trust, 
but as aman in the social and daily walks of life, he must have possessed 
sterling qualities of head and heart. Graduating in 1857, he was chosen 
to deliver the valedictory. Admitted to the bar in 1859, he, by dint of 
hard study, honorable deportment, a good education, and native talent, 
rapidly rose in his profession, and acquired a large and lucrative prac- 
tice. The high estimate placed upon him by his professional brethren 
is the best assurance of his honor as a man and ability as a lawyer. 

He made friends wherever he went and retained them. He wasa 
man of good culture and earnest application. . ; 

Three years after his admission to the bar he was elected district at- 
torney, and to the same office five years later. 

In 1882 he was elected to the Forty-eighth Congress, and in 1884 
was elected to the next Co . His last election speaks volumes. 
Stricken down by the dread disease, pulmonary consumption, the shad- 
ows were gathering thick and fast around him before the canvass was 
closed. The scythe of Death was whetted and ready to cut the brittle 
thread. The people knew that his days and hours were numbered, yet 

y showed their love and respect for the dying man by re-election to 
the position he had so worthily filled. Two weeks later he was num- 
bered the dead 


If a man die shall he live again? is the ever-recurring question. 
The Creator by whose al ty fiat were launched, we know not 
when, countless worlds into 


ting 
infallible operation of the infallible laws of creation proves an 
infallible Law Giver. : 
The glory of creation is man, with his mighty intellect, his 
soaring ambition, his lofty aspirations, his resistless energy; with a 
moral nature i 


him pleasantly into the paths of gen mercy, 
eres Soe ae ee ee his ex- 
istence. Can it be that such a God would create such a man, who, in 
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and yet would doom that man to annihilation with death? Can it be 
that such an intellect incased ina frail mortal body should die because 


the body dies? Through the unending cycles of eternity the soul of | 


man will go onward expanding in the presence of the Omniscient. If 
a man die he shall live again. : 

WiiirAM A. DUNCAN was a man of many virtues, beloved by all 
who knew him, and best by those who knew him best. The memory 
of the just is blessed. 

WILuiAM A. DuNCAN has finished his course on earth. He acted 
well his part. We scatter flowers over his grave. ‘‘ He shall return 
no more to his house; neither shall his place know him any more.”’ 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, already on two occasions during 
the past week we have been called upon to suspend our ordinary pro- 
ceedings to pay respect to the memories of those who have been called 
by death from the public service. The voice of eulogy uttered upon 
those occasions has scarcely died within the Chamber ere we are called 
again to mourn the depariure and commemorate the virtues of another 
fellow-laborer. The chair of WILLIAM A. DUNUAN in the House of 
Representatives is vacant. He was born in Adams County, Pennsyl- 
vania, in 1836, and died at Gettysburg, Pa., on Friday, the 14th of 
November, 1884, in the forty-ninth year of hisage. Endowed by nature 
with a high order of talents, his intellectual powers were developed, 
enlarged, and invigorated by a liberal course of study and mental dis- 
cipline at his alma mater, Franklin and Marshall College, from which 
he was graduated in 1857. After faithful and diligent application 
through a regular course of legal study and training he was admitted 
to the bar in 1859. Thus thoroughly furnished for his work, he entered 
upon the practice of the law, and devoted himself to his profession. 
By his ability, integrity, and industry he soon acquired an exten- 
sive practice, which he retained throughout his professional career of 
twenty-five years, during which he was twice elected by the people 
district attorney of his county. 

He had an exalted view of the dignity and importance of the profes- 
sion, and fully appreciated both its privileges and its responsibilities, 
and believed that for the administration of justice both lawyers and 
courts were to co-operate. In the trial of causes, therefore, he sought 
the truth and did not pervert justice; he was true as well to the court 
as to client. In his professional life he was not influenced by sordid 
or mercenary motives; he never turned a deaf ear to the cause of the 
poor or friendless, and was ever ready to defend the oppressed. 

After so many years of arduous professional labor he consented to 
become a candidate for the House of Representatives of the United 
States, and in 1882 was elected by his constituents to represent the 
nineteenth Congressional district of Pennsylvania in the Forty-eighth 
Congress. He was a Democrat, but, with the majority of his party in 
Pennsylvania, he believed in the principle of protection to American 
industry. 

His service in the House of Representatives was limited to a single 
term. During the Congress of which he was a member he served upon 
several important committees of the House. 

Having participated so many years in the jurisprudence of his State 
he was enabled by his intellectual ability, his legal learning, his large 
experience, wise counsel, and sound judgment, to take a high position 
among his colleagues and to render valuable and efficient service in de- 
vising and framing the legislation of the nation. He was diligent, con- 
scientious, and faithful in the discharge of his public duties, and his 
generous and honorable bearing and upright character won for him the 
high esteem and regard of his colleagues in the House of Representa- 
tives. 

But those loved him most who knew him best. After his first term 
of service, although it was evident death had marked him as a victim 
and that he must very soon yield up his life, hisconstituentsin November 
last re-elected him as their representative in the next (Forty-ninth) Con- 

This was the benediction of those who had been the companions 
of his youth, the friends of his manhood, and who saw him and knew 
him in the daily walksof life. No higher or clearer expression of confi- 
dence and regard could be given by a constituency to their Representa- 
tive; no greater reward could be received by a public servant. 


The crowning characteristic of the life of our departed friend remains 
to be noticed. He was a faithfuland sincere Christian; the graces which 


adorned his character were the fruits of his Saviour’s love, and his daily 
life, which commended him to the favor and regard of his fellows, was 
the expression of his faith in Christ—this faith which prepared him to 
~s him also to die. 

If ti nature fora moment shrank at the approach to the dark 
valley the voice of the risen Saviour came to him in reassuring accents 
from the other side, ‘‘ It is I, be notafraid;’’ and in the response of his 
faith his last song was the sweetest, as he sang with the Hebrew poet— 

I shall be satisfied when I awake with Thy likeness. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, again we are called upon to 
record our expressions of regret over the loss of agood man. WILLIAM 
A. Duwcan, of Pennsylvania, in the prime of his manhood and the be- 


st his usefulness, has away forever. In his untimely 
Church has lost a sincere Christian, the bar an able lawyer, 
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Congress an upright and useful member, and the country a devoted and 
patriotic citizen. It is hard for us to comprehend the wisdom of Prov- 
idence in designating a man so circumstanced as a victim for the grave 
After long years of study and preparation we find him, in his forty-sev- 
enth year, entering the other House as a member of the Forty-eighth 
Congress from one of the most important districts in his State. He had 
won his college prizes and passed on to the bar. There, in honorable 
competition with the able lawyers of his State, he acquired legal fame, 
and his intercourse with the people satisfied them that he was a {it per 
son to represent them in the great parliamentary body which sits at the 
other end of the Capitol. The businessof the bar for a time is put aside 
Briefs and clients no longer interest him. The modest and unpretend 
ing country court-house, so long the scene of his patient and honorable 
labors, is overshadowed in his mind by the vast proportions of this great 
structure wherein his talents are to be exerted in the interest of a 
great nation. The stimulus of lofty and honorable ambition takes the 
place of ordinary professional promptings, and he comes here full of 
hope and heart and life, and gives his best talents and services to the 
interests of his country. 

He served with great credit to himself and his district in the Forty 
eighth Congress, and was re-elected to the Forty-ninth Congress at a 
time when the dark shadows of death was almost before his eyes. Con- 
scious as his people were at that time that he would not be able to serve 
them in the new Congress, with a generous appreciation of his faithful 
services, they decided to console the last hours of his life by a public 
indorsement of his labors here, and show to the world that in the ap 
proaching death of WILLIAM A, DUNCAN Pennsylvania and Congress 
were about to lose a faithful representative and an honest man. It. is 
not for us to pass upon the wisdom of the Almighty in matters of this 
kind. If from Mr. DUNCAN’s years, learning, industry, and honesty 
we are at liberty to infer that his death terminated a career full, with 
assurances of future usefulness, on the other hand it is possible that 
Providence interfered to save him from protracted suffering, and that, 
under the wise dispensation of the Almighty, what appears to be our 
and his country’s loss is in reality his gain. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, not eventful the life that has 
closed. Spent amid stirring scenes and in troublous times it stands out 
against them in contrasts to be remarked. Born in that central State, 
the Keystone of the arch of Commonwealths, where 

Pennsylvania holds the scales, 

And neither South nor North prevails 
where politics seems to be of every day—he was not a politician. Liv- 
ing on that, which one of the most stupendous events in modern his 
tory has made holy ground, where the strongest of human passions held 
fullest sway, and ‘‘ dire was the noise of conflict,’’ at far-famed Gettys- 
burg, where ‘‘it seemed as though men fought upon the earth and 
fiends in upper air’’—he was a quiet looker-on and not a soldier 

But he ‘* acted well his part.’’ It comes not to every man that he 
shall fill a page, or require even a line, in the world’s history. Yet the 
uneventful lives seem the happiest ones, and the ‘‘ mute, inglorious Mil- 
tons’’ of earth are usually the ones to envy, if content with life is its 
chiefest blessing. Of a genial nature, he made many friends, ‘' well- 
springs in the wilderness,’’ wholoved him in life and mourn his too early 
death. Trained in the schools, he loved books, ‘‘ those monuments of 
vanished minds,’’ ‘‘ delightful when prosperity happily smiles; insepa 
rable comforters when adversity threatens.’’ 

Well balanced and intellectual, his pursuits were those of the scholar 
and his enjoyments those of the student. He could well exclaim 

My mind to me a kingdom is, 
Such perfect treasure there I find 

Called to the bar, he became one of its leaders in his locality. Devoted 
to that ‘‘exacting mistress, the law,’’ she gave him full return ina large 
clientage, to whose interests he was devoted. 

Of upright character, he was universally esteemed, and it came natu- 
rally, from the recognition of all these commendable qualities, that his 
neighbors chose him to represent his Congressional district in the Forty- 
eighth Congress. Suffering during his term from that fell disease of 
which he died in November last, he was not able to place an rmprint 
upon any of the legislation of the last session; but fresh and well de 
served appreciation of his worth came to him when, while upon the bed 
of death, he was re-elected to the House of Representatives. 

Tome WILLIAM A. DUNCAN was personally unknown, but when, at 
the request of a colleague who esteemed him highly, I looked over the 
detail of his life that I, a native of the grand old Commonwealth that 
he honored as it honored him, might pay fitting tribute tohis memory, 
I was charmed with its symmetry and could not but admire the features 
I have so feebly portrayed. A life so beautiful, a career 80 even gave 
promise of a useful future. 

It is most apt to depict him growing with the years of experience into 
the trusted legislator, the wise counselor, respected of all men, of serv- 
ice to the State, until with ripened age came fuller honors, and at last 
with the full allotment of years would come the end to the rounded 
life. Butitwasnotso tobe. ‘‘ God’s finger touched him and he slept.’’ 

Mr. President, I second the adoption of the resolutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to tho 
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resolution submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAmM- 
ERON ]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Before the question is put, I de- 
sire to state that my colleague [Mr. MrtcHELL], who desired to take 
and would have taken part in these proceedings, is unavoidably de- 
tained from the Senate to-day. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonDaAY, January 26, 1885. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonn 
8. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, FOREST GROVE, OREG. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the 
Secretary of the Interior of an appropriation of $10,000 for heating ap- 
paratus in the Indian industrial school at Forest Grove, Oreg.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COLLISION WITH UNITED STATES STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the 
Navy of an appropriation to pay the claim for damages of the New 
England Transportation Company resulting from the collision of its 
barges with the United States steamer Tallapoosa; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON DEER CREEK, MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from Capt. Eric Bergland, Corps of En- 
gineers, of a preliminary examination of Deer Creek, Mississippi; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, OHIO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Supervising 
Architect, recommending an additional appropriation of $60,000 for 
constructing a third story to the public building in the course of con- 
struction at Columbus, Ohio; which was refe’ to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SALES OF OMAHA LANDS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter transmitting a 
statement from the Secretary of the Interior of an estimate of an appro- 
priation for the expense of making sale of the Omaha lands in Nebraska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WoOoD’s ISLAND HARBOR, MAINE. 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of a survey and pre- 
liminary examination of Wood’s Island Harbor, in Maine ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAINT JOSEPH, MO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letterfrom the Secretary 
of the Treasury, relative to the erection of the proposed public building 
at Saint Joseph, Mo., and a recommendation of an extension of the 
limit of its cost; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE AT DES MOINES, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Supervising 
Architect, and recommending an appropriation of $45,000 for an exten- 
sion of the United States court-house and post-office at Des M 
Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
ordered to be printed. 

SALMON RIVER IN NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 

of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers of a survey and 

oreliminary examination of Salmon- River at and below Covi ; 
N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and rs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WARREN RIVER, RHODE ISLAND. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 


of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers of the survey of 


Warren River, Rhode Island, made with a view to the removal of ob- 
structions from its channel; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


a valid title to the site for sa 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. BUDD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence until 


Wednesday next, on account of illness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print the 


papers relative to the transfer of certain officers of the Army to the list 
of supernumeraries. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT SCOTT, KANS. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table for present consideration the bill (S. 292) for 


the erection ofa public building at Fort Scott, 


Kans. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be taken up. 


The Clerk will read it. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 


t-office, United States courts, and other Government offices, at the city of 
‘ort Scott, State of Kansas. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for 
said building shall be previously made and approved according to law, and 


shall not exceed, for the site and building complete, the sum of $100,000: Pro- 


vided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in ad- 


jacent buildings by an open space of not less than forty feet, including streets 


and alleys; and no money ap ropriated for this purpose shalbbe available until 

t building shall be vested in the United States, nor 
until the State of Kansas shall have ceded to the United States exclusive juris- 
diction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the 
owners thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with the statute, the Chair will lay 
before the House the following concurrent resolution for reference to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 24, 1885. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of BR: tatives concurring), That. there be 

rinted 3,000 copies of the communication of the Secretary of State, containing a 
fist of claimants against France by reason of the spoliations prior to the 31st day 


of July, 1801; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morning 
hour. 2 

Several Mempers. ‘Regular order !’’ 

The SPEAKER. By the rules the morning hour is dedicated to the 
call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills. The rule 
provides that the Speaker shall call the States and Territories for that 
business. That rule ought to be complied with. 

FIRE IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I rise to offer a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana states that he de- 


sires to present a privileged resolution. The Clerk will read the reso- 


lution, and afterward the Chair will decide whether it is a matter of 


privilege or not. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be instructed 


to inquire into the origin of the fire which occurred on the roof of the House 
this morning, and report to the House what measures, if any, are necessary to 
ge greater security against fire to the roof and the files and records of the House 
t 


reunder; and 
time. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there are 
very many valuable documents which were endangered by this occur- 
rence, and I think this is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is properly a matter of priv- 
ilege. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions for reference to appropriate committees. Under this call reso- 
lutions and memorials from State and Territorial Legislatures, resolu- 
tions of inquiry addressed to the heads of Departments, and propositions 
to amend rules may be presented for reference. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SELMA, ALA. 

Mr. CRAIG introduced a bill (H. R. 8040) toauthorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Selma, Ala. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committce on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered te be printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF GUNS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 8041) to provide further 
aid and encouragement to perfecting and manufacturing the highest class 


said committee shall have leave to report thereon at any 
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of guns, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OREGON RAILROAD. 


Mr. SUMNER, of California, submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered 
to be printed: 

Whereas it appears from the reports of the Commissioners of the General Land | 
Office that the California and Oregon Railroad Company has failed to complete 
its line of road within the time required by law ; and 

Whereas no attempt was made during more than ten years to complete or 
build any part of said line of railroad, although said company had ample means 
to do so; and 

Whereas on March 18, 1884, the above-recited facts were called to the attention 
of the President of the United States, and a protest duly made and filed protest- 
ing against the appointment of commissioners to examine said line of railroad ; 
and 

Whereas it is stated that the President has recently appointed three commis- 
sioners to examine and rep ort on said line of railroad: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House \f Representatives, That the President o/ the United 
States be requested to inform this body, if not incompatible with the public in- 
terests, what were the reasons which impelled him to appoint said commission- 
ers toexamine and report upon said line of railroad from Redding northwardly, 
notwithstanding the fact that the only act of Congress under which any grant 
was made to said company is now null and void. 


TAXATION OF GRAPE SPIRITS. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8042) to relieve pure grape 
spirits from taxation in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RELIEF OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8043) for relief of certain 
officers of the United States Army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NAVY YARD, ETC., ON BLYTHE ISLAND, GEORGIA. 


Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. 8044) to appropriate $500,000 
for the purpose of establishing a navy-yard and a depot of supplies on 
Blythe Island, in the harbor of Brunswick, State of Georgia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Afluirs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas in the year 1857 the Government of the United States purchased on 
Blythe Island,in Glynn County and State of Georgia, 1,100 acres of land for the 
sum of $130,000, with the purpose of establishing thereon a navy-yard and naval 
depot; and 

Whereas the said land is still the property of the Government, never having 
been used as originally designed; and 

Whereas said property is land-locked within the harbor of Brunswick, Geor- 
gia, the waters of said harbor being open to navigation during the entire year. 
and that an abundant supply of timber for ship-building purposes is open and 
within easy reach of said island : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized and directed 
to establish a navy-yard and depot for supplieson the said Government land on 
Blythe Island, in the State of Georgia ; that the sum of $500,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money not other- 
wise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of this act, and thatthe same shall 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 


FEES PAID BY VESSEL-OWNERS, ETC. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 8045) to amend sec- 
tion 4382, Revised Statutes, relative to fees levied and collected from 
owners and masters of vessels in domestic commerce; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8046) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint Croix River at the | 


most accessible point between Prescott, Wis. , and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES AGNEW. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 8047) granting a pen- 
sion to James Agnew, of New Albany, Ind., late of Company C, Second 


Ohie volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FERDINAND HUSCHER. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8048) to increase 
the pension of Ferdinand Huscher, late hospital steward United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH A. BROOKS. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8049) granting 
a to Elizabeth A. Brooks, widow of John T. Brooks, captain 
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to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay: 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), That our 
Senators in Congress from this State be instructed and our Representatives in 
Congress be requested to use their influence to secure the passage of House bil! 
No. 420, entitled ‘‘« bill for pensioning peenees of war who were confined in 
confederate military prisons during the late war."’ 

Resolved, Thatthe governor be, and is hereby, instructed to furnish each of 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress a copy of these resolutions 

GEORGE DICKEY 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8050) to restore to the pension- 
roll the name of George Dickey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. HUNT. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 8051) granting 
a pension to John A. Hunt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered ¢o be printed. 

PENSIONS TO PRISONERS OF WAR. 

Mr. ENGLISH presented a concurrent resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Indiana, requesting Representatives in Congress 
to favor the passage of House bill 420, providing for the granting of pen 
sions to prisioners of war who were contined in confederate prisons 
during the late war; which was referred to the Select Committee on Pay 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMUTATIONS OF RATIONS, OFFICERS MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8052) granting rations, o1 
comniutations therefor, to officers of the Marine Corps; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON HUNT. 

Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8053) granting a pension 
to Milton Hunt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 

JOSEPHINE WILSON. 

Mr. ENGLISIL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8054) granting a pension 
to Josephine Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE JONES. 

Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8055) granting a pension 
to George Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN THURSTON. 

Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8056) granting a pension 
to John Thurston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
JACK LETSEY. 
| Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8057) granting a pension 
i . . 
to Jack Letsey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 





JOHN GARVER. 

Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8058) granting a pension 
to John Garver; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHIAS PEDERSEN. 

Mr. HOLMES introdneed a bill (H, R. 8059) for the relief of Mathias 
Pederson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED CATTLE TRAIL ACROSS KANSAS 

Mr. MORRILL presented memorial of the State of Kansas in rela- 
tion to a proposed cattle trail; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Public Lands, and ordered to be printed 

PROTECTION OF BOTTLERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. RYAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8060) to protect the 
bottlers of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
| time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed 
| 
' 
i 
| 





MRS. PRUDENCE BOND. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 8061) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Prudence Bond; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; CHARLES W. SAUNDERS. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8062) granting a pen- 


of the steamer Diana, of the Mississippi Marine Brigade; which was | Sion to Charles W. Saunders; which was read a first and second time, 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 'eferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed 


sions, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSIONS FOR PRISONERS OF WAR. 


JOHN HOPKINS. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 8063) granting a pen- 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER presented the following concurrent resolution | sion to John Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, referred 


of the Legislature of the State of Indiana; which was read, and referred | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ABOLITION OF THE INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask leave to present the following 
preamble and resolution [ reading}. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to know, Mr. Speaker, whether the 
gentleman from Kentucky, my colleague, is under the call now being 
made by the Chair complying with its rules in sending bills or resolu- 
tions to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not yet know what the resolu- 
tion is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is what I am trying to find out. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If my colleague will possess his soul in 
patience he will know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I can not until my question is answered by the 
Chair as to whether the gentleman from Kentucky is in order in the 
call now being made in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not tell without seeing the resolu- 
tion or hearing it read whether it is such a one as will be in order under 
the present callornot. If itisaresolution of inquiry, addressed to the 
head of a Department, it is in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is a joint resolution, and if my col- 
league will possess his soul in patience he will know it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not possess my soul of such patience 
until I ascertain whether the resolution the gentleman proposes is or is 
not in order for presentation in this manner. 

The SPEAKER. Joint resolutions are in order under this call; the 
gentleman says he offers a joint resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If this is a joint resolution I demand its read- 
ing from the Clerk’s desk. In this connection I desire to ask the 
Speaker whether the reading of the joint resolution, if it be a joint 
resolution, by the gentleman from Kentucky entitles it to go into the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I ask that the resolution, if it be one, 
may be sent to the Clerk’s desk adhd be disposed of in the order in 
which such resolutions are ordinarily disposed of. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire in the first place to read it 
myself, after which I will send it to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The practice of the House has always been to 
send such matters to the desk, to be read by their titles by the Clerk; 
but the Chair does not know of any rule prohibiting a member from 
reading his own proposition on the floor of the House if he desires to 
do so. The Chair thinks that a member may,when he offers a resolu- 
tion, read it himself before sending it to the desk. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would inquire of the Chair whether there is 
a rule or precedent allowing the gentleman from Kentucky to read a 
resolution of this character on the floor of the House? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object to this interruption, and hope 
it will not be taken out of my time. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I very much regret the gentleman’s ob- 
jection to being interrupted, but it does not make the slightest differ- 
ence. I desire to ascertain what the rule isin this and to have 
it enforced. I rise, therefore, for the purpose of makinga direct parlia- 
mentary inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire to ask whether or not there is a rule or 
precedent to warrant the reading of a joint resolution or bill, under a 
call of States like this, by amember offering such paper, instead of send- 
ing it to the Clerk’s desk and having it reported in the hearing of the 
House by the Clerk ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that it is aware of no 
rule upon the subject. The custom has been, and the practice of the 
House, to send such papers to the desk to be read by the Clerk. Butit 
frequently happens that members proposing resolutions in writing read 
them themselves from their seats in the ing of the House 
submitting them to the House from the Clerk’s desk. As the Chair has 
stated, however, there seems to be no rule upon the subject, only the 
practice of the House, which governs in such matters. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Inorder todetermine the question, and by way 
of a precedent, I object to the gentleman from Kentucky reading a res- 
olution which he proposes to offer in this manner; and I ask the Chair 
te rule upon the question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I can assure my colleague that there is 
nothing whatever in this resolution which interferes with his theory of 
State nights. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. 
with me very much. 

The SPEAKER. 


The assurance of my colleague does not count 
I insist upon a ruling by the Chair. 
The gentleman from Kentucky can not be pre- 
tion—— 


vented, the Chair thinks, from reading his own 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But it does not go into ? 

The SPEAKER. But he can not make comments or submit any re- 
marks upon it while the House is ing under this call. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit to the of the Chair, with the 
distinct understanding that this is not pri 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Well, this will go into the Recorp: 
That it is a blow or criticism against the of the Treasury and 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue for extending the bonded period 
seven months without authority of law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no doubt the Secretary of the Treasury 
can survive the blow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed to 
read his resolution. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I want to hear the gentleman from 
Kentucky as to what this proposition is. If it is to be read I want to 
know what it is. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
Arkansas can hear me. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I do not want the gentleman to sup- 
pose that I am making any objection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, concluded the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will send the reso- 
lution to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is not in order under this call. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is a joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Itissimply a House resolution, and not in order 
under the call of States for the introdution of bills and joint resolu- 
tions. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I desire to adds the words ‘‘ Be 
it enacted,’’ &c. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can take the resolution and put it 
in such form as he chooses. It is not before the House under this call. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. These words were insdvertently omit- 
ted, and I desire to insert them. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be returned to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS OF KENTUCKY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 8064) to regulate the juris- 
diction of the circuit and district courts of Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW F. M’MILLIN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8065) for the relief 
of the heirs at law of Andrew F. McMillin, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

F SANFORD C. WILLHOITE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8066) granting a pen- 
sion to Sanford C. Willhoite; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BEAUFORT N. SAMPSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8067) granting a pension 
to Beaufort N. Sampson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM RAINS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 8068) for the re- 
lief of William Rains; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE HELTON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R, 8069) grant- 

ing a pension to Catherine Helton; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I desire to read so the gentleman from 


I ask for the reading of it from the 


JOHN G. CUMMINS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8070) grant- 
ing a pension to John G. Cummins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
319) to abolish the office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue and the 
entire system of internal-revenue taxation; which was read a first and 
second time by its title. 

: of Kentucky. I call for the reading of the joint res- 

w 

The SPEAKER. The Saag ong from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that the joint resolution be read. 


was made. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I claim that I havea right to have the 
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The SPEAKER. It was read by the gentleman himself. | 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This resolution has not been read. The 
Chair decided the other was not a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not decide it was not a resolution. 
The Chair decided it was not in order under this call in the form in | 
which the gentleman read it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that the resolution which I have 
sent to the desk be now read, that it may be seen if it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. No point of order is made uponit. The preamble 
and resolution are the same; only the form is changed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Chair assumes that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The joint resolution was read at length, and was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 320) providing for 
the printing of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 
and 1884; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DOCUMENTING VESSELS, ETC. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8071) to amend sections 
4153, 4177, and 4371 of the Revised Statutes, as regards documenting 
vessels and designating their numbers and tonnage; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on American 
Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. DINGLEY also intreduced a bill (H. R. 8072) relating to ship- 
ping commissioners; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests, and ordered to be printed. 


RECENT EXPLOSIONS IN LONDON. 
Mr. FINDLAY submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State report at as early a date as practicable to 
this House whether any citizens of the United States or persons domiciled or 
residing within the same were concerned or participated directly or indirectly 
in bringing about the recent explosions in London, provided the transmission 
of such information is compatible with the public service. 


HENRY T. ONLEY & SON. 
Mr. COVINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 8073) for the relief of 


Henry T. Onley & Son; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MYRON M. SHERWOOD. 


Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8074) granting a pension to 
Myron M. Sherwood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 


FRANK B. CASE. 


Mr. YAPLE alsointroduced,a bill (H. Rt. 8075) for the relief of Mid- | 
shipman Frank B. Case, United States Navy; which was read a first | 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
= J. W. LADD. 


mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ELI WEBB. 


Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 8077) for the relief of 
Eli Webb, of Tracy, Lyon County, Minnesota; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- | 
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Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 8076) for the relief of J. W. | 
Ladd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
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iam R. Proce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANIMAL-INDUSTRY LAW, 

Mr. WEAVER presented a resolution of the senate of the State of 
Nebraska, asking Congress to adopt certainmamendments to the animal- 
industry law recommended by the Natioual Cattle-growers’ Associa- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. VALENTIN Ealso presented a resolution of the senate of Nebraska, 
in favor of a bill to amend the ‘‘animal-industry law;’’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ANDREW J. HILL. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 8080) increasing the pension 
of Andrew J. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEWALL W. PIPER. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 8081) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Sewall W. Piper, formerly a private 
in Company C, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, who 
was killed in action at the battle of Drewry’s Bluff, May 16, 1864; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit 
tee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LINA 


J. STEARNS 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (1H. R. 8082) 
granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTIN BEAN. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
grauting a pension to Martin D. Bean; which was read a first and sec 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


dD. 
ROR) 


VENEZUELAN AWARDS. 


Mr. PHELPS presented a joint resolution (H. Res, 321) referring 
the subject of the Venezuelan awards to the President of the United 
States, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNIFORM BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York, in favor of the passage of the bill (S 
1372) to establish a uniform bankrupt law; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
JOHN G. HAENTGES. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 8084) granting 
a pension to John G. Haentges, late a private in Company B, lorty- 
ninth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

DESTRUCTIVE EXPLOSIONS 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York, offered the following resolution; which 


| was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to inform this House, if it 
pe not incompatible with the publicinterest, whether the Department is in pos 
session of any information tending to connect any person or persons resident 
in this country, and enjoying the protection of its laws, with attempta to destroy 
life and property within the dominion of any foreign power with which we 
have treaties of peace and amity; and to make such recommendations 

draught of bill or otherwise, as in his judgment may be desirable or nece¢ 
| to be enacted into law for the punishment of such outrages. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER introduced a bill (H. R. 8085) to prevent and 


sat 





sions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB MASSIER. 


Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 8078) for the relief of 
Jacob Massier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SILVER DOLLARS AND CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. BLAND submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which 
= read, and referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
easures: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
inform House whether the Clearing House Association of New York re- 
fuses to receive silver dollars or silver certificates in the settlement of their bal- 
ances, or refuses to receive silver or silver certificates from the Govern- 
ment in payment of balances or dues from the Government to said association, 
— whether = any official or officials of the Government accdes to or recognizes 


Also, what amount of gold has come into the Treasury of the United States in 
ex at for silver dollars and silver certificates during the present month. 
Also, w er any national bank, or association of national banks, refuses to 
—— or pay out silver tn or silver oy apm a to law, or have 
pted rule or practice in that regard for the iscrediting suc 
money or effect of which is to depreciate it. < usage 


WILLIAM R. PROCE. 
Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 8079) for the relief of Will- 








punish crimes committed by means of explosive compounds; which wa 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. © 

CITY HALL, UTICA, N. Y. 

Mr. SPRIGGS (by Mr. WEMPLE) introduced a bill (1. R. 8086) to 
authorize the United States of America to grant, relinquish, release, and 
set over to the city of Utica, in the State of New York, all their right, 
title, interest, and claim in and to the city hall in the city of Utica, in 
the State of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD 


Mr. COX (of New York) introduced the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to inform this House 
the amount that has been expended by the naval advisory board as the cost of 
the board; the number of employés and amounts paid each; the amount of 
salary drawn by the civilian members of said board, and from what appropria- 
tion it was drawn, and the amounts paid each member of board as traveling, 
mileage, or other expenses. 


MANUFACTURERS’ NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 8087) to 
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change the name of the Manufacturers’ National Bank of New York 
to the Manufacturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK GALE. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to 
Frederick Gale, late of the Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second’ time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN JENKINS. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8089) granting a pension 
to Reuben Jenkins, late of the One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT HARPER. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension 
to Albert Harper, late of the Ninth New York Heavy Artillery; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID SEARS. 

Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to 
David Sears, a soldier of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANZ GLADISCH. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 8092) granting a pension to 
Franz Gladisch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES DRESSING. 
Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H.‘R. 8093) granting a pension 


to Charles Dressing; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ERNEST L. CASPARI. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8094) granting a pen- 
sion to Ernest L. Caspari; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MATHEW 8. PRIEST. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8095) for the 
relief of Mathew 8. Priest; which was read a first and second tire, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SIDE-LIGHTS FOR LAKE SAILING VESSELS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 8096) relating to 
improved side-lights for sailing vessels under way in the inland and 
lake waters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 8097) relating to improved 
signal side-lights for sail vessels under way in the inland and lake 
waters; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HIPPENSTIEL. 


Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 8098) granting a pension to 
William Hippenstiel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES LOW. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a4 bill (H. R. 8099) granting a pension to 
James Low; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS, 

Mr. RANDALL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8100) relating 
to patents; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. CARD. 

Mr. SPOONER introducedabill (H.R. 8101) to remove the chargeof 
desertion and to correct the naval record of John J. Card, 
enrolled as John Carder; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER CUMBERLAND RIVER, ETC... 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 8102) to give the assent of 
Congress to the construction of a railroad bridge by the East and Middle 
Tennessee Railroad Company over the Cum d and Caney Fork 
Rivers; which was reada first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAIAH SWEAT. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 8103) for the 
relief of Isaiah Sweat, of McNair mr Tennessee; which was read 

the ittee 


a first and second time, referred to on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE. 8, HAWLEY. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 8104) grant- 
ing increase of pension to George 8. Hawley; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 8105) in relation to the tax- 
ation of property in the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. AND C. H. ROWLAND. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8106) for the relief of J. H. 
and C. H. Rowland; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES B. MITCHELL. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8107) for the relief of 
James B. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. JOHNSON. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8108) for the relief of John 
M. Johnson, postmaster at Deep Creek, Va.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SINKING OF STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to report to this 
House at the earliest possible date the order or orders under which the United 
States steamer Tallapoosa was cruising at the time she was sunk by a collision 
with another vessel, at what date she left the city of Washington and the sev- 
eral ports at which she entered or places visited up to the time of said collis- 
ion, and what was her destination; also a list of the officers, crew, and_passen- 
gers on said vessel, and what special duties, if any, were assigned to said officers 
and crew. 


MARSHALL CANFIELD. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 8109) grant- 
ing a pension to Marshall Canfield, late a private in Company H, Tenth 
West Virginia Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUKE M’GOVERN. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8110) 
granting a pension to Luke McGovern, late a private in Company L, 
Sixth West Virginia Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDMUND H. CHAMBERS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8111) 
for the relief of Edmund H. Chambers, of Jefferson County, West Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second*time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES MURPHY. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 8112) for the relief of Charfes 
Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PROBATE COURTS IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 8113) increasing the juris- 
diction of probate courts in the Territory of Dakota; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SANBORN COUNTY AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY, DAKOTA. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8114) granting to the 
Sanborn County Agricultural Society, of Dakota, certain lands; which 
was read a first second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories is now com- 
pleted, but if there be no objection the Chair will recognize for the in- 
troduction of bills and joint resolutions gentlemen who were not in 
their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

ABRAHAM HEILMAN. 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 8115) to grant a pension to 
Abraham Heilman, a soldier of the late war for the Union; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JASON F. COLWELL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 8116) granting 
and second time, 


_——- to Jason F. Colwell; which was read a 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
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CHARLES B. SMITH. 
Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 8117) for the relief of 
Charles B. Smith, deceased, late lieutenant Fifth Iowa Cavalry; which 
yas read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES W. JONES. 

Mr. EVERHART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8318) for 
the relief of the assignees of Charles W. Jones, by the extension of a 
patent; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


r MRS. SUE M’INTIRE. 
Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 8119) for the relief of Mrs. 


Sue McIntire, heir at law of W. E. Tarbutton, deceased; which was read | 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. 8120) making appropriation for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All points of order are reserved upon this bill. 

he SPEAKER. The points of order will be reserved. 

Mr. FORNEY. I give notice that I will call this bill up for consid- 
sideration immediately after the bill making appropriations for the 
District of Columbia is disposed of. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HOLMUS, trom the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to John W. Wright; and 

A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, this day heing 
the fourth Monday is set apart for the consideration of such business 


as may be presented by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague from Missis- 


sippi on the committee [Mr. JErrorps]. 
7 


RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 
Mr. JEFFORDS. Iam directed by the Committee on tke District 


of Columbia to ask that House bill 7489 be recommitted to the com- 


mittee, with the accompanying report. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the title? 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

A bill (H. R. 7489) to define the duties and liabilities of the District of Columbia 
under certain executed contracts. 

The bill was recommitted to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia have no other business to present to the House to- 


day. Iam instructed, therefore, by the committee not to make any 
further claim to the attention of the House. I desire to state, how- 
ever, that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLlerr] has in his charge 


two bills, both of them important measures, to present to the House, 
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The SPEAKER. This is a bill to provide for an additional police 
force, as is customary at such times. - 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I withdraw the objection, 

‘Lhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| Be it enacted, &c., Vhat the sum of $6,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary (one-half payable from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, and one-half from the revenues of the District of Columbia), is hereby 
appropriated, to enable the Commissioners to maintain public order and to pre 

tect life and property during the ceremonies of inauguration of the President 
| from the 25th of February to the 6th day of March, 1885, inelusive; and the Com 
missioners ofthe District of Columbiaare hereby authorized and required to make 
ali needful rules and regulations for preserving public order and protecting 


life 








| and property, and for regulating and fixing the fares by public conveyances 
| during the aforesaid period, and to prescribe penalties for the infraction of sueh 
regulation and such rules and regulations made, as provided, shall have the 


saime force and effect within the District of Columbia as if enacted by Congress 


Mr. FOLLETT. This report from the Committee on Appropriation 

! and the bill accompanying it, are in response to two cotumunication 

from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitted 
| through the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that provision shail 
be made for an extra poli e force du ing the mauy urntion ceremonte 

It has been customary for several years past, I will state, to increase 
the police force of the District on such occasions [do not deem it 
necessary to consume time in discussing the matter; so, if there be no 
| objection to considering the bill now in the House, I shall ask the pre 

vious question upon the engrossment and third reading of it 

Mr. McCOMAS. Betore unanimous consent is*gfven I would like 
to ask the gentleman one question 
| Mr. FOLLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to ask the gentleman, when he says that 
this appropriation is customary, whether the amount now appropriated 
is the customary amount ? 

Mr. FOLLETT 
ago. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is all I desired to ask 

Mr. FOLLETT. ‘This provides substantially for the payment ef two 
hundred policemen for that time, in addition to the regular fore: 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing tothe demand tor the 
previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote‘by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


It is perhaps less than was appropriated four, years 





THE DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union tor the purpose of con 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I move to take up for consideration the bill (H. R 
8039) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, and that the first reading of the bill for 
information be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FOLLLETT. I ask the Clerk to read the report of the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. FoL_etr), as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, in presenting the bill making appropria 


which are germane to the business of the District of Columbia, one of | tions for the support of the government of the Distriet of Columbia for the 


them being connected with the establishment of an additional police 
force for the ceremonies of the inauguration and the other the annual 


appropriation bill for the District. 
TEMPORARY POLICE FORCE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to submit a report, with an accompanying bill, and 


ask us consent for its immediate consideration in the House. 
The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. BR. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, submit the following in explanation thereof 

The estimates upon which the bill is based will be found on pages 190 to 197 
of the Book of Estimates, and, exclusive of the water department, aggregate 
$3,480,147.97, one-half of which amount, or of such amount as Congress may ap 
propriate, is required to be drawn from the revenues of the General Govern 
ment, and the remaining one-half to be levied upon the taxable property and 
privileges in the District of Columbia, other than the property of the United 
States and the District of Columbia, pursuant to section 3 of the act approved 
June 11, 1878, entitled “An act providing a permanent form of government for 
the District of Columbia.” (Statutes at Large, volume 20, page 102.) 

The total amount recommended to be appropriated for the general expenses of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 1886 in the bill submitted herewith 
is, exclusive of the water department, $3,419,163.96, of which sum the General 
Government is required to pay $1,709,581.98, that being the one-half of the whole 
sum. The whole amount recommended is $60,984 less than the estimates 

The one-half of the whole amount appropriated forthe current fiscal year and 


maintain public order during the ceremonies of the inauguration of the Presi- | payable by the General Government is $1 699,493.27, being $10,084.71 less than the 


dent, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read a first and second time. 


Mr. FOLLETT. I ask unanimous consent to present this bill for | amount appropriated for the same purposes for the current fiscal 


consideration at this time in the House. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the bill be first read. 


one-half contained in the accompanying bill for 1886. 
The amount recommended for the water department and payable from the 
water revenues, and which is not included in the sums above, is $189,396.27. The 
rear is $186,349 
New legislation of a general character is recommended in the bin as follows 
“ The accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to adjust 


‘ > . and settle equitably the accounts of the late commissioners, allowing such of the 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I object to the consideration of the . : — tee pwrapetetes 


bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 


same as are manifestly just and proper. 
* . * * * ca 7 


“That the records of the surveyor of the District of Columbia shall be public 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Is this a bill to make provision for | "S9%"*. 


the public display on the 4th of March? 
XVI——64 


‘tThat hereafter the commissioners shal] deduct §1 each month from the pay 
| of each policeman, which sum so deducted shall be added to and form a part of 
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ers, 

be invested ig United States or District bonds; and said police fund shall be used 
for the relief of any policeman who, by accident, while in the actual perform- 
ance of duty, or by service not less than fifteen years, shall become so so perma- 
nently disabled as to be discharged from se therefor; and in case of his 
death from such accident, leavin age widow, or children under 16 years, for their 
relief: Provided further, That such relief shall not exceed for any one policeman 
or his family the sum of $50 per month ; and a sum not exceeding $75 may be al- 
lowed from said fund to de fray the funeral expenses of any policeman dying in 
the service of the District.’ 

A provision of the same import, applicable to the fire department, is also con- 
tained in the bill. 

“The District of Columbia shall be allowed credit, as a part of its revenues, 
for one-half of all drawback certificates heretofore received or that may here- 
after be received a= pene taxes under the acts of June 27, 1879, and Suly 5, 
1884, less any of said whack certificates already credited thereto.” 

The estimated receipts from the taxes and other revenues of the District for the 
fiscal year 1886 are, in detail, as follows: 


Estimated assessed value of real estate, at $1.50.................-s.ccevseeeesees $89, 500, 000 


. a é . 
the present punt fund, to be kept under the control of the commission and 


Estimated assessed value of real estate (agricultural), at $1............... 3, 800, 000 
Total estimated value of realty on June 30. 1885................ce00000 93, 300, 000 
Estimated assessed value of new improvements from June 30, 1885, 
Cap Fiend Te ccachtbcinantebenetidttivennessntaneintiniiimiadt 1, 750, 000 
Estimated value of realty for fiscal yous ending June 30, 1886............ 95, 050, 000 
Estimate of personal realty for fiseal year ending June 30, 1886.......... 11,250,000 


Total real and personal for fiscal year 1886......... 


Estimated receipts : 
Tax on real estate, $91,250,000, at SL.GO,...........cccsereseesdeeceeenes $1, 368, 750 
Tax On real estate, $8,800,000, at $l i,.......cccecsesecversserencesensers 














Estimated collection, 80 per cent. on real., ove . \ 
Estimated collection, 90 per cent. on personal. pooepenseccoeesseem 168, 750 151, 875 
Estimated receipts from arrears of general taxes prior to 
RS LENE A En 273, 248 
Estimated receipts from arrears of on taxes on —— 297, at 80 per ann 
ORIID..cccsnanseveeguiieneupthptnnnssetvesemensnnnnsyAénynnnd>euhegneserernsepngtatallidénineaninanntis i 
Estimated receipts from licenses...» ences 130, 000 
Estimated receipts from markets............ccscseesesssres seeee sone 10, 000 
Estimated receipts from fines, &c., and police court....... 32, 000 
Estimated receipts from building permite... 5,000 
Estimated receipts from rent, wharves, hay- ‘scales, ‘&e 4,000 
Estimated receipts from certificates of arrears .......... 1,700 
Estimated receipts from GOg-tax.......0..ssssscrseresecseseoserseosscsoveseeeserssseses 8, 000 
Estimated receipts from Washington Market—poor i csaintetaee 7,500 
Estimated receipts from fees of surveyor’s office, income of reform 
and industrial schools, and miscellamceous,.............c0..csecseresereeeenees 12,500 
Total estimate of receipts...............secceesesscrccsssccescrsssseeseseseeceress 1, 770, 261 
Estimated receipts forthe water department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886 : 
TE RITEL WEEIND ccncuustntenscuncseenemmnantnactoubesmnech pedenionesmbenateneuideteennioe 25, 000 
Water-main tax - 30, 000 
Water-rent. .......ccccceeree a 130, 000 
Water-taps .......... ° 2,500 
WERE PORIIINE, ce cvvcsesnveccnscsepesentusccinie tence tdselebadeiainbimemimasitninilmeenswont 2,600 
Total.. fasvatievinn 190, 100 


Mr. FOLLETT. “Mr. ‘Chairman, I outa to ek the attention of the 
committee but for a few moments in the presentation of this bill; and 
first I desire to call attention to the matters of new Ary aimee which 
appear init. The first provision is one directing the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to adjust and settle equitably the accounts of the 
late commissioners, allowing all such sums as are manifestly just and 


wees are involved in this provision about $19,000—between $19,000 
and $20,000—of unadjusted accounts of the late board of commission- 
ers. These accounts arose largely from the fact that Congress 

for the work of reassessment or readjustment of the assessment u 
the property of the District of Columbia without providing for the 

ical force necessary to accomplish that work. The work was made 
imperative; the commissioners were directed to have it done; but no 
appropriation was made for the purpose of ying the force neces- 
sary todo it. The result was that the employed a 

ying them out of the contingent fund which had been 
or contiggent The First Comptroller of the Treasury held 


pose. 
Mr. FOLLETT. The money has been 


The only now 
is of crediting the old board of with the 
From the investigation I have made of the accounts I am 
satisfied all of them were for the the District of Colum- 
bia, and that the com: ought to be credited with them. 
The next item of new is a provision that the records of the 


surveyor of the District of Columbia shall be public records. They 
have a surveyor here in the District, but his records he has stoutly in- 


sisted were private records, and therefore belonged to him, and the Dis- 
trict commissioners have no controlover them. To obviate that trouble 
the District commissioners requested that this officer should be made a 
salaried officer, and should pay such fees as he collected into the treas- 
ury for the general benefit of the District and the Government. The 
Committee on Appropriations er to leave the officer as a feed officer, 

but by provision of law to make the records of that officer, for he is to 
all intents and pu a public officer, public records. 

Mr. RANDALL. [ do not think that provision is in the bill. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not in the bill; it was stricken out in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FOLLETT. No; the provision making it a salaried officer was 
stricken out, but the other provision remains in lines 132 and 133. 

Mr. BLOUNT. You do not claim there is any salaried officer in the 
bill. 

Mr. FOLLETT. No. The chairman misunderstands me. The 
committee struck out the provision making the oflicer a salaried officer. 

Mr. RANDALL. The provision creating a new office is out. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Yes, sir; but the provision to make the records 
public records is in. 

The next new legislation in the bill is to create a relief fund for the 
police department in the District as we did last year for the fire de- 
ae out from the compensation of each one of the po- 

of the city $1 per month to be set apart for a relief fund to be used 
for such men and officers of the force as may be disabled in the service. 

The next provision that is new legislation is, that the District shall be 
allowed credit as a part of its revenues for one-half of all drawback 
certificates heretofore received or that may hereafter be received for 
general taxes under the acts of June 27, 1879, and July 5, 1884, less 
any of said drawback certificates already credited thereto. 

Under the act of Congress by which it was provided that one-half 
of the expenses of running the District government should be paid by 
the Government and the other half by the District those expendi- 
tures included not simply payment of current expenses, but payment 
of the indebtedness then existing against the District and the interest 
on that indebtedness. After the passage of that law an act was passed 
in 1879 requiring the collector of taxes of the District to receive in 
payment of taxes drawback certificates which had been given ona 
readjustment of taxes alleged to have been improperly assessed. In 
other words, the District of Columbia in the collection of the taxes 
takes these drawback certificates and thereby pays the entire amount of 
that indebtedness resulting from the readjustment of the tax. 

The Secretary of the Treasury or the'irst Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury has declined to allow a credit to District for those drawback 


which those drawback certificates were received; and therefore thereare 
of these drawback certificates at that credit some $25,000, as I now re- 
member, for which the District has received no credit. It has been 
deemed just and proper that the District should receive credit; having 
received these whack certificates as so much cash in the collection 
of taxes, that they should be credited with that amount as a 
like amount contributed by the Government for the purpose of paying 
the expenses of running the government of the District of Columbia. 
Those are the items of new legislation incorporated in this bill. The 
appropriation in this bill, as in all the bills that have been reported for 
erase sense par x Gaeition in is Dacia of Gsobin oe There 
Ishould say. Oneis 


crowded as the workhouse in the city of W: At close of 
the war the Government turned over what it had in that vicin- 
ity to the city of W: or to the District of Columbia, to be used 
en cnet whlch tie cmaanich mens eteeamiten b 
one of w t ata can 
converted into a of e convicts sent 
to the workhouse. The committee deem it important that that work 





PP at) a aie al 





Bea tes. aes ay Seb eee Ry 3 33 


sa 





ais 2 









1885. 





construction or erection or purchase, as they may deem best, of a homeo- 
pathic hospital. The committee have recommended $15,000 for that 
urpose, 
' Another new provision in the matter of charities is for the construc- 
tion of an additional building for the National Association for Destitute 
Colored Women and Children, and an appropriation of $18,000 is rec- 
ommended for that purpose, At.the time of the establishment of this 
association for destitute colored women and children a number of 
barracks that had been occupied during the war by the Government 
were turned over for occupancy by this charity. Some two or three 
years ago an appropriation was made by Congress for the erection of one 
new building. That building has been completed; and now, for the | 
purpose of completing and furnishing the room that is desired for the 
of this charity, they ask that another appropriation shall be 
made for the construction of a building adjoining this for the purpose 
of accommodating the children who are under the care of the associa- 
tion; and the committee have recommended an appropriation for that | 
purpose. ey ; 
Of course, apptopriations that are made for charity, or for almost any 
in the bill, necessarily come out of the amount that can be ap- 
priated for street improvements; for that seems to be and is sub- 
stantially the flexible appropriation of the bill which must suffer so far 
as other appropriations are madeoris benefited by the reduction of other 
appropri . ‘Thecommittee this year have appropriated for the im- 
provement of streets and the making of new streets $265,000, all that 
it was deemed possible to appropriate or proper to appropriate in view 
of the other appropriations of the bill. 

I may say here that it is impossible in any appropriation bill for the 
District of Columbia to satisfy all the people of all the parts ef the city. 
Complaints are made that one portion of the city is getting more money 
for street improvements than it ought to have, and the same complaint 
comes substantially from every portion of the city. 

I have said now, I believe, all that I desire to say except upon one 
point. There are here in the school system two superintendents of 
schools—one of them the superintendent of the white schools and the 
other the superintendent of the colored schools. A number of persons 
have waited upon different members of the committee with the request 
that the schools shall be put under one head and one management. 
About one-third of the children of school age in the District of Colum- 
bia are colored children and two-thirds white. We have been paying 
forseveral years a salary of $2,750 to the superintendent of white schools 
and a salary of $2,250 to the superintendent of the colored schools. I 
believe myself that it would be a wise system to place all these schools 
under one head and one management; but I am satisfied that that change 
can not now be made without producing friction such as would result 
injuriously to the schools. Therefore the committee have thought it 
advisable to leave the system as it found it, leaving to some future 
Congress the work of placing the schools under one head and one man- 
agement. Therefore we have this year proposed no change and made 
no recommendation in that regard. , 

Mr. Chairman, I believe I have said all I desire to say at this time. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that general debate be now closed. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Iask unanimous consent that general debate be 
now closed and that the bill be read for amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, general debate on this 
bill will be now closed and the bill will be read for amendments. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill by paragraphs for amend- 
ment, read as follows: 

WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT. 
For engineering, maintenance, and general repairs, $20,000. 


Mr. LONG. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk to be 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“For the n of four certificates of indebtedness, issued hy onthoriiy of 


of the lative Assembly, approved June 26, 1873, dated 
the eeuaeeaaadien of $50 each, with interest payable semi{-annu- 


cent. . bers 8824, 8826, 8827, and 1828, - 
Stic Jule i, a per annum, numbers an pay 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have some explanation of that 
amendment. 


Mr. LONG. These are certificates representing indebtedness of the 
District issued some years They are of the amount of $50 each, 
and the whole sum is only $200, with interest. The certificates repre- 
sent the indebtedness of the District, which of course should be paid. 
In the course of business a notice was issued of a time at which these cer- 


particular by a man who is now in distress and 
er nee ES Rad ienew that ouch notice had been inoned, 

whom, in fact, the notice never came, and who, when he did pre- 
nat found thatthe time foe their presentation and pay- 
I am informed that the District commissioners state that no other cer- 
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tificates are likely to be presented, and, in fact, that all have been paid 
with the exception of these and a few others. There is no probability 
that any others will be presented, but whether that is so or not this 
man certainly should be paid, and I hope there will be no objection 
made to this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is the whole of this amount to be paid out of the 
District treasury or only half of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the terms of the bill this appropriation 
is to be paid half out of the District treasury and half out of the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. LONG. I suppose that only half the amount will be paid by 
the District under the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then that ought to be stated 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill so provides 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought that possibly this claim originated 
prior to the date of the act dividing the expenses between the United 
States and the District. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FOR THE FIRE DEPARTMENT 


For one chief engineer, $1,800; one fire marshal, $1,000; one secretary, $900: 
two foremen acting as assistant chief engineers, at $1,200 each; seven foremen, 
at $1,000 each ; seven engineers, at $1,000 each ; seven firemen, at $800 each ; two 


tillermen, at $00each; nine hostilers, at $800 each; sixty privates, at $780 each ; 
three watchmen, at $6 each ; one veterinary surgeon, $300; repairs to engine- 
houses, $1,000; for fuel, $2,250; purchase of horses, $2,500; forage, $5,000; hose, 
$2,250; repairs to apparatus and new appliances, $4,000; contingent expenses, 
including office-rent, horseshoeing, furniture, washing, oil, medical and stable 
supplies, harness, blacksmithing, labor, gas,and other necessary items, $6,500 

in all, $108,100: Provided, That hereafter the commissioners shall deduct $1 each 
month from the pay of each fireman, which sum so deducted shall be kept asa 
firemen’s relief fund, under the control of the commissioners, and be invested 


in United States or District bonds, and shall be used for the relief of any fire 
man who, by accident, while in actual performance of duty, or by service not 
less than fifteen years, shall become so permanently disabled as to be discharged 


from service therefor; and in case of his death from such accident, leaving a 
widow or children under 16 years of age, for their relief: Provided further, That 
such relief shall not exceed for any one fireman or his famiiy the sum of $0 
per month; and a sum not excee: ing $75 may be allowed from said fund to 
defray the funeral expenses of any fireman dying in the service ofthe District 

Mr. FOLLETT. Under the provision in the bill of last year, which 
is substantially the same as this, except that in this bill the word ‘‘ here- 
after ’’ is used so as to make the provision permanent, the word “* fire- 
man’’ has been given a construction by the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury which makes an amendment necessary. He limits the term 
‘* firemen ’’ to the seven firemen provided for in the bill. I therefore 
offer the following amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 386 strike out the word “ fireman"’ and insert the words ‘!'employé of 
the fire department;’’ in line 389 strike out the werd “ fireman’ and insert the 
words “employé of the fire department;”’ in line 3% strike out the word “ fire- 
man ’’ and insert the words ‘‘ employé of the fire department ;"’ in line 308 strike 
outthe word “ fireman” and insert the words “ employé of the fire depart ment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. As I understand, the meaning of this bill 
is that the government of the District costs annually about three and 
one-half million dollars, of which the Government of the United States 
pays one-half, or $1,700,000. The effect is that the taxes on the Gov- 
ernment property in the city of Washington and District of Columbia 
amount to about $1,700,000. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That would seem to be a pretty good tax 
for the property which the Government owns here. That is all 1 desire 
to Say. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments to the House with the recommendation that it pass 
as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, had directed him to report back 
the same with sundry amendments, and the recommendation that the 
bill with the amendments do pass. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the amendments 
to this bill as reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Iask that the question be taken on the amend- 
ments in gross. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the question will be sub- 
mitted on the amendments in gross. The Chair hears none. 

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third® 
time; and being en , it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. FOLLETT. As the hour has arrived which was assigned by 
order of the House for addresses on a deceased member, I will not ask 
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a vote on the passage of the bill at this time, as the rule requires that 
the vote must be taken by yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that if the previous question 
be ordered now upon the passage of the bill it will come up to-morrow 
as the first business in order after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I demand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 
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boys grow into successful business men and honored citizens. Heaven 
grant us many such women! They are the Cornelias of the Republic. 

Presumably Mr. DuNCAN early showed an aptitude for intellectual 
pursuits, as he matriculated at the age of 17 at Franklin and Marshall 
College, Lancaster, Pa., in 1853. He graduated in regular course in 
1857 as valedictorian of his class.. This fact attests the eminent rank 
he attained while a college student as scholar, thinker, and orator. 
After graduating he entered the law office of R. G. McCreary, esq. (who 
preceded him one short year ago to the other world), at Gettysburg, the 
county seat of Adams, and in due course was admitted to the bar in 
1859. He applied himself zealously to practice. Industry, diligence, 
and integrity brought with them the confidence of his associates, of the 
community, an extensive practice, and made his professional career a 
success. Endowed with such qualifications, combined with an agreea- 
ble address and methodical and regular habits, promotion to places of 
public trust became a matter of course. By the election of the people 
he filled the office of prosecuting attorney for Adams from 1862 to 1865, 
and so acceptably that he was again chosen to fill the same position 
from 1868 to 1871. He was also fora long time solicitor for the county, 
and filled various other local offices. In November, 1882, he was elected 
to represent the populous and intelligent counties of Adams, Cumber- 
land, and York, comprising the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania, in 
the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Here let us pause in our count of the unvarnished items that so far 
have made up this man’s life. He did not flash into notice like a me- 
teor, illuming the heavens to the great admiration of the lookers-on, 
and then disappear; nor did he become notorious by reason of any 
great noise he made or others made for him. We find him taking his 
origin in a,quiet little township in Adams County, going through the 
phases of infancy and boyhood, beginning a career of study, till it 
brought him to the college door. He entered at the beginning. He 
steadily pursued his way, looking neither to the right nor to the left. 
The culmination of that course was the winning of its most coveted 
prize. He entered the arena of real life in the ranks of the profession 
of his choice. He there gained its most desirable and substantial re- 
wards. He placed himself in contact with the public. 

Public trusts became his legitimate possession and pwhlic usefulness 
his habit. No doubt he had conflicts in the race of life, but he pre- 
served through them all his own self-respect, the confidence of the 
community which had known him from boyhood, and of all with whom 
he associated. He was indeed a type of those men who, whether they 
become more or less famous, whether they adorn private station or 
public position, bring to humanity its most lasting and substantial 
achievements; who well deserve the commendation of one gifted with 
more than poetic inspiration, who has said— 


DEATH OF HON. W. A. DUNCAN. 


The SPEAKER. The hour of half past 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair will bring to the attention of the House the special order as- 
signed for this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Monday, January 26, 1885, at 2.30 p. m., be fixed as the time for 


paying appropriate honor to the memory of Hon. W. A. DuncAN, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I submit the resolutions which I send tothe 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this Ifouse has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Hion. W. A. DUNCAN, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania. 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that fitting tribute 
may be paid to his memory. 


Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the House shall, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, adjourn. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, Hon. WiLLiAmM A. DUNCAN, 
the subject of these funeral rites, was born in Franklin Township, 
Adams County, Pennsylvania, February 2, 1836. He died at Gettys- 
burg, in his native county, November 14, 1884, in his forty-ninth year. 
His paternal ancestors originally went from the neighborhood of Edin- 
burgh to Donegal, Ireland, from whence, about the year 1750, his 
grandfather, Seth Duncan, emigrated to the United-States, and located 
in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. He there married and lived till 
late in life, when he removed to Abbottstown, then York (now Adams) 
County. Seth had a number of children, most of whom became nota- 
ble people. It was indeed a remarkable family. James and Matthew 
were brave officers in the Revolutionary war. William, after whom our 
late colleague was named, represented Philadelphia in the State Assem- 
bly as representative and senator for several terms and was an aid to Gov- 
ernor Simon Snyder during the war of 1812. His son, Abner L., wasa 
distinguished lawyer in New Orleans, whither he had gone in 1806. He 
was one of General Jackson’s aids at the battle of New Orleans, and 
counsel with Edward Livingstone in defending that general during his 


trial before Judge Hall for proclaiming martial law. His daughter Han- 
nah became the wife of John Nicholson, the famous comptroller-general 
of Pennsylvania and partner of Robert Morris, the great American finan- 
cier of the Revolution. Another daughter married Judge William 
Moulder, of Philadelphia. The most of them lived toa ripe old age. 
His son, Adam Seth Enos Duncan, the father of Mr. DUNCAN, was an 
exception. Hediedin 1840, aged 51 years. He, too, had been a soldier, 
serving in the war of 1812-’15 at Lundy’s Lane, Chippewa, and Black 
Rock, and was twice wounded. 

On the maternal side tributary rills of Pennsylvania~-German blood 
steadied and calmed the Scotch-Irish flood of many generations cours- 
ing in his veins; for both grandmother and mother were of that race 
who more than two hundred years ago brought from the banks of the 
Rhine the arts, sciences, literature, and religion of a Christian civiliza- 
tion and planted them firmly in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DUNCAN, therefore, in his extraction was a Pennsylvanian, repre- 
senting in blood and lineage the two great stocks which have so strongly 
impressed their characteristics on that State and made her a powerful, 
prosperous, and substantial Commonwealth. 

It is a remarkable family record even for good old Pennsylvania. 
Yet our friend’s whole life shows that he did not depend for laurels 
upon his dead ancestors; he was rather actuated by the famous senti- 
ment of the eloquent Ulysses: 


Nam genus, et proavos, et, qu non fecimus ipsi, 
Vix ea nostra vooo. 































Nevertheless, if we would correctly weigh a man’s life and character 
we must know the mold in which he was cast. We must all act for 
ourselves; but something of our characteristics we owe to our forebears, 
as a noted American writer puts it: 

Though nature a) capricious some qualities she carefully fixes and trans- 
mits, but some, and those the finer, she exhales with the breath of the individual 
Sermancatia any tock, by painting and repainting them th gvery individanl 
entil at last selon adopts = ond baben them in her porcelain. 

With these antecedents Mr. DUNCAN was left an orphan at the age 
of 4 years with two brothers but a few years older, to the of a 

‘widowed mother. marys the past ee Se her 
children was permitted to be lost by this esti lady. Her affec- 
tionate care carried them through the troubles of childhood 

them through the temptations of youth, 

manhood had opéned. She died in 1880 at the advanced age of 80 

years, having found the reward of her motherly devotion in seeing her 

















followed 
and even after their careers of 


All my life long 
I have beheld with most respect the man 
Who knew himself and knew the ways before him, 
And from amongst them chose considerately, 
With a clear foresight, not a blindfold courage, 
And, having chosen, with a steadfast mind 
Pursued his purposes, 


With such antecedents he became a member of this body. With such 


a record the constituency which honored hinr and those who knew him 
had a right to expect a continuance of his usefulness. But Providence 
willed otherwise. An insidious disease, the appearance of which had 
given occasion for solicitude some six years ago, had already laid so heavy 
a hand upon his mortality that the usefulness of his Congressional career 
was paralyzed at its very threshold. And though the excitement and 
interest natural to every one upon entering a new field seemed at the 
beginning of this Congress for a while to kindle new life, it was but 
the last flicker of the divine spark premonitory of approaching extinc- 
tion. Those of us who noted these changes saw full well that his days 
were numbered. He seldom appeared at the meetings of his commit- 
tees, Education and Military Affairs. His wasted form and feeble gait 


were seldom seen, and his seat was but seldom occupied. 

After the adjournment in July iast and his return home, he rarely 
left the house, except on pleasant days to take short drives. This con- 
tinued till a month before death, during which time I learn he was 
constantly at home, and often, owing to a difficulty in breathing, un- 
able to converse with his friends. In the long, weary hours spent by 
him in the ante-chamber of death, he learned fully to realize his con- 
dition, and to become resigned to it. In vain friends spoke hopefully 
of renewed strength and prolonged life. He rs them no enco’ 
ment. Overruled by these friends, he allowed his party to honor h 
witharenomination for Congress, me oy re-election crowned 
with success a brow already damp with the dews of death. Having 
renewed the religious vows of his early youth, and armed as he was 
with Christian faith in a Redeemer, he calmly awaited the beginning 
of a new life. In the early a of san alan 14, 1884, at 
Gettysburg, his spirit ts everlasting flight. 

Standing to-day at the grave of WILLIAM A. DUNCAN, my mind at 
this stage of our political is irresistibly carried ee 
gestive episode in his career. 1856, while yet a beardless you 

the threshold of active life, he became the chosen ambassador of 
his i resentative of his alma mater 
bear congratulatory messages chanan, the last President 
the United States of his party, on his election to the Presidency. 
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Twenty-eight years elapse—years crowded with tremendous events, | Butman is himself a predominating factor in the economies of nature 
bringing with them tremendous changes and affecting the social and He fills a larger place in the moral than he oceupies in the material uni- 
political life of millions; bringing with them, too, overthrow after over-| verse, and stands on a plane so far exalted above all other creations, 
throw upon the party in whose supremacy his warmest sympathies were | that his life can not be measured by his length of days in the land. It 
enlisted; and after years of toil and effort in her behalf, in the crown-/| is estimated not by years so much as by deeds; not by cycles of time 
ing hour of her success, and at the very start of a race involving most; so much as by eras of events. In the material universe not an atom 
important results to him and his political household, like Moses on' of matter is ever lost, though constantly assuming new forms and com- 
Pisgah’s top, in sight of the Promised Land, his eyes close in death. binations. 

It is aquestion among men whether strict propriety does not require A drop of water which to-day may be tossed in wild commotion on 
that on occasions like this the participants should mask their feelings, the waves of the deep may to-morrow glitter in the dew-drop or fall 
and restrain the flow of natural emotions. Let those who prefer play! ina tear. Thus every act of man is followed by an ever-widening cir- 
the part of the stern Roman. I prefer to be the Greek, who weeps and | cle of consequences and results, and forever reappears in novel and 
still remains a man. For, in this solemn presence, occupying from! varied phases of existence. It may itself become a propagating germ, 
early youth the relations I have to our dead friend, the first victim | to be multiplied and reproduced throughout all time. ‘This large view 
among my Pennsylvania colleagues since my connection with this| of the vast results which may be attained in a life which has not yet 
House, the recollection of long-faded days transports me back over the! reached its meridian may in a measure reconcile us to the untimely 
gaps of time, place, and circumstance. Once more I stand with him on! loss of those who have not lived long, but well. 
the perilous edge of an unknown future—unknown, but filled with Mr. DUNCAN had the honor of being chosen by the people among 
glorious promise and pleasing prospect. When the alluring splendors) whom he was born and reared, and so by them well-known and trusted, 
of hope gilded life’s bright morning with honor, wealth, and fame, | to represent them here. And though his usefulness was to some ex- 
beckoning on over untrodden and untried paths, there we parted, | tent impaired by failing health and ever-increasing weakness, yet such 
each bent upon his respective mission, each pursuing his separate path, | was their firm faithin his honor and honesty of purpose and action, that 
converging here with many things then hoped for realized to both, his; they again re-elected him as their Representative for the Forty-ninth 
hoped for, unrealized balance absorbed by death. It is the one sad| Congress. This in itself is a testimony of noslight or dubious character 
lesson of life—the chalice that sooner or later is commended to the lips| to his worth, ability, and conscientious regard for the interests of the 
of all—the vanity of human wishes. Yetthe magic spell of that time} people whom he most closely represented. Nor is the constituency of 
projects a softening, soothing halo—to which no human heart can be in-| the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania by whom he was chosen want 
sensible—into the very gloom of this hour. ing in the eminence and distinction of the men whom they have sent 

I should hesitate to intrude upon the privacy of the domestic circle hereintimespast. Whatever differences of opinion may have prevailed, 
on an occasion like this; but it is due to those who survive him to say | and may still prevail, in regard to great public interests and national 
that the symmetry of our friend’s rounded career, visible to the public} policies, there can be no differences respecting the ability and pa! ciot- 
eye, did not want the harmonious complement of a prosperous wedlock. | ism of the Representatives chosen by the people who supported my la- 
Perhaps no one may tell how much of his success was due to this union.| mented predecessor. Nor was my honored friend wanting ina watch- 
In 1863 he wedded Miss Catherine W. Schmucker, daughter of Rey. Dr.! ful, careful, and intelligent regard for their interests. 

Samuel 8. Schmueker, president of the Theological Seminary at Get-| But his patriotism was broader than his district. He regarded that 
tysburg, who is now deceased, the honored head of a family distin-| as a fragment, however valued and prized, of the great and noble old 
guished in the annals of the Church, in the learned professions, and in| Commonwealth of which it isa part; and this again as only a member 
the higher walks of literature. The fruit of the union was four sons, | ofa national family of States, constituting one grand and glorious Union, 
now aged respectively 20, 19, 17, and 13 years. Happily they live to} whose honor and prosperity is the highest goal, to which all should be 
console, to comfort, and to sustain the bereaved widow in the bitter) at once tributary and subordinate. 
affliction of this irreparable loss. They are the legatees of many hon-| With no tormenting ambitions for public office, and but little ex peri- 
orable family traditions, af which no doubt they will prove themselves ence beyond the cares of a local and honorable relationship to the com- 
worthy. I trust they will hold up without reproach in the battle of munity in which he lived, Mr. DUNCAN was sent here more by reason 
life the noble standard that fell from the grasp of their progenitor only| of the reputation he had gained as a good citizen, able lawyer, diligent 
when his hand was nerveless in death. worker, and an incorruptible patriot than because he had won any re 
His end was universally lamented and regretted. The resolutions of nown as a representative or legislator. That he did not disappoint 
respect and sympathy passed by his former associates at home, and the or forfeit the confidenceof his constituency, the faith of his party, or fail 
large concourse of sorrowing friends upon his interment, bear amplest, in his duty to the Commonwealth or to the county, is seen in the sig- 
testimony to this. All that lay in human power to avert or break the nificant fact that he was returned on his second candidacy witha largely 
force of the blow has now been done, but— increased popular vote over his first election. 
They can not render back I may state here that which may be allowed me, as his personal friend 
Tho geides owt that’s broken at the fountain, ewe eee in ay last — that - ba rH this to —- = 
, 8 broken at the cistern, | make easy his path to the grave, already open to receive him, for he 
rere ver Geen and that's leaned. died just one sual after his re-clection. This is not the time to en- 

I doubt not that those of us who during the last session saw the too! Jarge upon the strain and stress which is laid upon a member when his 
frail body that encased the immortal sou! of our late associate must feel personal convictions of what is right and just are at variance with those 
it to be better far to anticipate that hour when the breath of Almighty | entertained by many of his friends and by most of his constituents. 
Power shall resurrect it from the dust, and change the body corruptible| Happy is he who escapes this ordeal, this trial lv lire, and most happy 


in time into the body incorruptible in eternity. he who in the long run and final result can de:nonstrate that he was 
Thus ends my painful duty, a duty performed as best I could. 1) right. ae ; 
have not disfigured my face with grief as one without hope, nor in- Those who have known Mr. DUNCAN only in this legislative hall can 


dulged in vain lamentation, nor obscured with indiscriminate eulogy form no conception of the man. His first step here was the init ial move- 
the memory of our late colleague. NotsohaveI purposed or performed, ment toward his grave, and every day accelerated the pace of the re- 
But as one who first learned to know him and become his friend years | lentless disease which, hour by hour, sapped and undermined his vital 
back in the college days, I have endeavored in decorous and befitting | forces. Still he fought a good fight against his remorseless foe. He 
words to lay an honest tribute on his tomb—a tribute not unwarmed I | gallantly contested every step; and could he have been placed under 
eae some rays of the ancient faith, some gleams of home pride, | more favorable circumstances of climate and situation he might have 
ing beams from the memories of long ago. | protracted the contest for many years. But, sir, though often hesought 
| by family and friends to quit his post and forsake his duties he re- 
Mr. SWOPE. Mr. Speaker, as the successor, fellow-townsman, and. mained here, fulfilling all the responsibilities of his position until the 
life-long uaintance of WILLIAM A. DUNCAN I feel impelled, not’ close of the session, when, with every duty performed, and his public 
only or chiefly by time-honored custom, but much more by the dictates trust fulfilled, he came home to die in sight of those blue mountains at 
of p, esteem, and regard for high mental and moral excellen- whose base he was born, and whose lengthening shadows, as the sun 
cies, to offer a few words of tribute to the memory of my predecessor, KS behind them, almost reach his grave. as 7 
A monotone of sadness pervades the literature of every race and comes __!t has been said by the great dramatist, w ho was noted for his accurate 
down to us in the song and story of all the tribes of men. To portrayal of the human heart and his philosophic interpretation of the 


. be born is but the beginning of death. All the forces and potencies of motives of human conduct, that— 


nature seem at once to combine against the structure which she herself EO oh ee ee Oe 
hasreared. From the initiz! moment life is a struggle which yields no aT a 


crown to the victor, and tothe vanquished suffering, decay, and death.| However true this adverse and discourageing estimate of the dura 
If life were to be estimated only by its last and culminating result, or bility of good deeds may be, it ean be accepted only with many limit 
by its continued contest with all destructive agencies, then, indeed, it| ations and under very unfortunate conditions of society. I prefer to 
would be true that— | believe in the truth ofa higher, more inspiring, and philosophic senti 
, Man was made to mourn. | ment: 
The memory of the just is blest, 


The teachings of the pessimist would be in accordance with sound phi-| The name of the wicked shall rot. * 
losophy, and life itself would be evil, and only evil. | I believe in the essential immortality of good deeds. ‘Those that ai 
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such are not and can not be buried with the bones of their authors, 
but live after and follow them 

Nay, sir, it is a cheering truth that of ‘‘ the good men do time but 
the impression deeper makes, as streams their channels deeper wear.’’ 
It is only when death has lent its solemn sanction to a completed life, 
and time has confirmed the value of thoughts and deeds, that their 
wisdom and unselfishness are rightly appreciated. ° 

No man takes in the range and altitude of a mountain while envi- 
roned by near-jutting prominences and thick forests. The chain needs 
to be projected against a remote horizon, girding which may be seen 
the long-drawn and towering massiveness of the whole. Thus it is 
that we contemplate those colossal figures which awe and inspire us 
along the granite ranges of history. 

The virtue, purity, and patriotic devotion which look upon us from 
their secure heights to-day in the characters of Washington, Jefferson, 


and others on like Alpine summits are all the more conspicuous and 
impressive because of the distance from which we contemplate them. 
The ages will never displace them from their eminence nor shrink their 
solid dimensions. In the same measure and by the same law will every 
humbler name take its enduring place among the stabilities of the fut- 
ure. We may therefore confidently commit the record of our deceased 
brother to the keeping of that favoring genius who protects and guards 
the archives of the past 

Witi1aAmM A. DUNCAN was born in Franklin Township, Adams 
County, Pennsylvania, on February 2, 1836. After such preliminary 
training as was at that period accessible in country schools he entered 
Franklin and Marshal! College, from which he graduated in 1857 with 
the highest honor. During his college course he displayed marked 
ability as a clear thinker and graceful writer, which qualities he en- 
larged and developed during his whole career. After leaving college 
Mr. DUNCAN studied law in Gettysburg, and was admitted to the bar 
in 1860. In 1862 he was elected district attorney, and re-elected in 
1868. In 1874 he was the nominee of Adams County for the Stste sen- 
ate. He was also a member of the State central committee. In 1882 
he was elected a member of the Forty-eighth Congress of the United 
States, and was re-elected November 3, 1884. He died November 14, 
1884, 

While a close professional student, and a hard worker in all the de- 
tails of his business, so that he commanded the unlimited confidence of 
his clients, he did not neglect the ordinary duties which pertain to a 
good citizen. He has been identified with every organization which had 
tor its object the welfare and improvement of the community in which 
he lived. He was genial, kind, and courteous, and was most loved by 
those who knew him best. 

In his domestic life his even and equable temper, his kind consider- 
ation for those about him, his hospitality to his friends, and his con- 
stant love for his wife and children, shone forth with peculiar luster. 
During the long period of his weakness and depression his devoted 
wife administered to his wants, relieved him of such burdens as she 
herself could bear, and with an entire devotion which ended only with 
his life sacrificed everything for him. 

With the love of partial friendship, with the sorrow of a bereaved 
community, we interred the remains of our brother in the soil of a field 
made memorable by the bloodiest battle of cruel war. 

He rests on the summit where carnage and death held their bloody 
revels twenty-one years ago, but where now all is and stillness, 
where the summer breezes blow softly from the blue mountains which 
overlook the plain now smiling with peace and plenty. 

In the adjcining cemetery, where— ; 


Each in his narrow cell forever laid, 
The rude forefathers of the hamiet-sleep, 


rests all that is mortal of my lamented friend and predecessor. 

Let us trust that each of us, before the final result comes, may have 
contributed his share, humble though it be, to the happiness, prosper- 
ity, and progress of his race, so that it may not truly be said of any 
one of us “‘ he has lived in vain.” 


Mr. ATKINSON. Mr, Speaker, as the Highlander will not pass the 
tumulus of his friend without adding a pebble thereto, so I offer a brief 
tribute to the memory of my late colleague, WILLIAM A. DuNCAN, in 
whose honor these services are held to-day. It is fitting that we should 
turn oe for a — while from our — duties to record our testi- 
monials of esteem for one who faithfully and honestly performed his 
duty as a Representative, who conscientiously and Sabetlously served 
his constituents even when declining health made his onerous duties 
doubly difficult, and who thoroughly enjoyed the confidence and respect 
of the intelligent constituency which sent him to this House. 

We can render him no other service; but it is a service which he well 
deserved, so that we may not perform it as a mere matter of official 
duty or custom, but because his gentle and amiable disposition, his 
fidelity and honesty, his industry, and his sacrifices for his country 
secure it for him as his just due. 

The district which I have the honor to represent adjoins that repre- 
sented by Mr. DUNCAN, but my acquaintance with him began — 
the beginning of the first session of the Congress. 

I first met him I was impressed with his amiability and gentleness of 


disposition. A thorough gentleman, of refined and cultured tastes, I 
found him an interesting companion, and soon learned to appreciate 
him as a valued friend. Although disease had set its impress upon 
him, he never seemed to think of himself or his physical misfortunes, 
but bravely and unflinchingly hore the burden which would have fallen 
on a man of less courage with crushing force. He attended to his publie 
duties with careful attention to detail and a total disregard of self, as 
if animated only by a desire to achieve the greatest results in the brief 
time which he knew was allotted him to live, apparently believing 
that— 

We live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths; 

In feelings, not in figures on a dial. 

We should count time by heart-throbs. He most lives 

Who thinks most, feels the noblest, acts the best. 


Mr. DuNcCAN’s humblest constituents could call upon him for his 
services, feeling assured that his business would receive as careful con- 
sideration as the more important affairs of the influential. He was 
polite and courteous to his fellow-members of this House and kind to 
his inferiors. As a lawyer he loved his profession, and although not 
without ambition for public life, yet acted as if the highest honor to 
which he aspired was to bedistinguished in the profession of his choice. 

Bringing fine literary culture to his professional studies, he thor- 
oughly mastered the principlesof the law and applied them readily and 
accurately to the facts presented in a cause. His intellectual abilities 
were of a high order, and he possessed a diversified knowledge outside 
the range of his profession rarely obtained by the laborious practi- 
tioner of the law. 

He acquired a large practice soon after he was admitted to the bar, 
and his unwearied devotion to the interests of his clientage was one of 
the inducing causes which produced the disease of which he died. 
Few men possessed as great and enviable popularity as Mr. DUNCAN. 
His popularity was not accidental or evanescent, for his constituents 
had known him from his childhood. 

Soon after he came to the bar he was elected district attorney of his 
native county, and so satisfactory was his performance of the duties of 
that office that he was again elected to the same position. After his 
first election as a Representative 7n Congress he felt that his failing 
health would not enable him to bear the exertion and fatigue incident 
to a canvass for re-election, and he would willingly have declined the 
honor of a renomination. But his many friends insisted that he 
should again be a candidate, and he reluctantly yielded to their im- 
portunities. B 

His physical inability rendered him unable to canvass his district, 
but the confidence of his people was so marked, that he was elected by 
a larger majority than when he was first a candidate. No higher com- 
pliment could have been paid to his personal worth. 

Two weeks after his re-election death called him from the scenes of 
his struggles and his earthly triumphs. He fell in the meridian of his 
useful and honorable career; and his unfinished life, if the expression 
may be used, is well typified by a broken column. From the spring 
and summer of his career we had a right to expect an abundant au- 
tumn. We regret that by his untimely death this body and his peo- 
ple have been deprived of those matured fruits for which his character 
and attainments justified us to hope. 

His body has been laid to rest among his kindred upon the historic 
Cemetery Hill at Gettysburg, which two decades ago vibrated with the 
thunder of that mighty cannonade which marked the turning point of 
the struggle for the maintenance ofthe Union. The fierce conflict 


over, the nation dwells in peace, and may this be emblematical 
of the peaceful repose of his spirit since ict of his life is ended. 


The sainted dead of the nation, who died that the Union might live, 
lie in the national ceme at his feet. On the morning of the resur- 
rection none can be in nobler company. 


He has outsoared the shadow of our night; 
Envy and calumny and hate and pain, 
And that unrest which men miscall delight, 
Can touch him not and torture notagain; _ 
From the contagion of the world’s slow stain 
He is secure; and now can never mourn 


A grown cold, a head grown , in vain— 
Nor, when the spirit's self has Sensed te ban, 
With sparkless ashes load an unlamented urn. 


Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, he whose memory we 
honor to-day and whose death we mourn was a unassuming, 
honest, and faithful citizen. ee with zeal and fidelity 
whatever duties his environment im he t not renown, but 
courted rather that more subtantial boon, the dence and esteem of 


his neighbors, with whom he was brought into daily contact and among | 


whom t to achieve an honorable reputation. 

— term of service in this House Mr. DUNCAN was pre- 
cluded attendance upon its sessions often for several days in suc- 
cession by reason of delicate health. At the time of taking his seat 


the ravages of disease had grievously his powers of endurance, 
and he was therefore obliged to abstain all social festivities, in or- 
der that his whole strength might be husbanded for the discharge of 


official duties. Hence it came that his acquaintance among his co- 
laborers in this body was exceedingly limited and his usefulness neces- 
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sarily curtailed. For many years it had been his ambition to represent 
his district in Congress; and who can imagine the bitterness of his disap- 
pointment, when at last, the coveted prize being attained, he found | 
himself physically incapacitated for active participation in the work otf 
legislation. 

In this contentious body, with its iron-bound, inexplicable rules and 
utter disregard for individual feeling; where recognition ean only | 
obtained as the result of intellectual prowess,. parliamentary finess 
or sheer force of will; where the power is wielded by a few of the leg- 
islative elders, and a new member is chiefly considered as a necessity 
in making up a quorum, a man in robust health and in the ful! vigor | 
of manhood’s strength may well be overwhelmed by the paucity of his 
chances for gaining a foothold; how utterly futile of accomplishment, 
then, this task must have appeared to our deceased friend, who entered 
this Hall enfeebled by disease and with emaciated frame. 

Stricken down while yet comparatively a young man, deprived of | 
an opportunity for displaying in public life whatever talent or adapta 
tion therefor he may have possessed, in eulogizing the dead upon 
occasion we can only speak of the character and reputation 
by him in the private walks of life. In his intercourse with his fel 
lows -the deceased was kind, considerate, and courtecus. In his busi- 
ness relations he was conscientious, fair, and generous. As a lawyer 
he was able, industrious, and successful. To all trusts confided to his | 
keeping he was faithful, and as a husband and father he was loving, 
tender, and true. 

A little more than a year ago the Forty-eighth Congress convened in | 
its first session. In the year that has passed so quickly, as quickly as | 
vanishing breath, the shadow of death has frequently darkened this 
Chamber. Of those who then came commissioned to this House of Rep- 
resentatives, bearing with pride such evidence of popular favor and 
eagerly hoping for higher honors, several have already gone to join the | 
great majority. Life’s fitful fever being over, they sleep. Asthe Death | 
King has entered here with swift and echoless tread and borne away | 
one after another of our associates, we are reminded of the uncertainty 
of life, and the great and solemn truth is forced home upon us that itis 
appointed unto all once to die. 

WILuiAM A. DUNCAN was bornin Adams County, Pennsylvania, Feb- 
ruary 2, 1836. After graduating with high honors from college he read 
law and was admitted to practice in 1859. Aside from serving two 
terms as district attorney for his county he held no other official position 
until his election to Congress. Alwaysastrong partisan and taking an 
active interest in political matters, he was frequently a delegate to con- 
ventions, county and State. 

Notwithstanding the fact that at the close of the last session Mr. 
DuNCAN returned to his home much prestrated, and it was apparent 
that the end of his earthly career was near at hand, and while unable 
to go about among them, his constituents unanimously renominated 
him for re-election, and at the election he was chosen by a large major- 
ity, thus attesting the regard of his people for their distinguished Kep- 
resentative. The certificate of the return judges of this election was 
received two days before his death. 

I was one of the committee of the members of this House designated 
by the Speaker to attend the funeral obsequies of the deceased held in 
the quaint but historic little borough of Gettysburg. In that vicinity 
he had lived all his life, and from the immense eoncourse of mourning 
friends gathered there to pay their last tribute of respect it was evident 
that by those who had known him long and intimately he was beloved. 
There, side by side with those of his kin who had gone before, we laid 
him to rest, and as we retraced our steps from the city of the dead, 
leaving him asleep upon the breast of Mother Earth, we felt that a good 
man had gone from among us to his eternal home. 


Lillis 


sustained 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise more for the purpose of joining my 
colleagues in paying a tribute to the memory of Mr. DUNCAN than with 
the view of eoying anything which may enlighten the members of the 
House about his ristics or his life. My acquaintance with Mr. 
DUNCAN was formed at the beginning of the present Congress; and I 
was brought into more or less intimate association with him by his being 
a member of the Committee on Military Affairs. I also met him fre- 
— and our social relations were somewhat intimate and always 
pleasan F 

As Mr. DUNCAN appeared to me, a most prominent characteristic of 
his nature was that he was essentially and in every respect a gentle- 
man. 

Every element which goes to make up that desirable character was 
possessed in a conspicuous degree by him. He was studious always to 
avoid the mere suggestion of anything that would give offense. In 
his intercourse with others he was kindly, genial, respectful, treating 
all as equals. 

The members of his own family—his sons and daughters—shared his 
association as adult equals are wont to do; and I have more than once 
observed: the respect and consideration that were shown each other in 
the discussion of topics, and how free each felt to express his or her 
opinion, unawed by paternal austerity, fully encouraged rather by the 
mutual confidence and regard that prevailed in that family. 

Notwithstanding this genial, kindly temperament of Mr. DUNCAN, I 


. 
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am told that in the legal forum he conducted most vigorou hts, and 
that in professional controversies his brethren of the bar always regarded 
him as a foeman fully worthy of their st 


member and subjected to those 


In Congress, being a ne 


unfavorable opportunities which new 


members have always to encounter here, he had but little chan LOW 
the metal he was made of; but I am convinced from his course in t! 
Committee on Military Affairs, from thed led conviction he ex | 
| on sabjects coming before that committe: his health had | 
mitted him to live longer among us and it had been equal to the perfor 
ance of the multifarious duties devolved upon ere in the 

tive forum he would have made his mark as he did in ‘ | l 
before he came here 

Mr. DUNCAN was comparatively young, and it 

his great State and to his constituency that he was taken of! 

the rough-and-tumble fight of this world and in the rugged co 
which seem to exist always in this body it is not easy for a man o 

imiable, and gentle manner to make himself conspicuous bet 
country, but after a while, after the lapse of time, and with 

ence, I feel he would have risen to acommanding position in this House 
| and that his abilities would have gained the full i 
tion of his fellow-member 

His people have lost an honest and worthy man, his constituents a 

faithful and just Representative, and his family a good father and kind 
husband; and I sincerely join with my colleagues in paying this la 


i 
tribute by this great body to the memory of Mr. D AN 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, upon the first day 
sion of Congress, when Representatives were exchanging sal 
upon their reunion after a few months of separation, the cheerful gree 
ings were silenced and the business of 


if 


of the nresent 


mein itations 


the Hoyse was suspended by the 


| announcement that during the vacation two of our fellow-members had 


passed away from earth and would meet with us in this Hall no mors 

Thus in the midst of our joyousness we were reminded that a datk 
shadow enveloped the households of two of our late companions. In 
re 
reminded that death had stricken down two of those who sat here with 
us but a few months since. And we come to-day in a formal mannet 
to honor the memory of WILLIAM A..DUNCAN 

There is much of the true philosophy of life in the Latin maxi 
de mortuis nil nisi bonum. For it is unmanly to attack those who can 
not defend themselves. But in speaking of the dead the tendency is 
rather to indulge in exaggeration of their virtues. The friends of cur 
departed colleague have no occasion to invoke the charity of silence 
and it is quite certain that by extravagant eulogy we would do violence 
tothe nature and wishes of him whose memory we honor. 

By native capacity and educational acquirements Mr. DUNCAN was 
well equipped for a useful and honorable life. But, unfortunately, his 
mental vigor was not fortified by physical strength. He was always 
delicate. The insidious disease which undermined his life and bore 
him to an untimely grave crippled his energies, and to a great extent 
marred the perfection of his promised career. Taken away just at the 
period when a man’s fame, if he is to have any in political life, is first 
forming, we can only conjecture what his success would have been 
But there is enough known to excite sincere regret at his removal from 
hisnew career, when we remember that he was a man of cultivated mind, 
inflexible integrity, lofty aspirations, and courteous manners 

Mr. DUNCAN was never an aggressive man, but quiet, unobtrusive, 
and extremely modest. Yet, with all of his amiability, he was not 
without resolution and self-assertion. In his antagonisms he never ex 
cited enmity; in his successes he never aroused envy. The gentleness 
of his disposition, the frankness of his manner, the integrity of his 
character, made him many friends and many mourners at his death 

I had the sad satisfaction of attending the funeral of our respected 
colleague, and witnessed the universal evidence of high esteem in which 
he was held by all of his neighbors. The entire community followed 
his remains to their last resting-place in the historic cemetery which 
overlooks the town of Gettysburg, and manifested their profound re 
spect as the body was laid away in that peaceful and lovely spot which 
had been the scene of a bloody and memorable conflict. As his calm 
life was undisturbed by the angry contentions around him, so bis last, 
sweet sleep will be unbroken by the turbulent memories which throng 
the air above his grave. 

The gentlemen who have preceded me have spoken at length of Mr. 
DUNCAN’S public services, and further allusion to them is needless. 

I present my estimate of his character as a modest tribute to the 
memory of a modest man. 

I move the adoption of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and in accordance 
therewith (Mr. HemMPuILL being in the chair as Speaker pro tempore) 
the House (at 3 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 


under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BARBOUR: Memorial of George Taylor, asking the enact- 
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ment of a bill allowing the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to adjust certain accounts—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Petition from Carver Post, No. 123, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Frankfort, Mich., urging Congress to pur- 
chase Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Protest of the Philadelphia Board of Trade 
against the proposed commercial treaty with Spain—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Petition from Old John Brown Post, No. 
450, of Oxford, Ohio, urging the purchase of Miss Ransom’s portrait of 
General George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Petition of Samuel May, of Floyd 
County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of G. N. Maze, John 8. Armstrong, and 
873 others, citizens of La Salle County, Illinois, asking for the passage 
of the bill making an appropriation for the construction of the Henne- 
pin Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Petition for appropriation for improvement of the 
navigation of the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in Pennsyl- 
vania—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution calling upon the Secretary of State to request the 
Chilian Government to pay for property unlawfully seized—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. DARGAN: Petition of citizens of Darlington, 8. C., praying 
for the prompt passage ofthe bill known as the Potter refunding bill— 
to = Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of the Notional Board of Trade, for an 
amendment of the banking laws so as to make more effective the puni- 
tive features of the same, especially those in reference to the limita- 
tion of loans to one individual or corporation—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Capt. W. 8. Patton, United States 
Army, asking that the pension of Sarah T, Patton, widow of the late 
Lieut. Col. George W. Patton, United States Army, be increased to $40 
per month from April 28, 1882, the date of Lieut. Col. Patton’s death 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Brig. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, United States Army, 
for an increase of Sarah T. Patton’s pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr, LAIRD: Petition of Ella Wright and 17 others, residents of 
Pleasant Hill, Saline Copnty, Nebraska, asking an increase in widows’ 
pensions —to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts and New 
York, urging that the United States acquire title to the two canals con- 
necting Portage Lake, in the State of Michigan, with Lake Superior 
on the east and west, and make said canals free—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of Charles Dressing, of Cincinnati; of 
Franz Gladish, of Montgomery County; and of Ernest F. Caspari, of 
Montgomery County, Ohio, asking for pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Protest of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade against the proposed commercial treaty with Spain—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of Albert 
late private Company G, Ninth New York Heavy Artillery—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cayuga County, New York, asking in- 
crease of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Frederick Gale, of Wayne County, New York, ask- 
ing for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Joseph R. Anderson, of Bristol, 
Tenn., and 40 others, asking the passage of the Potter refunding bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petition of John J. Conghlin, for services rendered 
under the Architect of the Capitol—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Petition of Mrs. C. H. Hill, of Red Oak, Mont- 
gomery County, Iowa, asking relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New York, in favor of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ogdensburg, N. Y., in favor of an in- 
crease of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYMOND: Petition of citizens of Lake Preston, Dak., ask- 
ing for an increase in widows’ pénsions—to the same committee.” 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Grand Dak., 
urging the of the Red Lake reservation bill—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of J. R. Haskell, in relation to mul- 
tichange guns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. A. H. SMITH: Memorial of the Pennsylvania Club, of Phila- 
delphia, in favor of Senate bill 398, in favor of common the 


Committee on Education. 





Also, protest of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, against 
commercial treaty with Spain—to the Committee on Sanocen 
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By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Petition of C. W. Reed and others, citizens 
of Grimes, Polk County, Iowa, for increase of widows’ pensions—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Indi- 
ana, asking for the passage of House bill 420, granting a pension to sol- 
diers confined in confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of J. L. Green and others, of 
Anna, Tex., asking an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Joint resolution of the senate and assem- 
bly of the Stateof New York, recommending the passage of Senate bill 
1372, being an act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy in the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of L. G. Davis and 19 others, of 
Brown County, Minnesota, praying for justice to settlers on lands 
claimed by the Winona and Saint Peter, and Saint Paul and Sioux City 
Railways—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of citizens of Indiana, for land warrant of 
one hundred and sixty acres of land to soldiers, &c., without condi- 
tions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Petition of Hungerford Post, No. 39, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Spring Green, Wis., in favor of the purchase 
by Congress of Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas— 
to the Committee on the Library. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Of citizens of Harrison County, Kentucky. 

By Mr. F. B. BREWER: Of citizens of Steamburg, N. 'Y. 

By Mr. CANNON: Of citizens of Georgetown, Il. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of citizens of Shell Lake, of Menomonce, of Durand, 
and of Whitehall, Wis. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of J. F. Leaghy and 40 others, of Seneca County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of citizens of Dawson, of Waverly, of Peters- 
burg, and of Chatham, Ii. 

By Mr. STEELE: Of William Moore and others, of Hackleman, Ind. 

By Mr. WELLER: Of citizensof Castalia, of Burr Oak, and of May- 
nard, Iowa 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 27, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Hunt iey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Montana Territory, remonstrating against the leasing 
of any portion of the Crow Indian reservation to corporations; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE. I present a memorial of the Federation of Labor 
Unions of this, city, and as it is very short I ask unanimous consent 
that it be read. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read, as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS FEDERATION OF LABOR UNIONS, 


Washington, D. C., January 26, 1885. 
To the Senate of the United States : 


The u ed, by authority of the Federation of Labor Unions of the Dis- 
building trades, reepectfully protest against the passage of Senate Gill No. 2500, 
y pro oO nate 0. 
aman the law coneaqelliddl wsachanta? ’ liens in the District of Columbia. 
"ene employed by contractors and builders were er defrauded 


before the of the t law, which full 7 eee Se m in their just 
ving them a first lien on the uct of eir labor; and we submit 


of the law should not be impaired by the passage of the pro- 


E. W. OYSTER, President. 
. J. F. BILLINGSLEY, Secretary. 


. The memorial was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Ward’s Detroit and Lake 
Superior Line, the Detroit Dry-Dock Company, the Star Line Steamers 
Company, Frank E. Kirby, Capt. John M. Johnston, and 48 others, 
es of Detroit, Mich., praying that the United States Government 
acquire and control of the two canals crossing Point Kewee- 
naw, Lake Superior, a as recommended by the Secretary of 
a eee rane tse ~ = a 

LLER, o presen &@ petition of furniture an 
chair manufacturers of New York city, praying for the ratification of 
the proposed reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Relations. 

ted the ition of A. G. 


Mr. CAMERON, FF ee 
Brown and 199 other citizens of Kittanning and vicin ty, in Pennsylva- 











Pa ey A eR 


1885. 








nia, praying for the improvement of the Monongahela River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Franklin Institute of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying foran appropriation to reimburse that institution for moneys 
paid on Government account; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Franklin Institute, of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying that the Commissioner of Patents be directed to deliver to | 
that institution one bound copy of the specifications of patents relating 

| 


to electricity; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of L. Deane, Mann & Co., B. 
U. Keyser, W. Burris, G. B. Towles, Newton Crawford, H. Q. Key- | 
worth, L. R. Trembly, and other citizens of Washington, D. C., pray- | 
ing that square 406, between Eighth and Ninth and E and F streets | 
northwest, may be selected as the site for the city post-office and for the 
enlargementof the Post-Office Department building; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





















LOT 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H 
R. 1171) granting a pension to Isabel Campbell, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, frem the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1709) granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pension to Sallie Ingham, re 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
947) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi 
nitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a rr 
tired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of the United Stites 
Army who have served for a period of thirty years or upward, reported it 


Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Elizabeth G. Illsley, of Ips- | without amendment. 


wich, Mass., widow of Charles FE. Illsley, late private Company A, First | 
Regiment Maine Infantry, praying that she be granted a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2295) to grant a right of way to the New Orleans 


and Mississippi Valley Railroad Company for the construction of a rail- | 


road and telegraph line through the United States public grounds at 
Baton Rouge, La., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of R. K. Baird, praying for an increase of pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
prayer of the petition was denied. 

Mr. MORRILL. I report by direction of the Committee on Finance 
the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 
dollar favorably with amendments, and I desire to give notice that I 
shall endeavor to call up the bill for the consideration of the Senate on 
‘Tuesday next. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that that report is not the 
unanimous report of the committee, but is the report of a majority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1955) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan 
to the Richland Volunteer Rifle Company, of Columbia, S. C., fifty 
breech-loading Springfield rifles, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1687) authorizing the President to appoint and retire J. Madison Cutts 
as a lieutenant-colonel of the United States Army, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2194) for the relief of George 
A. Curden, to report it with a recommendation that it be indefinitely 

tponed. I will state that this bill is for the relief of an officer who 
ost his personal effects by fire. The adverse report is made because a 
general bill has already been reported to the Senate covering all such 
cases. I therefore move that this bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following petitions, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the prayers of the petitions denied: 

The petition of Mrs. M. H. Dunn, praying an increase of pension 
from $30'to $50 per month; and 

The petition of Mrs. N. Cushman, widow of the late Commander C. 
H. Cushman, praying for an increase of pension. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of William H. H. Gilley, praying to be allowed a 
pension, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2587) 
granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley; which was read twice by 

le. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8. 1927) granting a pension to O. F. Miller; 

A bill i 1969) granting a pension to William T. West; 

A bill (H. R. 297) ting a pension to Violet Calloway; and 

A bill (H. R. 1397) granting a pension to Albert O. Laufman, late 
second lieutenant of Company A, Sixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1951) granting a pension to Martin Bever, submitted 
an adverse — thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Charles B. 
an adverse 
petition denied. 





, praying for an increase of pension, submitted 
m, Which was agreed to; and the prayer of the 


| He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill{S. 
| 2492) to prevent the discharge from the military service of the United 


States of graduates from the Military Academy under the provisions of 
| section 3 of chapter 181 of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes, and 
| for the repeal of the said section, reported it with an amendment. 
| Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 2381) to amend ‘an act providing for two ad- 
ditional associate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of Da- 
| kota, one additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Terri- 
| tory of Washington, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 4, 1884, 
reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5691) amending section 764 of the Revised Statutes, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was recom- 
mitted the bill (S. 513) granting a pension to James Coffey, of Oregon 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1731) granting an increase of pension to Frances H. Downes, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (H. R. 6197) granting a pension to Peter Falkner; and 

A bill (H. R. 4569) granting a pension to David Urbansky. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to John Maloney; 

A bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to James McManus; 

A bill (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to William Eurele; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) to restore the name of Walter H. Crow to the 
pension-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Young. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4856) granting a pension to Bvt. Col. 
C. A. Cilley, of North Carolina, to report adversely thereon and rec- 
ommend its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope the bill will not be indefinitely postponed 
for the present. I ask that it be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The bill wiil be placed upon the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3008) for the reliefof certain settlers on the Duck 
Valley Indian reservation in Nevada, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 
1381) for the relief of certain settlers on the Duck Valley Indian reser- 
vation in Nedava, moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 














FLAGS FOR INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the joint resolution (8. R. 109) authorizing the loan of certain 
flags and bunting to the committee ou inauguration ceremonies, has in- 
structed me to report it back to the Senate favorably, recommending 
its passage with a simple amendment, striking out in the ninth line 
the word ‘‘use’’ and inserting the word ‘‘loan.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
joint resolution be now considered, as it is important that it should go 
to the other House at once if it is to be adopted at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it read in full. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be, 
and they are hereby, authoriZed to loan to the committee on inauguration cere- 
monies the flags and bunting in the Government depots, for use in decorating 


the city of Washington on the 4th day of March next: Provided, That the said 
committee shall indemnify the Departments against any loss or damage result- 
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ing from the use of said fags and bunting, except such damage as is necessarily 
incident to such use 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 

Mr. BUTLER. On the 22d instant I reported favorably the bill (S. 
318) for the relief of cadet-engineers who were in the naval service at 
Annapolis on the 5th day of August, 1882. At the request of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who was necessarily detained from the 






















Mr. COCKRELL. It is a copy of the joint resolution which was 
passed in Iss] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is notin order. Is there 


objection to the present consideration of the joint resolution ? <n of me mane by illness, I ask that the bill be recommits 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole to the Committee on Naval Affairs. . 
proceed A to cattiar the inte aeaieiion , Mr. CONGER. I should like to have the bill read. 
cece onside > Jj eR ° > ES Arr ry : : . s. 
The amendment reported from the Committee on Military Affairs , The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa 
oink mag a1 ; 6 ane 09 : “ ” tion, if there be no objection. 
was, in line 9, to strike out the word ‘‘ use’’ and insert ‘‘loan;’’ so as 3 


The Chief Clerk read the bill. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to granting the 
request of the Senator from South Carolina, that the bill be taken from 
the Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 


to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That the said committee shall indemnify the Departments against 
any loss or damage resulting from the loan of said flags and bunting, except 
such damage as is necessarily incident to such use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The joint resolution (8. R. 114) to provide for 
printing the annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. Iam directed by the committee 
to report it back favorably and to ask that it be now considered by the 
Senate, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. - It directs that the annual 
reports of the Smithsonian Institution shall be hereafter printed at the 
Government Printing Office, in the same manner as the annual reports 
of the heads of Departments are now printed, for submission in print to 
the two Houses of Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


PROTECTION OF CHILDREN. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate yesterday concurred in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill {. 729) 
for the protection of children in the District of Columbia, and forother 
purposes. I simply desire to state in this connection that the confer- 
ence committee acted upon the printed bill rather than the engrossed 
bill. It being a criminal statute and liable at all times to be construed 
strictly, it has been considered best to reconsider the vote and to have 
a new conference upon the bill, so that it may be reported back in ac- 
cordance with the engrossed bill. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on concur- 
ring in the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was non-concurred in. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate insist further on 
its disagreement to the amendment of the House of Representatives 
and ask for a further conference with the House thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. RIDDLE- 
BERGER, Mr. PIKE, and Mr. BROWN were appointed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom, was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7871) to remove the political disabilities of W: 
H. Ward, of Virginia, have instructed me to report it favorably and 
without amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative). 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8121) te enable the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies of the inau- 
guration of the President, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 


MEMORIAL BUST OF HENRY WILSON. 
Mr. DAWES. I offer the following resolution and ask for its present 
consideration : 


ved, That the Joint Committee on the Library be requested to cause a bust 
of the late Vice-President Wilson to be placed over the tablet lately ordered to 
be placed in the room where he died. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
for a moment. 


place 
My colleague and myself have felt since then that the dis i 
blic services and the remarkable death of Mr. Wilson, at time 
ident of this body, called for some more marked 


commemoration. 
Our ee ee ee i pub- 
Min coreanh ditinn ot kin past end dyine tn this Oneal younger 


A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney; and Adams, after a long life of great and renown at and 
A bill (8. 1144) granting a pension to John W. Wright. abroad, fell at his post with his harness on, and died in the er’s 
LEA TOERROUNI. ea hinpaurinas-aluneubin er anehwdemmeeneh tor ertcabed the. 

of Mary A. Bickerdyke, of San Francisco, Cal.; which was read twice 


by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHACE introduced a bill . 2589) for relief of the Woonsocket 
National Bank, of Woonsocket, I.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
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i 
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oa se hn ts necator et slate 
Die ; tion. Mr. Wilson was “ 

Me. SOL 2S intestatel. a LS. Sennen & to Eliz- | her own till the end. It has been said of him here that he had no 
shen Sa ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | other home but this Capitol. Costalar ie ta thet a then» who make 
Commi home whom other men love, whom they serve, gone 
_ Mr. PENDLETON (by request) introduced a bill (8. 2591) to author- before bias, and the mation alone'wan left for him $0 love and serve. 
ize the purchase of portraits to those ~—e It is fitting, therefore, it has seemed to us, that’ a memorial of him 
French Government and in the burning of the Capitol in 1814; | should be left here in this Capitol where he died. 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the on the Vamanunalkieietantineshters te Library are already au- 
Library. thorized to do what is asked in the resolution, but I am confident that 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. the Senate would wish to add the significance anh eee 

Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. MILLER of California submitted to this act. In concurrence with my colleague in the resolution 
intended to be by: them to the Indian ill; ee eee ee ree eee 
stich won to the Committee on and ordered | resolution, which I hope the will adopt 


: 











" 






1885. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. LOLS 
BOUNDARIES OF LIBERIA. Claims and there have the value ascertained; but it further 


uy i \ 
: : ts t} in anes Mile thet watition on encank the at 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- | limitation, that he may file that petition or accept the appraised \ 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: | within one year from the first advertisement of the Attorney-Gen 
: san > owners are & me 3 ane he dilticuities in report i t 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public ; I he a Ae! a ! 7 1erous and ¢ difticu reporting 1 0 
interest, to communicate to the Senate the correspondence between the Govern- titles are so great that the Attorney-General vrithin the year was notabk 
ment of the United States and the Governments of Great Britain and Liberia in | to report on titles and have the lands appr: d within the year 
reference to an arbitration between Liberia and Great Britain upon the north- | gor the act of 1882, as they have not ac 


‘ { lithe : y y } 
west boundary between Liberia and Sierra Leone, the instructions given to Ad- : ie ee preeer me toes 16 pay mie - ori 
miral Shufeldt as umpire, his official report to his now Government, and the cor- | petition in the Court of ( laimis, they are barred; and the act pro 
respondence between him and the arbitrators on the parts of Great Britain and | that the title to the land shall be ve 
Liberia; also any further correspondence touching any discussion or difference 
as to any other portion of the boundaries of Liberia, 


sted in the United States 
simply extends the time, so that the Attorney-General may complet 
the investigation and report upon titles and pay the appraised value, 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. or allow the owner to file his petition in the Court of Claims 
The bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the ex-| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amet 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year | rep ted by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
{ The bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies of the in- 
auguration of the President, and for other purposes, was read twice by 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amet 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t! 
third time, and passed. 


its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘An act to increase the -vater-supply of the city of Washington, and 
LAND DAMAGES FOR INCREASED DISTRICT WATER-SUPPLY. ' 





















for other purposes.’ ”’ 
Mr. HARRIS. If there be no further concurrent or other resolu- in 
tions—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend for a mo- 
ment. If there beno further concurrent or other resolutions that order 
is closed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed at 
this time to the consideration of Senate bill No. 2551, reported by me 
yesterday, and I gave notice at that time that I should ask the Senate 
to take it up this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 1072, being the bill (S. 2551) for the relief of George E. Moore, of 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate now proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider 
ation of executive business. After three hours and five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.7874) making additional appro 


»sriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30,1885, and for 
oad ° I 3 , 

the District of Columbia. other purposes, having met, after full and free conference haveagreed to recom 

purty ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill read first mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
r : : : a . That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3 and 4 
ti Lie ee ere The bill will be read for informa- That the House recede from ite disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
Aon 1 ere 18 ho objection. 


ate numbered 1, 2,5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, and 12, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered Lt 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter pro- 
posed to be stricken out by said amendment, amended as follows: Insert after 
the word “seventy-five,” in line 10, page 15 of the bill, the words “‘as fixed by 
the act approved June 30, 1876;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BECK. 
Managers on the part of the Senat: 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
WM. 8. HOLMAN, 
JOHN D. LONG 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. HARRIS, I ask that the Secretary read the substitute reported 
by the committee for the information of the Senate, and then if the 
Senate will allow me to make an explanation of three minutes I am 
sure no Senator will object to the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not now in order. The 
substitute recommended by the committee, if there be no objection, 
will be read for information, after which the Chair will ask for ob- 
jection. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by the committee, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee that this bill be now considered. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

_Mr. HARRIS. I ask consent to waive the reading of the original 
bill. It is to cover a privateclaim. There is a substitute reported by 
the committee to cover the class to which the claimant belongs. There- 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this subject, which has given rise to a 
good deal of controversy, has at last been settled by what I may call a 
Simon Pure appropriation bill for the remainder of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885. The bill at last as sent from the House isan item 
ized bill based upon the estimates for the current fiscal year. In con 
ference it has been stripped of all new legislation, and is reported now 
from the conference committee as an appropriation bill. 

The only question that arose with reference to new legislation, where 
any protracted conference was needed, was with regard to the Marine 
Corps. The House of Representatives put upon the bill a provision 
limiting the number of officers in that corps to seventy-five. Exam- 
ination discloses that by the act of June 30, 1876, it was provided that— 


From and after the passage of this act there shall be no appointments, except 
by promotion, to fill vacancies occurring in the list of commissioned officers of 
the Marine Corps until the number of such officers shall have been reduced, by 
casualties or otherwise, to seventy-five. 


— bill. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the text of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment recommended by the Committee on the 
of Columbia, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the am ent, which was to strike out all 

after the enacting clause and insert; 


’ 


fae Ge Spe fud ty, the act entitled “An act to increase the water-supply 


of and for other purposes,” approved July 15, 1882 
within which owners of or parties interested in lands edehemnad or Xante un- 


said act may accept the appraised value made or to be 
hereafter made under said act, or owners or persons interested in such lands 
who have declined or may hereafter decline to accept the appraised value of 
such — and have or may elect to file a petition in the Court of Claims 


be, and the same is hereby, extended for one 
year on passage of this act, notwithstanding the limitation provided by 


Mr. McMILLAN. What is the reason for the extension ? : 
Mr. HARRIS. The act of 1882 makes it the duty of the Secretary 
of War to have made a survey and a map of such lands as are necessary 
for the extension of the aqueduct, the extension of the dam at Great 
— Thet ee Ean a eects lea’ ae nee part of the 
. That being prepared iv! to the Attorney-General, 
it eome te Pe: the Attorney-General to advertise for owners 
to the lands -so taken, and to have the lands ap- 
praised by the machinery provided by that act. It further provides 
when the lands are appraised the Attorney-General tender 
to the owner who has presented satisfactory evidence of title the ap- 


Se however, that if the owner elects not to 
accept the value, he may file his petition in the Court of 


It was apparent to the conference that the scope and meaning and in- 
tention of that act is to fix the number of officers in the Marine Corps 
at seventy-five after they shall have been so reduced, and,the amend- 
ment of the House has been agreed to with the additional claus. -alling 
attention to the act of 1876, which was the basis of the action of the 
House. In other respects, as I have said, it is a Simon Pure appropri- 
ation bill, and the present conduct of the Navy Department, its course 
of action and the legislation under which it exists, has not been changed. 
I ask that the report may be concurred in. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I only desire to say that as one of the 
conferees on the part of the Senate I was willing to surrender anything 
that the House desired or demanded, whichever is the proper word, 
because the appropriations for the Navy expired on the 31st day of De- 
cember last and the month of January has now nearly run, and there 
seemed to be no difference between thé conferees on the part of the 
House and on the partof the Senate that required a conference of more 
than ten minutes between them. Yet my information is that three or 
four thousand employés, carpenters, blacksmiths, laboring people, have 
been kept out of employment from the Ist to the 27th day of January, 
unable to accept other employment without abandoning the work to 
which they were accustomed and at which they ane every day to 
obtain employment again, supporting their families as best they could, 
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with no hope, unless Congress sees fit to give it to them, of ever get- 
ging a dollar for the month that they have been in enforced idleness. 

While the negotiations between the conferees on the part of the House 
and the Senate were pending, and were, I do not say improperly but 
unaccountably, delayed, I offered in the conference this amendment, 
which it was said was not in order under the rules of the House and 
the rules of the Senate: 


Provided, That all persons who were in the employ of the Navy Department 
under the provisions of the act making temporary provisions for the naval 
service,’ approved July 7, 1884, on the 3lst day of December of said year, and 
who were ierloushed. or suspended, or discharged from such employment in 


consequence of the want of approprittions for the naval service after that date, 


and who shall be re-employed waler the provisions of this act, shall be paid their 


respective compensations from said 3lst day of December to the date of the ap- 
proval of this act, the same as if they had continued in their respective employ- 
inents, 


The rules, I understand, prevented that from being considered by the 
conferees, and I read it now for the purpose of saying thatif the Naval 
Committee or some other committee desire to do justice to the em- 
ployés of the Government who, without any fault of their own, have 
been in enforced idleness for a month in very severe weather, they will 
either in the deficiency bill or in some other bill make a provision sim- 
ilar te the one I have suggested. 

I agreed to the report of the conference committee. I signed it be- 
cause I thought any bill that would put an end to the condition of 
things that exists now would be better than none, for while the regu- 
lar employés, who can afford to wait, will be paid from the Ist day of 
January, those who are dependent upon the day’s labor for daily bread 
have lost nearly a month without any fault of their own, and without 
any good cause for the delay that I am able to understand. 

The report was concurred in. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that he had, on the 26th instant, 
approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (S. 929) granting a pension to Caroline Treckell; 

An act (S. 764) granting an increase of pension to Abby P. Arnold; 
and 

An act (S. 12) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate again proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. After one hour and nineteen minutes spent in executive session 


the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 27, 1885. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun 
S. Linpsay, D. D. F 


The Journal of yesterday was read.. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask the previous question, which was prevailing 
on the District appropriation bill, may be proceeded with. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands the 
regular order of business. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to correct the Jour- 
nal. I ask the reading by the Clerk of the joint resolution introduced 
by myself under this clause of our Manual, page 314: 

The Speaker shall examine and approve the Journal before it is read. And 
every day after taking the chair, on the a: rance of a quorum, shall cause the 
Journal of the proceedings of the last sitting to be read. 

I call, therefore, for the reading of the joint resolution which I intro- 
duced on yesterday, which is not in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution is not in the Journal. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It ought to be in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Under what rule? 

F~ Dre neaminy of Kentucky. That it isa part of the proceedings of 
y ay. 

The SPEAKER. And so was bill introduced on ‘ 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Y tewe a right to call ter the rentia seating 
every bill if I choose. 


The SPEAKER. But it does not go into the Journal. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask to have it read. 
The SPEAKER. That does not put it in the Journal. 
Mr. WH of Kentucky. It puts it in the Recorp. 
The SPEAKER. Se ee If the 
will point out any rule which requires a joint 
entered on the Journal 





Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the Clerk to read the joint reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that part of the Journal re- 
lating to this matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He asks the Clerk to read the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see whether the Journal is correct. 

Mr. LONG. He does notask to have the Journal read, but his joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. He desires to have the Journal corrected, and the 
Chair desires to see whether the Journal is correct, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

J.D. Wurre. Also, a joint resolution (319) to abolish the office of Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue and the entire system of internal taxes—to the Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now I call for the reading of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard on that objection. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman make ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Idemand as aright, if I have the right, 
to give this as my authority: That under the rule “‘it is not usual to 
read in full the names of members voting or not voting, or resolutions, 
or messages, but it is the right of any member to demand their reading 
in full, and their reading can only be dispensed with by unanimous 
consent or by a suspension of the rules, which requires the Journal to 
be read.’’ 

The SPEAKER. That means that when a bill or joint resolution is 
introduced any member has the right to have it read, and the one intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Kentucky was read yesterday by the gen- 
tleman himself and afterward by the Clerk at the desk. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman makes no motion to amend the 
Journal. : 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman does not make any motion to 
amend the Journal it will be approved. [Afterapause.] There being 
no objection, the Journal stands approved as read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to correct the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. It is usual to allow corrections of the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. “ Mr. Speaker, I have before me the 
Recorp of this morning. I find on page 1136 [eries of ‘‘ Louder !’’], 
in the second column, about the middle, that on yesterday I asked as 
follows: 


Mr. Wurre, of Kentucky. I ask leave to present the following preamble 
and resolution. 


And I proceeded to read until interrupted by my colleague [ Mr. 
BLACKBURN]. I find on the next page, 1137, about the middle, that 
the Speaker said, ‘‘ The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed with his 
resolution;’’ and thereupon I proceeded and concluded. 

The RecorD goes on to state that ‘‘Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, con- 
cluded the reading of the resolution.’’ Again, sir, I find nothing here 
whatever in the Recorp of whatI read. Nota word of it appears here. 
I have applied to the stenographic reporters for copies of the notes taken 
on yesterday, which notes have certainly been manipulated by some 
one after they left their hands. It is clear upon the face of the Recorp 
that they are not printed here as they left the hands of the Official Re- 
porters themselves. 

I desire, sir, to call the attention of the Speaker to the duties of these 

i as laid down in the of the Digest, where the 
are made officers of ouse. The question raised 
here is not only a question of what occurred on this floor on yesterday 
and of which I now complain, but a question of whether these report- 
ers who receive $25,000 or more a year, after they have sworn that they 
will Ne ee Se 


that work, can manipu- 


a 


make. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The motion I make is that the official 
chen dove cn panaiay tahoe being tanipeiotea Wyowsscon 
taken down on i y some one. 

TA Canis will chute thos on being ed to yes- 
as tow or not the 


Gko Hadune, chnagt Via th kan been the practice of the House, the Chair 
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thinks, to insert in full resolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads | 
of the Executive Departments of the Government. 


The gentleman from Kentucky moves to correct the RECORD, so as to 
insert in it what he read on yesterday from his seat on the floor of this 
House. 





Ermentrout, 
evans, 
“verhart, 


es 


Finerty, 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is not my motion at all, Mr. | Follett, 


Speaker. ; 
The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s motion? 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My motion is that the official notes of 


the reporters, as taken down on yesterday by these sworn officers, and 
© - - : 1 ¢ 
by the rules of the House the reporters are officers of the House just as | 


| 
much as the Speaker himself—I ask that the official notes of the reporter | 
be read from the Clerk’s desk, that the House, when it knows what act- 
ually occurred, may take such action in connection with this question | 
as it may deem appropriate. | 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object, and demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that when objection is made | 
they can not be read. It could only be done by unanimous consent. | 
The Chair understands the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] and 
other gentlemen on the floor have made objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that what the gentle- 
man from Kentucky desires to have inserted forms any part of any 
proceeding now pending before the House. It does not present any 
question on which the House is required to vote; and no gentleman, as 
a matter of right, can demand that it shall be read. It could be done 
solely by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the roll on the 
passage of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. The Clerk will 
call the roll. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
I make this motion asa question of privilege, that I have a right to 
make. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If there is anything appealable in the ap- 
peal, I move that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to know whether the Official 
Reporters, who are sworn to report what I say here, are to be interfered 
with in the execution of that duty and their reports manipulated by 
the Speaker on his own responsibility. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, under the practice of the 
House, the joint resolution offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
on yesterday is not such part of the official record of the proceedings 
of the House as can be entered in full either upon the Recorp itself or 
upon the Journal of the House; and the Chair decides that the gentle- 
man has now no right to demand, as a matter of right, the reading of 
the official notes of the reporters of what transpired on yesterday; from 
which decision the gentleman from Kentucky appeals. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And I move that the appeal be laid on the 
table, if the decision is appealable. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I believe this is debatable. 
to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 
table is not debatable. 

Mr. BEACH. Regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I call for the reading of what took 
place on yesterday in the House, so that the House may see whether or 
not the motion I present is in order. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
— New York to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair upon the 

e. 


The question being taken, the appeal was laid on the table. 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question on the passage 
of the bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, on which the previous 
question has beenordered. The rulesof the House require that the yeas 
and nays should be taken on the passage of this bill. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 249, nays 4, not vot- 
ing 70; as follows: 


I desire 


The motion to lie on the 


YEAS—249. 

Adams, G. E. Boyle, Cannon, Cullen, 
en, Brainerd, Cassidy, Curtin, 
Alexander, Bratton, Clardy, Cutcheon, 

Anderson, Breitung, Clay, Dargan, 
Atkinson. Brewer, F. B. Clements, Davidson, 
Bogey., Brewer, J, H. Cobb, Davis, G. R. 
tine, Brown, W. W. Collins, Davis. R.T. 
Barbour. aes T.M. es meso 
Barksdale, uchanan, \ ery, 
Beach, Buckner, Cosgrove, Dorsheimer, 
Binghem, Burnes, Covington, Dowd, 
Bisbee, Cabell, Cox, 8.8. Dunham, 
: Camp i Felix — Tedeed 
ell, ‘ redge, 
Blount, Campbell,J.E. Culberson, D.B. Ellis, 
> Culbertson, W.W. English, 


Foran, 
Forney, 
Funston, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
reorge, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hancock. 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H, 
Hatch, W. HH. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt,G. W. 
Hill, 
Lliscock, 
Holman, 
Hiopkins, 
Hlorr, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, B. W. 


Bennett, 


Adams, J.J. 
Arnot, 

Barr, 

Bayne, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Blackburn, 
Bowen, 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Brum, 
Budd, 
surleigh, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Carleton, 
Chace, 
Chalmers, 
Connolly, 


Jones, J. H. 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 

Mx Adoo, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Ma‘son, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
© Ferrall, 
© Hara, 

O’ Neill, Charles 
Paige, 


Payson, 

Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Pierce, 
Poland, 

Post, 

Potter, 

Price 

Pryor, 

Pusey, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Roy, G.W. 
Ray, Ossian, 
Reed, 

Reese, 

Rice 

Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H 
Rogers, W.F. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Seymour, 
Shively, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smalls, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, H. Y. 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 


Parker, Stockslager, 
Patton, Storm, 
Payne, Strait, 
NAYS—4. 
MeMillin, Reagan, 


NOT VOTING-—70, 


Craig, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Diugley, 
Dunn, 
Elliott, 
Ellwood, 
Fyan, 
Gibson, 
Green, 
Halsell, 
Hart, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. WAIT. 


Holton, 
Hooper, 
Howty, 
Johnson, 
Jones, as K, 
Jones, J.T. 
Jordan, 
Kelley, 
Laird, 

Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Lore, 
Morrison, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Neece, 
Nutting, 
O'Neill, J. J. 


of members voting be dispensed with. 
There was no objection. 


The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 


Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLEY. 


Mr. MoRRISON with Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAtrp. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLOGG. 


Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BELFORD. 
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Sumner, D. H. 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, FE. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 


Taylor, J. M, 


Thomas, 
Thompson, 


Throckmorton, 


Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G, 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 
Van Eaton 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Waketield, 
Wallace 
Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Veaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. 1. 
Winans, FE. B. 
Wise, G.D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woedward 
Worthington, 
Yaple 
York, 
Young. 


Turner, Osenr. 


Rankin, 
Robinson, J.S, 
Rowell, 
Seney, 

Shaw, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stone, 
Struble 
Sumner, ©, A, 
Warner, A. J. 
White, Milo 
Willis, 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.S. 


Lask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 


Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. HART. 

Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. ELLWoop. 

Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Howey. 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. BRuMM. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. 

Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. EL“iorr with Mr. Samir, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. Hirr. 

Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. BARR. 

The following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. SPRIGGS with Mr. RowELL, for this day. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. JoHN S. WISE, for this day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. CRAIG, for this day. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. HoLMEs, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
og and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to dispense with the morning hour, my 
object being to call up the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention 


of the House to the fact that six bills considered in Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union, and reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the 9th day of April last, are still unacted 
upon. I think those bills could be taken up and disposed of in a few 
minutes. 
a similar character have already been acted upon by the House with- 
out a division, as I remember. 

Mr. FORNEY. I think the Army appropriation bill will occupy 
but little time. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no diversity of opinion in the Committee 
on Appropriations on the subject of this bill; and I plead with the 
House to go on with its consideration. It is essential that this bill 
should go to the Senate at the earliest hour possible. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForNEY] 
moves to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 
purpose as soon as the pending motion is disposed of. The question is 
on dispensing with the morning hour. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. [call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 101. 

Before the negative vote was taken, 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER said: I do not cal) for further count. 

So (further count not being called for, and two-thirds having voted 
in favor thereof) the morning hour was dispensed with. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
privilege. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I offer a resolution, which I send to 
the desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That it is unjust to the Official Reporters of the House for the Speaker 
to be allowed to revise their notes in accordance with his views of the rules or 


propriety. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this 
is not a question of privilege, because it states a mere abstraction and 
does not relate to any business now or heretofore before the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to call the attention of the 
Speaker to the clause at the top of page 369 of the Manual: ‘‘A reso- 
lution relating to the convenience of members and the comfort of em- 
ployés of the House is a privileged question;’’ and certainly this relates 
very much to the convenience of members. [Laughter. ] 

I have sent to the Public Printing Office for the official manuscript 
copy of yesterday’s proceedings. The Official Reporters of this House 
are paid more than $25,000 a year to perform their official duties. They 
are to report correctly what takes place on this floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I tnsist upon the point of order. 
This is not a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprincEr] 
insists upon his point of order. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
desire to submit any remarks upon the question of order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the question of order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Upon the question of order. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman Kentucky will proceed 
_ the question of order. question is: Is this a matter of priv- 

° 


' Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The rule clearly says, Mr. Speaker 
that it is the duty of these officers of the House to what takes 


place in the ee takean oath | tucky 
to perform that duty faithfully well. I find, too, that Mr. McEl- | 


hone, by a special rule, has been made the chief of the Official 

and in this matter which I am about to to the attention of the 
House the reporter was Mr. McElhone hi man who reported a 
speech of Henry Clay one of the first times he was ever ver- 
dbatim in this See. let takes down 
what occurs here as the proceedings of this House. Then the reporter 
lays it before the Speaker, and the Speaker runs his pen through what 

ter 


displeases him. | 
I say, sir, that this has a good deal to do with the convenience and 
comfort of members. If our constituents want to know what we are 
doing here they look at the Recorp. 
Many a man has been condemned by 
it is for each member to reckon with his 
not with the Speaker as the j of whether he has made a record 
ora badrecord. I am not to stand before my constituents or my 
God, but I should be afraid to stand before the scrutiny of the Speaker. 
| enytatnadie oD I thank my God that I am not 
is House for any convictions that I have of 
and still more that I am not responsible to their 


abadrecord. But, sir, 
as his j and 


or 
quushens Wha toate 


I believe I am justified in saying so, because three bills of 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 





made the Speaker of this House. [Hisses and other manifestations of 
disapproval.] I mean it in no disrespect to the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will please confine 
himself to the question of order. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I insist that the rules of the House shall be 


reed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
insists that the rules of the House shall be enforced. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not yield the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if the gentleman from Kentucky holds the 
floor, he will confine himself to the question before the House—the 
question of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
makes the point of order that the gentleman from Kentucky has no 
a to proceed otherwise than in order, except with the consent of the 

ouse. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, if I understand this ques- 
tion of order, as it applies in this case, it is whether members on this 
floor representing free constituencies shall have a right under the rules 
of this House to have their remarks taken down correctly, verbatim et 
literatim, and reported in the broad light of the sun to their constituents 
and before the country, under the sworn obligation of these officers of 
the House, the Official Reporters. 

Now, sir, here is what occurred on yesterday; and I bring it to the 
attention of the House and of the country—holding myself responsible 
to the country and to my constituents as much as to this House in its 
organization. On yesterday I offered a resolution—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
insists upon the point of order that the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Ware] must confine himself to the question of order before the 
House; and the Chair must insist that the gentleman from Kentucky 
shall either proceed in order or take his seat. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am stating the facts 
are which I propose to base what I desire to say in regard to the point 
of order. 


I think I am confining myself to that 


The SPEAKER. The question is not a question of fact. It is a 
question as to whether or not the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wuirte] is a matter of privilege. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, if I am interrupted in 
= manner I shall appeal to the rules to show that I am clearly in 

er 


The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman will discuss the question of 
order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is precisely what I am doing. 
But, as to a gentleman like the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Senemeant, 
I can not hope to present the question in such a manner as to be ac- 
ceptable to his extraordinary intellect. I ama,finite being. [Laugh- 
ter.] Iam governed by ordinary usages, by the common-sense inter- 
—- of what is a correct report of what has occurred upon this 

r. But the gentleman from Illinois can weave fine theories about 
this busiziess that are incomprehensible to me. I do not desire to 
make myself agreeable to him. I desire to speak on this question 
alone—to call attention to what occurred here yesterday, and to show 
that I have a rightas a member on this floor to have what I say here cor- 

reported without anything being omitted or anything added to 
it. Now, sir, looking at the Recorp to-day it represents me as reading 
something on the floor yesterday; and yet not a word is given of what 
I read—not one word; and at the close of it it is said: 


The Sreaker. The resolution will be returned to the gentleman from Ken- 


That is what the Recorp as it appears says; but if you take the 
sworn of the officers of this House it shows what I did say. 
Mr, GER. I insist on the i 


will understand 


right to have printed in the RecorpD the joint resolution which he read 
from his seat on yesterday. If the gentleman from Kentucky will con- 
fine himself to that question the Chair, of course, will be to hear 
him; but if not, the Chair will submit to the House question 
whether it is a matter of pri Under the - the 
Chair, while entertaining a very decided opinion on question, 
would not to decide it himself. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER and others. Question! 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman Kentueky has been called to 
order several times. 


must confine himself to the man: mage Yeor Aopen wverpereng spear A 
must with theo comment the House. The Chair 








— 





1885. 





has no discretion about the matter when the point of order is insisted 
upon. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Has the gentleman from Kentucky sub- 
sided? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No; I do not yield to the gentleman from 
New York. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have read from the rules 
the theory on which I introduced the resolution. Members certainly 
have forgotten that there is a resolution before the House asa privileged 
resolution. Now, sir, if I am to be stopped by every member on this 
floor the minute I assert something that does not please his delicate ear, 
then I had as well stop. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Better. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
mark. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I sugges 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
I had ‘‘ better ’’ do. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I trust I am not responsible for anything 
that emanates from such a quarter. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It does not rest with that side of the 
House represented by my colleague to tell me what I had “‘ better’’ 


I beg pardon; I did not hear the re- 


ted ‘* better.’’ 
It is not for my colleague to say what 


0. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should waste my time in trying to play tutor 
in such a case. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Of course you would. 
agree with you. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be inorder. The gentleman from 
Kentucky will please confine himself to the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the resolution which I 
have offered goes to the very bottom of the question whether anything 
that occurs on this floor shall be reported at all or not. We have the 
Journal. The Journal gives a synopsis of what occurs. That is sufli- 
cient unless we are going to have, in our record of debates, a correct 
report of what occurs here. 

. Mr. DORSHEIMER. Question! 
question be put to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is still supposing that the gentleman 
from Kentucky a to show that there is some rule of the House 
which requires the matter read by him yesterday to be printed in the 
REcoRD—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is not the question. 

The SPEAKER. That it has been improperly excluded from the 
RecorpD; and that, therefore, this must be a matter of privilege. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair permit me a suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Howis oe for this House to decide whether cer- 
tain things which were taken down by the Official Reporters have been 
improperly excluded when the House is not permitted to know what 
those things are which have been excluded? How is it possible for us 
to pass on the question if, upon the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Illinois, the gentleman from Kentucky is prevented from stating the 
facts which are the foundation of his complaint? He rises here under 
his privilege as a member and he asseverates that certain things which 
occurred on this floor, he being the actor, have been excluded from the 
RECORD; and the question now comes up before the House whether 
that was properly excluded from the REcoRD, which is a statement of 
our as they occur, in order and out of order. How is it 

ble for us to pass judgment on that question if the gentleman from 
is not allowed to state the facts? 

Mr. ITE, of Kentucky. I do not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kentucky has stated the fact 
thaton yesterday when theState of Kentucky was called for the introduc- 
tion of bills and joint resolutions he introduced and read from his seat 
a joint resolution; and his complaint is that the joint resolution thus 
introduced and read was not entered at large in the records of the House. 

Mr. REED rose. 

The SPEAKER. Now it makes no difference what the gentleman’s 
joint resolution was, whether it related to our foreign affairs or to our 
domestic affairs, the simple question is. whether the reading of a bill or 


[Laughter.] I 


Mr. Speaker, we ask that the 


joint resolution by a member from his seat entitles it as a matter of 
to be printed in the Recorp. The Chair decided that it didnot. 
. BLACKBURN. That was ruled yesterday. 

Mr. REED. Asa of his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. But the tleman could not make the remarks 
when his bill was being introduced for reference. Under the rules of |-? 
the House nothing is in order butto introduce a bill or joint resolution 
and have it referred to its committee. - 

Mr. REED. But he did make remarks, and they therefore became 
a — the 


The Chair does not understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky complains that any remarks made by him were excluded from 
= ReEcorD, but merely that his joint resolution which he read does 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It was determined afterward to be a joint resolu- 
tion because the gentleman converted it into that form, and it was then 
read from the Clerk’s desk as a joint resolution. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the question be decided. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to be heard on the point of order, 
It is at-the discretion of the Chair, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to hear the gentleman on the 
point of order if there be no objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Speaker has heard already two dis- 
tinguished gentlemen on the other side of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman then confine himself to the 
point of order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
side will only keep their seats. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
House. 


The Speaker decided that it was not a 


I will if the gentlemen on the other 
{ Laughter. ] 
I ask the Chair to submit the point of order to the 


The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair desires to do 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a mere abstraction and does not state any 
ease. It has not been considered heretofore as part of the business of 
the House during the morning hour on Monday. Is this to be pro- 
longed for an hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will allow reasonable time for the dis- 
cussion of the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, a resolation relating to 
the convenience of members and the comfort of the employés of the 
House is a privileged question. Now, sir, I can not imagine anything 
more uncomfortable to a member than to be misquoted or to have a 
part of what he says omitted—to leave the gist of what he says out 
If the Speaker means nothing that is read under the call of the States 
shall be putin the Recorp, why, then, has he put the colloquy between 
myself and my colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] into the REcorD? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would like tounderstand the gentleman 
from Kentucky. He does not understand the gentleman has hereto- 
fore complained that anything he said was not properly, fully, and cor- 
rectly reported in the RecorpD, but that the joint resolution he offered 
was not printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have not finished my remarks, and I 
hope I shall not be judged until I have said what I want to say. Now, 
if I get up on the floor here and begin to read something, the fact I rise 
and begin to read is put down in the Recorp. The fact that I speak 
is put down in the Recorp; the fact that a colloquy ensued between 
my distinguished colleague now soon to be a Senator and myself and 
the distinguished Speaker is put down in the REcORD as part of the 
proceedings of the House; and I say here I meant no disrespect to the 
Speaker when I said he was a creature of that side of the House. I 
simply meant to throw the responsibility on the Democratic party. 
{ Laughter. ] 

I call the attention of the House to the REcoRD as it is printed—to 
what the Speaker says in conclusion of this colloquy. These words were 
inadvertently omitted, referring to the heading or the style of the resolu- 
tion, ‘‘ Be itenacted,’’ or ‘‘ Be itresolved,’’ &c. The Speaker finding they 
had been omitted says: ‘‘ The resolution will be returned to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky.’’ Now, clearly nothing that I had said, nothing 
that had been read, was a joint resolution. The Speaker so decided. 
The reporters, feeling under their oath of office they must put down every 
thing that occurred, put down not only what I said but what Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN said, what Mr. Speaker CARLISLE said; not only that, but they 
recorded what I had read as part of my remarks because it could not 
have been anything but part of my remarks when the Speaker decided 
it was nota bill. Does to-day’s RECORD report the proceedings? Clearly 
what I read was a partof the proceedings. If you say it was notin order, 
then all I said in reply to Mr. BLACKBURN or Mr. BLACKBURN said to 
me, or the Speaker to us both, was not in order and ought not to »npear 
in the REcorRD. 

But the Speaker leaves all that he said in the REcorD, and with one 
sweep of his keen eye cuts out one-half of what I said. [Laughter. ] 
Is that fair when we are both Kentuckians—native-born Kentuckians— 
my father a Whig, his father a Whig [ great laughter]; my father a 
Union man and a slaveholder, his father a Union man and perhaps a 
slaveholder? Why this discrimination? [{ Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, in the course of my remarks on yesterday I said: 


Whereas it has transpired that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and the 
resent Secretary of the Treasury have by unwarranted regulation assumed to 
extend the bonded period for distilled spirits for two hundred and eight days in 


— violation of the action of the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses ; 
an 


Whereas the tobacco tax is an unnecessary burden upon the people, and ise 
fraud, useful only upon the statute-books for the purpose of the tobacco mo- 
nopolists ; and 

Whereas the present syste a —— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman has 


— to read what he is reading, when discussing a question of 
order. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has a right to 
read as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thank the Speaker. 

And whereas the present system of internal-revenue taxation is far less bene- 
ficial to the people than useful to continue a highly protected and infernal in- 
dustry, manipulated by unscrupulous capitalists who strive to corrupt Con- 
gresses and to control the Government in the interest of their monopoly of the 
whisky and tobacco trade— 

Now, right there the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 
said: ‘‘I rise to a parliamentary inquiry,’’ and which had the effect of 
shutting me off until that question was disposed of. The RECORD 
shows what Mr. BLACKBURN said, and states my reply as well as what 
the Speaker said. All of this is faithfully recorded; but the Recorp, 
under the pén of the Speaker of this House, supervising what the sworn 
officers of the House had taken down, is entirely changed in other re- 
spects. His pen has been run through what he did not like to appear 
in the REcoRD. 

Again, sir, after some little colloquy had taken place on this subject, 
the Speaker says: 

The gentieman from Kentucky will proceed to read his resolution, 

Whereupon I read as follows: 

And whereas there is no longer any guarantee that the laws in relation to 
internal revenue will be honestly executed, although $5,000,000 are annually 
epgrensietes for that purpose: Therefore, 

esotved, That all acts or parts of acts concerning the superintendence of the 
assessment or collection of any duty or tax imposed by any law providing in- 
ternal revenue be, and the sameare hereby, abolished from and after July 1, 1885. 

The Speaker runs his pen through that, and in the very next line the 

RECORD shows the Speaker says: 


The gentleman from Kentucky will send the resolution to the Clerk's desk. 


Then the Speaker decided that the resolution was not in order under 
the call and returned it tome. Isubmit now to the House that, whether 
it was a bill or not, whether it was a resolution or not, under this call 
of the House it was a part of the proceedings of this House. 

Suppose you say that what occurs in the House which is not strictly 
in order shall not appear in the Recorp. If you adopt such a rule, 
if you hold that principle and follow it out, then the REcorD will not 
contain gne-twentieth part of what is published in it. Are you going 
to put in the REcorD only so much as is in order, and leave outall that 
is out of order? 

If that be so, who is to judge? Is the Speaker to be the judge? Then 
you have a centralized government. fremaiben} Does this coun- 
try want a centralized government, with the Senate as composed, a 
majority of its Democratic Senators ex-confederates; with the House 
in control of the Democratic party, a majority of the Democrats ex- 
confederates, and are they to sit in judgment upon the House, and shall 
their Speaker sitting in that chair decide what is in order and what 
is out of order? Ifso, then save the $25,000 paid to these reporters. 
Save their manhood and their official integrity. Avoid what appears to 
the country to be falsehood and perjury. The Official Reporters swear 
to report the proceedings of this House accurately. They report what 
they think are the proceedings of this House, and your Speaker runs 
his pen through what he thinks is contrary to rule or propriety. Where 
shall we stop? It does not make so much difference to me. It does 
make a great deal of difference to the people. Let it go out that your 
RECORD is only what pleases the Speaker, not what actually occurred 
in debate, and where will you find anybody in this country that will 
believe any action that occurs in this Congress to be correctly stated by 
what is published in the RecorD? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They do not believe much anyway 
about it. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That isall I desired to say, and I with- 
draw the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that it has not assumed 
any control over the Recorp whatever, either by the insertion of any- 
thing or by taking out anything that occurred in the House. But 
upon being applied to by the chief Official R r to know what might 
be properly printed in the Recorp, under the rules of the House, he 
advised that officer of the House yesterday, as he would do again under 
the same circumstances, that bills and joint resolutions introduced for 
reference, whether read by a member from his seat or read from the 
Clerk’s desk, did not properly go at length into the RecorD; and that 
is the extent to-which the Speaker went. 

Mr. COX, of New York. [rise to aquestionof privilege. Imoveto 
strike out what has ——_ in the RECORD, or will appear in the REo- 
ORD, of the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. It has not in the REcorD. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I e the motion for a 
be a little more candid than my friend from Kentucky. Evidently he 

never intended—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”’ 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order, if it be a matter of priv- 


ilege. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And it is a matter of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. If 
should be ted in the Record which ought not to be there, or any- 
thing should be omitted which ought to be there, the 
sider that that presented a question of pri 
Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman 





hereafter 
Chair would con- 
Kentucky has kept 


the attention of the House for nearly an hour on that side and on this 
side with the public contempt apparently [laughter], and has made all 
sorts of allusions to the Speaker that were in bad taste and against the 


rules. 

Mr. REED. If this debate is to go on I have no objection to the 
gentleman from New York proceeding; but I insist after he shall get 
through the debate shall not close. If that be the understanding I have 
no objection. 


The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the understanding be as suggested by the 


gentleman from Maine, and let us declare this a holiday. 


Mr. COX, of New York. My suggestion was that the remarks of 


the gentleman should be omitted from the Recorp. I wish to make 
one remark. The Speaker is too kind to the Kentucky people. A 
member of Congress may be like a crumb lodged in the throat, which 
gives no nourishment and makes a deal of trouble if it goes the wrong 
way. 


The SPEAKER. The point is made that the motion of the gentle- 


man from New York [Mr. Cox] is not a privileged one. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Then I will debate the point of order. 
Mr. BEACH. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether it is nota 


privileged question to control the Journals of this House. Thatis the 


motion of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The motion does not refer to the Journal of the 
House. It refers tothe Recorp. The gentleman desires to make it 
as a privileged motion; but there has nothing appeared as yet in the 
RecorD which it is alleged is out of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The motion of the gentleman from New York 
is to prevent that from appearing in the RecoRD which is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. Is that a privileged motion ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The point that the remarks were out of order is. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made against the motion of 
the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] that it is not privileged; and 
the Chair thinks it is not a privileged motion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Chair seeks to dispose of the motion 
and to go to business. All I have to say is this [Cries of ‘* Regu- 
lar order!’?] If the regular order consists in debating the point ef 
order I am regular. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now ad- 





journ. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is on 


the floor and states he desires to discuss the point of order. The Chair 
is obliged to recognize any gentleman who states he desires to discuss 
a point of order. The Chair has intimated his opinion that a question 
of privilege is not presented. The gentleman from New York inti- 
mated that he appealed from the decision of the Chair and desired to 
discuss it. 

Mr. REED. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York is discussing it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I want to know what is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York made a motion 
which he claimed was privileged. The Chair decided it was not privi- 
leged. Thereupon the gentleman from New York appealed from the 
decision of the Chair and took the floor to discuss it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. We did not hear that. I move to lay the ap- 
peal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has the floor, and 
while he is on the floor the gentleman from Nebraska can not get it to 
make that motion. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair say that the motion to lay the appeal 
on the table is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order while the gentleman from New 
York is on the floor. 

Mr. REED. The motion was made at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York was on the floor 
and was interrupted by the disorder on the floor; and during that in- 
terruption the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] moved to 

the appeal on the table, the effect of which motion would be to 
e the gentleman off the floor. The gentleman from New York will 


Mr. COX, of New York. I have reduced my motion to writing, so 
as to offer it in the proper form, and I will read it from my desk: 

Resolved, That the remarks of Mr. Wurrn, of Kentucky, on the resolution 
which he submitted this morning, were delivered out of order, and that the Offi- 
cial Reporters be directed to t them from the REcorp. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order on that resolution. 
SPEAKER. The point of order has been made and sustained 
Chair, and the gentleman from New York appeals from the de- 
the Chair. 
of New York. The gentlemanfrom Ohio [Mr. KErrer], 
ex-Speaker of the House, will remember that we have con- 
own our own records, our own Journal, and 
of the , under the second rule, to preserve order 

that the gentleman 
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of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] be taken down. [Laugh- 
ter. 

it. COX, of New York. I withdraw the words. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New | 
York [Mr. Cox] has nothing to do but to take his seat. I have de- 
manded that his words be taken down. [Renewed rae Cony 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox} has the 
right to withdraw the words if he thinks proper, and he has done that. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not withdraw what 
1 said a while ago, but what I do not think the House heard—which 
was this: that a member of Congress may be like a crumb in the th-oat, 
of which some French writer has said that when it goes the right way | 
it gives no nutriment, and when it goes the wrong way it is very troub- | 
lesome. [Laughter.] That is my friend from Kentucky. He is all 
the time making points upon the Speaker, whose ultimate good nature, | 
whose Kentuckyism—whatever that may mean—allows the gentleman 
to run on without check, to the disadvantage of the public business and | 
of the decorum of the House. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. What are we having now? The 
same thing over again. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What is that? I thought at first it was 
the Doorkeeper. [Laughter. } 

Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that a resolution can be | 
adopted to suppress these remarks that come in indirectly, and that | 
are, in a certain sense, lacking in candor, because after the gentleman | 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wire] had made his speech he withdrew his | 


| 


| 


resolution, showing that he did not believe in his own proposition. I | 
move the previous question on the adoption of my resolution. [Cries | 
of ‘Oh, no!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
appealed from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I withdraw the < >peal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York withdraws his 
appeal; aud the resolution is not before the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House do now resolve itself into | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the Army appropriation bill. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that the 
House do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union for the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. | 
Before that question is put, the Chair will lay before the House a com- | 
munication, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D.C... January 26, 1885 
IIon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives : 
1 have this day notified the Governor of the State of Rhode Island that from 
and after this date I resign the office of Representative in the Forty-eighth Con- | 
gress. 
Very respectfully, &c., 


JONATHAN CHACE, 
The SPEAKER. The communication will lie on the table. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. 
MILLs in the chair), and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. | 
It. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fis- | 
cal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the general Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to make any ex- 
tended remarks, but I wish to state to the committee that this bill which | 
is now under consideration appropriates for the next fiscal year $24,429, - 
052.50; which is less by $25,000 than the amount appropriated in the | 
bill of last year. Of this amount $12,215,000 is for paying the travel- | 
ing and general expenses of the Army. There is an increase in that | 
appropriation, because under this hill the paymaster is required to pay 
some employes of the Quartermaster’s Department who have not here- | 
tofore been paid by him. The amount appropriated for the subsistence 
of the Army is the same as in the last Army bill, $1,900,000. For the 

lar supplies of the Quartermaster’s Department there is appro- | 
priated $2,771,000, which is less than the sum appropriated for that | 
— in the bill for the current fiscal year. For incidental expenses 
of the Quartermaster’s Department the amount appropriated in this bill 
seen ee, which is some $15,000 more than the amount in the present 
bill. 


We found that there would be a deficiency there, and we increased 
the amount. For transportation of the Army and its supplies there is 
appropriated here $3,125,000, the same as in the last bill. There are 


XVI——65 


| keep one there all the time. 


no material changes in the appropriations made in this bill from (hose 


| made in the existing law. The only new legislation in the bill is found 


in the second section, which is to this effect: 


Sec. 2. That when any cadet of the United States Military Academy has gone 
through all its classes and received a regular degree from the academic staff, he 
shall be considered a candidate for a commission in any corps for the duties of 
which he may be deemea competent. If there be no vacancy in such corps be 
may be attached to it by the President as an additional second lieutenant until 
a vacancy shall happen : Provided, That not more than one such officer shall be 
attached to any company at the same time. 


This is recommended to us by the Military Committee of this House, 


| and also by the Lieutenant-General. The class which is to graduate at 


West Point in 1886 will probably number between cighty and eighty- 
five, and the vacancies which occur annually in the Army are about 
seventy. The object of this is to provide for the remaining fifteen. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to say anything further. If my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Krirer }, de 
sires to say anything, | will yield to him. 
Mr. KEIFER. Ishalloceupy but a moment. This bill undertakes 


| to appropriate the sums of money usually appropriated for carrying on 


the different departments of the Army. I think there is no omission, 
and the bill is generally framed in accordance with the recommenda 


| tions of the heads of the several departments. In a few, and only a 


few, instances the appropriations have been cut down; but I know of 
no instances where the appropriations as reported in this bill are below 
what the chiefs of the respective departments think will be sufficient to 


| carry on their departments through the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886 


There is very little new legislationinthebill. As the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. ForNEyY] has stated, about the only new legislation is 


| embraced in the second section on pages 15 and 16 of the bill, That 


provision is inserted in the language proposed by the Military-Commit 
tee of this House. The Committee on Appropriations have adopted 
this provision exactly as the chairman and other members of the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs asked that it be adopted. I will say furthe 
that the provision has the approval in principle of the Secretary of War; 
and the very language found in the bill is approved by the General of 


| the Army. The object of this sectien is simply to provide for cadets 


at West Point who might otherwise have to be dismissed after having 
gone through the Academy at very considerable expense to the Cios 
ernment. 

This is not new legislation in the sense of being inserted in the law 
for the first time. It was the law for many years after the Military 
Academy was organized. Many general officers now in the Army, and 
many who have been in the Army, were originally attached to the 
Army as supernumeraries or second lieutenants, and were obliged to 


| wait for the substantive rank, which came when a vacancy in fact o« 


eurred, General Grant, General Lee, and others thus went into the 
Army as supernumeraries. 
This bill provides only for appointing cadets as supernumeraries 


| where there are no vacancies to be filled; and it very rarely happens 


that there are not places for these military cadets. This year there 


| will be no difficulty of that kind; and up to this time there has not 


been, so far as I am aware, any instance where cadets have had to be 


| discharged. But it is anticipated—and this is the report we have from 


the Superintendent of the Military Academy and from the Secretary 
of War—that an unusually large number of cadets will graduate from 
West Point in 1856—a class exceeding in numbers any that has ever 
come out of that academy in a single year. In this bill we revive 
former legislation on this subject by complying with the recommenda 
tion which has been made to us. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman will allow me to inquire whethe: 
in the interest of the public service there is any necessity for the crea- 
tion of these new positions; or is the object simply to make places for 
these graduating cadets ? 

Mr. KEIFER. 1 will try to answer that question. The public sery 
ice, as we understand, requires the maintenance of the Military Acad 
emy. Existing law authorizes the President of the United States to 
make certain dppointments of cadets to the academy. Italso author 
izes each member of this House and each Senator of thé United States 
to nominate a cadet for appointment to the Military Academy, and to 
Now, we propose to provide that when 


| these cadets graduate the Government shall have the benetit of their 


education by putting them in the Army. 

It is supposed that in 1886 more cadets will graduate than there will 
be vacancies for; and to prevent, in the first place, the Government 
from losing the services of these young men whom it has educated, and 
also to avoid the injustice of discharging these young men after they 
have been graduated at West Point with the expectation of going into 
the Army,we propose to attach them as supernumeraries to companies 
in the Army, to await the occurrence of vacancies. Heretofore the va 


| cancies as they have occurred have Leen more than enough to provide 


places for these cadets. But it seems that a specially good class will 
graduate in 1886. This class, by reason of the meritorious conduct 
and superior scholarship of its members, has kept fuller than any 
other class that has ever been at the academy. These young men we 
propose to take care of for the time being. It will only be nec« 


. . . . . . J 
to maintain them as supernumeraries for a few weeks or months 
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As I have said, we are simply reviving what was formerly the law, 
the change having been made shortly after the close of the war 
the law was changed it was supposed there would always occur in the 
Army a sufficient number of vacancies to provide for all the graduates 
of the Military Academy. I will only repeat, in conclusion, that this 
provision has been inserted in the bill upon the unanimous recommen- 
dation, as I understand, of the Military Committee of the House. 

Mr. FORNEY. If no other gentleman desires to discuss this sub- 
ject em 
; Mr. MCMILLIN rose. 

Mr. FORNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great interest 
to the very clear and terse statement of the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. ForNEY] who is in charge of this Army appropriation bill, and 
to the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIrER}, to see if there 
was any suflicient excuse given for a change of law which increases the 
number of Army officers when there is no increase in the number of 
enlisted men, and have heard none. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him-—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. KEIFER. We do not propose to change the number of officers, 
but merely to provide temporarily that some of these cadets may be 
attached as supernumeraries when vacancies occur to which they can 
be appointed. It is not likely to occur except in the year 1886. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us see how that is. I read the language of 
the bill itself: 


Sec. 2. That when any cadet of the United States Military Academy has gone 
through all its classes,and received a regular degree from the academic > 
he shall be considered a candidate for a commission in any corps for the duties 
of which he may be deemed competent. If there be no vacancy in such corps 
he may be attached to it by the President as an additional second lieutenant 
until! a vacancy shall happen: Provided, That not more than one such officer 
shall be attached to any company at the same time. 


If that does not increase the number of officers in charge of compa- 
nies I am wholly unable to comprehend what it does mean. 

Now, sir, I do not like to antagonize the opinion of those who have 
given special attention to this matter, but it does seem to me at this 
time of the top-heaviness of the Army, of superabundance of officers in 
proportion to the number of enlisted men, when we are reducing the 
age at which officers may be retired in order to make places for officers 
who are coming on, we can not well afford merely for the sake of giv- 
ing appointments to create new offices. Is there any sudden exigency 
or permanent necessity demanding it? It will not, can not, be so 
claimed. 

Mr.JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then what are we to do with these 
cadets at West Point? 

Mr. McMILLIN. What are we to do with them? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would do exactly what any sensible man would 
do in his own private business matters—what he would do in any of 
the private transactions of life—I would have all the officers necessary 
for the command of our troops, but I would never consent to create new 
offices merely for the purpose of giving easy places to those who, under 
the law, have not places now; no, never, sir. There is not a private 
business man on this continent who would do it. If any one did his 
creditors would press him immediately under the just belief he was not 
capable of taking care of his own affairs. 

r. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let me ask the gentleman another 
question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have not yet answered the gentleman’s first 
question; when I do he can ask me further, and I will answer him with 
much pleasure. When there are more officers ing from West 
Point than the exigencies of the public service demand, I would do for 
the Military Academy exactly what this House and this Congress sen- 
sibly did for the Naval Academy—I would take those bearing the 
est rank, those who were most fit, and appoint them, and allow 
others who are unnecessary to go back into civil life. 

ae mau eases You would never make a greater mistake in 

r life. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That may be. I am not speaking now as to the 
classes which were admitted to the academy or who were in the acad- 
emy when the law was passed. But in the general conduct of the 
Army and Navy it seems to me correct that the Government needs only 
a certain number of officers, and that it is not wise toem more than 
it does need. If you graduate more than the service 
have been educated, well educated, without cost to themselves—it 
useless to say American citizens 23, 24, or 25 years old, with a good 
education given gratuitously, can not adapt themselves to the duties 
and responsibilities of American life. 

Now, a ees to-day? There is something 


abundance of officers? There is trouble eee and there is a 
good field for experiment and for change of — methods. 


Now, this is a change of the law. It authorizes the appointment of 
officers not now authorized by law. Who is foolish enough to believe it 
will remedy any existing evil? No one! 

Mr. STEELE. I understand the gentleman to say that the cadets 
who were in the Naval Academy onght not to have been legislated out ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. That Ido not adjudicate. I am ngt discussing 
that question. What I said was I did not pretend to express an opin- 
ion upon it. When that case comes up I will, however, have an opinion 
that will guide my action at that time. I will do what may seem to 
me just and 

Mr. STEELE. "This only proposes to make places temporarily for 
those who went into the Military Academy with the understanding 
when they graduated they would go into the military service. 

Mr. Me: MILLIN. The law read by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Keren], which was repealed in 1878, and which it is now proposed 
to re-enact, was operative till 1882. In other words, the repealing act 
did not take effect till 1882. So every cadet in the academy in 1878 
took his rank under the old law, and was not injured by the change. 
Of course, those entering the academy subsequently did so with know1- 
edge of the new law, or are presumed to have known it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I quiteagree with the gentleman from Indiana as 
to the propriety of reducing the number of cadets. But in the mean 
time, until that is done, I would not create any offices not needed 
merely to give the salary and the place to somebody. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me disabuse the mind of the gentleman from 
Tennessee on one point. We have now about three times as many offi- 
cers as are actually needed for the size of our Army. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. STEELE. And it is always understood that these officers are 
being instructed in military science and are keeping up with the ad- 
vance of the military art in order to form a nucleus from which to make 
an army in case of necessity. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman, as a remedy for that evil, 
if it bean evil, where there are three times as many officers as are neces- 
sary, undertake to remedy it by increasing the number? 

Mr. STEELE. I have tried time and time again to provide for many 
officers now on the roll of the Army by placing them on the retired-list, 
because they are broken down in the service, age has come upon them, 
and they are unable to perform the duties. Many of these men, worn 
out in the service, ought to be put on the retired-list, and, as I say, time 
and time again I have tried but without effect. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The trouble isthe gentleman’s remedy i is aremedy 
which is worse than the evil ounplatnsd of. But why did he not do 
this when he had an opportunity ? 

Mr. STEELE. Because I could not put it into execution. If I had 
the majority here I would have it done. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, the gentleman will not have a majority suf- 
ficient, I hope, to increase the retired-list for many days. He has not 
had it for some time, and is not likely to have it again. 

Mr. STEELE. Does not the gentleman from Tennessee think that 
it would be a question of economy to place these officers on the retired- 
list at three-fourths of their salary, instead of paying them the whole 
amount? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now the gentleman from Indiana announces a 
proposition which is as fallacious, with all due deference to him, as any 
oe proposition that could well be made. He asks if it would not be 

peg oe om three-fourths salary to these officers than their full salary. 

quite agree with him as to the truth of his tion were 

ss auneeeiamel ienpucaheds tape ta ee tious you have 

vacated by sending these officers to the -list, and consequently 

you not only pay the three-fourths salary of the retired-list, but you pay 
the full sa to the officers who take their places in addition. 

Mr. ST. That could be readily provided against by the same 
bill which authorized the increase of the retired-list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In my judgment, sir, the remedy is by diminish- 
ing the rumber of graduates at West Point. . By diminishing the num- 
ber admitted there or by making the academic term longer, as in the 
case of the Naval Academy, we might remedy the evil to some extent. 

Mr. OATES. ee 


made from civil life? 
Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Alabama says why not re- 
peal the law authorizing the employment from civil life. 
Mr. OATES. I said tments from civil life. 
the appointments. It might be done to 
Se Certainly many remedies that might be sug- 
diminishing the number of those im the Army are 


feter than that eystem of appointment » gives a redundancy of 


ee eetente 
Mr. KEIFER. I I would like to have a few moments, since this dis- 


cussion has arisen. . 

6 thie: quationan Seu @hte. 
the remarks of the from Tennesseo 
are made from the proper standpoint. But while he claims that our 
Army organization is too cumbrous at the present time, and that this 











- sions to West Point; and hence in future there will be a greater num- 
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tends to increase it, there is this to be said, that there is no proposition 
in this bill to permanently increase the Army. “y 
Next year the graduating class at West Point, I am informed, will 
number about forty and the number of vacancies will probably exceed | 
fifty. That year, as this, there will be a numberof appointments made 
from non-commissioned officers, who are recommended under existing 
law for commissions, as well as appointments made from civil life. 
Now, the effect of this clause in the bill will be to keep certain gradu- 
ating cadets, if that case arises, until vacancies occur, to which they | 
can be appointed, instead of allowing the vacancies which occur from 
the commencement of one academic year to the other to be filled from | 
civil life. As a matter of fact, taking the entire Army more than one- 
half of the commissioned officers of the Army are appointed and hold 
commissions from civil life. 
The question is whether we shall in future allow the Army to be filled | 
up by such appointments, and then have a case arise where we will dis- 
charge our graduating classes from the Military Academy. The pro- 
vision incorporated in this bill has been prepared by the Military Com- 
mittee of this House, and is simply to meet a case which is not likely 
to oceur very frequently; and in that year there may be fewer appoint- 
ments from civil life. That will be all the effect of it. The graduat- | 
ing cadets will hold along until vacancies occur, being attached tempo- 
rarily by the provisions of this bill as additional second lieutenants. 
When vacancies occur by promotion, resignation, death, retirement, or | 
from any other cause, then these cadets will be promoted to fill the 
laces. 
: I am not in favor of changing the law as it stands with reference to 
the appointments of cadets, but if I were I would not undertake to do | 





an injustice to these cadets at the academy. There is no injustice go- 
ing to be done them this year. There will be plenty of vacancies this 
year and plenty for 1887, according to appearances. But it is likely 
there will be more cadets in. 1886 than there will be places for at the 
time of their graduation in June. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will suggest, with the permission of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that that trouble will continue from the fact that with | 
the increase of the number of members of this House there was under 
the law necessarily an increase permanently of the number of admis- 


ber of graduations from West Point than in the past; and the thing the 
gentleman speaks of here as a temporary expedient will become a per- 
manency. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is likely that the classes at West Point and the 
number of graduates at West Point in futare years will be increased a 
little in consequence of the increased number of cadets under existing | 
law growing out of the fact of the increase of the number of members | 
of this House; and the increase of the population makes it perhaps nec- 

that we should increase the military establishment. 

But the gentleman seems to treat this as though it is some innova- 
tion. Now, section 1213 of the Revised Statutes, which was in force, I 
believe, from 18f2 to 1878, was in substance the provision that is pro- 
posed to be put in this bill. I will read it: 

Sec. 1213. When any cadet of the United States Military Academy has gone 
all its classes and received a regular degree from the academical staff, 
he shall be considered a candidate for a commission in any corps for whose duties 
he may be deemed competent. If there be no vacancy in such corps, he may, 
subject to the provisions of section 1215, be attached to it by the President, as a 
Sea officer, by brevet of second lieutenant until a vacancy shall hap- 
This act was, as I have said, in force from 1812 until 1878, when it was 
and I think inadvertently. I will furnish to the reporters a 
list of distinguished officers who were commissioned under that section | 
of the statute, section 1213. This list has been furnished me of men 
who were distinguished either in the Union Army or in the confederate 
army, and it udes some of the most prominent officers on both sides. 
The following is the memorandum: 


Memorandum of names of some of the graduates of the Mililary Academy who have 
been temporarily sttnckos to the Army as brevet or additional second lieutenants, 
and the time which elapsed before vacancies occurred : 

General Burnside, three months. 

General Gibbon, three months. 

General Gillmore, four years. 

General Grant, two years. 

General Hancock, two years. 

General J. B. Hood, one year eight months. 


seven ths. 
mon 
General 





two years. 

, two years. 
General McClelian, nine months. 
General A. A. one day. 
General 


Keyes, one year two ths. 
General Meade, five months. ee 


| 
| 

Ga. K. W fou t 

b r 

arren, ao one. 
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I do not wish the House to fall into any wrong impression about it. 
This is not intended as a restriction on the power of the President to 
make appointments. It is for the purpose merely of taking care of an 
exceptional class at West Point. And I should be very glad at some 
time, either now or herevfter, to héar upon it some of the gentlemen 





} who are familiar with the subject, who have probably given more at- 


tention to it than the members of the Appropriations Committee. I 
mean the gentlemen who are on the Military Committee. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask unanimous consent that general debate be 
considered as closed, and that the bill be now read by paragraphs unde 
the five-minute rule for amendment. 

There was no objection, and if was so ordered 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read the following para- 


| graph: 


Pay DePARTMENT.—For pay of the Army: For one Lieutenant-General; three 
major-generals; fifteen brigadier-generals; twenty-three aids-de«amp, in ad 
dition to pay in the line; one militery seeretary, in addition to pay in the line 
sixty-seven colonels; eighty-nine licutenant-colonels ; two hundred and thirty- 
four majors; three hundred and sixteen captains (mounted); three hundred and 
one captains (not mounted) ; thirty-four chaplains ; thirteen storekeepers; forty 
adjutants; forty regimental quartermasters; adjutant and quartermaster of 
Engineer Battalion, in addition to pag in the line; two hundred and thirteen 
first lieutenants (mounted); three hundred and fifty first lieutenants (not 
mounted); one hundred and forty-five second lieutenants (mounted) ; three 
hundred second lieutenants (not mounted); one hundred and sixty acting com- 
missaries of subsistence, in addition to pay in the line ; and to one hundred lieu 


| tenants acting as assistant quartermasters, who are to receive at the rate of $100 


per annum in addition to their pay in the line; additional! pay to officer in charge 
of public buildings and grounds in Washington; additional pay to officer in 
command of the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, $1,000; additiona) 
pay to officers of foot regiments while on duty whieh requires them to be 
mounted; additional pay to officers for length of service, to be paid with their 
current monthly pay; retired officers; for the payment of any such officers as 
may be in service, cither upon the active or retired list, during the year ending 


| June 30, 1886, in excess of the numbers for each class provided for in this act ; 
| enlisted men of all grades, not exceeding twenty-five thousand men; pay to en- 


listed men for length of service, payable with their current monthly pay; the 
allowances for travel, retained pay, clothing not drawn, and for interest on de- 


|} posits payable to enlisted men on discharge ; two retired ordnance-sergeanits 
| for mileage of officers of the Army for travel, over shortest usually traveled 


routes, not to exceed $160,000; for miscellaneous expenses, to wit: Hire of not 
exceeding seventy-five contract surgeons and one hundred and sixty hospital- 
matrons; extra-duty pay to enlisted men for service in hospitals, and for gen- 
eral-service clerks and messengers at Army, division, department, and district 
headquarters, and at the headquarters of the general recruiting service, also at 
recruiting depots and at West Point, N. Y.; pay of forty-nine paymasters'’ 
clerks, at the rate of $1,400 exch per annum, and fourteen veterinary surgeons ; 
hire of paymasters’ messengers, not to exceed $15,000; eighty post quartermas 
ter-sergeants; cost of telegrams on official business received and sent by officers 
of the Army; compensation of citizen clerks and witnesses attending upon 
ecourts-martial, military commissions, and courts of inquiry ; forreimbursement 
of traveling expenses of paymasters’ clerks actually paid by them; and for 
commutation of quarters to commissioned officers on duty without troops at 
places where there are no public quarters ; in all, $12,215,000. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after 
the word ‘‘ Army’? in the first line of the paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a pointof order on the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana desires to make « 
point of order. That point of order will be entertained before the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] is recognized to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In lines 56 and 57 in this paragraph are the words 
**and to one hundred lieutenants acting as assistant quartermasters.”’ 
Those words are an interpolation in the present law, end therefore 
I presume are subject to the point of order that this is new legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are three lines there to which the point of 
order applies. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The following words: ‘‘ whoare to receive at the rate 
of $100 per annum in addition to their pay in the line,’’ are connected, 
as I understand,with the preceding portion of the paragraph. 

Mr. FORNEY. Oh, no! they are not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The whole clause reads thus: 


Three hundred second lieutenants (not mounted); one hundred and sixty act 
ing commissaries of subsistence, in addition to pay in the line. 


Now, omitting the words I have called attention to, it goes on: 


Who are to receive at the rate of $100 per annum in addition to the: pay in 
the line. 


The words to be omitted to which I make the point of order are 
And to one hundred lieutenants acting as assistant quartermasters, 


That is a new provision of law, and is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make fhe point of order on lines 56, 57, and 58 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend from Pennsylvania say that the 
other words, ‘‘three hundred second lieutenants (not mounted); one 
hundred and sixty acting commissaries of subsistence in addition to pay 
in the line,’’ are not in the present law ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not say that; nor do I make the point of or- 
der against them. I merely make it against the one hundred lieuten- 
ants acting as assistant quartermasters; the point being that there is 
no law providing they shall get extra pay. I think it wrong in prin- 
ciple that officers of the Army should for any kind of duty they are 
called to perform receive extra pay. There is no law, so far as quar- 
termasters are concerned, that gives them additional pay. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And it increases the expenditure $19,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; it increases the expenditure $10,000. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is correct as to 
the subsequent words, ‘* who are to receive at the rate of $100 per annum 
in addition to their pay in the line.’’ I thought, on a hasty reading, 
that those words belonged to the preceding portion of the paragraph; 


but now it is manifest the words covered by the point of order are the 
following: 


receive at the rate of $100 per annum in addition to their pay in the line. 

‘Those are the words on which the point of order is made as consti- 
tuting new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the point made 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] embraces the same mat- 
ter as the point made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL]? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It embraces the same matter. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to understand the full extent 
and application of this point. I wish to know whether it includes any 
more than lines 56, 57, and 58. 

Mr. FORNEY. I understand that it includes those three lines. 

Mr. KEIFER. Only those ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; it covers only lines 56, 57, and 58. 

Mr. KEIFER. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen make the 
point of order against those three lines. There may be some doubt 
about the propriety of it. This isa billtoprovide forthe Army. There 
is no statute, | believe, that gives these officers pay at the ratenamed in 
this bill, but the provision is in harmony with what immediately pre- 
cedes it, where one hundred and sixty acting commissaries of subsist- 
ence are given pay at the same rate. They certainly have less duties 
to perform and less responsibility than the officers provided for in these 
lines against which the point of order is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But their pay is provided for by law. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that the extra pay for acting commis- 
saries of subsistence, in addition to the pay of the line, is provided for 
by law; but this is a provision to pay officers for duty that they are 
required to perform outside of the ordinary duties belonging to their 
office. Any officer of the line at a post may be detailed to perform the 
duties of a quartermaster. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIrER] to say that there is no existing law which atthor- 
izes this extra pay to these officers ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I believe there is no existing law that authorizes 
pay at this rate; but I say that this provision is to pay these officers 
ior a duty that they are required to perform outside of their regular 
duties, and I am sorry that gentlemen have made this point of order, 
because these officers certainly perform duties as great, if not greater, 
than those performed by the acting commissaries of subsistence, and 
they have more responsibility. For these reasons I think there is 
great injustice in allowing pay to one class of officers for these extra 
duties and denying it to another class. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be true, Mr. Chairman, that some classes 
of officers are paid too much, but that certainly farnishes no argument 
in favor of an improper allowance of pay to others. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asitisadmitted that this provision changes ex- 
isting law, and as it does not affirmatively appear that it retrenches 
expenditures, the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a further point of 
order on the provision beginning in line 59 and ending with the word 
‘*Washington’’ in line 60—‘‘ additional pay to officer in charge of pub- 
lic buildings and grounds in Washington.’’ I should like to knéw 
whether there is any law that authorizes extra pay to officers in charge 
of the public buildings and grounds here. 

Mr. FORNEY. There is. If there is no law, then this officer will 
not get any pay. 

Mr. KEIFER. I call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois 
[ Mr. THOMAS] to the fact that this provision does not undertake to fix 
the pay of this officer, but only appropriates the pay that is provided 
by law. 

Mr. FORNEY. I think the provision for the extra pay of this officer 
will be found in the Statutes at Large, volume 17, page 535. I wish 
to make a formal amendment in line 95, at the end of the paragraph. 
The amount appropriated having been reduced $10,000, I wish to have 
the total changed so as to read ‘*$12,205,000.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears po objection, sothe amendment 
will be made. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “Army,” in line 41, insert the following : 

* For one General, and the President of the United States is hereby authorized, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to a nt on the retired-list 
of the Army of the United States, from among those who have been Generals 
commanding the armies of the United States or generals-in-chief of said Army, 
one person with the rank and full pay of such General or general-in-chief, as the 
case may be; and the total number now allowed by law to compose said retired- 
list shall be, on such appointment, increased accordingly.’ 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on that 
amendment 





And to one hundred lieutenants acting as assistant quartermasters who are to 
| 
| 





— 


Mr. McCOMAS. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not in- 
sist upon the point of order, when he considers the character of this 
amendment and the little opportunity there is to do an act of justice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. For- 
NEY ] desire to hear the gentleman from Maryland on the point of order? 

Mr. FORNEY. I desire to reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order that the gentleman 
from Alabama makes? 

Mr. FORNEY. The point is that the amendment changes the exist- 
ing law and increases expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland wish to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman from Alabama insists upon the 
point of order, I do not desire to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. 1 offer an amendment which I send 
to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 89, after the word “Army,” insert the following: 

“Provided, That the cost of such telegrams shall not exceed the amount fixed 
and paid by the Government under contract for telegrams com of asimilar 


number of words, exclusive of address and signature. officially sent to and from 
| the Signal Service stations of the United States.”’ 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I shall make a point of order on that 
amendment, but I am willing to hear the gentleman state the neces- 
sity for it. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to the 
| gentleman from Ohio for his gracious indulgence. - But I really did not 
suppose that there would be any objection whatever to this proposed 
}amendment. Certainly if it have any effect at all, if it has not been 
anticipated by an existing agreement, it is in the line of economy, and 
I do not see how it can be considered obnoxious to the rule against new 
legislation. 7 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to find out what the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California is designed to meet. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. It was stated in the public press last 
fall—and I supposed that it was a well-understood fact—that a contract 
had been entered into by the Department embracing the Signal Service 
whereby the rates for telegraphic dispatches in that service, inclusive of 
all official mdence by telegraph, were established in conformity 
with the tariff prescribed in the general, contract-job postal-telegraph 
bills of the Senate and House Post-Office Committees, reported at the 
last session of Congress, which contract, it was claimed, effected a reduc- 
tion of about 30 per cent. from the former aggregate cost. If that beso, 
certainly the Government should not pay any more for telegraphic dis- 
patches between —— military officers, whose incidental or contingent 
expenses are provided for in this bill, than is required as payment for 
the transmission of official dispatches of similar length between officers 
and soldiers and any persons to whom they report in the Signal Service. 
Indeed, if that is not the case already, the same limitation should be 
put upon the payments for any and all communications by telegraph 
where the authorities or servants of the Government are in official cor- 
respondence. The announcement was, that advised by the action of the 
committees of the two Houses of Congress the contract referred to was 
framed; and there was no hesitation on the part of the telegraph mo- 
nopolists—which for the time being are ostensibly divided under two 
or more company organizations—about agreeing to it. Why should 
there have been, when the rates soallowed and paid by the Government, 
although the reduction was said to be considerable, are still far in ex- 
cess of what they reasonably should be? 

It may be mentioned incidentally, Mr. Chairman, that in the Terri- 
tories and in some of the States bordering upon Territories fully 15 per 
cent. of the telegraphic dispatches are transmitted over existing mili- 
tary lines and lines on routes where the original construction was by 
the Government direct, or with the aid of national and State subsidies, 
and on which watch is kept and repairs have been and are being made 
by men enlisted or otherwise employed in the Army. This fact fur- 
nishes one among many additional reasons why it is proper to insert 
the proposed amendment restricting this expenditure. 

It may be imagined that this item of expense has not been very large. 
It is generally covered—I might say conceaied—in the Book of Estimates 
by an enumeration of many other items in the same paragraph, against 
which a grand toial is set down. But it is by no means insignificant. 
A company that pays its skilled employés less than one-half the amount 
that Government employ¢s doing the same work are receiving, and con- 
fessedly ought to receive---whose labor, by the way, is in part and 
inevitably performed to the profit of the telegraph monopoly in the 
transmission or in the receipt of telegrams on Government and other 

t not to be paid by the Government any more than the 
very liberal rates, far too ae ee to my judgment, named in 
the sections reported by the te and House committees, to which I 





have alluded. - 
This amendatory provision is also calculated to have a moral effect, 
so to speak, as a dec. er rene Teamhanaaanlly Srenanee- 
tionate of the Western Union Telegraph monopoly for commer- 
cial or private dispatches. e 
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Mr. KEIFER. I think this amendment is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman from Ohio proceeds, I ask that 
the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk read the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. KEIrER] ? 

Mr. KEIFER. My pointof order is that this is new legislation and 
it does not appear that it will retrench expenditures. A reduction of | 
expense does not necessarily follow. I understand that the Govern- | 
ment has a contract by which the Western Union.Telegraph Company | 
sends messages at a given rate for all these public officers and Depart- 
ments. Thatcontract exists now. Whether the rates under that con- | 
tract are above or below those embraced in the contract with reference | 
to telegrams for the Signal Service I ay not able to state. I do not | 





know whether the gentleman who offers this amendment is able to 
state how the fact is in that respect. 
is subject to the point of order. 
amendment at this time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair does not sce how this provision changes 
existing law. But even if it does it simply places a limitation upon the 
amount to be paid under this appropriation, which by the terms of 
the amendment is not. to exceed the amount now paid by the Govern- 
ment for like service. The Chair therefore rules that the amendment 
is in order. - 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, it was 
agreed to. 


It seems to me the amendment 
Besides, I do not think it is a wise 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, and Mr. TOWNSHEND took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore : ; 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 7871) 
to remove the political disabilities of W. H. Ward, of Virginia. 

The message also announced that. the Senate had passed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

A bill = 1291) to quiet and confirm the title to certain lands in the 
Saginaw Bay in the State of Michigan; 

A bill (8. 2551) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the 
water supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes;’’ 

A bill (8. 2577) to authorize the printing of the eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late Henry B. Anthony; 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 109) authorizing the loan of certain flags and 
bunting to the committee on inauguration ceremonies; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 114) to provide for printing the annual reports 
of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The message further announced that the Senate had adopted the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was requested : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the an- 
nual report of the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum for the year 
1884 be ited, and that there be printed 16,060 extra copies; of which 3,000 shal! 


be for use of the Senate, and 6,060 for the House of Representatives, and 
7,000 for the Smithsonian Institution. 


The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 


for other purposes, asked a further conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
the part of the Senate Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Mr. PIKE, and Mr. Brown. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 59 and 60, 
the words “‘ additional pay to officers in charge of public buildings and 
grounds in Washington.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I will briefly state my reasons for offering this amend- 
ment. Attention has recently been called ‘to the fact that an oflicer of 
the United States Army has been engaged in superintending the con- 
struction of one of the public buildings within this city; that he filed 
a claim for additional compensation on account of such service; that he 
et to the Court of Claims, and was allowed $10 a day extra pay. 

ow, I submit that the work of superintending public buildings and 
grounds in the city of Washington is not more hazardous or onerous 
than the duty of fighting battles or carrying on campaigns against the 
Indians on the frontier. I see no just grounds upon which this addi- 
tional compensation is allowed. I am not a member of the Committee 
on A riations, but the instance I have mentioned illustrated so | 
pointedly the injustice being done in this way to other officers engaged 


(8. 729) for the protection of children in the District of Columbia, and 


in equally meritorious duty that I felt the question ought to be pre- | ti 


sented to the House. . 

Mr. FORNEY. The law for the 
has been in existence since 1873. Under it the officer in charge of 
eine: and grounds in this city has been paid $1,000 a year | 

addition to his pay as an officer of the Army—on the theory, I pre- 


same, that his expenses are greater here than they would be if he were | 








payment of this extra compensation map from Ohio. 
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with the Army. We have reported this appropriation in pursuance of 
law. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mi 
THOMAS, there were—ayes 37, noes 26. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call for tellers. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. No quorum having voted, tellers are ordered ; and 
the Chair appoints the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. THomMas] and the 
gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. ForNEy }. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 39, noes 
64. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to amend by striking out, in line 
95, the word ‘‘twelve’’ and inserting ‘* ten,’’ soas to make thre aggregate 
appropriation for the pay of the Army $10,215,000. 

Mr. KELFER. I do not understand the gentleman's motion. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to strike out ‘‘ twelve”’ 
“*ten’’ in line 95. 

Mr. Chairman, by the terms of the bill betore us the enlisted men 
of the Army are kept down to 25,000, and it is well known that the 
military force is not kept upto 25,000 men. The regiments are almost 
never full. This section of the bill calls for $12,215,000 for the pay 
of the Army alone. Now I will ask the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. ForNEY] having the bill in charge to state to the committee, if 
he can do so, the proportion of this $12,215,000 which goes to pay the 
officers of the Army, and how much or what proportion to pay the en- 
listed men ? 

Mr. FORNEY. If the gentleman from Ohio would put himself to 
the trouble of referring to page 90 of the Book of Estimates for 1°85 and 
1886, he will find everything stated in detail: ‘‘ one lieutenantegen- 
eral, three major-generals, fifteen brigadier-generals,*’ and so on. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. [| understand that, but I thought perhaps 
you had the total. 

Mr. FORNEY. The amount we appropriate here is merely what the 
law authorizes to be paid to them. It is supposed to be $12,500,000. 
Last year, 1884, $11,700,000 was actually paid out. If you strike out 
‘“* twelve’? and put in ‘*‘ ten’’ there will of course be a deficiency 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I presume the appropriation is only what 
the law calls for. If I am right, much the larger partof this $12,215,- 
000 is required to pay the officers of the Army, and I eall attention to 
this here because of its bearing on the final paragraph of the bill. 

Now, let us see. This bill appropriates pay for sixty-seven colonels. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, there are only twenty-five regiments. 

Mr. FORNEY. Twenty-five regiments of infantry, ten regiments of 
cavalry, and so many regiments of artillery. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But in all, only 25,006 men. 

Mr. FORNEY. Thatis all. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Enlisted men; and we pay them $2,732,- 
140. Eighty-nine lieutenant-colonels, two hundred and thirty-four 
majors—more officers of this rank than any other army in fhe world 
four times the size of ours has. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman must not appeal to the Appropria- 
tions Committee in that regard, but for his remedy he must turn to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARNER, ef Ohio. I understand that, and I am only calling 
attention to this now with a view, I say, to its bearing upon the final 
paragraph of the bill. I doubt not the Committee on Appropriations 
have included in the bill only appropriations to pay those entitled ac- 
cording to the law as here given. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am merely calling attention to the chai 
acter of the organization of our Army as it now exists, and to its top- 
heaviness as to oflicers in proportion to enlisted men. 

Mr. STEELE. Somebody has done it every session, and ev: 
knows it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And it will do no harm to do it again. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it appears from this bill that the average cost per 
man, or rather the average pay per man, in the military service of the 
United States is between $500 and $600. Now the entire eost per man 
for maintaining—-- 

Mr. WOLFORD. Aliow me. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ihave onlya moment. The average cost 
of maintsining the army of England is but a little over $200 per man; 
of the army oi Germany considerably less than $200, and of the army 
of France less than $200. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired 

Mr. DUNHAM. Are you in favor of European-paid labor ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope some gentleman will yield me his 
me. 

Mr. HENLEY. 


and insert 


ry be xiv 


L will take the floor and yield my time tothe gentle- 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The gentleman from Dlinois asks me if I 
am in favor of well-paid labor. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No; of European-paid labor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ah! I am in favor of well-paid labor; and 











1030 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 27, 





let me call the attention of the committee to this fact: that by increas- 
ing the pay-— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
California yields his time to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. HENLEY. I do. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That by increasing the pay of the official 
staff of the Army—— 

Mr. WOLFORD rose. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me answer the question first. Every 
increase of the cost of the Army takes so much from the earnings of 
another class of people—the laboring classes of the country, who on the 
average get less than $350 per annum. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I understand you to compare—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I only want to show that the average pay 
per man of our Army is three times the entire cost per man of other 
armies, and that a large part of this is for officers; that is all. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is not that general all over this country as com- 
pared to Europe? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No; it is entirely out of proportion to the 
pay or earnings of other classes of people in the country. Ido not re- 
fer to enlisted men. 

Mr. STEELE. Does not the gentleman from Ohio take pride in our 
having the best paid Army in the world ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But you must remember somebody has the 
Army to pay, and those in the end must pay it who earn on an average 
less than $350 per annum. You can not increase the cost of the mili- 
tary service without taking so much from another class. If one class 
gets more another class must take less, and in the end it must come out 
of the pockets of those who are the producers of all wealth. I will 
now yield for a question to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. STEELE. We had better begin cutting down salaries at home. 
Let us begin with our own. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Now, will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I want to understand first whether the gentleman 
from Ohio wants to receive the services of these officers without pay ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. By no means. Iam not even arguing now 
for a reduction of salaries. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Wait until I get through. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I can not yield if that is the question the 
gentleman wants to ask. I am not arguing on that point at all, but I 
am trying to show that as our Army is organized we have now ~ay 
officers than there is any need of, supernumeraries drawing large pa, 
and for that reason, in my judgment, section 2 of the bill which bh wa 
been spoken of ought not to be adopted. It is against more saper- 
numeraries, and the large list of civil employés, and the expense of 
maintaining so large an official corps that I am arguing, and not against 
the military force of the country. It is here that the great cost of our 
Army comes in—in the staff organization, the supernumeraries, the 
enormofs civil-list, and theshow and paraphernalia of the Army, and 
not in the pay or costof the rank and file, the fighting men of the Army. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How would you avoid paying these officers who are 
in the regular Army? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am not proposing to avoid paying them, 
but am simply trying to show that we have no need of increasing the 
number of our officers so rapidly 9s some gentlemen seem to think 
necessary. One gentleman, for instance, has announced himself in 
favor of retiring officers at an earlier age, the age of 40, I believe, and 
then increasing the number of cadets at the Military Academy. Re- 
tire officers earlier and let them in faster. First increase the number 
admitted, and then retire them earlier. That would no doubt be an 
effective way to multiply officers, but I am opposed to it. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted that the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ohio desires to waste unnecessarily no time of 
this committee. But it seems to me that he is producing an impression 
on the minds of the House that there is something definitely clearly 
wrong in what he calls the top-heaviness of our Army. He talksabout 
two hundred and thirty-five majors and only twenty-five regiments. 
Why, sir, the gentleman has not taken into consideration at all the or- 
ganization of the Army. He has not paid any attention whatever to 
its organization. There are twenty-five regiments of infantry alone. 
In addition to that the gentleman seems to forget that we have an or- 
ganized staff composed of paymasters, a medical corps, an engineer and 
ordnance corps, besides quartermasters and commissaries. Now, all of 
these officers have rank and some have office. 

The gentleman forgets to inform the House, or call the attention ot 
the members of this committee who are not acquainted with the mili- 
tary organization of our Army so fully perhaps as he is, that there has 
been a provision made whereby for military service (certain years of 
time in certain service) promotion follows as a matter-of right to rank 
and pay where the office itself does not attach. To this he evidently 
alluded when he spoke of the multiplied number of field officers in pro- 
porfion to regiments, for we have this additional number of field offi- 
cers having rank but not attached to office; rank which disappears 
_ When the individual holding it dies, and rank to which pay is attached, 
for the purpose of rewarding services, &c. 


It is owing to the fact of the existence of this class of officers that we 
have apparently a top-heaviness in our Army organization. We have 
field-officers who have rank conferred upon them in the order of office, 
and in addition rank conferred upon them for lapse of time, for service. 
This, as I have said, creates this apparently disproportionately large 
number of field-officers to the regiments and to the number of men 
composing our Army organization. It is a necessary incident in the 
existence of an army. We retain a full complement of officers, staff 
and line, with a minimumnumberof men. Of course, when you come 
to speak of the average cost of the maintenance of our Army and com- 
pare it to the total expenditures of other armies in the world, dividing 
the total cost of our Army by the total number of persons maintained 
on the rolls, the average will go down per capita in proportion to the 
number of private soldiers enlisted. But it is no reproach to our sys- 
tem, and certainly none to the committee here, that they have reported 
a bill paying the Army as it stands under existing law; nor is there any 
such exaggeration, as the gentleman would have inferred from what he 
said, in the proportion of field-officers. 

Mr. WARNER, ofOhio. But, Mr. Chairman, I ask the distinguished 
gentleman from California if it is not a fact that we have sixty-seven 
colonels, eighty-seven lieutenant-colonels, and two hundred and thirty- 
four majors to less than 25,000 men ? 

I agree that our staff organization is magnificent. It is the largest 


. perhaps, or as large as the staff organization of any army in the world. 


But while that is true we have an organization of 25,000 men with the 
same expenditure for officers that some of the armies of Europe expend 
for an organization of 100,000 or 500,000 men. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to detain 
the committce at this point of this debate, but I am not willing that 
the impression made by the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio in 
regard to the expense of the maintenance of the American military 
establishment should out without calling attention to the fact 
which makes the American establishment necessarily more expensive 
in proportion to numbers than that of other countries. It has been 
the policy of the American Government from time immemorial to 
maintain a skeleton army, an army of officers, I may say—that is, a 
large establishment of officers with the minimum number of enlisted 
men; and the only reason which makes the American establishment 
more expensive per capita than the European armies to which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has referred is the fact that they maintain large 
standing armies,.an enormous military establishment with a vast num- 
ber of enlisted men, sometimes reaching into the hundreds‘of thou- 
sands. 

Now, if the gentleman wants to reduce the per capita expense of the 
American military establishment he can do it by enlisting our Army 
up to the maximum of European armies in respect to enlisted men. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Tsit not the fact that witha standing army 
of 450,000 men the German organization is such as to admit right into 
it, without increasing the officers, enlisted men up to over a million? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And it is the policy of our Government to main- 
tain an establishment of officers sufficient to enable us in case of a sud- 
den emergency to increase our Army up almost to a half million of men 
Without increasing the staff. We have a staff organization adequate 
to a large army; and w » gain in economy by not enlisting our Army 
up to a number equivalent to the organization of its staff. Therefore, 
this system and policy adopted by our Government is one in the inter- 
ests of economy and not against it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But indime of war we find we increase the 
officers about as fast as the enlisted men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For 
salnieny stene, tot oilinns. ond for oremmie ter camnep andaunamer enubeuseeen, 
and for tem) ny buildings at frontier stations; for the construction of tem- 
— ys ngs and stables and for repairing public buildi at established 
posts, $700,000: Provided, That hereafter no expenditure cnsuelliae: $500 shall be 
made ae y building or or military pan ae oe a a val of the Secretary 
of War for the same, upo' estimates of uartermaster’s Depart- 
Se eee oie ee eatin eae ee ee 

le, be made by contract, after due legal advertisement : And 


practicab! provided 
Surther, That not more than $1,500,000 of the sums en this act shall 
be paid out ie tho survives of abelian employés in the Quartermasters Dopart- 
ment, including those nt —_ gut the funds saasendiated for regular 
supplies, incidental expe quarters, Army transportation, 
ing, and camp and Soci a cape and that no employs patd therefrom 
shall receive as salary more per month, unless the same shall be 
aoe fixed by law. 
Mr. BEACH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add at the end of line 269 the following : 
* Provided further, That $id, 000 of said sum shall be immediately available for 
construction at the Military Academy at West Point of sixteen sets of quarters 


for enlisted men and their ilies, to be built of brick in groups of four each, 
each set to contain four rooms and to be one-story high.’’ 


Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order that the proposed amend- 
ment is a change of existing law, and is not in the interest of 


Mr. BEACH. Ean ats iileitike eemetaensiocshaanaate okt 
of order. This bill appropriates $700,000 for barracks and qearters for 
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troops. Now my amendment simply proposes to direct the manner in 
which a portion of this $700,000 shall be expended. I do not think it 
is subject to the point of order at all. 

Mr. KEIFER. It does not retrench expenses. 3 

Mr. BEACH. Here is a general appropriation of $700,000 for cer- 
tain purposes. I sup 
manner in which that money shall be expended, and that is all that the 
amendment does. It directs that a portion of the money shall be ex- 


pended in the erection of this necessary building at the Military Acad- | 
I will state I am not very familiar with the | 


emy at West Point. 


rules of the House. I have never made it my duty to study them. | 


have been more inclined to curse them than to study them, looking | 


upon them as I do as an abomination and a nuisance. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
change of existing law. He knows of no existing law authorizing 
the construction of these barracks as provided for in the amendment. 
And as it changes existing law, to be in order it must on its face bea 
retrenchment of expenditure. That does not appear on the face of the 
amendment. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr..CUTCHEON. I ask leave to recur to line 170. 
from my seat when that portion of the bill was read. 

Mr. FORNEY objected; but subsequently withdrew the objection to 
going back. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to going back to the point 
indicated? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The amendment I propose is to insert, after the 
word ‘‘interment,’’ in line 170, the words “ or transportation to place 
of residence;’’ making it read: 

Expenses of the interment or trans 
killed in action, or who die when on 


° 


I was absent 


rtation to place of residence of officers 
uty in the field, &e. 

So that it will provide if an officer die in the field or in the line of 
duty, his remains may be transported by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment to the place of residence. If an officer be mustered out while on 
duty in the field, he is entitled to have his expenses of travel paid to 
his home. It seems to me a matter of similar justice that if an officer 
should die or be killed while in the line of duty in the field, his re- 
mains should have the same transportation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Suppose a private soldier dies in the field, 
what becomes of his remains? 

Mr. FORNEY. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late in making the point 
oforder. The Chair asked if there was objection to going back, and it 
was waived. The question is on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CutcHron]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN took the chair 
as Speaker pro fempores 

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States, 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


MepicaL DEPARTMENT.—For purchase of medical and hospital supplies, ex- 


penses of pu de , pay of employés, medical care and treatment of offi- 
cers and cotsel ane of the Army on duty at posts and stations for which no 


other provision is made, Nar ee and other miscellaneous expenses of the 
Medical Department, $225,000. And not over $36,000 of the money appropriated 
peo shall be applied to the payment of civilian employés in the 
Department. 

Mr. STEELE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ Department,”’ in line 297, add the following: 

Provided; That section 4787 of the Revised Statutes, line 15, page 930, shall be so 
amended as to read “ every three years,” instead of ‘every hive years.”’ 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] that 


it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. I will re- 
serve the point, however, and hear what the gentleman from Indiana 


has to ~— 

Mr. ELE. Mr. Chairman, there is very little to be said on this 
subject. The section of the Revised Statutes the amendment refers to 
gives to every soldier of the war who lost a limb a new limb every five 
= There is evidence within the knowledge of almost every mem - 


this House, and it has been demonstrated, that new limbs are re- 


quired by a great many of these soldiers every year, and that every 
soldier who has lost « limb requires a new one oftener than once in five 


years. My amendment simply proposes to give these men new limbs 
every three years, instead of every five years. I hope there will be no 
objection to the amendment, and that no point of order will be made 
against a measure so a as this. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has reserved his point of order, 
and I he will not make it against this amendment. 

CMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I prefer that the object should be 
attained in a different way. We can not have the matter investigated 


that this House has the right to direct the | 


The Chair thinks the proposed amendment is a | 
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| as it should be here in the Committee of the Whole. Letsome prope 
committee of the House inquire into it and make a recommendation on 

| the subjéct. 

| Mr. STEELE. It is simply a proposition to strike out “five ’’ 

| substitute ** three.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wnderstand that there is no suggestion or rec- 

| ommendation of this change from the War Department, or from any 

committee of the House. 

Mr. STEELE. Will not the gentleman withdraw his point of ordei 
and let the House vote upon the amendment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that before we consider 
the proposition it shall come before the House from the Committee on 
| Military Affairs or from some proper quarter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made, the Chair will 
rule upon it. On the face of this proposition it changes existing law, 
| and, according to the rulings that have been made heretofore by the occu 
| pants of the chair, such a proposition is out of order unless it appears 
affirmatively on its face to reduce expenditures. This amendment does 
not do that, and therefore the Chair sustains the point of order 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That when any cadet of the United States Military Academy has gone 
through all its classes, and receiveda regular degree from the academic stalf, he 
shall be considered a candidate for a commission in any corps for the duties of 
which he may be deemed competent. If there be no vacancy in such corps, he 
may be attached to it by the President as an additional second lieutenant until 


a vaeancy shall happen: Provided, That not more than one such officer shall be 
attached to any company at the same time. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on the 
second section of the bill. It is new legislation, and it does not retrench 
expenditures. And, for the purpose of showing that it is in violation 
of existing law, I will read from the Statutes at Large the third section 
of the act approved June 11, 1878, which provides 


That from and after July 1, 1882, only such number of the graduates of the 
United States Military Academy in any one year shall be entitled to appoint- 
ment as sevond lieutenants in the Army as are required to fill vacancies of that 
grade existing on the Ist day of July in each year; those entitled to appoint 
ment to said vacancies to bé determined by the academic board on the basis of 
their standing in the graduating class; and hereafter no supernumerary officers 
shall be attached to any company or corpsof the Army,and all graduates of the 
Mi.:tary Academy who are not appointed to the Army under the provision of 
this act shall be discharged upon the graduation of their class. 


and 





Now, it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment is in di- 
rect violation of the existing law which I have just read. It will not 
be claimed by any member of this committee that the amendment re- 
trenches expenditures, ond it is therefore obnoxious to the rule and 
must go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] give the Chair the date of the approval of the act from which 
he read ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. June 11, 1878. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the stat-ite from which the 
gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN} has just read is the Mil 
itary Academy appropriation bill passed June 11, 1878. One week 
after that time the Army bill passed, which contained provisions which 
seem to me to be a modification of this prior statute. Those provisions 
are as follows: 

That hereafter all vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant shall be filled by 
appointments from the graduates of the Military Academy, so long as any such 
remain in the service unassigned; and any vaconciesthereafter remaining shall 
be filled by promotion of meritorious non-commissioned officera of the Army, 
&c.: Provided, That all vacancies remaining after exhausting the two classes 
named may be filled by appointment of persons in civil life. 

I am not familiar, sir, with the laws touching the organization of 
the Army, but I have been struck with the discrepancy between these 
two statutes, and I desire to bring it to the attention of the gentleman 
from Tennessee. If I may be permitted I would say that this last 
statute (which was approved June 18, 1878) does modify the law pro- 
viding for appointments from civil life; and, as I am strongly opposed 
to such appointments,*I believe that this provision of the bill before 
the committee is an important one, and that, therefore, even if a point 
of order may be made against it it should not be made. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, in response to what. the gentle- 
man from Illinois has just said I will trespass upon the time of the 
House only long enough to suggest that the only change that that makes 
in the preceding law (as I gather from the hasty reading of the act 
here) is, that where there are vacancies the President shall appoint from 
those who have been graduated, but the body of the act I have just 
read is not interfered with by the other, nor will any one who has com- 
pared the two acts insist that it is. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this second section of the 
bill is certainly ‘subject to the point of order. It contains this provis- 
ion: 

If there be no vacancy in such corps he may be attached to it by the Presi- 
dent as an additional second lieutenant until a vacancy shall happen. 

That certainly is not the law now. It is new legislation. It does 
not retrench expenditures, and it is, therefore, subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, under the law providing for the Mil- 
itary Academy these cadets after graduation are to be assigned to the 
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Army. ‘The pending paragraph of this bill simply provides a method 
by which this may bedone. In theclassof 1884 there were thirty-seven 
graduates. In the class of 1885 there will be thirty-nine graduates, 
not enough to fill the vacancies. In the class of 1886 there will prob- 
ably be eighty graduating cadets. This increase results from the en- 
Jarged number of Representatives in this House. It may not be nec- 
essary that a single one of these graduates shall go upon the assigned 
list provided for in this bill; but if it should be so, we are only carry- 
ing out the law which provides that these graduates shall be assigned. 

Besides, sir, it will be a matter of economy to the Government: to re- 
tain in its service these men who have acquired a military education 
in the academy. It may save thousands of dollars in case of war. 
Every man knows that at the commencement of the late war the Gov- 
ernment suffered more for want of experienced officers than from any 
other cause. Therefore I make the point that this provision would in 
all probability decrease expenses. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Chairman, I confess that, judging merely 
by the face of this provision, the point of order appears to be sound. 
But | wish to call attention to the fact that the law of 1878, which was 
read by the gentleman on the other side [Mr. ADAms, of Illinois], was 
a modification of the old law concerning the appointment of graduates 
from West Point to positions in the Army. That old law, which was 
the rule for a great many years, will be found in section 1213 of the 
Revised Statutes. From the time of its enactment down to 1878 the 
carrying out of that provision never involved any material expense to 
the Government in maintaining surplus officers; generally speaking, 
there was a deficiency. It is true that about my time and previously 
there was a short period when, after the graduation of each class, there 
were more graduates entitled to be promoted than there were vacant 
positions. But it is curious to notice how rapidly these surplus officers 
were absorbed. I have in my hand a memorandum showing the facts 
in a number of these cases; and from the promptitude with which grad- 
uates of West Point were assigned to vacant positions in the Army, it 
would appear that the total expense to the Government from a tempo- 
rary deficiency of positions for them must have been very slight indeed. 
It is obvious that no very large expenditure was involved in the change 
made by the act of 1878; and a return to that law will probably result 
in no serious increase of expense. There is nothing on the face of the 
provision to show that it will increase the expenses of the Government 
to any considerable degree. 

I presume it may interest gentlemen here to observe how rapidly 
these men, who for a certain time were extras, were absorbed. Accord- 
ing to the memorandum which I have before me, General Burnside 
served three months as a brevet second lieutenant under section 1213 of 
the Revised Statutes; General Gillmore four years; General Grant two 
years; General Hancock two years; Geveral J. B. Hood one year and 
eight months; General Howard seven months; General Ingalls two 
years; General McClellan nine months; General ‘A.A, Humphreys one 
day; General R. E. Lee one day; General J. E. Johnston one day. So 
they vary; some of them being assigned to vacancies almost immedi- 
ately, and some waiting a little longer. 

Now I wish to mention to thecommittee that of the class which will 
graduate in 1886 one member who was foutid deficient has been nomi- 
nated for second lieutenant, to go into the Army ahead of his class. 
Under the operation of the present law, which the provision of this bill 
is designed to repeal, we are asked to take deficient officers. It is very 
doubtful whether there will be any economy in rejecting this provis- 
ion. If we have poor ‘‘sticks’’ for officers we are bound to lose 
money. I do not think the extra expenditure is at all obvious. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the point I make is that the retrenchment 
must be obvious. It is not a question whether the extra expenditure 
is obvious. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to occupy just a moment on the point 
of order. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I am not mistaken in supposing 
(if I am, some gentleman can correct me) that under the present law, 
if these cadets elect to resign or are discharged under the provisions 
read by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLtn], they are en- 
titled toa year’s pay. Imay be mistaken, but I think that is the fact. 
If so, then I apprehend the provision now pending w ould retrench ex- 
penses, because before a year could elapse mostof these graduates must 
be absorbed into the service. 

Sut further than that, I take the position that the provision is in the 
interest of economy—in the line of retrenchment of expenses. These 
young men are, at the expense of the Government, educated for a spe- 
cific branchof the public service. If when their education is completed 
they are discharged from the service, there is a squandering of the en- 
tire amount of money expended upon theireducation, To retain them 
in the public service will be in the line of retrenchment of expenses— 
will be a matter of public economy. 

Mr. Chairman, you have listened to the long list of the most eminent 
men this Military Academy has ever given to the public service, includ- 
ing the generals-in-chief upon both sides in the late controversy be- 
tween the States. These men, but for this provision which was in our 
statutes from 1812 to 1878, would have been lost to the public military 
service. They would have retired to private life and become involved 
perhaps in civil pursuits. The same is true of the brilliant class we 


are now about to graduate. The United States has educated them at 
large expense; they are now ready for the public service; to send these 
men to civil life will be to lose the education the Government has con- 
ferred upon them; to retain them in the public service will be in the 
line of retrenchment and reform. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Unless the Chair is ready to rule I would 
like to be heard fora moment. By the reasoning of the gentleman from 
Michigan, having expended a given sum to educate a cadet at West 
Point, then if we do not continue him on the pay-roll the Government 
is losing money. On that point I wish to say that I do not believe 
the education received at West Point injures a young man or unfits 
him for the pursuits of civil life. If I did, I would be in favor of 
abolishing the academy altogether. But it can not be economy to re- 
tain a class of officers if they are not needed. After they have been 
educated, having spent a certain sum of money, it can not be economy 
to spend a further sum unnecessarily; and yet that is the point here. 
When their services are needed they can be commissioned. 

This bill shows that there are now something like six hundred second 
lieutenants in the service for an army of 25,000 men. I submit that 
the cadet has no right even to ask because he has been educated at 
West Point Military Academy he should be retained in the public serv- 
ice during the rest of his life. I do not admit that fora moment. The 
Government gives him an education at its own expense. He is, to be 
sure, under obligation to serve the Government if the Government shall 
require it, but when the Government does not require it he can not 
claim it as a right that he shall be retained in service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the question. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the statute does provide that graduates may receive $750 and be 
ineligible to reappointment after two years. These temporary ap- 
oe as supernumeraries of these cadets would all be exhausted 

vacancies in one or two months. I have found the index of the 
siatate but have not yet obtained the statute itself. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Even if the gentleman found the statute he 
would be stared in the face by the fact that they receive more. 

Mr. STEELE. Ina month perhaps these supernumeraries will all 
be taken up by vacancies. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
makes the point of order that the amendment changes existing law and 
does not retrench expenditures. It can hardly be regarded as an open 
question whether the amendment changes existing law or not, for the 
committee in reporting the bill so reported that fact. It is as follows: 


Section 2 of the bill is new legislation, recommended by the Lieutenant-Gen- 


eral of the Army and the Committee on Military Affairs of this House, and isas 
follows, &c. 


Mr. STEELE. I make the point that it will reduce expenses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is now rendering his decision. 

Mr. STEELE. They get mileage in addition to the $750. 

The CHAIRMAN. It being admitted the amendment changes ex- 
isting law, it must affirmatively appear on its face that it retrenches 
expenditures. Is there anything in the amendment that affirmatively 
shows the expenses of the Government will be less after the adoption 
of the amendment than it is under existing law? On the contrary, it 
= ides for placing on the pay-roll certain officers whom the existing 

w discharges. Ifit be admitted they are to be discharged with a cer- 
tain amount of pay—a thousand dollars or one year’s pay—yet the 
change in the law the amendment provides places them permanently 
in the Army, and the expenditure is continued during the life of these 
officers. Under this view, as taken by the Chair, it has no doubt the 
amendment is liable to the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, and therefore it sustains the point of order and rules the 

ragraph out. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to offer another amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish first to make some amendments. On page 
14, line 313, I move to strike out the comma after “repairing’’ and 
after “surveying ” and to insert it after “‘ instruments;"’ so that it will 
read, ‘‘for repairing surveying and other instruments, accumulated in 
depot for want of means to repair, $2,000.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY. On page 3, line 37, I move to strike out ‘‘non;’’ so 
that it will read ‘other than the pay of such commissioned officers. ”? 

Mr. STEELE. I move to insert the following: 

— oem read as follows: 

2. That when any cadet of the United States Military Academy has gone 
uurough all its classes, and received a regular di from the academic staff, 
he shall be considered a candidate for a commission in any corps for the duties 
of which he may be deemed competent. If there co no vacancy in such corps, 
he may be attached to it by the dent as an additional second lieutenant 


—_ a vacancy shall happen sixty days after the date of assignments are made 
© fill vacancies each year. 


Mr. KING. I make the point of order against that; it changes ex- 
isting law and does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. STEELE. These assignments will all be made, in all probabil- 
ity, from what we can see from the Army Register, within sixty days. 
I am satisfied that within that time al) we homly ol will be absorbed. 
It will save $750 to the Government which we have to pay and the trans- 
portation of these supernumerary cadets. If they are not all absorbed 
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within the sixty days, then the few remaining—and I do not believe a 
single one would be left—but the few remaining, if any, would have 
to be paid the $750. I think on its face it does not decrease expendi- 
‘"The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this is substantially 
the same amendment that was ruled out on the point of order a moment 
ago, and sustains the point of order made against this. 

Mr. KEIFER. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as section 2 of the bill : 


and the same is hereby, repealed, and amended so as to read as follows: 

“ARTICLE 04. ings of trials shall be carried on during such hours as the 
court-martial shall determine.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order on that. 
the statutes before me. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the gentleman will not insist upon the point 
of order if he will hear an explanation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
of order until I see the import of this proposed amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment is to 
give the courts-martial the right to sit at such times as the court may 
itself determine. Underexisting law the military courts must meet be- 
tween the hours of 8 and 3 o’clock. Ordinarily the courts can not as- 
semble before 10 or 11, so that the time in which the business of the 
court can be transacted is limited between the time of meeting and the 
hour of 3 o’clock. 

There is no reason or philosophy in this limitation. 
which this sort of legislation grew up started two hundred years or 
more ago in Great Britain. First they limited the time at which courts- 
martial should close to 1 o’clock, that being the hour when English gen- 
tlemen went to their dinners; after which the presumption was that 
they were entirely tinfitted to administer justice. [Laughter.] And 
the reason was given at the time the law was enacted that no gentle- 
man of England was fit to sit after dinner to determine any judicial 
question. 

A little later, I believe in 1689, in the reign of William and Mary, 


I have not 


the ordinary time English gentlemen dined was changed from 1 o'clock | 


* to 3 o’clock, and so, in accordance with that change, they changed the 
law to extend the time when these courts-martial could sit from 1 to3 
o'clock, toconform to the time when gentlemen in England dined. 

This was the law of England at the time of the Revolutionary war, 
when we adopted our Articles of War, and we adopted that limitation, 
and literally, from the law of England. We have continued that for 
more than one hundred years in this country, although the English peo- 
ple concluded that there was no longer any necessity to limit the time 
to 3 o’clock, and left the courts authority to sit entirely on their own 
motion. 

Now, how does it operate? Here we have had a court-martial in the 
city of Washington meeting at 11 o’clock each day for a number of weeks. 
By the terms of the law they are compelled to adjourn at 3 o’clock, no 
matter what progress has been made in the case, no matter what reason 


may exist for continuing the sitting. Witnesses may be here from long | 


distances that ought to be examined. They must goover. Now that 


this case is closed, so far as the introduction of evidence and hearing of 
argument is concerned, the court is still limited in the consideration of 


this important case to 3 o’clock, after which time they are. unable to 
transact any business and must adjourn without authority to meet until 
after 8 o’clock on the next morning. And so the case goeson. It is 
very ve to the Government to keep such a condition on the 
statute-book. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ohio will 
yield to me for a moment I will state, that while this amendment is 
clearly subject to the point, I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. KEIFER. The ninety-fourth article of war is as follows: 


Proceed of trials shall be carried on only between the hours of 8 in the 
morning and 3 in the afternoon, excepting in cases which in the opinion of the 
officer appointing the court require immediate example. 


That discretion applies of course to a time of war, when there is a 
— necessity for an immediate hearing of a case. In time of peace 

¢ provision is not applicable. The provision I suggest will give the 
court discretion to sit at its own motion and convenience. My atten- 
tion has been called to this matter by officers sitting upon the court- 
martial at this time in this city. They regard it as a great hardship 
and delay in the administration of justice because of this act. 

I have a letter here from the judge-advocate of the court that is in 
session in this city, and if there is no objection I will have it printed 
in the RECORD, as it goes into the entire matter also which relates to 
the pay of these officers; and although it is not pertinent to this: pro- 
posed amendment, I would only say in this connection that under the 
law as it stands these officers get no extra pay, although they are sub- 
jected to very great additional expense. This letter refers to both. 

The letter referred to by Mr. KEIFER is as follows: 

GENERAL CouRT-MARTIAL Rooms, 
My Dear Siz: In ey non : oer Chie dete, I ben ol 
ciate that the ninety-fourth article of war (section 1312, Revised Statutes) pre. 


lows: 
“ Proceedings of trials shall be carried on only between the hours of 8 in the 
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morning and 3 in the afternoon,txcepting in cases which, in the opinion of the 
officer appointing the court, require immediate example.”’ 

This limitation has come imto our statutes from the British articles of war, in 
force in 1775, which our Continental Congress adopted for our Army. 

It took its rise in the first mutiny act (first William and Mary, cap, 5) énacted 
by Parliament in 1689, in which, by section 19, such proceedings of trials could 
only be held “ betweene the houres of 8 in the morning and 1 in the afternoon.” 

The reason of this was because | o'clock p. m. was the fashionable dining 
hour, and no English officer or private gentleman was expected to be sober 
after that hour. 

Later, the fashionable dining hour became 3 o'clock during the reign of the 
earlier Georges, and the time for sessions of the court was extended to that 


| hour. 


' 
2 ri Inited States t < : \ 
That article 94 of section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, } gresses, down to and including the Revised Statutes of 1874, have continued 


The American Revolution came on when that was the hour, and our Con 


to re-cnact this curious obsolete law, wholly unaware of the implication it con 
tains, while in the British service it has been abrogated. 

The effect of this is apparent in the present trial of Judge Advocate-Generai 
D. G. Swaim. 

Yesterday the court had to suspend its deliberations at 3 p. m. because a con 
tinuance a moment later would have rendered the proceedings illegal and void. 

You can well understand the hindrance to business this occasions, and I could 


} give you many remarkable illustrations. 
I will hear the gentleman, but reserve the point 
7 i 


The ninety-fourth article of war should therefore be repealed 

First. Because of itsinutility and positive hindrance to the prompt administra 
tion of criminal justice in the Army. 

Second. Because of its implication, from its origin, on the honor of offic 
the Army. 

In this connection permit me to ask that there be substituted a much-needed 
clause. 

The high general court-martial of which I am judge-advocate was assembled 
here by the President of the United States on November 15, L884. 

Eight of us, coming from a distance, have in consequence each been taxed for 
the administration of justice from three and a half to five dollars per diem for 
our board. You can figure for yourself what this amounts to, because as gen 
tlemen on temporary duty we could make no permanent arrangement. and 
therefore have to go to respectable hotels and pay the usual rates, 

We all have our establishments at our permanent stations, and therefore can 
not claim the meager commutation of quarters now provided when quarters 
are not furnished at permanent stations. 

When an officer now gets a detail on court-martial duty away from his post 
he looks with dread upon it, because he feels he is thereby taxed by the Govern- 
ment. 

This, I submit, is all wrong, and I have known officers who became seriously 
embarrassed in their slender finances by such tax. 

In all foreign services officers are granted an allowance per diem on this im 
portant duty, not as an emolument, but asa commuted reimbursement of actual 
expenses incurred. j 

General Washington always did so, and it was wholly a matter of army reg 
ulation under Generals Washington and Alexander Hamilton until !799, when 
Congress provided a fixed compensation, so that a judge-advocate received $2.50 
per diem. 

Annually Congress made specific appropriation for this until 1572, when it was 
taken away by a Secretary of War. 

The Second Comptroller over and over again held that it was only a commu- 
tation for actual extra expenses necesgarily incurred, and not an emolument. 

I have, therefore, the honor to suggest, in lieu of article $4, the following, viz : 

“Officers of the Army assigned to general court-martial duty at stations other 
than their proper posts, and who shall not receive commutation of quarters at 
the place of such duty, shall be entitled to an allowance of $3 per diem while 
employed on said duty.”’ 

I trust this suggestion will be favorably considered, and have the honor to be, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


rs of 


ASA BIRD GARDINER, 


Judge-Advocate 
Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER, 


House of Representatives. 

The amendment of Mr. KEIFER was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following as a new section: 

‘Sec. 3. That when officers of the Army are detached from their proper stations, 
by competent authority, for service as members of military courts, boards, or 
commissions, they shall receive the sum of $2.50 per day for and during the 
period of such service.”’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I make the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman insist on the point of order? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Krerrer]} has 
heretofore objected to putting general legislation upon appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. KEIFER. But it is the only place where we can get it 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to be heard 
on the point of order? 

Mr. KEIFER. If the point is insisted on I agree the amendment is 
subject te the point of order. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MILLs reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
and had directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry 
amendments. 

Mr. FORNEY. 
ments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 
If no separate vote be demanded the Chair will put the question on 
the amendments in ’ 

No separate vote was demanded. 


I move the previous question on the bill and amend 
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The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 





cordingly read the third time. 


The SPEAKER. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The question is, Shall the bill pass? 


question the rules require the yeas and nays to be taken. 


The question was taken; 
follows: 


ing 89; as 
Adams, G. E 
Aiken 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Blend, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Boyle. 
Bratton, 
Breckinridge 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B 
Brewer, J. H 
Brown, W. W. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Cassidy, 

Clay, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cox, W.R. 
Craig, 

Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis, R. T. 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Eldredge, 


Adams, J.J. 
rnot, 

Sarr, 
Belford ° 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Broadhead, 
Brumm, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, J. M, 
Carleton, 
Chalmers, 
Clardy, 
Cook, 
OCoagrove, 
Covington, 
Cox, 8. 8. 
Davidson, 


So the bill was 
Mr. ANDERSON. 


YEAS—232 
Ellis, Lovering, 
English, Lowry, 
Ermentrout, McAdoo, 
Evans, MecCoid, 
Everhart, McComas, 
Ferrell, McCormick, 
Fiedler, MeMillin, 
Findlay, Matson, 
Finerty, Maybury, 
Follett, Millard, 
Forney, Miller, J. F. 


Funston, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Glascock, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
lliseock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 

Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Hutchins, 
James, 
Jeffords, 


Jones, 


Jones, J. 11. 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis, 
Libbey, 
Long 


Miller, 8. H. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Ferrall, 
O'Hara, 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Pierce, 
Perkins, 
Pettibone, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Pryor, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Reagan, 
Reed, 
Reece, 
Rice, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 


Robinson, W. E. 


Rock well, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shiveley, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 


NAYS—1. 


Peters. 


NOT VOTING—89. 


Davis, G. R. 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibble, 
Dunn, 
Paton, 
Elliott, 
Ellwood, 
Foran, 
Fyan, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Goff, 
Craves, 
Green, 
Hancock, 
Hart, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hiowey, 
Hurd, 


Johnson, 


passed. 


Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Jordan, 
Kelley 
Kellogg, 
Rleiner, 


Lore, 
Lyman, 
Milliken, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 


Neece, 

O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Parker, 

Phelps, 

Poland, 


names of members voting be dispensed with. 


Mr. ELLIS. 


I object. 


The Clerk read the names of members voting. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. PHELPs, for this day. 


Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Horton, for this day. 

Mr. Youne with Mr. Davrs, of Illinois, for this day. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, with Mr. LAcEry, on this vote. 
Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. StRart, for this day. 
Mr. KLEINER with Mr. O’NeIL1, of Papuntpbvteati for this day. 
Mr. Murray‘with Mr. Houmes, for this day. 


and there were—yeas, 232, nays 1, not vot- 


Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, H. Y. 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 

Storm, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G. 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J.D. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, ~~ 
Wilson, W 
Winans, EF. B 
Wise, G. D. 
Wise, J.S. 

S olford, 


Woodward, 

Ww orthington, 
Yaple, 

York. 


Pusey, 
Rankin, 

Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Robinson, J.S 
Rogers, W.F. 
Rowell, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 

+ R. 


ep = 


Tayler, E.B. 
Turner 


r 
Wakefield, 
White, Milo 
Winans, John 
Young. 


I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 


Upon this 


JANUARY 27, 


Mr. Cook with Mr. Gorr, until further notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I rise to a privileged motion. I 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider revenue bills. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to make a report 
from a committee. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mn WILLIS. If the motion of the gentleman from New York 
should be voted down would it be then in order to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
other bills—the educational bill? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; a motion would be in order to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union generally. 

Mr. HENLEY. I give notice that I propose to antagonize the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from New York by bringing on, if I can, the 
consideration of the bill for the forfeiture of Northern Pacific land 


orrhe SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewirr]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 60, noes 96. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I call for tellers. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to make a report from a committee. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] 
asks for tellers on his motion, and pending that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DoRSHEIMER] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 99, noes 80. 

Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. WILLIS called for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 32— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, and there were noes 141—the affirma- 
tive not being one-fifth of the whole vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I cail for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 10 members voting therefor. 

So tellers on the yeas and nays were refused, the yeas and nays were 
not ordered, and the motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of the 
ing the passage of the foreign contract 1 

Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, urging the repeal 
of the act of July 22, 1876, by which the legal-tender quality of the 
trade-dollar was abrogated—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of Stevens Post, No. 1, Department of 
Washington Territory, for publication in Official Records of the War of 
the Rebellion of photographic illustrations—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Protest of the Philadelphia Board of Trade 
against the commercial treaty with Spain—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Resolution of the Legislature of Nevada, urgin 
the passage of bill adjusting the direct war tax of 1861—to the — 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: Resolutions of the senate and house of representa- 
a Pennsylvania, in regard to contract labor—to the Committee on 


Also, resolutions of the senate and house of representatives of Penn- 
sylvania, urging the of the act of July 22, 1876, by which the 
legal-tender qualities of the trade-dollar were abrogated—to the Com- 
mittee on Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Petition of W. W. Douglas, administrator of 
Robert Packer, Seas requesting claim may be referred to 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Concurrent resolution of Indiana ture, 
in favor of pensioning of war caus umedinee 
the Committee on In Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Leonard Engleten, late of Company D, 
+ aan Michigan Infantry, for a pension—to the same com- 

ttee. 


ture of Pennsylvania, urg- 
r bill—to the Committee on 
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By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of citizens of Livingston Parish, Louisiana, 
asking an appropriation for the improvement of Tickfaw River, in 
said State—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Nathaniel Fish, late captain Company 
C, Third Cherokee Indian Regiment, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ie 

By Mr. 8. H. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Sharpsburg, of Free- 
port, of Lucesco, of New Mainsville, and of North Buffalo, Pa., in favor 
of the improvement of the Alleghany River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. ; 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of the Pennsylvania Club, praying 
for the passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Franklin Institute of Philadelphia, 
to be reimbursed for money expended on account of the Government— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Franklin Institute of Philadelphia, to be furnished 
one copy of specifications of patents relating to electricity —to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition of John J. Card, for removal of charge 
of desertion, to accompany bill H. R. 8101—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN WINANS: Petition of Charlotte Hopkins and others, 
of Rock County, Wisconsin, asking an increase of widows’ pensions—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 





The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of 60 citizens of Sutton County, and of 50 cit- 
izens of Snyder County, Pennsy! vania. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Of citizens of Grand Valley, and of Tioga, 
Pa. 

By Mr. F. B. BREWER: Of citizens of Machias, N. Y. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of 177 citizens of Randolph County and 
44 citizens of Fayette County, Indiana. 

By Mr. CALDWELL:.Of ex-Federal soldiers of Nashville, Tenn. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 206 voters of Fleming County, 
Kentucky. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Stendal, Ind. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Of General Lander Post, No. 5, G. A. R., of 
Lynn, Mass. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of A. J. Snider and 47 others, of Wyandot, Ohio. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of Mrs. Drusilla Gouldsbury and others, of 
Waupaca County, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of citizens of Franklin County, of Chit- 
tenden County, and of Rutland County, Vermont. 

By Mr. STORM: Of citizens of Pike County, of Carbon County, of 
Montour County, and of Carbon County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Of 383 citizens of Richland County, of 85 
citizens of Crawford County, and of 54 citizens of La Crosse County, 
Wisconsin. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 28, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuNTLEy, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LANDING OF TELEGRAPH OCEAN CABLES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate of the United States : 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State and accompanying 
rs, furnished in response to a resolution of the Senate of May 2, 1884, call- 


ng for information relative to the landing of foreign telegraphic cables upon 
the shores of the United States. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EX&CUTIVE MANsIon, Washington, January 27, 1885. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed, to- 

gether with the letterof the Secretary of State; and the message and let- 

ter, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing for the time being, with a view of inquiring whether the 
great mass of documents transmitted shall be printed. 


VENEZUELA CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 


message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers and: documents, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate : : S 

Itransmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State concerning the awards 


a Venezuela by the mixed commission under the convention of 


earnestly invite the attention of Congress to this communication and the ac- 
companying documents. a 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXEcuTIvVE Mansion, January 27, 1885. 
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LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read 
To the Senate of the United States 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 
that— 

* Whereas the United States, in 1866, acquired from the Creek and Seminole In 
dians by treaty certain lands situate in the Indian Territory, a portion of which 
have remained unoecupied until the present time; and 

** Whereas a widely extended belief exists that such unoccupied lands are pub- 
lic lands of the United States, and as such subject to homestead and pre-emption 
settlement, and pursuant to such belief a large number of citizens of the United 
States have gone upon them claiming the rightto settle and acquire title thereto 
under the general land laws of the United States; and 

“ Whereas it is understood that the President of the United States does not re- 
gard said lands as open to settlement, and believes it to be his duty to remove 
all persons who go upon the same claiming the right to settle thereon, and fox 
that purpose has directed the expulsion of the persons now on said lands by the 
use of military force, and there seems to be a probability of a conflict growing 
out of the attempt to expel said persons so claiming right and attempting to set- 
tle: Therefore, 

“Resolved, Thatthe President be requested to advise the Senate as to the status 
of the lands in question as viewed by the Executive, the action taken, if any, 
to expel persons secking to settle thereon, and the rensons for the same, to 
gether with any other information in his possession bearing upon the existing 
controversy ”’ 

I have the honor to state that the matter was referred tothe Secretaries of 
War and the Interior, and to transmit herewith their respective reports thereon 
dated the 26th instant 

The report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs accompanying that of the See 
retary of the Interior recites fully the provisions of the treaties made with the 
Indian tribes ceding the lands in question to the United States; showing the 
condition and purposes expressed in said treaties regarding said lands,as well 
as the action taken with reference thereto, from which it will be seen that they 
are not open to settlement under any laws of the United States. 

The report of the Secretary of War shows the action of the military authori 
ties at the request of the Interior Department under section 2147 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

The status of these lands was considered by my predecessor, President Hayes 
who, on the 26th day of April, 1879, issued a proclamation warning all persons 
intending to go upon said lands without proper permission of the Interior De- 
partment that they would be speedily and immediately removed therefrom 
according tothe laws made and provided,and that if necessary the aid and 
assistance of the military forces of the United States would be invoked to carry 
into proper execution the laws of the United States referring thereto. A simi- 
lar proclamation was issued by President Flayes on the 12th day of February, 
1880. On the Ist day of July, 1884,1I considered it to be my duty to issue a proc- 
lamation of like import. 

_These several proclamations were at the request of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. 

As will be seen by the report of the Secretary of War, the military forces of the 
United States have been repeatedly employed to remove intruders from the 
lands in question, and that notwithstanding such removals and in disregard of 
law and the executive proclamations, a large body of intruders is now within 
the territory in question and that an adequate force of troops has been or- 
dered to remove the intruders and is now being concentrated for that purpose. 

None of the land or general laws of the United States have been extended 
over these lands except as to the punishment for crimes and other provisions 
contained in the intercourse act, which relate to trade and the introduction of 
spirituous*liquors and arms among Indians, and do not sanction settlement. It 
is clear that no authorized settlement can be made by any person in the terri- 
tory in question. 

Until the existing status of these lands shall have been changed by agreement 
with the Indians interested, or in some other manner as may be determined by 
Congress, the treaties heretofore made with the Indians should be maintained 
and the power of the Government to the extent necessary should be exercised 
to keep off intruders and all unauthorized persons. 

CHESTER 


22d instant, setting forth 


A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 27, 1885. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the mes- 
sage of the President, with the accompanying papers, will be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to suggest that we have those doc- 
uments printed as early as possible, because they contain information 
of great value. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to hasten the printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


RUSSIAN RELIEF 


The Secretary will give direction 


That will probably be sufficient. 


TO JEANNETTE SURVIVORS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid betore the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committeeen Foreign 
Relations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I have the honor to transmit communications from the Secretary of the Navy, 
recommending certain action by the Government in recognition of the services, 
official and personal, extended in Russia to the survivors of the Arctic explorir 
steamer Jeannette and to the search parties subsequently sent to Siberia 

The yy of Congress is requested for extending the specific rewards 
mentioned in the paper accompanying one of the communications of the Secre- 
tary. The suggestion concerning the thanks of Congress is also submitted for 
consideration. 


ry 


~ 


CHESTER A, ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MANSsIon, January 27, L385. 
URIEL CROCKER. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate of the United States : 


I have carefully considered the provisions of Senate bill No. 862, entitled “An 
act for the relief of Uriel Crocker."’ 


The general statute provides for relief in case of the destruction of coupon 
bonds. 


In my opinion this provision of law is sufficiently liberal to meet all cases of 
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missing coupon bonds worthy of favorable action, and J do not deem it advisa- 
bie to encourage this class of legislation. 

The bill is not, however, so flagrantly inexpedient as to call for my formal dis- 
approval, and I have allowed it to become a law under the constitutional pro- 
vision, contenting myself with communicating to the Senate,in which the bill 
originated, my disapproval) of special legislation of this character. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


Execurive Mansion, January 27, 1885. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the message 


will be printed, and laid on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Whatis the last matter which was laid before the Sen- 
ate? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. A message from the President of the 
United States announcing that the bill for the relief of Uriel Crocker, 
a bondholder whose bonds were lost, had not been signed by the Presi- 
dent but had been suffered to become a law by lapse of time, and stat- 
ing the President’s views in respect of that species of legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 do not know that there is anything in the Constitu- 
tion which authorizes the President of the United States to express his 
disapprobation of a measure that has become a law. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair thinks that is not a‘par- 
liamentary question, although the Constitution provides that the Pres- 
ident of the United States may communicate to either House of Con- 
gress his opinion in respect of matters of public welfare at any time. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a resolution of the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed treaty of commerce with Spain; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., unging the appropriation of a sufficient sum for the sup- 
port of mail facilities bet~veen the United States and Australasia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., urging the establishment of a signal station at Mount 
Tamalpais, near San Francisco, Cal.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON prescated a resolution adopted at the annual 
meeting of the Toledo Association of ex-Union Prisoners of War of 
Ohio, urging the passage of a bill similar tothe so-called Logan or Rob- 
inson bills for pensioning ex-Union prisoners of war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. Task leave to refer a letter addressed to me person- 
ally by Francis A. Perry, counselor at law in Boston, to the Judiciary 
Committee. It sets forth what he conceives to be a grievance under 
the operation of the existing law for the distribution of the Alabama 
award, so called. It is not in the form of a petition, but it is in- 
tended as a request for legislation, although addressed to one member 
of the Senate. I ask unanimons consent that the paper may be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be received and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of C. W. Downing, L. Gard- 
ner, Francis Miller, and other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying 
tor the purchase by the Government of square 406, between Eighth and 
Ninth and E and F streets northwest, for a site whereon to erect the 
proposed city post-office building; which avas referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORGAN. Lam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to report an amendment to the consular and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill for the benefit of Mrs. Louise R. 8. Wing, the widow of 
the former minister to the State of Ecuador. I move that the amend- 
ment, with the accompanying paper, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mathilda Victer, sabmitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

JAMES COFFEY. 


Mr.SLATER. Yesterday I reported from the Committee on Pensions 
the bill (8. 513) granting a pension to James Coffey, of Oregon, which 
was indefinitely postponed. I now move that the order indefinitely 
postponing the bill be reconsidered, and that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be recommitted tothe 
Committee on Pensions if there be no objection. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2592) to provide for the sale of a part 
of the reservation of the Winnebago tribe of Indians, in the Stateof Ne- 


braska, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
‘On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Bridget Adams and the accompanying papers, 


| now on the files of the Senate, be withdrawn and referred to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE .FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 
requesting the President of the United States to return to the House 
of Representatives House bill No. 1017 for correction; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7874) mak- 
ing additional appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the, Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7871) to remove the political disabilities of W. 
H. Ward, of Virginia; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

ARMY INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read 
by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate copcurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be reqnested to return to the House of Representatives 
House bill No. 1017, the House being advised that there is an error in the en- 


rolled bill by the insertion therein of the word “ hereafter’ instead of “‘ there- 
after,’ which was the word used when said bill passed both Houses of Congress. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, submitted an amendment to be proposed to the consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. MAXEY submitted an amendment intended. to be proposed by 
him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (HH. R. 6771) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of 
the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1; 
1262: also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act ap- 
proved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act, 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 

Ordered, That 1,000 additional copies of the said bill and the reported amend- 


ment, together with the report of the committee, be printed in pamphlet form 
for the use of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. 1 move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceéded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


After six hours and fifty-seven minutes spent in executive session the 


doors wére re-opened, and (at 7 o'clock and 29 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 28, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun 8S. Linpsay, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Hunt] that quite a number of gentlemen have bills and 
resolutions which they desire to introduce merely for reference. 

Mr. HUNT. If gentlemen merely desire to present measures for 
reference I will reserve my demand for the regular order. 


RE Sag 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. HUNT] has | 
demanded the regular order, but he agrees to give way for the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutious for reference merely. 





COUNTING THE ELECTORAI! 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the two 
llouses of Congress sha!l assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
at 12 o'clock noon ou the ith day of February, 1885, pursuant to the require- 
ments of the Constitution and laws relating to the election of President and 
Vice-President of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be 
the presiding officer. : 

That one person be appointed teller on the part of the Senate, and two per- 
sons appointed tellers on the part of the House of Representatives, to make a 
list of the votes as they shall be declared. 

That the result shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall 
announce the state of the vote tnd the persons elected to the two Houses as- 
sembled as aforesaid ; which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 
President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list of 
the votes, be entered on the Journa:.« of the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CLAY] pre- 
sents this as a report from the Select Committee on the state of the Law 
Respecting the Election of President and Vice-President. 

Mr. REED. On what reference is that report made ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any reference upon 
which the report is based. 

Mr. REED. Would it be in order for the committee to make such a 
report unless upon a reference and by the direction of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. Since the point of order is made, the Chair thinks 
that the report is not in order. 

Mr. REED. All I desire is an opportunity to read the resolution 
and see what it contains. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resolution will be re- 
ferred. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, this is a report from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so regard it, because the sub- 
ject has not been referred to the committee. This is the first appear- 
ance in the House. Does the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] make 

- the point of order? 

Mr. REED. I do for the present. I want an opportunity to look 
at the resolution. Itstruck me from the reading of it that it contained 
something objectionable. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have it referred toa 
committee ? 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred to the committee unless ob- 
jection is made. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I submit that it can not be presented for 
reference except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Consent has just been given for the introduction 
of bills and resolutions generally for reference. 

Mr. REED. General consent? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. REED. To continue how long? 

The SPEAKER. For bills and resolutions which gentlemen desire 
to introduce for reference. 

Mr. REED. Then there can be no objection made to the introdue- 
tion of bills for reference? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] de- 
manded the regular order. The Chair stated to him that there were 
several gentlemen who had bills and resolutions which they desired to 
offer for reference merely. Therefore the gentleman from Louisiana 
withdrew his demand for the regular order and consented to the rec- 
ognition of gentlemen desiring to introduce measures for reference; but 


VOTE, 


the Chair supposes that when any gentleman objects to any particular | 


bill he is entitled to have the objection recognized. 
Mr. REED. 


Well, Mr. Speaker, I should like to examine that res- | 
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for the relief of James R. Duncon: and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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OF EUGENE SCHUYLER. 


Mr. CURTIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (11. R. 8123) 
for the relief of Eugene Schuyler; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed 

AMERK STEEL ARMOR. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (GH. R. 8124) appropriating 
$25,000 for experiments with American-made steel armor for naval ves 
sels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 


‘ 


AN 


also 


SAMUEL M, THOMPSON 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, l ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (S. 2570) be taken trom the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. There is a standing order of the House under 


| which the Speaker refers matters of this kind. The bill will be re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
RETIREMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS 
Mr. PATTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (HL. R. 8125 


to promote the efficiency of the Army by the voluntary retirement ot 
officers who entered the service during the late war; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that the bill just introduced be read 

The Clerk read as follows 

Be it enacted, &c., That on and after the passage 
pointed in the artillery, cavalry, 


of this act any « ay 
or infantry arms of the United States serv ice 


TV tiliel 


who entered the Army during the late rebellion, either the volunteer or regular 
| and who has served in either or both for the period of twenty years, shall upon 


his own application tothe President be placed upon the retired-list of the 


Pro 


Arn 


ny 


ided, The whole nugnber retired under this act shall not exceed 150 at any 
one time: And provided surthe Mhat this act shall notapply to any officer below 
| the grade of captain 
| FORT BRADY, MICHIGAN 
| On motion of Mr. BREITUNG, by unanimous consent, the bill (S 


1374) to provide for the sale of the old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and 
for a new site and the construction of suitable buildings thereon, was 
taken from the Speaker's table, read twice, and referred to the Commit 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds 


LAND TITLES 
Mr. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent, 


8126 


} 


bill (H. R. 
which was read a tirst 


4 } 
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to confirm titles to lands in certain cases 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 
CHARLOTTE BROAD 

Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R 


| 8127) granting a pension to Charlotte Broad; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and o1 
i dered to he printed 
DEWITY C. FOREMAN 
Mr. LACEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8125 


granting a pension to Dewitt C. Foreman; which was read a first and 


| second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and oi 
dered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CATTLE-TRAIL ACROSS KANSAS, 

| 


Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following joint 


| resolution of the Legislature of the State of Kansas; which was referred 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
| RECORD: 
Senate concurrent resolution No 
Re it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring therein), Vhat 
Whereas an effort is being made to secure legislation by Congress creating a 


so-called cattle-trail across the State of Kansas; and 


: Whereas such a measure would be prejudicial to the interests of the people of 
olution. | this, and beneficial only to parties who neither reside in nor pay taxes to this 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary to refer that to the ater. Therefore, ' 
. | oé it resolved, mat our Senators in Congress be instructed, and our Repre 
committee. oe y \ aa : ; | sentatives requested, to resist any and all such attempted legislation by the use 
The SPEAKER. It is not referred. The gentleman from Maine | of every legitimate and proper means, to the end that justice may be done and 


[Mr. REED] objects to its introduction at this time for reference. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let it be printed in the Recorn. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER.- The Chair will now recognize gentlemen for the 
presentation of bills and resolutions for reference, after which gentle- 
men who have privileged matters to present will be recognized. 

AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. FIEDLER, by unanimousconsent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8122) 


to amend section 3336 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; | 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. WELLBORN, the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6801) 


the best interests of the people of Kansas subserved 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, directed to forward 
copies of these resolutions, properly attested, to the President of the Senate, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, and our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress. 


I, E. B. Allen, secretary of state ofthe State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution ngw on file in 
my office. 

In testimony whereof I hiave hereunto subscribed my 
official seal. 

Done at Topeka, this 2ist day of January, 

SEAL, B. ALLEN, See 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill 705 be 
taken from the Speaker’s table for passage at this time. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order now. 


name and affixed my 


A. 
th 


D. 188) 


/ 


Slate 


relarw of 


PENSIONS, 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
the report of the Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 


| k 
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Pay upon the bill (H. R. 2802) to allow arrears of pension to certain 
invalid pensioners whose names were dropped from the pension-roll and 
by act of Congress subsequently were restored, and to substitute an- 
other report. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will be al- 
lowed to withdraw the report already made, and present a corrected one 
in its place. 

There was no objection. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


On motion of Mr. PRYOR, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 1682) 
to enable the people of that part of the Territory of Dakota south of 
the forty-sixth parallel ef north latitude to form a constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of the State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, and for other purposes, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

JOHN W. BLAKE. 


On motion of Mr. ENGLISH, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 1631) 
for the relief of John W. Blake, was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


INDEX OF FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. McCOLD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected toemploy Frank Galt to examine the files of the House and prepare there- 
from an index and history of all petitions, memorials, and other papers relating 
to the French spoliation claims; the said Frank Galt tobe paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House at the compensation now paid committee clerks. 


FIRE ON ROOF OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I present a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, instructed to inquire into 

the origin of the fire at the roof of the House, which ocourred on the morning 
of the 26th instant, have, in accordance with the resolution referred to them, 
taken that subject into consideration, and submit the following report : 
' Upon an examination and inquiry, the cause of the fire was beyond doubt acci- 
dental; probably owing to the throwing of waste paper or other light material 
into a fire-place, some of which might have been carried up the flae, and while 
a have been blown over to the wooden flagstaff or to the. wooden box on 
the roof—in which the flag is kept—at the foot of the flagstaff. Although no flue 
is within forty feet of the flagstaff, yet with the vigorous wind prevailing at that 
time it is possible that a spark might have been fanned intoaflame. To prevent 
the recurrence of such an accident your committee recommend that the flag- 
staff be covered with suitable sheet metal, and that the box for the flag be made 
of sheet metal; and that the Architect of the Capitol be directed to provide suit- 
able outlets in the loft for water from the tanks; and that the Clerk of the House 
be directed to procure and place in all rooms, in which documents, papers, or rec- 
ords are stored, suitable small portable fire-extinguishers or hand-grenades for 
the extinguishment of fire. 

Your committee will state that, the roof and its supports being constructed of 
metal, the damage by the fire was consequently slight. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move that this report be adopted, and that 


the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the sub- 


ject. 


mittee. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to inquire whether the adoption of this 
report commits the House to the purchase of these fire-extingnishers? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I inquired as to the cost of these hand-gre- 
nades, and the Architect of the Capitol states that they can be bought 
for $10 a dozen, or not exceeding $1 apiece. 

Mr. CONVERSE. We have now a water system which is better for 
the extinguishing of fires than any such system as this. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The water system does not supply these 
rooms where valuable documents are kept. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Well, we can carry pipes there. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The cost of doing that would be much greater 
than the expense of procuring these simple hand-grenades, which are 
ready in case of fire at a moment’s notice. I think the cost will be 
very slight—perhaps $20 altogether—perhaps $10. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The cost may be more than $10,000. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Then the gentleman knows more about this 
matter than does the Architect of the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move that the report be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Converse, there 
were—ay& 49, noes 80. 

Mr. CONVERSE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum having been made, the 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. SrocKsSLAGER, and 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. CONVERSE, as tellers. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to make another inquiry. I make the 
point of order, Mr. Speaker, against the resolution that while it is true 
the reception of the report is privileged, is a resolution reported for ac- 
tion on the part of the House privil ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the committee has re- 
ported no resolution except to send along with this report the resolu- 
tion which was passed by the House heretofore directing it to make 


The SPEAKER. The presentation of this report discharges the com- | 


this inquiry. The committee on that resolution simply makes a report 
in writing, and recommends no resolution whatever. 

Mr. CONVERSE. If no resolution is recommended by the commit- 
tee to the House I will make no further objection. 

The SPEAKER. The report simply contains an opinion of what 
ought to be done. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I do not object then. 

The report was adopted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the adoption by the Senate of the conference report on the ing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7874) making additional appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

HON. JAMES 8. ROBINSON. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. PAIGE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAIGE. I submit the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas on October 14, 1884, Hon. James S. Rosrnson, a Representative in the 
Forty-eighth Congress from the ninth district of the State of Ohio, was elected 
to the office of secretary of state of the State of Ohio, and has entered upon the 
discharge of its duties: and 

Whereas said Hon. James S. Roernson is still to all intents, and so far as any 
official notification of resignation to this House is concerned, a member of this 
body and that his name is still borne upon the roll as a Representative in Con- 
gress: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections of this House be ordered to investi- 
gate and report to this House at the earliest moment the status of the rights of 
said Hon. JAMES S. RoBINSON as a member of this body. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is that a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. It relates to the right to a member’s seat, whether 
one whose name is borne on the roll is in fact a member of this House. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is proposed to refer the subject to the Committee 
on Elections ? . 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think itshould gotothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentieman make any motion ? 

Mr. KEIFER. The Committee on Elections in my opinion does not 
have jurisdiction of such inquiry into the right of a member to his seat. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move an amendment to the 
resolution ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

The preamble and resolution were adopted. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I rise for the purpose of submitting a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs make the following report: 

Your committee, having had under consideration resolution of the House, in- 
troduced January 19, 1885, requesting the President to transmit a copy of the re- 
cent appeal of Fitz-John Porter, together with accompanying papers, respect- 
fully report the same back with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. REED (interrupting). Is that a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a report of a committee of 
inquiry, which is privileged under the rules. 

Mr. REED. The Chair decides it is privileged under the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does, and the Clerk will proceed with 
the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ix THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, January 19, 1885. 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested— 


Mr. REED. I desire to call the Speaker’s special attention to this. 
It seems to me that is not-—— 

A MEMBER. Let us have the rule. 

Mr. REED. Ifthe rule could be read. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair remembers a resolution was of- 
fered 

Mr. REED. If under the rule it is privileged, I should not object to it. 

The SPEAKER. On Monday during the call of the States a reso- 
lution was introduced and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. But the Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





1. Each Monday during a session of Congress, immediately after the 
Journal of the proceedi of the last day’s sitting has been read and approved, 
the Speaker shall call the States and Territories in alphabetical order for 
bills and joint resolutions for printing and reference, on which call joint and 
concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures may 
~ and appropriately and on this call only resolutions of in- 


referred, 
E — cass of the Executive Departme Shall be reported te the = 
House within one week thereafter. 
Mr. REED. Does it not go to the Calendar on the point of order 
being raised ? 
The SPEAKER. The praciice of the House has been always here- 
tofore to treat these reports not only as privileged for the purpose of 





. 





1885. 





being made, but for consideration. That has been the invariable prac- 
tice of the House. 

Mr. REED. This is not a resolutionof inquiry to make it privileged. 

Mr. KEIFER. Therule requires this to be made within seven days. 

The SPEAKER. It communicates certain papers for the benefit of 
the House. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair regard that asa resolution of inquiry 
within the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 
Tution. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair decide its consideration is privileged? 

The SPEAKER. Ii this were an original question, if there had 
been no practice in the House settled before, the Chair is not prepared 
to say what it would decide; but it has been the invariable practice of 
the House to receive and consider these reports. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair sustain that practice? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the practice has continued so 
long and been so uniform under the rule it will be obliged to hold 
that it is privileged. 

Mr. REED. The Chair so holds? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does so decide. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the resolution be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will conclude the reading of the reso- 
lution, after which the Chair will entertain the gentleman's motion. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be respectfully requested to transmit to this House 
a copy of the recent appeal of Fitz-John Porter, together with the aceompany- 
ing papers. 


It is in the form of a reso- 


Mr. STEELE. 


I now move to lay that on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana, which is not debatable. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, 
noes 116. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I now move the previous question upon the adop- 


tion of the resolution. 
I would like to hear that read again. 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 
The SPEAKER. 


reported ? 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


unnecessarily. 


Lobject to any more reading of the resolution. 


It ought to be read and amended. 


I object. 


Is there objection to having the 


lt is taking up the time of the House 


resolution again | 


on = 


Adams, G. E. 
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Anderson, George, Millard, Stephenson, 
Bisbee, Guenther, Miller, S, H Stewart, J. W. 
Boutelle, Hanback, Milliken, Strait, 
Breitung, Hatch, H. Hi Morrill Struble, 
Brewer, Ir B Henderson, D). B Nelson, raylor, BE. 6 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, T. J Nutting, Taylor, J.D 
Brown, W. W. Hepburn, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, 
Campbell, J. M. Hiscock, Parker, Valentine, 
Cannon, Holmes, Payne Wadsworth, 
Culbertson, W.W. Houk Perkins Wait, 

Cullen, Keifer, Peters, Washburn, 

Cutcheon, Kelley, Pettibone Weaver, 

Davis, G. R. Ketcham, Poland, Whiting, 

Davis, R. T Lacey, Price, Wilson, James 

Dingley, Lawrence Ray, G.W Winans, Johu 

Dunhain, Libbey, Reed, York. 

Ellwood, Long, Smalls, 

Evans, MeCoid Smith, H. Y 

Everhart McComas, Spooner, 

NOT VOTING—66 

Adams, J. J Craig Jones, J. K Robinson, J.S, 

Arnot Davis, Lu Jones, J.T Rowell, 

Atkinson, Dunn Jordan, Russell, 

Barr, Elliott, Kellogg, Ryan, 

selford Fyan, Kleiner Seney 

Belmont Golf, Laird, Shaw, 

Bowen Hart Le Fevre Skinner, C, R. 
| Brainerd liaynes Morrison, Smith, A. Herr 
| Bratton, Hitt, Muller Spriggs, 

Brewer, J. H Hoblitzell, Murphy, Stone, 

Broadhead, Holton, Ochiltree, Sumner, D. H. 

Brumm, Llooper, ONeill, J. J Wellborn, 

Budd, Horr, Payson, White, J. D 

Carleton, Howey Randall, White, Milo 

Chalmers Janes, Rankin, Wise, J. 8S 

Connolly, Jeffords, Ranney, 

Cook, Johnson, Ray, Ossian 

So the previous question was ordered 
On motion of Mr. HUNT, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 


names was dispensed with 
Mr. HORR. I withdraw my vote, 


being paired with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. RANDALL]; 


which fact [ had forgotten when 


| I voted. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then! ask the yeas and nays on the pas- | 


sage of the resolution to save time. 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. SLocuM] de- 
mands the previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 47 members voting therefor (being | 
more than one-fifth of the last vote). 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179 


66; as follows: 


YEAS—179. 


On that I ask the yeas and nays. 


Aiken, Dorsheimer, Lanham, Shively, 
Alexander, Dowd, Lewis, Singleton, 
Bagley, Eaton, Lore, Skinner, T. G. 
Ballentine, Eldredge, Lovering, Slocum, 
Barbour, Ellis, Lowry, Snyder, 
Barksdale, English, Lyman, Springer, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, McAdoo, Stevens, 
Beach, Ferrell, MeMillin, Stewart, Charles 
Bennett, Fiedler, Matson, Stockslager, 
Bi _ Findlay, Maybury, Storm, 
Blackburn, Finerty, Miller, J. F. Sumner, C. A. 
Blanchard, Follett, Mills, Swope, 
Bland, Foran, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Blount, Forney, Money, Tayior, J. M. 
Boyle, Garrison, Morgan, Thompson, 
Breckinridge, Geddes, Morse, Throckmorton, 
Buchanan, Gibson, Moulton, Tillman, 
Buckner, Glascock, Muldrow, Townshend, 
Burleigh, Graves, Murray, Tucker, 
Burnes, Green, Mutchler, Tully, 
Cabell, Greenleaf, Neece, Turner, H.G. 
Caldwell, Halsell, Nicholls, Turner, Oscar 
Felix Hammond, Oates, Van Alstyne, 

Campbell, J. FE. Hancock, O’Ferrall, Vance, 
Candler, Hardeman, O'Hara, Van Eaton, 
Cassidy, Hardy, Paige, Wakefield, 
Clardy, | ae " —— c Wallace, 
Clay, Hatch ° eel, Yard, 
Clements, Hemphill, Phelps, Warner, A.J. 
Cobb, @ Henley, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Collins, Herbert, Post, Weller, 
Converse, Hewitt, A.S. Potter, Wemple, 
Gocieeaes Hewitt, G. W. Pryor, Wilkins, 
Co on, Hill, Pusey, Williams, 
Cox,S.8. Holman, Reagan, Willis, 
Cox, W.R. Hopkins, Reese, . Wilson, W. L. 
Crisp, Houseman, Rice, Winans, E. B. 
Culberson,D.B. Hunt, Riggs, Wise, G. D. 
Curtin, Hurd, Robertson, Wolford, 
a nl Hutchins, Robinson, W. E Wood, 

. Jones, B. W. Rockwell, Woodward, 
Deuster, Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H Worthington, 
Dibble, Kean, Rogers, W. F Yaple, 
Dibrell, King, Rosecrans, Young 
Dockery, Lamb, Seymour, 


, hays 77, not voting | 





The following gentlemen were announced as being paired on all po- 
litieal questions until further notice 


Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. Larmp. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. Arnot with Mr. BELrorp. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. CiALMERs. 

Mr. CuRTIN with Mr. BruMM. 

Mr. JongEs, of Alabama, with Mr. BuRLEIEH. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Howey. 

Mr. ADAMs, of New York, with Mr. Warrr, of Minnesota: 

Mr. ELLiorr with Mr. Smirin, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. Hirv. 

Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. BARR. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. DAvIs, of Missouri, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 

The following gentlemen were announced as being paired on this 
vote: 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. Joun S. WIsr. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. HoLTon. 

Mr. Le FEVRE with Mr. ATKINSON, 

Mr. Spriaces with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. Bupp with Mr. Crate. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. HART. 

Mr. Murpuy with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Horr, until January 30. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER., The question now recurs on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BREWER, 
read. 

There being no objection, the resolution was again reported. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to submit a privileged report. 
up the bill making appropriations for the naval service. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to submit a conference 
report ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair requests the gentleman to withhold the 
report a moment in order to lay before the House certain executive 
communications which have been accumulating on the table. 

RUSSIAN RELIEF TO SURVIVORS OF JEANNETTE EXPEDITION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I have the honor to transmit communications from the Secretary of the Navy 
recommending certain action by the Govérnment in recognition of the services 


of New York. lLask that the resolution be again 


I desire to call 
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official and personal, extended in Russia to the survivors of the Arctic explor- 
ing steamer Jeannette, and to the search parties subsequently sent to Siberia. 
The authority of Congress is requested for extending specific rewards men- 
tioned in the paper accompanying one of the communications of the Secretary. 


Phe suggestion concerning the thanks of Congress is also submitted for consid- 
eration 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 27, 1885. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection this communication, 
with the accepting papers, will be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
\ffairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think that goes properly to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations or to the Naval Committee. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs has a bill kindred to this measure now before it. 

The SPEAKER. Then, without objection, the communication and 
accompanying papers will be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


IMPRISONMENT OF THOMAS R. MONAHAN. 


The SPEAK ER also laid before the House the following measage from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives 

I transmit herewith, as desired by the House resolution of the 9th instant, a 
report, with accompanying Page from the Secretary of State in relation tothe 
arrest and imprisonment of Thomas R. Monahan by the authorities of Mexico. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 27, 1885. 

VENEZUELAN MIXED COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: which was read, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives ; 


I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State concerning the awards 
made against Venezuela’ by the mixed commission under the convention of 
April 25, 1866. I earnestly invite the attention of Congress to this communica- 
tion and accompanying documents 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 27, 1885. 
FRENCH AND AMERICAN MIXED CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message and 
accompanying papers from the President of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the House of Representatives 

I transmit herewith a preliminary report of the Secretary of State of the 26th 
instant, in response to a resolution of the House of Representatives passed on 
the 9th day of January, 1885, calling for copies of accounts and vouchrss of the 
disbursing officers of the French and American Claims Commission, anid certain 
other information in relation to the transactions of said commission. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Janvary 27, 1885 : 

BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW, ARKANSAS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of a pre- 
liminary examination of Bayou Bartholomew, Arkansas; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
State of an appropriation for the ascertainment of claims of American 
citizens for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. *. 

UNITED STATES LEGATION IN COREA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
State of an appropriation for the purchase of premises for the United 
States legation at Séaul, Corea, and for repairing premises of the 
United States legation at Bangkok; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WATBERVLIET ARSENAL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War of 
an appropriation to improve the sanitary condition of Watervliet arse- 
nal, West Troy, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


TRANSPORTATION AND STORAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, asking that additional provision be made for transpor- 


tation and storage of silver dollars now being coined; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, inclosing a communication from the Supervising Arch- 
itect, and recommending an increase of the limit of the cost of construc- 
tion to $200,000 of the public building at Council Bluffs, Iowa; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SYRACUSE, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, inclosing a letter from the Supervising Architect rel- 
ative to an increase of the limit of the cost of construction of the pub- 
lic building at Syracuse, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MONEY-ORDER DIVISION, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting additional estimates from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral of appropriations for the money-order division of the Post-Office 


Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ABSECOM AND CAPE MAY STATIONS, NEW JERSEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting estimates by the Light-House Board of appropria- 
tions for Absecom Station ahd Cape May Station, New Jersey; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CUSTOMS DUTIES, ETC., REFUNDED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with law, a statement of 
customs duties, tonnage, &c., refunded during the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1884; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 


J. M. WILBUR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting report of the committee appointed to in- 
vestigate the claim of J. M. Wilbur for extra tiling in the New York 
t-office and court-house, and recommending the payment of the 
amount due the claimant; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 
CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. BURNES, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the letter from the Secretary of the Treasury relative to the pub- 
lic building at Saint Joseph, Mo. ; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
On motion of Mr. HENLEY, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads was discharged from the further consideration of 
the resolution of inquiry introduced January 26, 1885, concerning the 
appointment by the President of commissioners to examine the Cali- 
fornia and Oregon Railroad; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BupD, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. PAYSON, indefivitely, on account of sickness. 


ORDERS TO PRINT. 


On motion of Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, the report of the 
Committee on Public Lands on the bill (H. R. 5266) to prohibit aliens 
and foreigners from acquiring title to or owning land within the United 
States of America was ordered to be reprinted for the useof the House: 

On motion of Mr. ROSECRANS, by direction of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, unanimous consent was given to print petition and 
accompanying papers of J. R. Haskell, in relation to multicharge 
guns. 

REPORT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, in accordance with the statute, lays 
before the House for reference to the Committee on Printing the fol- 
lowing Senate concurrent resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 26, 1885. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
report of the Smithsonian Institution and National Muse for the year 1884 
be printed, and that there be printed 16,060 extra ies; of which 3,000 

shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,060 for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, and 7,000 for the use of the Smithsonian Institution. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from a committee of conference. 


Mr. LEWIS. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to yield a moment 
while I introduce a bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 
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LUCIEN GOYAUX. 

Mr. LEWIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8129) 
for the relief of Lucien Goyaux; which was read a first and second 
time. referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ERROR IN ENGROSSMENT. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a resolution in 
reference to what I take to be a privileged matter—the eorrection of an 
error in theengrossment ofa bill. Anerror has been discovered in the 
engrossment of the House bill No. 1017, and it is desirable to have the 
bill recalled for correction. I therefore offer a resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks thatisa privileged matter. The 
resolution will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to return tothe House of Representatives 
House bill No. 1017; the House being advised that there is an error in the enrolled 
bill by the insertion therein of the word *‘ hereafter’ instead of the word “ there- 
after,’ which was the word used when the said bill passed both Houses of Con- 
gress. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 
Mr. HOLMAN presented the following conference report; which was 
read, as follows: - 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7874) making additional appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3 and 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, and 12, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered LI, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter pro- 
posed to be stricken out by said amendment, amended as follows: Insert after 
the word “ seventy-five,” in line 10, page 15 of the bill, the words “ as fixed by 
the act approved June 30, 1876,” and the Senate agree to the same. 

SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
WM. S. HOLMAN, 
JOHN D. LONG, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. HOLMAN also presented the statement of the managers on the 
part of the House; which was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 7874, 
making additional appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 1885, 
submit the following written statement in explanation of the action recom- 
mended in the accompanying conference report : 

On amendments 1, 2,3, and 4, makes verbal corrections in the bill to conform to 
the existing law; restores provision for traveling expenses of apothecaries’ yeo- 
men and civilian employés, and the provision touching commutation for rations, 
which it was proposed by the Senate to strike from the bill. 

On amendments 5, 6, and 7, restricts the repairs to the hulls and machinery of 
wooden ships to yo gl cent. of the cost of a new ship or machinery of like char- 
acter, except that the cost of new boilers in a wooden ship so repaired shal! not 
be so restricted. 

On amendments 8, 9, and 10, corrects typographical and clerical errors in the 
text of the bill. 

On amendment LI, restores provision that vacancies in the Marine Corps shal! 
not be filled until the commissioned officers thereof are reduced to seventy-five, 
and that thereafter such number shall not be increased. 

On amendment 12, strikes out the section which prohibits retired officers of 
the Army Navy. and Marine Corps from holding positions in the civil service 
and drawing salary therefor, together with their regular pay. 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 
JOHN D. LONG, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I now call the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to yield to me for 


& moment. . 
Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman from Lonisi- 
ana desire ? 


Mr. ELLIS. Only about three minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to put on record one or 
two observations in regard te a single point that has been one of differ- 
ence, but upon which there is now agreement, namely, as to the re- 
striction of the amount allowed for repairs to wooden ships. I call 
the attention of Congress to the fact that in the last sixteen years 
$150,000,000 have been expended upon the repairs of these old wooden 
an, It is a fact, sip, ‘that one ship, the original cost of which was 

,000, has been repaired to the amount of $1,200,000, or three times 
her original cost. 


Mr. HENLEY. What ship is that? 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not remember her name, but it is a fact. An- 
other one I remember whose original cost was about $500,000, and 
which has been repaired to the amount of $900,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do hope that this will cease. 1 do hope that 
this is the last time that the American Congress wil] ever sanction re- 
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| considered by the House. 
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pairs to such an enormous and wasteful extent. The wooden ship is 
passing away. ‘The failure of the live-oak upon the Government res 

ervations, the place of which can only be supplied by the African teak, 
to-day renders the wooden ship more expensive than the iron or the stee! 
ship. The wooden ship is passing away. Let it go; and hereatter | 
hope that Congress will never agree to the repair of any of these old 
wooden worthless hulks, unless the cost of the repairs be restricted to 
about 5 per cent. of the costof the vessel. These old ships are useless; 
they are daily becoming a thing of the past Chey are nof fit for cruis 

ers, not fit for battle-ships, not in any way commensurate with the re 
quirements of the American Navy; and I trust that we shall never 
again sanction such a waste of money. I shall vote for this conem 

rence, but I desire to place these remarks upon record 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, on account of what has fallen trom the 
lips of the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. ELLs] I desire to say a few 
I would say to the gentleman that this is hardly a proper time to 
enter upon the discussion, and further, I think he falls into an error as 
to the sums expended by way of repairs upon our ships. I do not ques 
tion that the sum he has named has been expended, but the gentleman 
will remember that in more than one instance the expenditures within 
the limits he has mentioned have involved the actual building of new 
ships, though the old names were retained; and it was for the purpose 
of preventing that from being done that the limit of 30 per cent. was 
established, that is, that vessels shouid not be repaired if the cost would 
exceed 30 per cent. of the cost of building the ship. The difference 
between the two Houses on this bill was upon the question of making 
repairs where they would not exceed 30 per cent. of the original cost, 
as proposed by the House, or 20 per cent., as proposed by the Senate. 
The House conferees yielded that point on the ground that the bill 
only applies to the residue of this fiscal year; but judging from the ac- 
tion of the House heretofore, I indulge the hope that when tlie bill ap- 
propriating money for the naval service for the next fiscal year shall 
come up this question will be properly considered and the former con- 
servative action of the House adhered to; and I trust that in the mean 
time no judgment will be formed upon a hasty discussion on a subject 
of so much importance to the country until it shall have been fully 
I express that hope because I am contident 

that if Congress shall adopt the policy of refusing to repair to a proper 
degree existing naval vessels, or shall adopt the policy of only repair- 
ing vessels where the cost will be materially less than the 30 per cent. 
basis of repairs, it will be found at an early day that, vessels which at 
present answer every purpose which this Government has now, and is 
likely to have for years to come, for the employment of naval vessels, 
and which by proper repairs will be of great value to the Government, 
will become a total loss even before other vessels have been or can be 
constructed to take their places. Yes, sir; long before a new navy can 
be constructed the vessels now of actual value will be unseaworthy 
and out of commission. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think that is very true. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the other hand, by keeping up these vessels— 
many of which are of great value, such as we have employed in peace 
and war for half a century—by keeping them in reasonable repair and 
trom time to time gradually substituting steel vessels, we shall in time, 
and within a reasonable time, have an entirely new navy of the mate- 

| rial now approved, and yet secure the full value.of the old. It is to be 
| hoped that no rash or inconsiderate step will be taken on this subject 
| of repairs, which may result in serious loss and embarrassments to the 
| Government. 
report. 

Mr. ELLIS. In view of the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana 
| Mr. HOLMAN],I must ask him to yield to me again for a moment. 
He says that I am mistaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do not misapprehend me. I do not question the 
amount expended, but I believe that there is a mistake in assuming 
that these large items have been wholly for repairs, when in fact they 
| have involved the rebuilding of ships—the old names being preserved 
but the vessels being entirely reconstructed. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask indulgence of the gentleman and of the House 
while I prove what I said. I nowstate under the sanction of my oath 


I now call the previous question on the adoption of the 





as & Representative upon this floor that in the last sixteen years #154,- 
000,000 have been expended for construction and repair, most of which 
has gone to the repairing of these old wooden vessels—enough money 
to have builded thirty Lepantos, enough to have builded seventy-five 
Impérieuses, one of the newest and best naval vessels, enough to have 
builded eighty Esmeraldas; and those are ships combining the qualifi- 
cations of the battle-ship and the cruiser. Here is what the Secretary 
says: 

The Shenandoah, built in 1862, at a cost of $463,866.75, has been charged with 
repairs since her completion amounting to $906,481.54 

Again, the Ossipee, built in 1861, cost $407,064.20, and her repairs since that time 
have amounted to $1,197,391.39. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have conceded the expenditure; I do not dispute 
that; but I again ca]l the gentleman's attention to the fact that some 
of these vessels have been actually rebuilt—new vessels. 

Mr. ELLIS. 


The Kearsarge, built in the same year—— 


Here is more of it: 
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Mr. CURTIN. How often was that ship repaired ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Heaven only knows. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to inquire whether this whole subject of 
ship-building is open to general discussion at thistime, because if it is 
some of us upon this side may desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. It is open to discussion, unless the previous ques- 
tion shall be ordered by the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then if the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Et- 
LIS] is to be allowed to discuss one side of the question, I trust that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will allow somebody else to 
be heard upon the other side. 

Mr. ELLIS. I merely want to add that the Kearsarge, which was 
built in 1861 at a cost of $286,918, has been repaired at a cost of $1,- 
123,415; and the Pinta, which cost in 1865 $135,915, has been repaired 
at a cost of $224,826. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman is reading from the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Louisiana will allow me—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was not the purpose to open up this discussion, 
and I must insist on the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire only to ask a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As the gentleman from Louisiana has called atten- 
tion to the enormous amounts paid for what have been denominated 
repairs, I wish to ask him whether it is not true that in every one of 
the instances mentioned by him the vessels have been substantially re- 
built, in some cases two or three times, making the cost equivalent to 
the construction of twoor three new vessels ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I should hope so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And is it not also true that a part of this extraor- 
dinary expense for repairs isdue to the fact of the hasty constraction of 
these vessels from unseasoned timber during the war? 

Mr. ELLIS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I agree in general with what the gentleman has 
said. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion on agreeing to the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the asp thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed to 

Mr. HORMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Asa question of the highest pee. 
I present the credentials of the member-elect from the fifth district of 
North Carolina and ask that he be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter of privilege. The Clerk will 
read the certificate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


State of North Carolina to James W. Reid, greeting: 


Whereas a vacancy has occurred in the representation from the State of 
North Carolina in the House of uppesenieires « of the Congress of the United 
States by the resignation of Hon. Alfred M es, Representative from the 
a « eee eeaaTe district, taking effect on he oth day of December, A. D. 

; an 

Whereas writs of election have been issued to the sheriffs of the several 
counties composing the said Congressional district, to wit, the counties of Cas- 
well, Forsyth, Granville, Guilford, Person, Rock ingham, ee es, and Surry, 
commanding them to hold élections in the various townships of their respective 
counties, at the places established by law, on Thursda “the 15 15th day of January, 
A. D. 1885, at which the qualified voters might vote for some person to fill the 
vacancy aforesaid ; and 

Whereas it has been duly certified to us that James W. Reid was elected at 
said election held as Ss 

Now, therefore, we do, b am commission the said James W. Reid 
a member of the Fortysighth Ce Congress the United States of America, from 
the State of North Carolina % ny ao district, and do hereby 
confer upon him all the rights, powers useful and necessary to 
the just discharge of the duties Pica! 

In witness whereof His Enshereaiees M. Scales, our governor and com- 
mander-in-chief, hath signed with his these presents and caused our great 
op et ae. the 22d day of J in the yearof our Lord 

ne at our city eigh, on y anuary, in Pwo our 
1885, and in the one hundred and ninth year of our American I 


(saL.} 
Governor of North 
By the governor: 
W. L. SAUNDERS, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. JAMEs W. REID appeared at the bar of the House and was duly 
qualified by taking the oath prescribed by law. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt]. The first business in order is the 


call of committees for 
Mr. SINGLETON. I move to dispense with the morning hour, my 
purpose being that the House shall proceed with the 


the bill for the erection of a Congressional Library building. 
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-of | As soon as this is voted down, there 


J ANUARY 28, 


PROTECTION OF CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I rise to a privileged question, and 
call up from the Speaker’s table, in order that the House may agree to 
the request of the Senate for a further conference, the bill (S. 729) 
for the protection of children in the District of Columbia, and for other 


purposes. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker's table, and the accompanying 
message of the Senate read, announcing that the Senate further insisted 
on its disagreement to the amendments of the House, asked a further 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. RIDDLE- 
BERGER, Mr. PIKE, and Mr. Brown. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move that the House further 
insist on its amendments, and agree to the further conference asked by 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Wiison of West Virginia, Mr. SpricGs, and Mr. JrEr- 
FORDS as conferees on the part of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. et has 
demanded the regular order. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr 
SINGLETON] moves to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I rise to a privileged question, and 
call up from the Speaker’s table a joint resolution of the House which 
has been returned from the Senate with amendments—the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. 288) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the 
annual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisnotamatterof privilege. Under therules, 
reports of a certain character from the Committee on Printing are privi- 
leged. Does the gentleman desire to have the bill referred? 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. No, sir; I wish to have the Housecon- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. That is nota matter of privilege. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi to dispense with the 
morning hour. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to, there being— 
ayes 103, noes 31 (more than two-thirds voting in the affirmative). 

MEXICAN TREATY. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
oe urpose of considering revenue bills and with a view of taking up 

exican 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no question of consideration raised 
against a motion of that character. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, What is it? 

The SPEAKER. That the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills raising revenue. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this motion is voted down will it then be 
in order to move — take up from the Speaker’s table the Mexican pen- 
sion bill? [La 

The SPEAKER. “te would be in order unless some other motion 
having precedence.over it should be made. It would be in onder for 
the gentleman then to move to to the consideration of the busi- 

ness upon the Speaker’s table with a » View to taking up that pension 
bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ho ‘the House will vote oone this 
motion in order to vote up the M soldiers’ pension bill 

Mr. HENLEY. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENLEY. My parliamentary inquiry is this, whether or not, 
if the motion of the gentleman from New York be voted down, it will 
not then be in order for me to move to proceed to the consideration of 
a land-forfeiture bill ? 

The SPEAKER. Of course it would. There are various special 


orders. 

Mr. SINGLETON. _I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The will state it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. aw ae oe — York 
to take 7 generally or only one of them. 

The SPEAKER. motion of the gentleman from New York is 

that the House shall resolve itself into the Cammittee of the Whole 

House on the state of the Union for the. purpose of considering bills 
revenue—not any bill. 

Mr. HUNT. Ifthe of the gentleman from New York is voted 

cal order for the encouragement ofthe American merchant marine 

cial order for the of the American merchant marine 

The SPEAKER. The ee ee oe 

9b Verleeh SS Which WA be 


in order according to priority under the rules of the House. The ques- 
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tion now is on the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEw- 
ITT], that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills 
raising revenue. ; 
The House divided; and the Chair announced that the noes had it. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I think it will save time if we have 
the yeas and hays on this motion. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 45. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Count the other side. 
The other side was counted, and there were noes 128. 


So (more than one-fifth of those present having voted in the aflirm- 


ative) the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negav, .e—yeas 


80, nays 157, not voting 86; as follows: 


the 


with. 


t to record my name on this roll-call. 


YEAS—80., 
Alexander, Eaton, Lowry, Slocum, 
Bagley, Ferrell, Matson, Springer, 
Bland Foran, Maybury, Steele, 
Broadhead, Garrison, Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 
Buckner, George, Mitchell, Stone, 
Burnes, Graves, Morgan, Storm, 
Campbell, Felix Greenleaf, Morrill, Strait, 
Cassidy, Hancock, Morse, Sumner, D. H. 
Clardy, Hewitt, A.S. Moulton, Talbott, 
Clay, Hill, Muller, Throckmorton, 
Collins, Holman, Mutchler, Turner, Oscar 
© ove, Houseman, Neece, Van Eaton, 
Covington, Hurd, Post, Ward, 
Cox,8.8. Hutchins, Price, Wellborn, 
Dargan, James, Pryor, Weller, 
Davis. R.T. Kean, Rice, Whiting, 
DibreD, Lamb, Riggs, Winans, E. B, 
Dingley, Lanham, Robertson, Wood, 
Dasher b Long, Robinson, W. E. Worthington, 
Dorsheimer, Lovering, Rosecrans, Yaple. 

NAYS—157. 
Adams, G. FE. Dibble, Lewis, Smails, 
Aiken, Dowd, Lore, Smith, H. Y. 
Anderson, Dunham, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Atkinson, Eldredge, McComas, Spooner, 
Balientine, Eliis, McCormick, Stewart, J. W. 
Barbour, English, MeMillin, Struble, 
Barksdale, Ermentrout, Millard, Swope, 
Bayne, Evans, Miller, S. H. Taylor, E. B. 

* Beach, Everhart, Money, Taylor, J.D. 
Bennett, Fiedler, Murray, Taylor, J.M. 
Bingham, Findlay, Nelson, Thomas, 
Bisbee, Finerty, Nicholls, Thompson, 
Blanchard, Forney, Nutting, Tillman, 
Blount, Funston, Oates, Townshend, 
Boutelle, Geddes, O’Ferrel, Tucker, 
Boyle, Gibson, O’ Hara, Tully, 
Brainerd, Glascock, O'Neill, Charlies Turner, H.G. 
Bratton, Halsell, Paige, Valentine, 
Breckinridge, Hammond, Parker, Vance, 
Breitung Hanback, Patton, Wait, 
Brewer, F.B. Hardeman, Peel, Wakefield, 
Brewer, J. H. Hardy, Perkins, Wallace, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Peters, Warner, A.J. 
Buchanan, Hart, Pettibone, Warner, Richard 
Cabell, Haynes Phelps, Washburn, 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Pierce, Weaver, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, D.B. Poland, Wemple, 
Candler, Henley, Pusey, Wilkins, 
Clements, Hepburn, Ranney, Williams, 

\ Hewitt, G. W. Ray, G. W. Wilson, James 
Converse, Hiscock, Ray, Ossian Winans, John 
Cox, W. RB. Holmes, n, Wise, G. D. 
Crisp, Hunt, Reed, T. B Wise, J.S. 
Culberson, D. B. Jeffords, Reid, J. W Wolford, 
Culbertson, W.W. Jones, B. W. Reese, Woodward, 
Cullen, Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H York, 

Cartin, Kelley, Rogers, W.F Young. 
Cutcheon, c Shively, 
Davidson Lawrence, Singleton, 
Davis, G. R. LeFevre, ® Skinner, T. G. 

NOT VOTING—37. 
Adams, J.J. Ellwood, Keifer, Rockwell, 
Arnot, Follett, Kellogg, Rowell, 
Barr, Fyan, Ketcham, Russell, 
Belford, Goff, King, Ryan, 
Belmont, Green. Kleiner, Seney, 
Biackburn, Guenther, " Seymour, 
Bowen, Hatch, H. H Libbey, Shaw, 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, W. H. Lyman, Skinner, C. R. 
Brumm, Henderson, T. J cCoid, Smith, A. Herr 
Budd, rt, Milliken, Spriggs, 
Burleigh Hi Mills, Stephenson, 
Campbell, J.E. Hoblitzell, Morrison, Stevens, 
Cannon, Holton, Muldrow, Stockslager, 
Carieton, r, Murphy, Summer, C. A. 
Chalmers, H ‘ins, Ochiltree, Van Alstyne, 
Connolly, * Horr, O'Neill, J.J. Wadsworth, 
Cook, a Payne, + J.D. 

, * Howey, n, ite, Milo 
Devs, L.A. Johnson Potter, Willis, 
Deuster, Jones, J. K. Randail, Wilson, W. L. 
Dunn, Jones, J.T. Rankin, 

Elliott, Jordan, Robinson, J.S. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, 

ag the names was di 
Mr. C ON. Mr. Speaker, I was absent in the committee-room 
in the work of the committee, and should be 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rules of the 
House he has no power to entertain a motion for unanimous consent 
except where a member was in the Hall of the House but failed for 
some cause to hear his name called. 

Mr. CANNON, I was absent by the order, or at least by the con 
sent, of the House, engaged in the business of the House in the com 
mittee-room. 

The SPEAKER. That has always been considered as absence by 
the leave of the House. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Howry, on all political ques 
tions, until further notice. 

Mr. Murpuy with Mr. RyAN, for the remainder of this day,on po- 
litical questions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL, on political questions, for this day 

Mr. MuLDROW with Mr. RocK WELL, for the remainder of the day, 
on all political questions. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

Mr. SINGLETON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move to go to business on the Speaker's 
table for the purpose of reaching the consideration of the Mexican pen 
sion bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House proceed to 
the consideration of the special order of the House, being the bill for 
the construction of a library building. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of consideration as be 
tween that bill and the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. HUNT. I call up the prior order of the House, bein 
for the encouragement of the American merchant marine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi calls up the special! 
order, being the bill to authorize the erection of a Congressional Library 
building; pending which the gentleman from Louisiana calls up the 
special order for the encouragement of the American merchant ma- 
rine—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is not my motion recognized ? 

The SPEAKER. Which latter motion, under the order of the House, 
has precedence over the other; and the question must be first taket on 
the motion submitted by the gentleman from Louisiana. Against this 
motion the gentleman from Illinois raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Against everything. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is stating the motion as the gentleman 
himself made it. The gentleman from Illinois raises the question of 
consideration against the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi 
The first question is on the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I wish to state that this House made a special 
order on the 17th day of March last, fixing the 3d day of April of last 
year for the consideration of this bill. I hope the House, if it intends 
to carry this library scheme through, will proceed now to the considera- 
tion of this very important and essential measure. 

Mr. HUNT. The House made the special order on February 29 of 
last year, fixing the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4987) for the en- 
couragement of the American merchant marine and to promote postal 
and commercial relations, for the 19th day of March last. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. And it made business from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds a special order on the 7th day of 
April. [Laughter, and cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ ] 

Mr. HENLEY. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to submit a question in the 
nature of a parliamentary inquiry. My understanding is that bills re- 
ported for the forfeiture of railroad land grants are entitled to prece- 
dence as against any of the other special orders which have been men- 
tioned in this connection. I desire to know if I am correct in that 
understanding ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not called up any bill.. 

Mr. HENLEY. I desired to know as a matter of parliamentary pro- 
ceeding whether I had the right now, under the special order to which I 
have referred, to call up these bills as against the others. I desire to 
call up a bill now for the forfeiture of a public land grant 

The SPEAKER. To what bill does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. HENLEY. To the forfeiture of the lands granted to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. HUNT. And I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from California, that order having priority over the others. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ANDERSON. As a bill reported earlier on the Calendar than 
the Northern Pacific, I call up for consideration, under the special order, 
the bill to adjust the land grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads within the State of Kansas. 

Mr. OATES. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. Against the gentleman from Kansas ? 

Mr. OATES. Against the motion of the gentleman from Kansas 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is now occupying the 
floor. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ANDERSON. [call up that bill, Mr. Speaker, and any question 





x the bill 
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glad to have the | of order in regard to it will be disposed of by an examination of the 


special order under which it iscalled up. I refer to the bill H. R. 6416, 
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Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order against the Peel, Rosecrans, Taylor, J. M. Weaver, 


motion of the gentleman from Kansas as well as the motion of the 
gentleman frém California. 

rhe SPEAKER, The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. OATES, My point of order is that it is not competent for the 
zcntieman to move to take up either one of the bills upon the Calendar; 
but the proper motion is that the House go to the House Calendar to 
consider that class of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair at the last session of Congress decided 
that question of order in accordance with the suggestion of the gentle- 
man trom Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. There are other bills on the Calendar prior to the bills 
which have been suggested relating to the same class of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there are some special 
orders authorizing the committees to designate the bills which they 
will call up for consideration. But the special order upon which the 
gentleman from California relies does not authorize the committee to 
indicate the bills, but confines the business of the House under such 
circumstances to the consideration of that class of bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then the motion of the gentleman has no pri- 
ority over my motion. 

The SPEAKER. It has priority under the rules of the House. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Ithink the Public Buildings Committee have 
priority under the order of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY. I believe Ihave the floor. Imove now, Mr. Speaker, 
that the House proceed to the House Calendar for the consideration of 
land-grant-forfeiture bills 

Mr. HUNT. And I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no question of consideration raised 
against that motion. But ifthe motion prevails, as the bills are reached 
on the Calendar questions of consideration can be made against them. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. - If these gentlemen can not agree what busi- 
ness they shall take up | wish to remind the House thata special order 
was made in Apvil last for the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and bills of the Senate 
on the Speaker's table relating to the erection of public buildings. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] to proceed to the House Calen- 
dar for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands in relation to the forfeiture of land grants. 

The question being taken by a viva voce vote, the Speaker stated that 
in the jndgment of the Chair the ‘‘ noes”’ had it. 

Mr. HENLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 44— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. MATSON. Count the other side. 

The negative vote being counted, there were noes 91. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the Committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
Jewing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7871) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. 
Ward, of Virginia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Ly unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CAMP: 
BELL, of Ohio, until Monday next, on account of sickness in his family. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HENLEY], on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 106, not 
voting 77; as follows: 


YEAS—140. 
Aiken, Cobb, Geddes, Le Fevre, 
Alexander, Cosgrove, Gibson, Lewis, 
Anderson, Covington, Gilascock, Lore, 
Ballentine, Cox, 8.8. Ciraves, Lowry, 
Barbour, Crisp, Green, McAdoo, 
Reach, Culberson, D. B. Halsell, McCoid, 
Bennett, Cullen, Hammond, McComas, 
Blanchard, Dargan, Hardeman, MeMillin, 
Bland, Davidson, Hardy, Matson, 
Blount, Dibrell, Hatch, W. H. bu 
Royle, Dockery, Hemphill, Miller.) F. 
Bratton, Dowd, Henderson, T. J. Mills, 
Broadhead, Eldredge, Henley, Mitchell, 
Buchanan, Ellwood, Herbert, Money, 
Burnes, English, Hewitt, G. W. Morgan, 
Cnbell, Ermentrout, Holman, Morrill, 
Caldwell, Ferrell, Hopkins, Moulton, 
Campbell, Felix Piedler, Houseman, Murray, 
Candler, Finerty, Jones, B. W. Neece, 
Cassidy, Follett, Jones, J. H. Oates, 
Clardy, Foran, King, @ Neill, J.J. 
Clay, Porney, Lamb, . 
Clements, Funston, Lanham, Patton, 


j 
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Perkins, Ryan, Throckmorton, Wellborn, 
Peters, Shively, Tillman, Weller, 
Pierce, Skinner, T.G. Townshend, Wemple, 
Post, Springer, Tucker, Williams, 
Pryor, Steele, Tully, Winans, EF. B, 
Reagan, Stewart,Charles Turner, H.G. Wise, G. D. 
Reese, Stockslager, Turner, Oscar Woed, 
Riggs, Storm, Wallace, Worthington, 
Robertson, Sumner, C. A. Ward, Yaple, 
Robinson, W. E. Sumner, D. H. Warner, A.G. Vork, 
Rogers, J. H. Swope, Warner, Richari Young. 
NAYS—106, 
Adams, G. E. Ellis, Lawrence, Rogers, W. F. 
Atkinson, Evans, Libbey, Singleton, 
Bagley, Everhart, Long, Slocum, 
Barksdale, Garrison, Lyman, Smalls, 
Bayne, Greenleaf, McCormick, Spooner, 
Bisbee, Guenther, Millard, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Hanback, Miller, S. H. Strait, 
Brainerd, Harmer, Milliken, Talbott, 
Breitung. Hart, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, F. B. Haynes, Muller, Taylor, J, D, 
Brewer, J. H. Henderson,D.B. Nelson, Thomas, 
Brown, W. W. Hepburn, Nicholls, Valentine, 
Browne, T. M,. Hewitt, A.8. Nutting, Van Alstyne, 
Buckner, Hill, ©’ Ferrall, Vance, 
Campbell, J.M. Hiseock, O’ Hara, Van Eaton, 
Cannon, Hitt, O' Neill, Gharles Wadsworth, 
Converse, Holmes, Parker, Wait, 
Cox, W. R. Houk, Pettibone, Wakefield, 
Craig, Howey, Poland, Washburn, 
Culbertson, W.W. Hunt, Potter, White, J.D. 
Cutcheon, Hurd, Price, Wilkins, 
Davis, G. R. Hutchins, Pusey, Willis, 
Dibble, Kean, Ranney, Wilson, James 
Dingley, Kelley, Ray, Ossian Wise, J.8. 
Dorsheimer, Ketcham, Reed, T. B. Woodward, 
Dunham, Kleiner, Reid, J. W. 
Eaton, Lacey, Rice, 
NOT VOTING—77. 

Adams, J.J. Davis, R. T. Keifer, Seymour, 
Arnot, Deuster, Kellogg, Shaw, 
Barr, Dunn, Laird, Skinner, C. R. 
Belford, Elliott, Lovering, Smith, A. Herr 
Belmont, Findlay, Norrison, Smith, H. Y. 
Bingham, Fyan, Muldrow, Snyder, 
Blackburn, George, Murphy, Spriggs, 
Bowen, Goff, Mutchler, Stevens, 
Breckinridge, Hancock, Ochiltree, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm, Hatch, H. H. Payne, Stone, 

udd, Hoblitzell, Payson, Struble, 
Burleigh, Holton, Phelps, Thompson, 
Campbell, J. E, Hooper, Randall, White, Milo 
Carleton, Horr, Rankin, Whiting, 
Chalmers, James, Ray.G. W. Wilson, W.L. 
Collins, Jeffords, Robinson, J.&. Winans, John 
Connolly, Johnson, Rockwell, Wolford. 
Cook, Jones, J. K. Rowell, 
Curtin, Jones, J.T. Russell, 
Davis, L. H. Jordan, Seney, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. STRAIT. I object. 

The Clerk read the names of members voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. GrorGE, for the remainder of the 
day. 

Mr. Hopiirzect with Mr. Hatcu, of Michigan, for this day. 

Mr. Wrison, of West Virginia, with Mr. JEFFORDs, on this vote. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. HoLton, for the remainder of the day. 

The result of the vote was then annoynced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The House having agreed to proceed to the House 
Calendar for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands in relation to the forfeiture of land grauts, the Clerk will 
report the title of the first of such bills on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 180) to declare forfeited certain lands in the State of Michigan 
granted to aid in the construction of railroads, and to enforce the same by judi- 


cial ings; reported by Mr. HENLEY from the Committee on Public 
Lands. : 


Mr. HUNT. I raise the question of consideration on this bill; and 
I state that I do so in favor of the bill for the encouragement of the 
American merchant marine. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of this bill? . 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the title of it? j 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill H. R. 180 was again read. 

Mr. HENLEY. Do I understand the issue now is between the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Louisiana and the consideration of 
the bill H. R 180? 

The SPEAKER. There is no issue between this bill and any other 
bill. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] simply raises, as he 
has ae to do, the question of consideration. 

Mr. LEY. At the proper time I desire to move to postpone the 
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consideration of the bill H. R. 180 to a certain day; and I do not want 
to lose that right by any action that may now be taken. : 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Will the House consider the 
bill? Ifthe House agrees to consider it, then any proper parliament- 
ary motion will be in order. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My inquiry is this, whether the House has not 
already settled the question of consideration by the vote just taken, 
which was to proceed to the consideration of this bill? The other meas- 
nres were called to the attention of the House, and we were notified 
that if this vote failed one gentleman would call up one bill, another 
another, and a third a third; but the House by an emphatic vote has 
decided to take up this bill. Now the parliamentary inquiry I raise 
is whether the House has not already decided to consider this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not this particular bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided at the last session, and repeated 
the decision this morning, that under the special order in relation to 
reports from the Committee on Public Lands, it was not in order to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union or 
to proceed tothe House Calendar for the purpose of considering any par- 
ticular bill, but merely for the purpose of considering that class of bills. 
If that ruling be correct, it follows that when the House has reached 
the Calendar under this special order the rights and privileges of mem- 
bers are precisely the same as if ithad proceeded upon a motion to con- 
sider bills on the House Calendar generally under the ordinary rules of 
the House, and each bill, as it is reached, is subject to the question of 
consideration under another rule of the House. That is to say, the 
House has not yet voted that it will consider any designated one ot 
these bills, but simply that it will proceed to the consideration of this 
class of bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker,I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
If the House had gone to the Speaker's table to consider bills there, 
would it be proper to antagonize one of those bills by a bill on the Cal- 
endar ? 

The SPEAKER. 
of consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman himself desires that it be not 
considered; he desires to postpone it. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter with which the Chair has nothing 
to do as a question of order. Formerly, under the rules of the House, 
it was the duty of the Chair whenever a bill was reached, without any 
motion or demand, to put the question: ** Will the House now consider 
it?’? Under the present rules, however, the Chair is not required to 
put that question unless some gentleman on the floor demands it, and 
every gentleman has a right to demand it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair permit another inquiry: If the 
House decides not to consider this bill, will not the next bill on the 
Calendar forfeiting railroad grants be in order? 


There is noantagonism here. It is only a question 


The SPEAKER. Of course. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman does not accomplish what he 
desires. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to the con- 
eideration of the bill the title of which has just been read ? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared it decided in the 
negative, and directed the Clerk to read the next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. OATES. - Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. [Cries of 
** Too late!’ 

The SPE There is a good deal of noise in the Hall, and the 
Chair thinks from Alabama [Mr. OATES] ought not to 
be cut off from making the demand for the yeas and nays if he so de- 
sires. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. Of 
eourse if the Chair rules that the gentleman from Alabama was in time 
with his demand for the yeas and nays, that settles it. Otherwise, I 
shall insist upon the point that his demand is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama arose while the 
Chair was announcing the result, but the Chair did not recognize him, 
not knowing what his purpose was, and supposing that it was to make 
some motion which would not be in order until after the announce- 
ment. 

A MEMBER. The next bill was talled before the gentleman trom 
Alabama made his demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Still, if the gentleman from Alabama says that 
when he rose originally it was for the purpose of demanding the yeas 
and nays, the Chair thinks that he should be recognized for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The word of a 
question in a case of this kind. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair thinks. - 

Mr. OATES. I demanded the yeas and nays because I thought thot 
the House did not understand what they were voting for. I apprehend 
that we should consider these bills on the Calendar in their order. 

Mr. HENLEY. I differ with the gentleman on that point 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 






gentleman has never been called in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 










1045 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 82, nays 164, not vote 


ing 77; as follows 
YEAS—*2 
Atkinson, Eaton McCormick, 
Bagley, Ellwood Miller, J. F. 
Barksde le, Evans Mitchell, 
Bayne, Everhart, Morrill, 
Blanchard, Forney, Mutchler, 
Boyle, Hammond, Nelson, 
Brainerd, Hardeman, Oates, 
Bratton, Hatch, W.H O' Ferrall, 
Broadhead, Haynes, ONeill, J.J 
Browne, T. M. #iepburn Parker, 
Buchanan, Herbert, Pettibone, 
Buekner. - Hewitt, A.S. Poland, 
Campbell, J. M. Hewitt, G. W Price, 
Cannon Hitt Pryor, 
Converse, Houk, Ray, Ossian 
Cox, W.R. Howey, Reed, T.B 
Culbertson, W.W. Hurd, Rice, 
Cullen, Kean Rogers, W. F. 
Cutcheon, Kelley Seymour, 
Deuster, Libbey, Slocum 
Dorsheimer, MeComas, Smith, HY 
NAYS—164, 

| Adams. G, FE. Dunham, Lawrence, 
Aiken, Eldredge, Le Fevre, 

| Alexander, English, Lewis, 
Anderson, Ermentrout, Long, 
Ballentine, Viedler, Lore 
Barbour, Findlay, Lowry, 
Beach, Finerty, Lyman, 
Bennett, Follett, McAdoo, 
Linghaw, Foran, MecCoid, 

| Bisbee, Funston, MeMillin, 
Biand, Garrison, Matson, 
Blount, Geddes, Maybury, 
Boutelle, Gibson, Millard, 
Breckinridge, Glaseock, Miller, S. 11, 
Breitung, Graves, Mills, 
Brewer, F. B. Gireen Morgan, 


Brewer, J. 1H. 


Greenleaf, Moulton, 


Spooner 
Strait, 
Strubie 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J 
Thomas 
rucker, 
Yurner, IT, G. 
Valentine, 
Van Eoton, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Williams 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. I 
York 


D 


Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Shively 
Singleton 
Skinner, T 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W 
Stockslage - 
Storni, 

Sumner, C, A 
Sumner, D. H. 
lfaylor, J. M. 


Gq, 


Brown, W.W. Guenther, Muller, Thompson, 
Burleigh, Ilalse)l, Neece, Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Hanback, Nicholls, Tillman, 
Cabell, Hardy, O Hara, Townshend, 
Caldwell, Harmer, © Neill, Charles Tully, 
Campbell, Felix Hart, Paige, Turner, Oscar 
Candler, Hemphill, Patton, Van Alstyne, 
Cassidy, Henderson, T. J. Payne, Vance, 
Clardy, Ilenley, Pierce, Wadsworth, 
Clay, lliseock, Peel Wallace, 
Cobb, Hotwan, Perkins, Warner, Richard 
Collins, Hopkins, leters, Wellborn, 
Cosgrove, llouseman, Post, Weller, 
Craig, Piven Potter, Wemple, 
Crisp, Hutchins, Ranney, White, J.D, 
Culberson, D. B. James, Ray,G. W. Wilkins, 
Curtin, Jeflords, Reagan, Winans, EF. B, 
Dargan, Jones, B. W. Reese. Wise, G. D, 

| Davidson, Tones, J. H, Reid, JW. Wolford 
Dibble, Kellogg, Riges, Wood, 
Dibrell, Ketcham, Robertson, Woodward, 
Dingley, Lacey, hobinson, W. E. Worthington, 
Dockery, Lamb, Rogers, J. 11. Yaple 
Dowd, Lanham Rosecrans, Young 





















NOT VOTING—77 

Adams, J.J. Pun, Keifer, Rockwell, 
Arnot, Elhott, King, Russell, 
Barr, Ellis, Kleiner, Seney, 

| Belford, Ferre}), Laird, Shaw, 

| Belment, Fyan, Lovering, Skinner, C. R, 
Blackburn, George, Milliken, Smith, A. Herr 
Bowen, Goff, Money, Sprigzrs 
Bruomm, Hancock, Morrison, Stevens 
Budd, Hateh, H.H. Morse, Stone 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, D. B, Muldrow, Taylor, FE. B. 
Carleton, Hit}. Murpby, Ward, 
Chalmers, Hoblitzell, Murray, Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Ho)mes, Nutting, White, Milo 
Connolly, Holton, Ochiltree, Whiting, 
Cook, Hooper, Payson, Willis 
Covington, Horr, Phelps, Winans, John 
Cox, 8.8. Johnson, Pusey, Wise, J. 8. 
Davis, G. R. Jones, J. K,. Randall, 


ee 


Davis, L. H. 
Davis, R. T. 


Jones, J.T. 


Rankin, 
Jordan, 


Robinson, J.S8, 

So the House refused to consider the bill. 

During the ro]l-call, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Llinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that 
Mr. MurRpuy, of Iowa, is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask unsnimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Several members objected. 

The Clerk read the names of the members voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. OCHILTREE, on this vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. Pusky, for this day. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. Joun S. Wise, for the remainder of this day. 

Mr. KLEINER with Mr. DAv1s, of Illinois, for the remainder of this 
day. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The House refuses to proceed to the consideration 
of this bill, and the Clerk will report the next bill on the Calendar, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6498) forfeiting lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in that State. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consideration 
against this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. HUNT] raises 
the question of consideration, and the question is, Moe the House now 
proceed to the consideration of the bill the title of which has just been 
read ? 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the House 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. The question is, Will the 
House proceed to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 83. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted, and, under the rules, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from California, Mr. HEN- 
LEY, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. DORSHEIMER. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, will it be in order now to call for 
the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I consider all this as simply done for delay. I 
call for the yeas and nays. ; 

The question was taken; and 58 gentlemen voted in the affirmative 
(more than one-fifth of the last vote); so the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 79, nays 161, not vot- 
ing 83; as follows: 





YEAS—79. 


Atkinson, Dorsheimer, MeMillin, Stone, 
Bagley, Eaton, Miller, J. F. Strait, 
Barbour, Ellis; Miller, 8S. H. Struble, 
Bayne, Ellwood, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Boutelle, Everhart, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Brainerd, Ferrell, Nelson, Taylor, J.D. 
Brewer, F. B. Forney, Nutting, Thomas, 
Broadhead, Guenther, Oates, Tucker, 
Brown, W. W. Hardeman, O' Ferrall, Valentine, 
Browne, T. M. Hepburn, O'Neill, J. J. Van Eaton, 
Buchanan, Herbert, Parker, Wait, 
Buckner, Hewitt, A. 8. Payne, Wakefield, 
Burleigh, Hewitt, G. W. Perkins, Weaver, 
Campbell, J. M. Hitt, Polaad, White, J. D. 
Cannon, Hobiitzell, Price, Wilson, James 
Converse, Howey, Pryor, Wilson, W.L. 
Cox, 8. 8. Kean, Reed, T. B. Wise, J. S. 
Culberson, D, B. Kelley, Seymour, Worthington, 
Culbertson, W. W. Libby, Slocum, York. 
Cullen, McCormick, Smith, H. Y¥. 
NAYS—161. 
Adams, G. E. Follett, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Aiken, Funston, McCoid, Spooner, 
Alexander, Fyan, McComas, Springer, 
Anderson, Garrison, Matson, Steele, 
Ballentine, Geddes, Maybury, Stephenson, 
Beach, Gibson, Millard, Stewart, Charles 
Bennett, Glascock, Millis, Stewart, J. W. 
Bingham, Graves, Morgan, Stockslager, 
Bisbee, Green, Morrill, Storm, 
Bland, Greenleaf, Moulton, Sumner, C. A. 
Blount, Halsell, Muldrow, Sumner, D. H. 
Bratton, Hammond, Murray, Swope, 
Breckinridge, Hanback, Neece, Taylor, J. M. 
Breitung, Hardy, Nicholls, Thom ‘ 
Brewer, J. H. Harmer, O'Hara, Throckmorton, 
Cabell, Hart, O'Neill, Charles Tillman, 
Caldwell, Hatch, W. H. Paige, Townshend, 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, Patton, Tully, 
Candier, Hendersgn, T. J. Peel, Turner, H. G, 
Clardy, Henley, Peters, Turner, Oscar 
Clay, Hiscock, Pettibone, Van Alstyne, 
Clements, Holman, Pierce, Vance, 
Cobh, Holmes, Post, Wallace, 
Cosgrove, Hopkins, Potter, Ward, 
Craig, Houk, Ranney, Warner, A. J. 
Orisp, Houseman, Reagan, Warner, Richard 
Curtin, Hunt, Reese, Wellborn, 
Cutcheon, James, Reid, J. W. Wemple, 
Dargan, Jeffords, Rice, Wh i 
Davidson, Jones, B, W. R " Wilkins, 
Davis, R. T. Jones, J. H. Robinson, W.E. Willis, 
Deuster, King, Rockwell, Winans, E. B. 
- Dibble, Lacey, Rogers, J. H. Winans, John 
Dibrell, Lamb, Rogers, W. F. Wise, G. D. 
Dockery, Lanham, Rosecrans, Wolford, 
Dowd, Le Fevre, Rowell, Wood, 
Dunham, Long, Ryan, Yaple, 
Eldredge, Lore, Shively, Young. 
English, Lovering, Singleton, 
Fiedler, Lowry, Skinner, T. G. 
Finerty, Lyman, Sunalls, 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Adams, J. J. Blackburn, Burnes, Connolly, 
Arnot, Blanchard, Campbell, J. E. 
Barksdale, Bowen, Carleton, Co n, 
Barr, Boyle, Cassidy, Cox q * 
Belford, Rrumm, Chalmers, Davis, G. R. 
Belmont, Budd, Collins, Davis, L. H. 


Dingley, Hooper, Milliken, Robinson, J. 8. 
Dunn, Horr, Money, Russell, 
Elliott, Hurd, Morrison, Seney, 
Ermentrout, Hutchins, Morse, Shaw, 

Evans, Johnson, Murphy, Skinner, ©. R. 
Findlay, Jones, J. K. Mutchler, Smith, A. Herr 
Foran, Jones, J. T. Ochiltree, Spriggs, 
George, Jordan, Payson, Stevens, 

Goff, Keifer, Phelps, Wadsworth, 
Hancook, Kellogg, Pusey, Washburn, 
Hatch, H. H. Ketcham, Randall, Weller, 
Haynes, Kleiner, Rankin, White, Milo 
Henderson, D. B. Laird, Ray, G. W. Williams, 
Hill, Lawrence, Kay, Ossian Woodward. 
Holton, Lewis, rtson, 


So the House refused to consider the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON asked that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. STRAIT objected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Hurp with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, on this vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. WASHBURN, for this day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill 7972, a bill (H. R. 8130) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS. All points of order are reserved on this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let all points of order be reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Points of order will be reserved. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me that I may sub- 
mit an important resolution. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I yield for that purpose only. 


IMPRISONMENT OF JULIO R. SANTOS. 
Mr. McCOMAS. I ask unanimous consent to submit the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas Julio R. Santos, an American citizen, naturalized in July, A. D. 1874, 
who was long an instructor in the University of Virginia, but recently a mer- 
chant in Bahia, Ecuador, has been imprisoned at Guayaquil, Ecuador, since No- 
vember, A. D. 1884, for alleged complicity in a rebellion, and his speedy execu- 
tion is apprehended ; 

And whereas it is alleged that this American citizen is innocent ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby , requested to inform 
this House what measures he has taken, and what further he intends to take, to 
secure the release or speedy trial of Julio R. Santos. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BAYNE and others. Let us pass it now. 

Mr. Me¢COMAS. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. McCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motif to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, returned to 
the House, in accordance with its request, the bill (H. R. 1017) relative 
to the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VAN EATON. I renew the motion that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion.of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON] that the Heuse adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 48, noes 76. 

Mr. HORR. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 41 voting in favor thereof—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will lay before 
the House several executive communications. 

There was no objection. 


HINGHAM HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of a survey and 
preliminary examination of Hingham Harbor, Massachusetts; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WHITE HALL HARBOR, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of a survey 
and preliminary examination of White Hall Harbor, New York; which 
— to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered te be 
prin 
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Bayne, 
Bingham, 


Dunham, 


Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 

ley, 

lentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Bisbee 


Bland, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bratton, 
peockinatian, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brown, W. W. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 


Campbell, Feli 
* Campbell, J. E. 


Cam H, J. M. Henley, Paige, 
Candler, Hepburn, Parker, 
Cannon, Hewitt, G. W. Patton, 
Cassidy, Hitt, Payne, 
Clardy, Hoblitzell, Peel, 
Clay, Holman, Perkins, 
Clements, Holmes, Peters, 

So Hopkins, Pierce, 
Collins, Houseman, Poland, 
Cosgrove, Howey, Post, 

Cox, W.R. Hunt, Pryor, 
Crisp, Hutchins, Ray, G. W. 
Culberson, D. B. James Reagan, 
Culbertson, W.W. Jeffords, Reed, T.B 
Cullen, Jones, B. W. Reid, J. W 
Cartin, Jones, J, H. Reese, 
Cutcheon, Keifer, Riggs, 

n, King, Robinson, W. E. 
Davidson, pone. Rockwell, 
Davis, R. T. Lamb, Rogers, J. H. 
Deuster, Lanham, Rogers, W. F. 
Dibble, Lawrentce, Rowell, 
Dibrell, Le Fevre, Ryan, 
Dingley, Lewis, Seymour, 

ery, Libbey, Shively, 

NOT VOTING—1. 

Adams, G. E. Dunn, Johnson, 
Adama, J. J. Elliott, Jones, J. K. 
Atkinson, Ellis, Jones, J.T. 

rr, Ellwood, Jordan, 
Belford, Fiedler, Kelley, 
Belmont, Findlay, Kellogg, 
Blackburn, Finerty, Kleiner, 
Blanchard, Foran, Laird, 
Bowen, Fyan, McCoid, 
Brainerd, George, McComas, 
Broadhead, Goff, Milliken, 
Brumm, Hancock, oe 
Budd Harmer organ, 
Burleigh, Hatch, H H Morrison, 
aa ton, oe H. —— 

mers, yhes, uller, 

Connolly, Henderson,D.B. Murphy, 
Cook, Herbert, urray, 
Covington, Hill, Ochiltree 
Cox, 8.3. Holton, Payson, 

, ooper, Pettibone, 
Da’ G. R. Horr Phelps, 
Davis, L. H. Hurd, Pusey 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. GARRISON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
ten days, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON] that the House adjourn; on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
31, nays 201, not voting 91; as follows: 
YEAS—31. 


Evans, Potter, 
Hewitt, A.S. Price, 
Hiscock, Ranney, 
Houk, Rice, 
Kean, Smalls, 
Ketcham, Snyder, 
Mutchler, Stone, 
Nelson, Strait, 
NAYS—201. 
Dowd, Long, 
Eaton, Lore, 
Eldredge, Lovering, 
English, Lowry, 
Ermentrout, Lyman, 
Everhart, McAdoo, 
Ferrell, McCormick, 
Follett, MeMillin, 
Forney, Matson, 
Funston, Maybury, 
Garrison, Millard, 
Geddes, Miller, J. F. 
Gibson, Miller, 8. H. 
Glascock, Mills, 
Graves, Money, 
Green Morrill, 
Greenleaf, Moulton, 
Guenther, Muldrow, 
Halsell, Neece, 
Hammond, Nicholls, 
Hanback, Nutting, 
Hardeman, Oates, 
Hardy, O’ Ferrall, 
Hart, O'Hara, 


Hemphill, 
Henderson, T. J. 


the roll-call, 


Mr. ANDERSON moved b 
of the names. 
. VAN EATON objected. 


readi 
Mr 


O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J, 


Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Washburn, 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wise, J.S. 
Wolford. 


Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Slocum, 
Smith, H. Y. 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charies 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A.J. 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wood, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 

York. 


Randall, 
Rankin, 

Ray, Ossian 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J.S. 


Skinner, C. R. 
Smith, A. Herr 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Williams, . 
Woodward, 
Young. 


y unanimous consent to dispense with the 


The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s d 
for this day only: - 


Mr. ELLs with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. MURRAY with Mr. Warr. 


Mr. Foxerty with Mr. HARMER. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. VAN EATON. 
adjourn to meet on Friday next. 
Mr. ANDERSON. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr VAN EATON. 


lers Mr 


Mr. VAN EATON. No quorum has voted 
The SPEAKER appointed as te 
LEY. 
The 
Mr. VAN EATON demanded the yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 
The House divided; and there were 
Mr. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HENLEY. 


+s 
aves 3°. 


Exactly one-fifth of the last vote. 
Count the other side 


The other side was counted, and there were 132. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. VAN EATON, 


Not one-fifth. 
rellers on the yeas and nays 


VAN EATON and Mr 


L047 


The Clerk will report the next bill 
I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 


I move that motion be laid on the table 
That motion is not in order 
I demand a division 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 102 


HEN- 


House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 5, noes 159, 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
-ayes 64, noes 92. 

DUNHAM demanded the yeas and nays. 
The House divided; and there were 


Tellers were not ordered, and the yeas and nays were not ordered. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
[ move the Housé fake a recess until eleven and 
a half o’clock to-morrow morning. 
Will not the gentleman yield to take up 


Mr. VAN EATON. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the Mexican pension bill? 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 99 


Mr. VAN EATON. 


No quorum is 


voting 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. VAN EATON and Mr. HENLEY as 


tellers. 
Mr. HENLEY. 


As a measure of pacification to the gentleman from 


Mississippi and those on the other side, I will say that I have no ob- 
jection to the House taking a recess until eleven and a half o'clock to- 


morrow. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER. 


[Cries of ‘‘That is right !’’] 
Say 11 o'clock. 
That requires unanimous consent after the point 


of order has been made that no quorum voted. 


Mr. HENLEY. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HAMMOND. 


I will renew the motion. 
The motion is still pending. 
Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


sefore vot- 


ing I desire to know whether, if the House votes to take a recess until 
to-morrow, we will not commence then where we are now and will have 


more of to-morrow to waste. 
The SPEAKER. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported 


The SPEAKER. 


No quorum has voted. 


The tellers will take their places. 


-ayes 95, noes 19 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, noes 19. 


Mr. STRAIT and Mr. DUNHAM. 


Mr. VAN EATON. 


No quorum has voted. 
I move the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. McMILLIN demanded the yeas and nays on the motion to take 


& Tecess. 


The SPEAKER. 


The motion to adjourn takes precedence. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 75. 
Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 


voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—82 
Adams, G. E. Guenther, McCoid, 
Aiken, Hammond, McComas, 
Atkinson, Hart, McCormick, 
Bagley, Haynes, Millard, 
Barksdale, Henderson, T. J. Miller, S. H. 
Bayne, Herbert, Mitchell, 
Boyle, Hewitt, A.S Morgan, 
Breitung, Hill, Morrill, 
Broadhead, Hiscock, Muldrow, 
Cannon, Hoblitzell, Muller, 
Converse, Houk, Mutchler, 
Cox, 8.8. Houseman, Nelson, 
Cullen, Howey, Oates, 
Dargan, Hurd, Paige, 
Davis, R. T. Kean, Parker, 
Dorsheimer, Keifer, Payne, 
Ellis, Ketcham, Perkins, 
Eliwood, King, Peters, 
Evans, Lawrence, Pettibone 
Everhart, Libbey, Post, 
Findlay, Long, Potter, 

NAYS—135. 
Alexander, Breckinridge, Collins 
Anderson, Brown, W. W. Coagrove, 
Barbour, Buchanan, Cox, W.R 
Beach, Burnes, Crisp, 
Belmont, Cabell, Culberson, D. B 
Bennett, e Caldwell, Culbertson, W. W. 
Bisbee, Candler, Cutcheon, 
Bland, Clardy, Davidson, 
Blount, Clay, Deuster, 
Boutelle, Clements, Dibble, 
Bratton, Cobb, Dibrell, 





82, nays 135, not 


Price, 

Pryor, 
Robertson, 
tock well, 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rowell, 
Seymour, 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Stevens, 
Strait, 
Thomas, 
Van Alstyne 
Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J.8. 


Dockery, 
Dowd, 
English, 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Follett, 
Forney? 
Funston, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
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Goveni af, Mateon, Setanee, .C. pean, Qoee Mr. HENLEY. I wish we could have them read. 
alsell, aybury,. ' ub, aientine, , ’ ; ° > ms sin siorit v * 
Hanback, Miller, J. F. Smith, H. Y. Vance, wtp hale vention yer ule? The Democrats are in a majority; 
Hancock Milliken, Spooner, allace, . os 
Hard nan, Mills, Springer, Ward, - Mr. BLAND. The RecorpD will show why we do not pass them. 
Hardy, CECE, Steele, jarner, A.J. . 6 . "? 
Henley, Nutting, Stephenson, Warner, Richard [Cries of “ Regular order? J i . . > 
Hepburn, 0’ Ferrall, Stewart,Charles Weaver, The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
Hewitt, G. W. ©’ Hara, Stewart, J. W. Wellborn, from Mississippi. 
Hitt O'Neill, J.J. Stockslager, Weller, : oan 
Holman, Patton, Storm, Wemple, The motion was met agreed to. 7 
Hopkins, Peel, Struble, White, J. D. Mr. VAN EATON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
amt, — a , ~ Suroner, C. A. va wt Mr. HENLEY. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion pend- 
Jones, B : tay, G. W. Swope, ilson, W. L, on hich is to take ; Ce8s 
Jones, J. H. Ray. Oss Talbott, Winans, E. B. SRG, WHER 35 UO Sawe & SCCeN. ; 
— Reed, TE T aglen J.D. Wise, GD. Mr. REED, of Maine. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mis- 
Lanham, Reid, J. W. Taylor, J.M. Wolford, sissippi moves that the House do now adjourn, which is a privileged 
Le Fevre, Reese, Thompson, eee : motion : 
I is Rot yn, W. E, Throckmorton, Ww ward, 2 ss A st . : 
coms ny 7 H. Tillman, Worthington, The SPEAKER. There is so much confusion in the Hall that the 
Lowry Rosecrans, Townshend, Yaple, * Chair can not hear the motions of the gentlemen. If gentlemen will re- 
ie — en A vom. sume their seats and cease conversation in the Hall the Chair will en- 
a "" NOT VOTING—106. _ deavor to put in their proper order the several motions which are made. 
aien3. 3. Curtin. Hutchins, Randall, _ Mr. on I have demanded the yeas and nays upon the pend- 
Arnot, Davis, G. R. James, Rankin, Ing motion. 
ae e, Saran L.H. on ome Mr. VAN EATON. And I have submitted a motion that the House 
arr, nngley, Johnson, agan, as 
Belford, Dunham, Jones, J. K. Rice, do now adjourn. war 4 ‘ - 
Kingham, Dunn, Jones, J.T. Riggs, The SPEAKER. That motion is always in order. 
Blackburn, Eaton, Jordan, Robinson, J.S. The House divided, but before the announcement of the result, 
Blanchard, Eldredge, Kelley, Russell, Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays 
Bowen, Elliott, ed Kellogg, Seney, oe? — - — " ‘4 . 
Brainerd, Ermentrout, Kleiner, Shaw, The yeas and nays were ordered, 44 members voting therefor—more 
- wer, : : fine rty, Laird, ow aco 8 - than one-fifth of the last vote. 
rewer,J. oran, amb, inner, &. ht. : < ak ° - — . av rote 
Browne. T. M yan, Lovering, Smith. A. Herr The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 111, not vot 
Bramm, Garrison, Lyman, Spriggs, ing 132; as follows: 
Buckner, Geddes, Money, Stone, YEAS—80, 
Budd. George, Morrison, Sumner. D. H. Adams, G. E Hepburn Mitchell Rogers, W. F. 
Burleigh, Goff, Morse, ‘Taylor, E.B. Atkinson, — Herbert, ' Morrill," Seymour, 
Campbell, Felix Green, Moulton, Tucker, Bar. Hewitt. A.S. Muldrow Slocum, 
Campbell, J. E. Harmer, Murphy, Wadsworth, Belmont Hewitt. G.W. Muller. ’ Smalls, 
Campbell, J. M. Hatch, H. H. Murray, Wait, Boutelle. nn. Mutchler Spooner 
Carleton, Hatch, W.H. Nicholls, Washburn, Bovie. Hiscock Nelson. Stephenson, 
Cassidy, Hemphill, Ochiltree, White, Milo Breitung Holmes. Oates. * Stevens, 
Chalmers, Henderson, D.B. O'Neill, Charles Williams. Cannes. Howey 4 Paige Stewart, J. W. 
Connolly, Holmes, Payson, Winans, John Converes ent Parker Strait. - 
Cook, liolton, Phelps, Young. Curtin. Hurd. Payne. Struble, 
Covington, Hooper, Poland, Cuateheon Hutchins, Perkins, Thomas, 
Craig, Horr, Pusey, Dorsheimer, James, Peters, Turner, II. G. 
So the motion was not agreed to. Dastem, oe. paeene, ven ee. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the | |) ~o0d, King,” Potter, Wakefield. 
reading of the names. Evans, Lawrence, Price, Wemple, 
Mr. VAN EATON. I object. Breshant, een, Bryer, ae 
The following additional pairs were announced for this day: ieneuet. Miller, 8, H. Reed. TB. Willis. 
Mr. BAGLEY with Mr. KeTrcHAM. Henderson,T.J. Milliken, Robertson, Wise, J.S. 
Mr. Brewer, of New Jersey, with Mr, BucKNER. NAYS—I11. 
Mr. NicHOoLts with Mr. Rice. Alezander, Dockery, Matson, Taylor, J.D. 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr, BInGHAM. Anderson, Dowd, Maybury, Taylor, J. M. 
Mr. JEFFORDSs with Mr. LAMB. a nom, = a 
Mr. ErmentRovtT with Mr. O’Ner.y, of Pennsylvania. eae Follett” —" Tillman, : 
The result of the vote was them announced as above recorded. Bisbee, Forney, Nutting, Townshend, 
Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker Bland, Funston, O’Ferrall, Tally, 
Mr. VAN EATON. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it Breckinridge a one’ s.3. waa 
be to meet on Friday next. Brown, W. W. Greenleaf, Patton, Vance, 
Mr. HENLEY. I believe I had the attention of the Chair before the ares. T.M. —_ os, _— 
gentleman from Mississippi rose. ooo ae ao” Weeden a. 3. 
The SPEAKER. TheChair will hear the gentleman from California. | Cabell,’ Haynes, Reid, J. W. Warner, Richard 
Mr. HENLEY. I demand the yeas and nays on the pending motion, Gaaeee, Henley, Ragere,J. H. Wearer, . 
which is the motion to take a recess until to-morrow at half past 11 | Giay, Hopkins, a Weller, ' 
o'clock. Clements, Houseman, Shively, White, J. D. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon that motion, but pend- Con ps J.H. Stinnes, G. Wien, qoneee 
ing that the gentleman from Mississippi makes a motion which under | Gosprove, conte. Springer, Winans, EF. B. 
the rules has priority over it. The Chair will cause the rule to be read | Cox, 8.8. Le Fevre, Steele, ; Winene, jote 
if the gentleman desires it. Cox, W.R. Lewis, Stewart, Charles se, G. 
. \ Wolf 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is no doubt of that rule. ES — Won 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- | Davidson, McAdoo, Sumner, C. A. Worthington, 
man from Mississippi, pending the motion to take a recess, which is ma ames, a ¥aple. 
that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. _— . : © VOTING -. 
Mr. HENLEY. I desire to submit a parliamen question to the ates ss RT ge -' Finerty Boek 
: - > ; . iwier i ; . ms, J.J. ov. wm. ’ ’ 
Speaker. I see in subdivision 4 of Rule XVI the following language: | 4i0en" Carleton, oran, Jeffords, 
No motion to postpone to a day certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, | Arnot Cassidy, Fyan, Johnson, 
. y 
being decided, shall be again allowed on the same day at the same stage of the y, Chalmers, Garrison, Jones, B. W. 
question. Bone? Clardy, Geddes, Jones, J. K 
The SPEAKER. That is a motion to postpone the consideration of | Barksdale, — Gore" conten,” 
@ proposition to a day certain or indefinitely. This rule provides | Beiford, Covington, Graves, Kelley, 
— Bleteban Galterteen, W.W. Guenthe Keene: 
When aquestion is ander debate no motion shall be received but to fix the day > Cullen et oe Siemenent K ; 
to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the Blount, - Dargan Hanback, | Laird, ' 
table, for the previous question (which motionsshall be decided withoutdebate), | Bowen Davis, G R. Harmer, Lamb. 
to postpone to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone indefinitely, | Brainerd Davis, L. H. Hart, " Libbey, 
which severa} motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order. Brewer, F.B Davis, R.T. Hatch, H. H Long, 
That is to say, a motion to adjourn, or, first te fix the day to which | Brewer, J. H. poesia. ——— 4 H sasseing, 
the House shall adjourn, next to adjourn, and next 2 a recess, is | Rromm= ee: Henderson, D.B. MeCoid. 
the ord@in which these motions shall be submit: to the House. | Buckner, Eaton, Ilitt, Miller, J. F. 
[Cries of “‘ Regular order!’} Budd, Eldredge, ~~ sega Money, 
Mr. BLAND. .Would it be in order to have read the Democratic | Be" eieh, .. . Hiltott. vey , 
: : . $ Campbell, Felix Ermentrout, llooper, 
and Republican platforms touching the forfeiture of these land grants? ! Campbell, J. E. —_—“Fiedier, Horr, Moulton, 








1885. CONGRESSIONAL 
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Murphy, Rankin, Russell, Taylor, E. B. 
Murray, Ranney, Seney, Pucker, 
Nicholls, Ray, G. W. Shaw, Wadsworth, i 
Ochiltree, Reagan, Singleton, Wait, } 
O’ Neill, Charles Rice, Skinner, C. R. Washburn, | 
Payson, Riggs, Smith, A. Herr White, Milo 
Phelps, Robinson, J. S. Snyder, Williams, | 
Poland, Robinson, W. E. Spriggs, Woodward, 
Pusey, Rockwell, Stone, York, i 
Randall, Rowell, Sumner, D. H. Young. 
| 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iobject. Let them be read. 

The names of members voting were read. 

‘The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. HENLEY. The pending motion, I understand, is that the 
House take a recess. 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion now pending. 

Mr. VAN EATON. And pending that motion I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Saturday next. 

Mr. HENLEY. I have not surrendered the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California had not surren- 
dered the floor. 

Mr. HENLEY. I wish to say that this seems now to have become a 
question of physical endurance, and that the other side show a deter- 


bills. The responsibility of defeating the land-grant forfeitures will 
rest upon the Republican side of the House. [Cries of ** Regular 
order!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. Pending the mo- 
tion for a recess the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] 
moves that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Saturday 
next. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the House should vote to take a re- 
cess till to-morrow at half past 11 o’clock, when it reassembles would 
it not then be in the same position as it is now with reference to busi- 
Dess —— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has answered that question twice al- 
ready. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. With that side of the House filibuster- 
ing against thé consideration of the educational and Mexican pension 
bills * 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton]. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion for a recess till 
to-morrow at half past 11 o'clock. 

Mr. HENLEY. Pending that I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of John H. Hamiter, of La Fayette 
County, Arkansas, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers relating to the claim of James Duncan for 
property taken in October, 1864—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of John Duggan, of Nevada 
County, Arkansas, formerly of Fayette, Tenn., asking for compensa- 


tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during the | 


late rebellion—to the same committee. 


By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsy]- | 
vania, instructing Senators and requesting Members in Congress to vote | 


for the foreign-contract-labor bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, requesting Sena- 
tors and Members of Congress to urge repeal of act of July 22, 1876, by 
which legal-tender oy of trade-dollar was abrogated—to the Com- 
wittee on Co , Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: Petition of S. B. Cunningham and John F. An- 
eona, for adjustment of salaries—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of Martin, Fuller & Co. and 36 other 
leading firms of Philadelphia, owners and shippers of live-stock, ear- 
nestly protesting against false and slanderous charges preferred by men 
ignorant of the business, and against the Hopkins resolution—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of the National Temperance Society, 
officially signed, against the passage of a bill extending the bonded 
whisky period: presented to the House by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, memorial of the board of managers of the National Temper 
ance Society, officially signed, asking for the early concurrence of the 
House of Representatives in the Senate bill to provide for a national 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Petition of Wilson Post, No. 1, Department of 
Maryland, Grand Army of the Republic, for publication in Official Rec- 
ords of the War of the Rebellion of photographic illustrations—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Resolution of Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce 
favoring the reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the Committee on Ways 
und Means. 

Also, petition of George Keel, of Hamilton County, Ohio --to the Com 


| mittee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GARRISON; Petition of John W. Mears, of Virginia, for re 


lief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HANBACK: Petition of ex-soldiers in Grand Army of the 
Republic post at Cawker City, Kans., urging purchase by Congress of 
Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the Commit 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of 


| Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of the foreigr-contract-labor bill 


—to the Committee on Labor 


Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, in 


quality of the trade-dollar was abrogated—to the Committee on Coin 
age, Weights, and Measures. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
urging the passage of the foreign-contract-labor bill—to the Committee 


| on Labor. 


Also, resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in favor of re 
taining the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

By Mr. KELLEY: Resolution of the senate and house of representa- 
| tives of Pennsylvania, in favor of the bill known as the foreign-contract- 
labor bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the senate and house of representatives of Penn- 
sylvania in favorof making the trade-dollar full legal tender—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of Margaret Smith, of Broome County, 
New York, asking an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MULLER: Memorial of the Real Estate Exchange and Auc- 
tion Room of the city of New York, in regard to appropriations for de- 
fense of New York Harbor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Petition of Searle Post, No. 44%, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Leonardsville, N. Y., asking Congress to purchase 
Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. O'FERRALL: Petition of Harriet Stratton and Mary H 
Johnson and others, in favor of an increase of widows’ pensions—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Papers relating to claim of legal represent- 
| atives of Sewall W. Piper—to the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel W. 
Craft, of Lonoke County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Samuel W. Cratt, for paymentof property taken and 
used by the United States Arniy during the late war—to the same com- 
mittee. 
| By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of L. H. Erskine and 62 others, of Door 
| County; of A. Clute and 53 others, of Dexterville, Wood County; of L. 
| H. Nickel and 61 others, of New London, and of Willis Hand and 60 
| others, of Price County, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. STORM: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, re 
| questing the Senators of that State to vote for the foreign-contract-labor 


j 
| 
mination not to come to a consideration of the land-grant-forfeiture favor of the repeal of the act of Congress by which the legal-tender 
| 
| 





| bill—toe the Committee on Labor. 
Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
| questing its Senators and Members in Congress to vote for a bill retain- 
ing the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of A. W. Stark, for removal of disabili- 
ties—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHN WINANS: Petition of Lucy A. Virgin and others, 
of Johnstown, Wis., asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the 
|} Committee on Pensions. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Of 302 citizens of Davis County; of 152 citi- 
zens of Clay County, and of 38 citizens of Marshall County, Kansas. 

By Mr. ARNOT: Of 215 ex-soldiers and citizens of Allegany County, 

and of &4 ex-soldiers and citizens of Stenben County, New York. 
| By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of Post 3, Grand Army of the Republic, 


| Pittsburgh, Pa. 
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By Mr. BOYLE: Of citizens of Pottaville, and of Brownsville, Pa. 

By Mr. BREWER: Of citizens of Portville, N. Y. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Ofcitizensof Potter County, of Tioga County, 
and of McKean County, Pennsylvania. 

3y Mr. BURLEIGH: Of citizens of Troy, of Salem, and of Allenbo- 
rough, N. Y. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 128 voters of Glenwood, Ky. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Of H. B. Gregory and 143 others, of Hillsdale 
County, Michigan. 

By Mr. FORAN: Of 162 citizens of Wayne County, of 142 citizens 
of Hancock County, of 104 citizens of Wayne County, of 19 citizens of 
Toledo, of citizens of Fremont, of Lucas County, of Akron, of Creston, 
of Highland County, of Hamilton County, of Medina, of Dodsonville, 
of Lynchburg, of Chillicothe, of Lodi, of Rainsborough, of Bainbridge, 
and of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

sy Mr. HANBACK: of Lewis Christie and others, of Monroe, Kans. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of J. D. Kidd and 27 others, of Sherwood; of 
George Graham and 63 others, of Ripley County; of E. T. Rector and 63 
others, of Jefferson County; of J. B. Kidney and 58 others, of Frank- 
lin County; and of F. M. Sherwood and 63 others, of Decatur County, 
Indiana. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Patoka, Ind. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of M. P. Maxon and 234 others, of Union City, 
Mich. 

By Mr. LAMB: Of citizens of Fountain County, of Vigo County, of 
Warren County, and of Independence, Ind. 

ty Mr. LOWRY: Of 25 citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Of 64 citizens of Lawrence County, Ohio. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Of 100 citizens of Cayuga County, and 62 citizens 
of Wayne County, New York. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Of citizens of Delaware County, and of Gilbert 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Guilford, N. Y. 

By Mr. STEELE: Of Snead Thomas and 148 others, of Marion; of 
James H. McClugg and 117 others, of Wabash, and of John W. Ruden 
and 47 others, of Miami County, Indiana. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Of 64 citizens of Crawford County, and 
of 54 citizens of Jackson County, Indiana. 

By Mr. D. H. SUMNER: Of citizens of Fox Lake, and of Waupun, 
Wis. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Of E. McKenzie and 137 others, of Rock 
County; of 30 ex-soldiers and citizens of Fulda, and of 68 ex-soldiers 
and citizens of Windom, Minn. 

By Mr. WELLER: Of John L. Davis and 55 others, of Douglas, 
Iowa. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of J. J. Sullivan and 192 others, citizens of 
Holmes County, Ohio. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Of George Coleman and 85 others, citizens of 
Livingston County, and of W. W. Raymond and 119 others, of Ing- 
ham County, Michigan. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 29, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntieEy, D. D. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. PENDLETON called the Senate to order, and the Secretary read 
the following letter: 
To the Senate: 

Pursuant to the rules, I hereby name and designate Hon. Grorcr H. PenpDLE- 
Ton, a Senator from the State of Ohio, to perform the duties of the Chair during 
my absence this day. 

GEO, F. EDMUNDS, 
President 


pro tempore. 
Wasninorowr, D. C., January 29, 1835. 


Thereupon Mr. PENDLETON took the chair as presiding officer for 
to-day. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PENDLETON) laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with section 229 of the Revised Statutes, statements sho the 
contracts made by the bureaus of the War Department during the 
yearvended June 30, 1884; which was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter of the Secretary will be 
printed, and, with the accompanying documents, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, if there be no 

Mr. CONGER. Should not the accompanying report be penal 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The accom 
voluminous. If it is desired to have a = te, they had probably 
better go to the Committee on Printing for aie tae 
order to print is made. 

Mr, CONGER. If it is in response to a call for information by the 


Senate it should be printed. The letter shows nothing beyond the 
fact that the information called for is communicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is a report made to the Senate 
in accordance with law, and not in response to a call by the Senate for 
special information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The papers had better be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and let them determine whether itis necessary to print 
them; or they may be first referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and if that committee wishes to have them printed, they can be 
reported back from that committee with such a recommendation, and 
then referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well; let that course be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter and accompanying papers 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present a concurrent resolution of the senate 
and house of representatives of the State of Minnesota in relation to 
the purchase by the Government of the water ways at Point Keweenaw, 
on Lake Superior. It isa resolution instructing the Senators and re- 
questing the members of the House of Representatives from Minnesota, 
and relates to a matter upon which legislation is sought from Congress. 
I ask that the resolution be treated as a memorial and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be received as a memorial. Does the Senator desire that the 
resolution shall be read, as is usual in such cases? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The resolution is addressed to the members of 
the Senate and House from Minnesota, and I do not ask for its reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I have a copy of a petition of merchants and man- 
ufacturers of the city of New York, formerly presented to the Senate 
by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations [ Mr. MILLER; 
of California], with a large number of additional signatures to those 
upon it at that time, which I am requested to oes The petition 
prays for the ratification of the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of California; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, as follows: 


Assembly ow resolution No. 10, relative to the pr of a branch 
{ the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldie 


WhausinCenapein. an act a) ved July 5, 1884, directed the cial, 
agers of the National Home for bled Volunteer Soldiers to inquire into the 
expediency of ae a branch of the home in the State of California for the 

Pacific coast, and to that end to receive propositions from the directors of the 
“ Veterans’ Home,” located in N: County, California, for the transfer of the 
buildings, grounds, ore said ‘ Veterans’ Home” to the United States 
for use as en branch - the a Home for raid aassainaralaae al ¥Y 

to n respect to the pea and ex iency of accept 
“ Veterans’ P iieess " for —_ Senmahit and 

Whereas the directors of the ‘‘ Veterans’ Home " of California have piosted 
and transmitted to the a os an ays ae Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers reso! peepee transfer the buildings, nds, and 
——— of said “ Veterans Home” tot ‘Cited States for use as a branch home 


rs of the National Home have communicated to 
o directors of the “‘ Veterans’ Home” of Californiatheir intention to recommend 
to Congress, at its present session, the establishment of a branch of the National 
Home in California for the Pacific coast ; and 
there are many disabled volunteer soldiers of the war with Mexico 
and of the civil war on the Pacific coast, who are now in urgent and immediate 
need of the care and maintenance of such home and have a just claim for such re- 
lief as the Government has given to their comrades in the United States: 


fore 
Be it resolved by the assembly of the State of California (the senute concurring), Tha 
our Senatorsand eae reese in Congress are requested to use every 
eee See o> pasemhanteben ekalamanintes 
erecting the bensd ce SS eee ee ee unteer 


Sritiom, within Case eaaetsedes the gienge the act, or as soon thereafter 
as , to locate a branch of said ‘at some suitable point in the State 
of ; an , authorizing and directing managers 


of managers, 
its present session an adequate appropriation of money ener. main- 
tenance of the disabled VolUnteer soldier of said honte incase the said transfer 


the governor be requested to transmit forthwith to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress a copy of these resolutions. 


the Assembly. 
JOHN DA ber of 
President of the Senate. 
THOMAS L. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of 


Attest: 


Mr. HARRISON presented a concurrent resolution of the 
of Indiana; which was read, and referred to the Committee on ons, 
follows: 


ee our he and vempesting ours 

ae parcial pimaensciationt incsuiedamatpeeses Seen Oe tab eee. 
our Sen- 

we a teen this State bet Gonaiiedeael oud oun Dnepeanteladbocnta in Con- 
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be uested, to use their influence to secure the of House bill No. 


entitled ‘‘A bill for pensioni prisoners of war who were confined in con- 
federate military P during the late war.’ 
, Resolved, That the governor be, and is hereby, requested to furnish each of our 


Senators and Representatives in Congress a copy of the resolutions. 


Mr. CALL presented the petition of H. Myers, of Marietta, Ga., 
praying for the removal of his political disabilities; whieh was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of cigar-makers of Charleston, S. 
C., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed Spanish reci- 
procity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

tions. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I presenta resolution of the Leg- 
islature of Pennsylvania, in favor of the so-called foreign-contract-labor 
bill. Inasmuch as the bill on that subject has been reported, I move 
that the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I present a resolution of the 

islature of Pennsylvania, favoring the repeal of the act of Congress 
of 1876 abrogating the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar. Asa 
bill relating to the trade-dollar is now on the Calendar, I move that the 
resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a memorial of firms rep- 
resenting the iron-ore producing and transporting interests of the North- 
west and of Pennsylvania; a memorial of business men and firms of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and a memorial of citizens of Franklin County, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed Spanish 
reciprocity treaty; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of O. Chanute and others, citizens 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the repeal of the laws fixing the terms 
of United States collectors, district attorneys, and other Federal officers 
at four years; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
‘Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2373) to facilitate promotions 

throughout the Army by retiring from active service, upon their own 
application, officers of the Army who served in the war of the rebellion, 
to report it adversely and to recommend its indefinite postponement. 
The bill was introduced by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 
I do not know whether he desires to have it placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator what the report is ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The reportis adverse. I think the Senator from 
Tilinois could hardly himself have understood the entire scope of the 
bill and its effect upon the Army. The Secretary of War shows that 
it would result in giving a very large proportion of the officers of the 
Army the privilege of present retirement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. With increased rank and pay. 

Mr. HARRISON. The scope of the bill is so wide, that the commit- 
tee thought, with the Secretary of War, that it ought to be reported 
adversely. We have done so, and ask its indefinite postponement. 
aa CULLOM. Will the Senator consent to its going on the Calen- 
r? 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no objection at all. [I called the atten- 
tion of the Senator to the report so that he might make that request if 
he desired so to do. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred a communication of the Secretary of War, inclosing a let- 
ter from General W. B. Haren, Chief Signal Officer United States Army, 
concerning First Lieut. Geos ;2 8. Grimes and other officers of the Sig- 
nal Service, whose accounts have been suspended in the Treasury De- 

ment for the reason that tolls received for dispatches sent over the 
i and Fort Ellis section of the United States military telegraph 
lines were used contrary to law in paying the expenses of said lines, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2593) for the re- 
lief of certain officers of the Si Service; which was read twice by 


its title. 
Mr. P from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner, reported it with- 


out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE. I am instructed by the Committee on Claims to report 
adversely the bill .(S. 1825) for the relief of Martha Turner. This is a 
bill for the same purpose as that which passed the other House and 


which I have just reported. I move the indefinite postponement of 


the Senate bill. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2268) for the relief of John F. 


Severance, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
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whom was referred the bill (S. 2388) for the protection and improve- 
ment of the harbor of New York, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7857) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

DETROIT SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. MAHONE. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7619) to release 
the reversionary right of the Government of the United States to cer- 
tain lands in the city of Detroit and State of Michigan, to report it 
favorably and without amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of the bill. It is merely to clear the title of the 
land on which the high-school building stands in the city of Detroit 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that it be read in full for information 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Ohio would prefer, I can state 
very concisely the substance of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Leask for the reading of the bill for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not open to debate 
The Senator from Ohio asks for. the reading of the bill for information 
That will be done. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That any right of reversion or otherwise which the United 
States may be supposed to have in the space on which the high-school building 
bélonging to the board of education of the city of Detroit is situated, being a 
part of the old town of Detroit, laid out by the governor and judges of the Ter- 
ritory of Michigan under an act of Congress approved April 21, 1806, entitled 
“An act to provide for the adjustment of the titles of land in the town of De- 
troit and Territory of Michigan, and for other purposes,”’ be, and the same is 
hereby, granted and released to the said board of education. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT COMPLETION CEREMONIES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lam directed by the commission appointed un- 
der the joint resolution of Congress, approved May 13, 1884, in relation 
to ceremonies to be authorized on the completion of the Washington 
Monument, to report back for adoption a resolution, and I ask for ita 
present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the order of proceedings adopted by the commission appointed 
under the joint resolution of Congress approved May 15, 1884, for the dedication 
of the Washington Monument on the 2ist day of February next, is approved ; 
and that the officers of the Senate are charged with the duty of carrying out the 
same under the direction of the said commission. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is scarcely worth while to readat the desk the 
accompanying order of ceremonies, because Senators have been served 
with copies of it. This formal resolution is necessary; and a similar 
resolution will be offered and no doubt adopted in the House of Rep- 
resentatives in regard to the matter. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL SENATE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report a resolu- 
tion, which I ask may be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to employ three messengers at $1,440 each; two skilled 
laborers at $1,000 each; two laborers at $720 each; two firemen at $1,080 each 
two janitors at 300 each. And the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay the above employés out of the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to have the Senator from Nevada ex- 
plain the necessity for the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order on the request 
for immediate consideration. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution at this time? 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
goes over until to-morrow. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrert resolution on 
the subject of counting the electoral vote. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


I osk for the immediate consideration of 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Objection is made, and the resolution 
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the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7619) to release the reversionary right of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to certain lands in the city of Detroit and 
State of Michigan; and 

A bill (H. R. 7874) making additional appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (8S. 2594) to change the name of the 
Manufacturers’ National Bank of New York to the Manufacturers’ 
National Bank of Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 2595) granting a pension to Philip 
©, Enders; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2596) for the relief 
of Henry A. Paus; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2597) granting a pension to Dr. 
Delaney Wiley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2598) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. 
Clarke, of New Orleans; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COKE and Mr. INGALLS submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them respectively to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 





COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PENDLETON) laid before the Sen- 
ate the following concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the two 
Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
at 12 o'clock noon on the 1ith of February, 1885, pursuant to the requirement of 
the Constitution and laws relating to the election of President and Vice-Presi- 
oo of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be the presiding 
omeer., 

That one person be appointed teller on the partof the Senate and two persons 
appointed tellers on the part of the House of Representatives, to make a list of 
the votes as they shall be declared. 

That the result shall be delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall 
announce the state of the vote and the persons elected to the two Houses as- 
sembied asaforesaid ; which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 
President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list of 
the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, communicated to the Senate the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to that body the bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of 
William W. Thomas, 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution to correct an error in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 1017) 
relative to the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army; in which 
the coneurrence of the Senate was requested. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After tive hours and forty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 29, 1885. 


The House metat12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHNn 
8. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 


CORRECTIONS, 


Mr. PRYOR. I desire to correct the Journal. On yesterday, by 
mistake, I called up the bill (S. 1565) .for the admission of Dakota Ter- 
ritory as a State, when the one I intended to call up was the bill (S. 
1682} to enable the people of that part of the Territory of Dakota south 
of the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude to form a constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of the State into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States, and for other purposes. The 
Journal] states that the bill (S. 1565) was read a first and second time, 
end referred to the Committee on Territories. 

TheSPEAKER. The correction will bemade. The Chair will state 
that it is usual when a Senate bill is taken from the Speaker's table for 
reference to consider it as read a first and second time. 

Mr. PRYOR. This isa matter of some importance. There are two 
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Senate bills pending; one of which, the bill S. 1682, has reached the 
House, having been passed by the Senate; the other, the bill 8. 1565, is 
still pending in the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Thecorrection will be made; and the bill indicated 
by the gentleman will be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

The Journal was then approved. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I rise to make a report from the commission 
appointed in relation to the ceremonies upon the 2ist of February next. 
I am instructed by the commission to report the order of proceedings 
adopted by the commission for that occasion, and also a resolution 
which I ask be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the order of proceedings adopted by the commission appointed 
under the joint resolution of Congress, approved May 13, 1884, for the dedication 
ofthe Washington monument on the 2ist day of February next, is approved, 
and that the officers of this House are charged with the d uty of carrying out the 
same under the direction of the said commission. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. I move the adoption of the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the proposed programme de- 
manded ? 
Mr. COX, of New York. No, sir. Let it go through. 
Mr. KEIFER. Let it be printed. 
The SPEAKER. It will be printed in the Recorp. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. DORSHEIMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to, and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The programme ordered printed is as follows: 
ORDER OF PROCEEDINGS 
Adopted by the Congressional Commission for the 
DEDICATION 
of the 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT, 
February 21, 1885. 


DEDICATION OF MONUMENT. 
The ceremonies at the base of the Monument will commence precisely at il o'clock. 


1, The Hon. Jonnxn SHERMAN, a Senator from Ohio, chairman of the commission 
authorized by the joint resolution of May 13, 1884, will preside. 

Music. 

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Svurer, of Christ church, Alexandria, Va. 

Remarks by W. W. Corcoran, Esq., the first vice-president of the Washington 

National Monument Society. 

. Masonic ceremonies by the Grand Lodge of the District of Columbia. 
. Remarks by Col. T. L. Casry, the engineer of the joint commission, delivering 
the Monument to the President of the United States. 
7. Dedication of the Monument tothe name and memory of George Washington 
by the President of the United States. 
8. Music. 

‘The procession will forthwith be formed, and will move to the Capitol by the 
following route: Through the President's square to Seventeenth street, up Sev- 
enteenth street to Pennsylvania avenue, thence eons Pennsylvania avenue to 
the Capitol, where it will be reviewed by the President of the United States 
from a stand at the east front. 


9. After the review the procession will be dismissed. 


When the procession begins to move salutes of one hundred guns will be fired 
at the navy-yard, the artillery headquarters, and Fort Myer. 


ORDER OF PROCESSION. 


Lieutenant-General P. H. SHERIDAN, marshal of the day, with a chief of staff, 
and an aid from every State and Territory. 


THE MILITARY ESCORT. 


Consisting of the regular forces of the Army and Navy. : 
Chartered military organizations, taking precedence by the dates of their 
charters. 
Other military organizations. 
THE CIVIC PROCESSION, 
Congressional commission. 
The orators and chaplains of the day. 
The Wash nm National Monument Society. 
Members and ex-members of the Joint Commission for the Completion of the 
Monument, 
The engineer of the Monument, his assistants, and detail of workmen. 
The President of the United States. 
Members of the Cabinet. 
President and Vice-President elect of the United States, 
Ex-Presidents of the United States. 
Judges of the — Court and other Federal courts. 
o eaindenaeadien teatiaiehien sunantunes tai the od 
Governors of States, and the’ ve % ence in the order 
of admission Of their States into the Union. 


oo moore 


The H oa Sarnmiie ti 
ouse atives. ° 
The commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
Officers of the Army and ae 
The Society of the Cincinnati. . : 
The Masonic fraternity, with other organizations which have made contribu- 
tions for the ee the Son. le : 
Territories, organizations ut partisan flags 
emblems, each State and Territory taking precedence in 
= “the onder of ite admission into the Union. 
The fire department of the District of Columbia and visiting firemen. 


In the evening, from 8 to 9 o'clock, there will be a display of fireworks near 
the Monument. 
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ORDER OF ARRANGEMENTS AT THE CAPITOL. 


The Capitol will be closed on the morning of the 21st to al! except the mem- | 
bers and officers of Congress, | 

At ll o'clock the east door leading to the Rotunda will be opened to those to | 
whom invitations have been extended under the joint resolution of Congress | 
and to those holding tickets of admission to the floor of the House and its gal- 
leries. 

The floor of the House of Representatives will be opened for the admission of | 
Senators and Representatives, and to those having invitations thereto, who will 
be conducted to the seats assigned to them. 

The President, the President-elect, the Vice-President-elect, and ex-Presidents 
of the United States and special guests will be seated in front of the Speaker. 

The Chief-Justiceand associate justices of the Supreme Court will oceupy seats | 
next to the President and ex-Presidents and special guests, on the right of the | 
Speaker. 

The Cabinet officers, and the Admiral of the Navy, the Lieutenant-General of | 
the Army, and the officers of the Army and Navy who by name have received | 
the thanks of Congress will occupy seats on the left of the Speaker. | 

The chief-justice and judges of the Court of Claims and the chief-justice and 
associate justices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia will occupy 
seats directly in rear of the Supreme Court. | 

The diplomatic corps will occupy the front row of seats. 

Ex-Vice-Presidents, Senators, and ex-Senators will occupy seats on the second, 
third, fourth, and fifth rows, on cast side of main aisle. 

Representatives will oceupy seats on west side of main aisle and in rear of Sen- 
ators on east side. 

Commissioners of the District, governors of States and Territories, general 
ofticers of the Society of the Cincinnati, the Washington National Monument So- 
ciety, members and ex-members of the Joint Commission for the Completion of } 
the Monument, engineers of Monument and detail of workmen’ and guests in- | 
vited to the floor will occupy seats in rear of Representatives. 

The executive gallery will be reserved exclusively for the families of the Su- | 
preme Court and the families of the Cabinet and the inviled guests of the Presi- 
dent. Tickets thereto will be delivered tothe private secretary of the President. 

The diplomatic gallery will be reserved exclusively for the families of the 
diplomatic corps. Tickets thereto will be delivered to the Secretary of State 

he reporters’ gallery will be reserved exclusively for the use of the reporters 
for the press. Tickets thercto will be delivered to the press committee. 

The Official Reporters of the Senate and of the House will occupy the report- 
ers’ desk in front of the Clerk's table. 

The Marine Band will be in attendance. 

Upon the arrival of the procession at the Capitol, and immediately after pass- 
ing the reviewing stand, the members of the Senate will proceed to the Senate 
Chamber; the members of the House to the Hall of the House; the judiciary to 
the Supreme Court room. 

The diplomatic corps Will proceed to the Senators’ withdrawing-room ; the 
President, ex-Presidents, the Cabinet, the President-elect, the Vice-President- 
elect to the President's room. 

The House being in session, and notification to that effect having been given 


+ tothe Senate, the Senate, in a body, preceded by the President, ex-Presidents, 


the Cabinet, the President-elect, the Vice-President-elect, the judiciary, and 
diplomatic corps, will be conducted tothe Hall of the House of Representatives. 
The President of the Senate will occupy the Speaker's chair ona will preside. 


The Speaker of the House will occupy a seat at the left of the President of the 
Senate. 


The other officers of the Senate and of the House will oscupy seats on the floor 
atthe right and the left of the Speaker. 


The Architect of the Capitol, the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and the Doorkeeper of the House are charged with the execution of 
these arrangements. 


PROCEEDINGS IN THE HALL OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Prayer will be offered by Rev. S. A. WaLuts, of Pohick church, near Mount 
Vernon, Va. 


Oration by Hen. Ropert C. Wixtruror, of Messachusetts, read by Hon. Joun 
oy a Representative from Massachusetts. 
usic. 


Oration by Hon. Jonn W. Dante, of Virginia. 


The benediction will then be pronounced by Rev. Jonn 8. Linpsay, Chaplain 
of the House of Representatives. 


Musie (during which the assemblage will disperse). 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THomas] de- 


mands the regular order. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reference. 


Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw thedemand for the regular order for the 
purpose of allowing a resolution to be offered. 


COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a report from the Com- 
mittee on the Law respecting the Election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, which I ask to have read from the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senaie concurring), That the two 
Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
at 12 o'clock noon, on the llth day of February, 1885, pursuant to the require- 
ments of the Constitution and laws relating to the election of President and 
Vice-President of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be 
the presiding officer. . 
That one person be appointed teller on the part of the Senate,and two per- 


sons nted tellers on the part of the House of Representatives, t 
oma poy os ean ee ouse 0 presentatives,to make a 


That the result be delivered tothe President of the Senate, who shall 
announce the state of the vote and the persons elected to the two Houses as- 
sembled asaforesaid ; which shall be deemed a declaration of the persons elected 
President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together with a list of 
the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. 


“The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 





| ately after the approval of the Journal, there shall be set apart thirty n 
| for motions to take up and consider such bills or resolutions on any of the Cal 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to 
submit to the House a report and resolution, which I ask to have read 
The Clerk read as follows 
Resolved, That each morning during the remainder of this session, immedi 


nutes 


endars of the House, or on the Speaker's table,as the member making the mo 
tion may designate. And the bills or resolutions so designated shall be imme 
diately considered, unless objected to by at least five members. But no bill or 
resolution taken up for consideration under this order shall be debated for more 
than ten minutes; which time shall be equally divided between the supporters 


| and the opponentsof the measure, If the yeasand nays shall be ordered on any 


such bill or resolution, or on any proposed amendment thereto, and the call of 
the roll shall be commenced before the expiration of the said thirty minutes, the 
same shall be completed before the regular order of business is entered upon 


| Provided, That while this order remains in force the Speaker shall not entertain 


any requests for unanimous consent to consider any bill or resolution at any 
other time than herein provided ; but he may entertain such requests to refer 
bilis or resolutions to committees or to dispose of Senate amendments to bills 
which have passed the House 


Mr. BLACKBUR™. I shall move the previous question on that 
resolution. 

Mr. COX, of New York | suggest to the gentleman trom Kentucky 
to amend the resolution so as to require ten members to object instead 
of five. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is a report from the Committee on Rules 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know when the com- 
mittee met. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the day before yesterday 

Mr. KEIFER. I was not aware of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the members of the com 
mittee were not all together in the room at ouce; but there was one 
time when three members were present, and the Chair was instructed 
to prepare a resolution for exhibition to the members of the commit 
tee. The Chair thinks this ought to be shown to the members of the 
committee who have not seen it before it is acted upon. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I would like to see the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK 
BURN] withdraw the report for the present, in order that the other 
members of the Committee on Rules may have an opportunity to ex- 
amine it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of course | will, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido not know that I shall object to it at all, but I 
would like to look at it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw the report for the present 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his inquiry. 

Mr. McCOID. I wish to inquire whether the bills that are reported 
here upon the Calendars and undisposed of are considered as on the 
Speaker’s table, and whether they would be covered by the resolution 
which has just been read ? 

The SPEAKER. That is hardly a parliamentary question at this 
time. The resolution, as read, provides for bills on any one of the Cal- 
endars of the House. 

Mr. McCOID. But these bills reported from the Committce of the 
Whole and undisposed of are not on the Calendar. 1 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. McCOID. Then are they on the Speaker's table, and would 
they be covered by this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. They are like any other 
matter pending before the House. 

Mr. McCOID. So that under this order— 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. There is no order before the House, and therefore 
this is not a proceeding in the House under the rules. Is the demand 
for the regular order withdrawn? 

Mr. ANDERSON. It is not. 


HOMESTEAD-LAW MONI MENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chairlays before the House a memorial, ac- 
companied with a specimen of the marble from which it is proposed to 
erect the monument to which the memorial relates. The Cerk will 
read the memorial. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled 

The undersigned, the general agent of the National Homestead Monument As- 
sociation, located at Mitchell, Davison County, Dakota Territory, in behalf of said 
association and the homesteaders of the United States, respectfully petition that 
your honorable body will, at the earliest practical date, appropriate land or money 
to aid in building a monument in said city to commemorate the homestead law. 
The homesteaders, grateful for the homestead law and for what it has done for 
themselves and their families, desire to commemorate that enactment by the 
erection of a suitable and enduring monument, as an evidence to the present and 
future ages of their appreciation and gratitude. This law, the most beneficent 
of the world in relation to home and family, operates in twenty-seven States and 
Territories, and it has given tothe homesteaders an area of territory larger than 
Great Britain and Ireland, and about equal to the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 


and Kentucky, more than 3,000,000 people enjoying its bounty. This law recog- 
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nizes the rights of the people to the soil. The old landed system held the land MOBILE RIVER AND HARBOR. 
for the few. The tillers were mere serfs. This paternal law reserves the land . . 
for the people, for them to possess and enjoy as freemen. It has increased the The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, also laid before the House a 
ss of our homes, o he cnn tate! the potion, and attedtete pee letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief 
ty and happiness of the people an e wealth an wer an o © all Seanad ; ; ; ; 
whole country; and its enactment has rendered this coum epoch inthe history of Engineers of survey and preliminary examination of Mobile River and 
of our country and made more stable our system of government by establishi Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
it more firmly than ever in the hearts of the people. The great peaiee this, the and ordered to be printed. 
pooens' 8 law; the peer bless it. Your petitioner and those for whom he acts, _ 

eartily desiring that this monument built, will to that end do their part. MANUFACTURERS’ NATIONAL BANK, BROOKLYN. 





Knowing that the homestead law is a great national benefaction, and believing 
that your honorable body will grant the appropriation asked, your petitioners 


roe JAMES DAVIES 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this memorial will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. The bill which I introduced—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend from New York will consent that 
this memorial shall go to the Committee on Public Lands. It properly 
belongs there. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the gentleman from Indiana, whois an 
old homesteader, insists on that reference, I give way. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 






Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8087) changing the name of the Manufact- 
urers’ National Bank of New York to the Manufacturers’ National 
Bank of Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE COOSA RIVER. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. R. 3969, a bill (H. R. 8131) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Coosa River, in the State of Alabama; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SNUG HARBORS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
adversely a bill (H. R. 4691) to authorize the purchase of snug harbors 
for disabled seamen; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDULENT CLAIMS AGAINST FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 


Mr. DEUSTER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back with amendment a bill (H. R. 7352) to prevent. the prosecution 
under the pretection of the United States of fraudulent claims against 
foreign governments; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7898) to provide-for the establishment 
of a branch soldiers’ home in the State of California; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

MILITARY RESERVATION, PLATTSBURG, N. Y. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 2448) dedicating the military reservation 
at Plattsburg, N. Y., to the village of Plattsburg for a public park; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 




















On motion of Mr. CASSIDY, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on War Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the 
joint resolution of the State of Nevada relative to the direct war-tax 
of 1861; and it was referred to the Committee on Claims. 














ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to ask 
whether under the rules it would be proper at this time to move that 
the resolution submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN ] be printed in the Recorp and lie over until to-morrow morn- 
ing. Ifso, I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the resolution 
which the gentleman from Kentucky presented this morning from the 
Committee on Rules, and afterward withdrew, be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD and lie over till to-morrow morning. Is there objection? 

A MremsBer. Let it be reported again. 

The SPEAKER. It is suggested that the resolution be reported 
again, and then printed in the REcoRD and lie over. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, with the consent of the other members 
of the Committee on Rules, I will ask to resubmit the resolution to the 
House, with the understanding that it be printed in the Recorp and 
lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. It is a very far-reaching resolution and an innova- 
tion. 

Mr. KEIFER. Perhaps after consultation there may be, by unani- 
mous consent of the Committee on Rules, some amendments to the reso- 
lution as proposed this morning. I suggest that the gentleman from 
Kentucky withhold the resolution for a little while, and then let it be 
printed in the RecorD as it may be offered and go over until to-morrow 
morning 

Mr. WELLER. Then I ask whether the proposed amendments may 
not also be printed? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly; that is the object. [ 

The SPEAKER. There are no amendments i The gentle- 
man from Ohio suggests that the resolution be w: for the present 
until members of the committee can confer, and that it be printed in 
the RecorD in the form in which it may be agreed upon by the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. STORM. I ask unanimous consent that members desiring to 
offer amendments may be allowed to have them printed also. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not yet presented. The Chair 
will entertain such requests when the matter shall come before the 

House. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish further to inquire whether the amendments 
may not be printed with the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter with which the Chair has now 
nothing to do. The resolution has not yet been presented to the House. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Leave for withdrawal of papers from the files of the House was granted 
in the following cases: 

To Mr. Hopkuns, in the case of Col. Alexander Montgomery, no re- 
port having been made thereon. 

To Mr. CoLBERTSON, of Kentucky, in the pension case of Thomas J. 
McIntyre, without leaving copies. 


LAWRENCEBURG HARBOR, INDIANA. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of 
Engineers of a survey and preliminary examination of La 
Harbor, Indiana; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 















SHORT CREEK LAKE. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5772) to donate Short Creek Lake, in Platte 
County, to the State of Missouri, and forever preserve the same for pub- 
lic resort and recreation; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 











UNDERGROUND WIRES. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 

submitted a report upon the question of underground wires to connect 

the Capitol, Executive Mansion, and Departments for telegraphic or 

telephonic communication, recommending an appropriation therefor; 

which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 















LABORERS ON RECORD WORK. 
Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Labor, reported back the 
ition of O. S. Montz, R. P. Fithian, and 64 other laborers on the 
RD work of the Government Printing Office for relief; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
LAVISA HETH. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. 7524) for the relief of Lavisa Heth; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to bo pointed. 

ELIZA M. BYERS. 
ported back | amendment 7386 a pension 
to Eliza M. a which was referred ‘7a rating pein 
ee , and, winthe accompanying cakes or- 


RACHAEL QUEEN. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Pensions, 
Fr mies cae to restore to the Satan ar? 
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back favorably the bill (H. R. 7769) to grant a pension to Joseph R. 
Dodds; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS M’GILL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension toThomas McGill; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. VINCENT PHELPS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. 
Vincent Phelps; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL CORNWELL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 945) granting a pension to Daniel 
Cornwell; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 3 

HARRIET A. B. CORTS. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet 
A. B. Corts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. ; 

SALLY RODMAN. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1111) granting increased pension to Sally Rod- 
man, widow of General Isaac P. Rodman; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

ROSANNA RILEY. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

a back favorably the bill (H. R. 7810) granting a pension to Rosanna 


ley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
MRS, IDA P. BELCHER. 

Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE SCHOOLS. 


Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (8S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

‘ MARK SPENCER VAN LOAN. 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to Mark 
Vau Loan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. ’ 
JACOB WIENER. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7292) granting a pension to Jacob 
Wiener; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. , 

SOPHIA A. MORGAN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 

back with amendments the bill (H, R. 1091) granting an increase of 


on to ia A. Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a 
United States Army; which was referred to 
the the House on the Private Calendar, and, with 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
-ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; 
which were ordered to be laid on the table, and the accom- 


A bill ae R. Fea8) auntine . pension to Catharine Hammer; 


A bill (H. R. 7629) anincrease of pension to Andrew Mantle; 
A bill (H. R. 5094 a to THeilman Moritz; and 
A bill (H. R. 7201 the relief of William McKean. 
LYDIA WEATHERBY. 
Mr. RAY, of New oe the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with ts the bill (H. R. 7724) granting 


& pension to Lydia Weatherby; which was referred to the Committee of 
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the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
MANUEL TIBBS 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reportett back with an adverse recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 3914) granting a pension to Manuel Tibbs; which bill, with the 
adverse report, was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 

DAVID BRYAN. 

Mr. MORRILL (for Mr. Le Frevre, of Ohio), from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported back with a favorable recommendation 
the bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to David Bryan; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EMILY AGNEL. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (8. 475) granting arrears of 
pension to Emily Agnel; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. J. P. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. 8134) for the reliefof Mrs. J. P. Williams; which was read a first and 
sccond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BANK OF HOLT COUNTY, NEBRASKA. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6699) for the relief of the 
Holt County Bank, Holt County, Nebraska; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompaning report, orderéd to be printed. 

DAVID HALL, ALEXANDER THOMAS, AND OTHERS 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, also 
reported back the petition of David Hall, Alexander Thomas, Charles 
Carter, and Buford Lee with favorable recommendation; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R, TRENTLEN 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, also 
reported back the petition of John R. Trentlen with favorable recom- 
mendation; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRYOR N. LEA. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5701) for 
the relief of Pryor N. Lea; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

VIDAL HERNANDEZ. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Cummittee on War Claims, 
also reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1725) 
for the relief of Vidal Hernaudez; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1824) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Solomon Cohen; which was ordered to be 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back with adverse recommendation a bill and joint resolutions of the 
following titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 7084) to authorize the erection of a monument in mem- 
ory of Maj. Pierre Charles L’ Enfant; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 259) to provide for the erection of a mon- 
ument in memory of Col. Henry Buncombe, a Revolutionary soldier of 
the State of North Carolina; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 44) providing for the erection of a mon- 
ument at the Wyandot Mission, Upper Sandusky, Ohio. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE—EMPLOYES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported back, as a substitute for H. R. 3028, a bill (H. R. 8135) granting 
leave of absence to employés of the Government Printing Office; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 3028 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

JOHN ALEXANDER. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, from the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, reported back with a favorable recom- 
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mendation the bill (H. R. 6013) for the relief of John Alexander; which she may show by satisfactory proof that she paid as customs dues on articles 


was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADDISON N. COPEN. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, from the Committée on Pensions, re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 4973, a bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief 
of Addison \’. Copen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 4973 was ordered to be laid on the table. 

WORK OF THE TENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, from the Select Committee to Ascertain the 
Results of the Tenth Census, reported, as a substitute for H: Res. 289, 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 322) authorizing the Superintendent of the 
Tenth Census to continue the work on the Tenth Census; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

" ARTICLES FOR COLORED RACES’ WORLD'S EXPOSITION. 

Mr. KELLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. Res. 290) 
providing for the admission of articles from foreign countries to be placed 
on exhibition at the world’s exposition of the arts, &c., of the colored 
races to be held in Chicago in September, 1885; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE 8S. HUNT & CO. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 688) for 
the relief of George 8. Hunt & Co.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CASE OF KILBOURN VS. JOHN G. THOMPSON. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following report; which was read, ordered to be printed, and recommit- 
ted to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed toinclude in the 
sundry civikappropriation bill for the ensuing fiscal year the following clauses, 
To Hallet Kilbourn, on account of and in full of judgment recovered by him 
against Jolin G. Thompson, late Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representa- 
tives, the sum of $20,000, with interest thereon from the 26th day of March, 1884, 
until paid, and $143.17, costs in the same. 

To John G. Thompson, late Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives, 
the sum of $2,650 for Pecans of every kind incurred and for labor and attention 
in the case of Hallet Kilbourn against said Thompson. 

To Messrs. Shellabarger & Wilson, attorneys at law, in Washington city, $2,000, 
fees for services in said case, and to William H. Smith, of Washington city, 
$1,000, for services rendered in the same case. 


SINKING OF THE TALLAPOOSA, 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs make the following report : 

* Your committee, having had under consideration resolution of the House in- 
troduced January 26, 1885, calling upon the Secrétary of the mony Ge a list of 
the officers, crew, and passengers on the United States steamer Tallapoosa at 
the time she was sunk, and for other information concerning said vessel, re- 
epectfully report the same back with the recommendation that it do pass.” 

The resolution (introduced by Mr. GrorGe D. WIseE) is as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to report to this 
House, atthe earliest possible date, the order or orders under which the United 
States steamer Tallapoosa was cruising at the time she was sunk by a collision 
with another vessel, at what date she left the city of Washington and the sev- 
eral ports at which she entered or places visited up to the time of said collision, 
and what was her destination ; also a list of the officers, crew, and passengers 
on said vessel, and what special duties, if any, were assigned to said officers and 
crew. 


The SPEAKER. 
tion. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE moved to feconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ° 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH COMSTOCK. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for present consideration the bill 8. 1242. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order has been called. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to say in a word that this is a bill which ought 
to pass. A similar bill has been reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House. 

Mr. WELLER. I was unable to hear the statement of the gentle- 
man from Michigan. ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to reimburse 


, out of any in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sum, not exceeding #2278, as 


I rise to present a privileged report. 


The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 


donated for the relief of colored emigrants. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read three times, and passed. 

Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the call for the regular order will not be 
insisted on until I ask unanimous consent for the passage of a bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to present a report from the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to call up the Mexican pension bill, 
and insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. Unanimous consent 
was given for the presentation of reports by gentlemen who were not in 
their seats when their committees were called. 

CATHOLIC CHURCH AT CARROLLTOWN, PA. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7551) admitting 
free of duty an altar and church regalia for the Catholic church at Car- 
rolltown, Pa. ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. : 

SAINT -JOHN’S UNIVERSITY, COLLEGEVILLE, MINN. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Ways and Means, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3941) au- 
thorizing the refunding of duties paid on six statues from Munich, Ba- 
varia, by Saint John’s University, of Collegeville, Minn.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO HOMESTEAD LAW. 


Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 8137) granting lands 
in aid of the erection of a monument commemorative of the homestead 
law; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM W. THOMAS. 


On motion of Mr. REED, of Maine, by unanimous consent, it was 
ordered that the Senate be requested to return, for the correction of cer- 
tain errors, the bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CLAY, indefinitely; and 

To Mr. BREITUNG, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


SCHEDULES OF CLAIMS ALLOWED. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of cldims 
allowed by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or 
carried to the surplus fund; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and é6rdered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now. move that we go to the Speaker's table 
for the purpose of considering the Mexican pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. That motion in that form is notin order. The 
House can not go to the Speaker’s table for the purpose of considering 
any particular measure. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then! move that we go to the Speaker’s table 
for the purpose of considering the bill there. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and I announce that my 
intention is to call up the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] 
moves to proceed to the consideration of the business on the S cr’s 
table. Pending that motion, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wit- 
LIs] moves that the House do now resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union and announces that he proposes to 
consider the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS , for information, how much time the consid- 
eration of the river and bill will probably consume? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is a question that the gentleman himself can 
answer as well asIcan. It will occupy the time just as long as the 
House chooses to consider it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, ‘ rise toa parlimentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. the motion of ‘the gentleman from Ken- 


Mr. WILLIs}, to go into Committee of ‘the Whole for the pur- 
pose of calling up the river and harbor bill, priority over my motion? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. It is provided by the rales 
of the House that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors small have the 
same privilege to report as the Committee on Appropriations have to 
report appropriation bills; and when the House is in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union revenue bills, general ap- 
propriation bills, and river and harbor bills have preference. 

uestion ison the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WILLIs] that the House now resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIS. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate on the bill which I propose to call up, the river and har- 
bor bill, be limited to two hours. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Make it one hour. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on the river and harbor bill be 
limited to two hours. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, and Mr. WASHBURN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question is upon the 
motion of the 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question bei ken, there were—ayes 112, noes 136. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. That is right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have already stated that my purpose is to 
call up the Mexican pension bill. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 39, noes 138. 

So (more than one-fifth of the last vote voting in the affirmative) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 


150, nays 102, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Aiken, Davidson, Lewis, Singleton, 
Alexander, Davis, R. T. Libbey, Skinner, T. G. 
Bagley. Dibble, Long, Slocum, 
tine, Dibrell, Lyman, Smalls, 
Barksdale, Dingley, McCoid, Snyder, 
ye Dockery, MeMillin, Stephenson, 

t, Dorsheimer, Maybury, Stewart, J. W. 
Bennett, Dowd, Miller, J. F. Stone, 
Bisbee, Dunham, Mills, Storm, 
Blackburn, Eldredge, Mitchell, Sumner, C, A. 
Blanchard, Ellis, Morgan, Sumner, D. H. 
Bland, Ellwood, Moulton, Talbott, 
Blount, Findlay, Muldrow, Taylor, J. M. 
Brainerd, Follett, Muller, Thomas, 
Bratton, Forney, Murphy, Thompson, 
Breckinridge, ides, Mutchler, Throckmorton, 

b Gibson, Neece, Tillman, 
Buchanan, G k, Nicholls, Tucker, 

a, Green, Oates, Turner, H. G. 
Burleigh, Halsell, OF li, Turner, Oscar 
Cabell, Hammond, O'NGill, J. J. Van Alstyne, 
Caldwell Han » Patton, Vance, 
Campbell, Felix Hardeman, bs Van Eaton, 

3 Hatch, W. H. Pierce, Wallace, 
Cannon, Hemphill, Potter, Warner, Richard 
Cassidy, He m,T.J. Price, Wellborn, 
Clardy, Herbert, Pryor, Weller, 
Clay, Hewitt, A.S. Pusey, Whiting, 
Clements, Hewitt, G. W. Reagan, Williams, 
Connolly, Hill, Reese, Willis, 
Converse, Houseman, Reid, J. W. Wilson, W. L. 

‘ Hunt, Rice, Winans, E. B. 

> James, Robertson, Wise, G. D. 
Cox, S. 8 Jeffords, Rogers, J. H. Wood, 
Craig, Jones, J. H. Rogers, W. F. Worthington, 
Crisp, Jones, J.T. Rosecrans, Yaple. 
Culberson, D. B. a Russell, 
Culbertson, W.W. Lan 6 Seymour, 
; NAYS—102. 
Adams, G. E. Greenleaf, Lowry, Springer, 
Anderson, Guenther, McComas, Steele 
Atkinson, Han ; McCormick, Stevens, 
Beach, Hardy, Matson, Stockslager, 
Boutelle, Harmer, Millard, Strait, 
Boyle, Hatch, H Miller, 8. H. Struble, 
Brewer, F. B. Haynes, Morrill, Swope, 
Brewer, J. H Henderson,D. B. Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Brown, W. W. * Murray, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M Hiscock, Nutting, Townshend, 
Brumm, Holman, O’ Hara, Tully, 
Burnes, olmes, Payne, Vaientine, 
Campbell, J. M. Hopkins, Perkins, Wait, . 
oo er ouk, Peters, Wakefield, 
Cox, W. R. Howey, Pettibone, Ward, 
Cutcheon Hutchins, Phelps, Warner, A. J, 
Davis, G. R. ones, Poland, Washburn, 
Deuster, Kean, Post, Weaver, 
English, Keifer, Ranney, Wemple, 
Ermentrou Ser Ray, oe wo ‘ 
Evans, . . Reed, T. B. nans, John 
Everhart, Kilener, ; Wolford, 
Ferrell, sane, nsos, W.E. Woodward, 
Fiedler, I ‘ Ryan, York. 
Finerty, Lawrence, Shively, 
Funston, Le Fevre, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—71. 

Adama, J. J. Belford, » Budd, ao ap Galtina, 
Barbour, | Bowen, Carleton, Cullen, 
Barr, Breitung, Chalmers, Curtin, 
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Dargan, Hoblitzeil, Money, Seney, 

Davis, L. H. Holton, Morrison, Shaw, 

Dunn, Hooper, Nelson, Skinner, C. R. 
Eaton, Horr, Ochiltree, Smith, A. Herr 
Elliott, Hurd, O'Neill, Charles Smith, H. Y 
Foran, Johnson, Paige, Spriggs, 

Fyan, Jones, J. K Parker, Stewart, Charles 
Garrison, Jordan, Payson, Wadsworth, 
George, Kellogg, Randall, White, J. D. 
Goff, Laird, Rankin, White, Milo 
Graves, Lore, Ray, G. W. Wilson, James 
Hart, Lovering, Robinson, J, 8. Wise, J. 8 
Henley, McAdoo, Rockwell, Young. 

Hitt, Milliken, Rowell, 


[ Before the result of the vote was announced the following proceed- 
ings occurred: 

Mr. HURD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I object. 

The Clerk read the names of members voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced on all political ques- 


gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIs] that the House | tions and until further notice: 


Mr. MORRISON with Mr. ."OHNSON. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. Lapp. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLoaa. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. 
Mr. ELuiorr, with Mr. Smiru, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
Mr. GARRISON with Mr. BARR. 

The following pairs for this day were announced: 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. OCHILTREE. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. WiLson, of Iowa. 

Mr. Bupp with Mr. Hirr. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Iowa, with Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. HoBLITZELL with Mr. BREITUNG. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. Horr. 

Mr. HvuRD was announced as paired with Mr. HART, on this vote. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment 
the bill (H. R. 7619) to release the reversionary right of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to certain lands in the city of Detroit and State 
of Michigan. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr.Speaker, before the result of this vote isan- 
nounced, for the information and convenience of the House I again ask 
unanimous consent that the report which I made from the Committee 
on Rules this morning lie over until to-morrow, and be printed in the 
RECORD without being read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so ordered. 

The report of Mr. BLACKBURN is as follows: _ 

The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration various propositions 
referred to it by the House, beg leave to report back the accompanying resolu- 
tion in lieu of all others referred, and recommend its passage : 

Resolved, That each morning during the remainder of this session, immedi- 
ately after the approval of the Journal, there shall be set apart thirty minutes 
for motions to take up and consider such bills or resolutions on any of the Cal- 
endars of the House, or on the Speaker's table, or bills favorably reported from 
the Calendars undisposed of, asthe member making the motion may designate 
and the bills or resolutions so designated shall be immediately considered, un-* 
less objected to by at least five members; but no bill or resolution taken up for 
consideration under this order shall be debated for more than ten minutes, 
which time shall be equally divided between the supporters and the opponents 
of the measure. Ifthe yeas and nays shall be ordered on any such bill or reso- 
lution, or any proposed amendment thereto, and the call of the roll shall be 
commenced before the expiration of the said thirty minutes, the same shall be 
completed before the regular order of business is entered upon: Provided, That 
while this order remains in force the Speaker shall not entertain any requests 
for unanimous consent to consider any bill or resolution at any other time than 
herein provided; but he may entertain such requests to refer bills or resolutions 


to committees or to dispose of Senate amendments to bills which have passed 
the House. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to give*notice that when this matter 
comes up for consideration I shall offer amendments to strike out 
‘thirty minutes ’’ and insert ‘‘one hour;’’ and tostrike out “‘five’’ as 
the number of members required to object and insert ‘‘ ten.’’ 

A MEMBER. That does not require any notice.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Before the vote is announced, I believe it to be in the 
interest of public business to try to secure some arrangement as to the 
time to be occupied in general debate. If gentlemen will suggest some 
time I think we can now agree. We all recognize the necessity of 
getting through this business as rapidly as possible. I would suggest 
that three or four hours be allowed for debate; or if any gentleman 
wishes to suggest any other time—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think it might do toconclude the debate at 
4 0’clock to-morrow afternoon, 
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Mr. VALENTINE. This is very important legislation. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. WILL 18] that this river and harbor bill has been but recently pre- 
sented to the House, and thatan opportunity should be afforded formem- 
bers to understand its meaningas a whole. It is a long and somewhat 
complicated hill. It embraces entirely new matters, which have been 
but recently presented here; and there has been no opportunity to con- 
sider the measure. But I presumé an understanding might be reached 
that general debate should close at 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will not press thé question at this time. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to give notice that when the 
pending appropriation bill has been concluded I shall endeavor to call 
up the contested-election case of Pool vs. Skinner. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Before the result of the vote is an- 
nounced, I would like to submit to the Chair a parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to ask whether, when the House resolves itself into Committee 
of the Whole, billsraising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors should not be called up in 
their turn as they stand upon the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question for the present occupant of 
the chair to decide. It is a question to bé presented to the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The 
Speaker of the House does not decide such questions. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If the House will indulge me a mo- 
ment, perhaps I can obviate the necessity of making that point. I be- 
lieve under the rules it would be competent to call up in Committee of 
the Whole the bill giving effect to the Mexican treaty; but I have no 
wish to antagonize in any way the spirit of the House or to interfere 
with the business which the gentleman from Kentucky proposes to 
bring before it. I do wish to say, however, that it concerns the na- 
tional honor that this bill in reference to the Mexican treaty shall at 
some time or other receive consideration. Ido not say that it ought 
to be passed. I hope it will not be rejected. But it ought to be con- 
sidered, because 

Mr. ELLIS. Is this proceeding by unanimous consent? If so, I 
object. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Because aspecial provision is inserted 
in the treaty —— 

Mr. ELLIS, I object, and demand the regular order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then the gentleman will have to take 
the consequences. ] 

The result of the vote on the motion of Mr. WILLIs was announced 
as above stated. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The chairman has just stated that 
the House is in Committee of the Whole on appropriation bills. I re- 
spectfully submit that the House is in Committee of the Whole and not 
upon appropriation bills. I make the point that the order in which 
bills must be considered is stated in the fourth paragraph of Rule XXIII 
of the Digest: 

In committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars shall be taken 
up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, 
and hills for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

I respectfully submit that bills of these three classes—that is to say, 
bills raising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors—must be taken up in their order on 
the Calendar, 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from New York 
misapprehends the rule under which the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLiS] was made. The motion to be in order must 
have been made, as I understand, under paragraph 9 of Rule XVI; and 
this rule gives to the member making the motion the right ae 
one of two classes of bills—first bills raising revenue, and 

propriation bills. If, as I understand, this was a motion to 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for x 
pose of considering general appropriation bills, revenue bills can not i be 
called up at all during this session of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I lly remind the gentleman 
from Ohio that the Speaker, in submitting the question, stated the mo- 
tion to be that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House without any qualification, and the notes will show it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that would raise a question of fact, because 
my recollection is the gentleman from Kentueky (Mr. W1LLIs} made 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of ——__T appropriation bills. 

Mr. FORNEY. General ills. 

Mr. KEIFER. And I Siok ce cammrefthe Speaker was to that 
question as the notes will show. 








Mr. WILLIS. It is proper to state, Mr. Chairman, that I did not 
make that motion. I made the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union and stated that my purpose was 
when we got into committee to call up the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill. Now, if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] calls 
up a revenue bill and the chairman decides he is in order Ishall object, 
in order to test the sense of the House as to whether it will go on with 
the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky and to the House that I did not propose to be in his way, 
but when my request to be permitted to make a reasonable statement 
by unanimous consent is ohjected to on this floor I am compelled to 
take to my rights under the rules. 

Mr. WILLIS. I only hope the gentleman will not punish those of 
us who are with him because of that objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. Under the circumstances, because others have been 
unreasonable I hope the gentleman from New York will not be unrea- 
sonable himself, and punish us for what was done by somebody else and 
over whom we have no control whatever. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is easy to determine the fact by referring to the re- 
porter’s notes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion was not made under thatrule. This 
is not a general appropriation bill; it is simply a bill appropriating 
money. 

Mr. KEIFER. I agree this is not a general appropriation bill in 
the sense of the rule, but it has been given rights by the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rights given by the rule are merely to re- 
port but not for consideration. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is true under Rule XI. 

The CHAIRMAN. Hence the Chair is of the opinion that the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] is correct and that he is entitled 
to have the bill he designates, provided it is first on the Calendar, 
first called. The rule refers to three classes of bills, which are named 
in the rule itself. Each shall be called in its order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. This matter can quickly be disposed 
of if the committee will only indulge me for one minute, after which 
I will waive the consideration of this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York shall be heard for one minute, after which he states he 
will waive the further consideration of this matter ? 

Mr. REED. Let the matter take its regular course. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Maine objects, and the Clerk 
will call the first bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5678) to amend the act entitled “ An act to _ ent the importa- 
tion of adulterated and spurious teas,” approved March 2 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I move that be ce over inform- 
ally. I have charge of that bill from the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. This must be done by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be waived if the gentleman objects. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that it be laid aside. _ 

The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having reached on the Calendar the bill (H. 
R. 5678) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent the importation 
of adulterated and spurious teas,’’ approved March 2, 1883, objeetion 
was made, and under the rule the committee had directed him to re- 
port the fact to the House for instruction. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the committee proceed to 
consider the bill? 

The House voted in the negative; and thereupon the committee re- 
sumed its session, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the next bill on the Calen- 
dar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6751) to abolish the discriminating duty on works of art the pro- 
duction of foreign and of American artists. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The committee rose informally; and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have the bill read 
in committee if he wishes. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not wish it read, but I wish to raise the point 
against this motion. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr KELLEY. I should like to have that bill read. It came from 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and I think is a very meritorious 
measure. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to raise a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BAYNE. I te a fae. I 
claim that under clause 4 of Rule X XIII, the House having gone into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of bills on the Calendar, the riverand harbor bill takes prec- 
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edence of any other bill, and that it is now in order for the chairman 


of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to call it up, and that to pro- 
ceed to do away with each succeeding bill as it appears upon the Cal- 
endar is wholly unnecessary and a mere waste of time. I make the 
point that whole proceeding is obviated by clause 4of Rule XXIII. 

Mr. KELLEY. I call for the reading of the bill to abolish discrim- 
inating duties on works of art. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
ing revenue. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. It relates to revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
cites speaks of three classes of bills—bills raising revenue, general appro- 
priation bills, and bills forimproving rivers and harbors; and under the 
general designation of bills raising revenue have been considered all bills 
affecting the revenue. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
is raised, the reading of the title of a bill is not all that is necessary— 
whether it is required to read the whole bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. “Any member demand- 
ing the reading of a bill on which he is called to vote has the right to 
have it read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the consideration of that bill. 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 


This is a meas- 


| 


That is not a bill raising revenue; that isa bill defeat- | 


The rule the gentleman from Pennsylvania re- | 


these revenue bills, except the one the gentleman from New York desires 
to have a vote upon, be passed over by consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that bill to which the 
gentleman refers is next in order on the Calendar. 

The next revenue bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7366) to 
sarry into effecta convention between the United States of America and 
the United States of Mexico, signed on the 2Uth day of January, 1883. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to the consideration of that bill 

The CHAIRMAN. -Objection being made, the committee will rise 
and report that fact to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 


| Calendar, had reached the bill (H. R. 7366) to carry into effect the con 


It is whether, when the question of consideration | 


ure involving our own diplomatic relations as well as the question re- | 


lating to art. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate isnotinorder. Objection has been made 
to the consideration of the bill, and all the committee can do under 
the rule is to rise and report that fact to the House. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed | 


the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
Calendar, had reached the bill (H. R. 6751) to abolish the discriminating 
duty on works of art the production of foreign and of American artists, 
and objection having been made to its consideration, the committee had 
risen and directed him to report the objection to the House. 


TheSPEAKER. The question is, Shall the committee proceed to | 





consider that bill? 

Mr. KELLEY. I think, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was going to ask for the reading of the bill in the 
House. 

Mr. REAGAN. I object to its being read again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has a right to 
have it read. ' 

Mr. REAGAN. It has been already reported. 

The SPEAKER. But not in the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask now that it be not only read but heard. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House direct the com- 


mittee to proceed to the consideration of this bill? 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, | 


noes 87. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the House refused to direct the committee to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- | 


sumed its session. 

The next revenue bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4186) to 
refund duties upon goods on shipboard when the tariff act of March 3, 
1883, went into effect. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the committee will rise 
and report that fact to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had ander consideration the 
Calendar, had reached the bill (H. R. 4186) to refund duties upon goods 
on shipboard when the tariff act of March 3, 1883, went into effect, when 
objection was made to its consideration, whereupon the committee had 
risen and directed him to report that fact to the House. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House direct the com- 
mittee to proceed with the consideration of this bill ? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to direct the committee to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will it be in order toask unanimous consent that all 








vention between the United States of America and the United States of 
Mexico, signed on the 20th day of January, 1883, when objection was 
made to its consideration, whereupon the committee had risen and di- 
rected him to report that fact to the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read’ at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be directed to proceed with the con- 


sideration of this bill? 


The question was taken; and on a division there were 


noes 91. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 57 members voting therefor 


The question was taken; and there were 


voting 74; as follows: 


—ayes ~ 3 


L ask the yeas and nays 


yeas 105, nays 144, not 


YEAS—105 

Adams, G. E Greenleaf Miller, S. I. Stockslager, 
Alexander, Guethner Milliken, Storm, 
Bagley, Hardy Mitchell Strait, 
Beach, Hart Morgan, Swope, 
Bland, Haynes Moulton, Taylor, J.D 
Boyle, Hemphill Muldrow Thomas 
Brewer, F. B Herbert Muller, Throckmorton, 
Broadhead, Hewitt, A.S Neece, Townshend 
Buckner, liiscock, Nelson, Valentine, 
Burnes, Holman O Hara, Van Alstyne 
Cannon, Howey, O Neill, J.J. Van Eaton, 
Clardy, Hutchins, Parker Wait, 

| Collins, James, Post, Wakefield 
Cosgrove, Jeffords, Ranney, Washburn, 
Craig, Jones, B. W. Reed, T. B. Weaver, 
Davis, G. R. Kean, Rice Whiting, 
Davis, R. T Ketcham, Riggs, Wilkina, 
Dingley, Lamb, Robinson, W. E. Winans, FE. B 
Dockery, Lanham Rogers. W. F. Winans, John 
Eaton, Long, Russell, Wood, 
Eldredge, Lore, Shively, Woodward 
Eliwood, Lovering Singleton, Worthington, 
English, Lowry, Slocum, Yaple, 
Ferrell McComas, Spooner, York 
Follett, McCormick Springer, 
Graves, Maybury, Steele, 
Green, Mibler, J. F Stewart, Charles 

NAYS—144. 

| Aiken, Davidson Jones, J.T. Rogers, J. H. 
Anderson, Dibble, Keifer Ryan, 
Atkinson, Dibrell, Kelley, Skinner, T.G, 

| Ballentine, Dowd, King, Smalls, 
Barbour, Dunham Kleiner Smith, H.Y¥. 
Barksdale, Ellis, Lacey, Snyder, 

| Bayne, Ermentrout, Lawrence, Stephenson, 
Belmont, Evans, Le Fevre Stewart, J. W. 
Bennett, Everhart, Lewis, Stone, 
Bingham, Fiedler, Libbey, Struble, 

| Bisbee, Findlay, McAdoo Sumner, C. A 

| Blackburn, Finerty McCoid, Sumner. D. H. 
Blanchard, Foran, MeMillin Talbott, 
Blount, Forney, Millard, Taylor, E. B. 
Boutelle, Funston, Mills, Taylor, J.M. 
Bratton, Geddes, Morrill, Thompson 
Breckinridge, Gibson, Murray, Tillman, 
Brewer, J. H. Glascock, Muchiler, Tucker 
Brown, W.W. Halsell, Nicholls, Tulley, 
Brumm, Hammond, Nutting, Turner, H.G. 
Buchanan, Hanback, Oates, Turner, Oscar 
Burleigh, Hardeman, ©’ Ferrall, Vance 
Cabell, Harmer, Patton, Wallace, 
Caldwell, Hatch, W.H Payne, Ward, 
Campbell, J M. Henderson, D. B. Peele, Warner, A.J 
Cassidy, Henderson, T.S. Perkins, Warner, Richard 
Clements, Henley, Peters, Wellborn, 

| Cobb, Hepburn, Pettibone, Weller, 
Covington, Hewitt,G. W. Phelps, White, J. D 
Cox, W. R. Hitt, Pierce, Williams, 
Crisp, Holines, Price, Willis, 
Culbertson, D. B. Houk, Pryor, Wilson, James 
Culbertson, W.W. Houseman, Reagan, Wilson, W. L. 
Cullen, Hunt, Reid, J. W Wise, G.D. 
Cutcheon, Hurd, Reese, Wolford 
Dargan, Jones, J. H. Robertson, Young 

NOT VOTING—74 

Adams, J. J. Browne, T. M. Clay, Deuster, 
Arnot, Budd, Connolly, Dorsheimer, 
Barr, Campbell, Felix Converse, Dunn, 
Belford, Campbell, J. E Cook, Elliott, 
Bowen, Candler, Cox, 5.5 Fyan, 
Brainerd, Carleton, Curtin, Garrison, 
Breitung, Chalmers, Davis, L. I. George, 


' 
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Goff, Kellogg, Poland, Seymour, 
Hancock Laird, Potter, Shaw, 

Hatch, H. HH. Lyman, Pusey Skinner, Cc. R. 
Hill, Matson, Randall, Smith, A. Herr 
Hoblitzell, Money, Rankin, Spriggs, 
Holton, Morrison, Ray, G. W. Stevens, 
Hooper, Morse, Ray, Ossian Wadsworth, 
Hopkins, Murphy, Robinson, J.S Wemple, 
Horr, Ochiltree, Rock well, White, Milo 
Jobnson, O'Neill, Charles Rosecrans, Wise, J.8. 
Jones, J. K. Paige, Rowell, 

Jordan, Payson, Seney, 


So the House refused to direct the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union to consider the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. lIask unanimousconsent thatthe read- 
ing of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, on all political ques- 
tions, for this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, for 
this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

‘The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its sitting, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill next in order for 
consideration. 

Mr. WILLIS. There are only three other revenue matters, and I 
hope unanimous consent will be given to me now to call up the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent to pass over all other bills in order on the Calendar for the pur- 
pose of calling up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope that unanimous consent will be 
given. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7429) to modify existing laws relating to duties on imports and the 
collection of the revenue. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The committee rose; and Mr. MILs having taken the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
Calendar, had reached bill H. R. 7429, when objection was made to the 
consideration thereof, and the committee thereupon rose, and he reported 
such objection to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House in- 
struct the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to 
proceed to consider the bill H. R. 7429? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the negative. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its sitting. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the next business on the 
Calendar in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Report 2027. Report and resolution relative to affairs of the Alaska Commer- 
cial Company. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to the consideration of that report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not say from what has been read 
that this is a bill in order. The fact is not disclosed that this is either 


a revenue bill or an appropriation bill. The Clerk will report the next 
bill in order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8029) to authorize the establishment of export-tobaecco manufac- 


tories, and for drawback upon imported articles used in manufacturing exported 
tobacco, 


Mr. WILLIS. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The committee rose; and Mr. MILs having taken the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had the Calendar under con- 
sideration, had reached the bill H. R. 8029, when objection was made 
to the consideration thereof, whereupon the committee rose, and he re- 
ported such objection to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House in- 
struct the committee to proceed to consider the bill H. R. 8029? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask for the reading of that bill. 

The bill was read. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also informed the House that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 7768) to authorize the National Bank of Bloomington, 
Ill., to change its name to the First National Bank of 


An act (H. R. 7963) to remove the political disabilities of . Pem- 
broke Jones, of Virginia; 


An act (H. R. 7872) to remove the political disabilities of Gabriel H. 


Hill, of Virginia; 





An act (H. R. 5639) extending the jurisdiction of the justices of the 
in Wyoming Territory; and 
An act (H. R. 4681) for the relief of Yost Harbaugh. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7619) to release the reversionary right of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to certain lands in the city of Detroit and 
State of Michigan; and 

A bill (H. R. 7874) making additional appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House in- 
struct the committee to consider the bill H. R. 8029? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 10, noes 77. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair 
will order tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
WILLIS, and the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 5, noes 75. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (one of the tellers). I do not call for fur- 
ther count. 

So (further count not being called for) the House refused to instruct 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the 
bill H. R. 8029. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its sitting. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (BH. R.3130) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors and for other purposes, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had the Calendar under consideration, 
the bill H. R. 8130 was reached, and when objection was made to the 
consideration thereof the committee rose, and he reported such objection 
to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be directed to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 8130? 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Do I understand that an affirmative vote will take 
up the consideration of the river and harbor bill? 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the committee be directed 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill? 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that in the judgment of 
the Chair the ‘‘ayes”’ had it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 1153, noes 21. 

So (further count not being called for) the House directed the com- 
mittee to consider the bill H. R. 8130. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its sitting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee, in pursuance of the order of the 
House, will proceed with the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) mak- 
ing appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that request is acted upon I wish toask the 
Chair whether or no, if the reading of the bill be di with, the 
point of order upon any particular paragraph of the bill will be in order 
when it is first read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair it will be in order 
when the bill is first read. There being no objection, the formal reading 
of the bill is dispensed with. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, our committee—— 


Mr. WH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Wiis] 
has been ‘ 

Mr. W of Ken Before the reading of this bill is dis- 


tucky. 
with, I to inquire whether the bill as it lies on our desks 
in perfect accordance with the views of the committee or whether 
there are amendments reserved by the committee? 
The CHAIRMAN. That is a question about which the Chair has 


no information. 
ww WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I call for the reading of the bill. 


Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the gentleman that I know of no amend- 
ments in the hands of the committee. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The formal reading of the bill has been dispensed 
with by unanimous consent. ; ae 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I insist that I have 
risen in time to ask for the reading of the bill. I have no objection to 
dispense with the first reading of the bill if the committee will assure 
us that we have the real bill in our hands; but if this is not the com- 
mittee’s bill, then I call for the reading. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ware) 
can probably ascertain what he desires to know if he will ask some one 
who does know. For instance, the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WILLIS] can probably give him the information. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the gentleman 
[Mr. Wu1rTe] has in his hands, but if he has House bill 8130 he has 
the river and harbor bill, and there are no amendments of the commit- 
tee that I know of. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the answer of his colleague satisfactory to the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] ? m= 

Mr. WHITE. If I understand my colleague, he says that the bill of 
the House No. 8130 is the report of the committee. What I ask is: 
Is this a perfect bill, entirely satisfactory to the committee, or do they 
hold in reserve certain amendments? If they do, I shall ask for the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I state, Mr. Chairman, that this isthe bill which the 
committee propose to press for consideration and adoption, and there 
are no amendments that I recall which the committee have or propose 
to offer to the House; there is nothing behind. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I do not insist upon the read- 
ings, but I was told that this was not the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, with the permission now of the House, 
and of each and every member of it, 1 will make a few suggestions in 
regard to the bill which the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have in- 
structed me to report. Our committee fully realize the fact that we 
are in the closing hours of this Congress, and it is not the desire of the 
committee—certainly it is not the desire of myself—todo more at pres- 
ent than to call attention to the leading features and recommendations 
of this bill. 

As the Committee of the Whole are aware, it is made the duty of 
the Secretary of War to submit every year estimates as to river and 
harbor improvements, and, among other things, he is required to state 
what amount can be ‘* profitably ex ”? during the fiscal year. In 

of the law he hasreported to the House and to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors (representing the House in these matters) that 
his estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, are $34,507,630. 
Of this amount our committee has allowed the sum of $12,323,700; 
which, after deducting certain matters that were not estimated for, is 
about one-third of the official estimates. This amount, $12,323,700, it 
is hoped will not be deemed excessive as compared with $12,069,000, the 
amount of the bill as it the House last session, and $18,743,875, 
the amount of the last bill prior to that. 

The principal items of the present bill are as follows: 

One hundred and forty-two rivers, aggregating the sum of $7,600,600; 
one hundred and two harbors, $3,368,600; four breakwaters, $160,000; 
seven channels and inlets, $321,500; four harbors of refuge, $152,000; 
three ice-harbors, $23,000; for snagging and wrecking purposes, $177,000; 
one dry-dock, $65,000; one canal, $300,000; gauging waters, $6,000; 
examination surveys and contingencies, $100,000; ¢xpenses of the board 
to be known as the United States harbor board, $50,000; making, as I 
have said, an te sum of $12,323,700 as the total amount recom- 
mended in the bill. 

Of the items contained in the Book of Estimates one hundred and forty 
have been rejected by the committee. Two or three new works have 
been recommended. One of these is the ‘‘ construction of the canal 
from the Illinois River, near the town of Hennepin, to the Mississippi 
River, at or below Rock Island.’’ For the beginning of the work the 
sum of $300,000 is recommended. 

An®ther new work inaugurated by this bill is the improvement of 
the harbor of Galveston upon plans, specifications, and estimates to be 
submitted by Capt. James B. Eads, and for which an initial appropri- 
ation of $750,000 is recommended by a majority of the committee. 

In the last bill an appropriation of $160,000 was made for a national 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Cape Ann, Massachusetts, but before any 
money could be expended, it was provided in the bill that a board of three 
engineersshould beappointed by the Secretary of War, whoshould decide 
that this point was the best location on the coast between Boston and 
Portland for such a harbor. That commission has made a report to 
the present Congress; and upon it an additional appropriation of $100, - 
000 has been asked and allowed by the committee. 

The commission in their rt estimate that this work, if carried 
out, will cost in the neighbor of $8,000,000 for its construction; 
$2,000,000 for its defense, if it be made a harbor of defense; and half 
a million dollars for lighting—making a total for all these purposes of 

$10,500,000. It is proper to state that the local engineer immediately 
in 


makes a much smaller estimate, ranging from five to six 
million dollars. 














MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ESTIMATES. 


The largest appropriation in thebill is for the Mississippi River; the 


committee have appropriated from its mouth to its source $3,855,000. 
An itemization of this aggregate sum is as follows: 

Reservoirs at headwaters, $35,000. 

Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids, $200,000; Des Moines Rapids (dry 
dock ) $65,000; Des Moines Rapids to mouth of Illinois River, $200,000. 

From mouth of Illinois River to mouth of Ohio River, $400,000; 
from mouth of Ohio River to mouth of the passes, $2,800,000; removal 
of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions, $55,000. 

Survey of Mississippi, $75,000; operating snagboats on the Upper 
Mississippi, $5,000. 

Examinations and surveys at South Pass, $10,000 

Gauging of the Lower Mississippi, $5,000. 

Making, as before stated, a total of $3,855, 000 
mitted for the above items were as follows: 
Reservoir at headwaters of Mississippi River: Continuing operations $140,000 
Surveys for reservoirs at sources of Mississippi River, and Saint Croix, 

Chippewa, and Wisconsin Rivers piseeaioe iinteiceavniionbbnde 5), O00 
Improving Upper Mississippi River: Operating snagboats................... 60, 000 
Improving Mississippi River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids, 

Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, Dlinois, and Wisconsin: Continuing im 


The estimates sub- 


Sunagagbne sbaeeecedetecentetibee cosceseec esses e we 900, 000 
Improving Rock Island Rapids, Mississippi River: Continuing im 

Sn iieliresnnlidlaeusiindimidantehasctanbuveneamlionsesbuensetuonvereeenqesenese 15, 000 
Improving Des Moines Rapids, Mississippi River, lowa and Lllinois 

Completing operations under modified project... veut v1, 700 
Constructing dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids Canal: completing con 

SURI Thi tite iueisemcunbiavwedseonns Scqeacheresaeashtenaveverstouses edsiatae 65, 000 
Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to mouth of Illi- 

nois River: Continuing improvement..... inn 500, 000 


Improving Mississippi River between mouths of the Ohio and Lilinois 
Rivers: Continuing improvement.............scsceccsescsessersseceersarscseeecesseseedl, OOO, OOO 
Improving Mississippi River: Continuing the improvement from 
Cairo, lil., to the head of the passes, including the improvement of 
the Red River at and below the head of the Atchafalaya................... 
Improving Mississippi River above Falls of Saint Anthony: Continu- 
rants s cochddetniwigeeieiienaonsamcral onciolepeeisibibeginaneesseeceeeies 10, 000 
Improving Saint Anthony Falls, Minnesota: Continuing improvement 50, 000 
ery of the Mississippi River between the head of the passes and its 
headwaters: Continuing surveys now in progress, and to make ad- 
ditional surveys and examinations of the river and its tributaries; to 
make such additional examinations and investigations, topograph- 
ical, hydrographical, hydrometrical, as are necessary for maturing a 
plan for permanent improvement of the entire river....................... ‘ 
Continuing removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions from 
Mississippi River 


7, 000, 000 


100, 000 


170, 000 
Making agrand total, according to the estimates, of $9,729,700. The 
committee have therefore allowed about 40 per cent. of the estimates 
for that river. 
APPROPRIATIONS RECOMMENDED FOR OTHER LARGE RIVERS. 

In addition to the Mississippi River other great rivers receive the fol- 
lowing amounts: 

Missouri River, including surveys, snagging, &c., $590,000; Ohio 
River, $350,000; Tennessee River, including the Muscle Shoals, $350,000; 
Columbia River, $165,000; Delaware River, $125,000; Illinois River, 
$100,000; Kentucky River, $200,000; Potomac River, $150,000; James 
River, $150,000; Great Kanawha River, $175,000; Cape Fear River, 
$70,500; Red River, $65,000; Saginaw River, $50,000; Monongahela 
River, $50,000. 

Making a total for the above fourteen rivers of $2,590,500. Adding 
this total to the amount proposed to be expended on the Mississippi 
River, will give a grand total of $6,445,500. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish toinquire of the gentleman whether this bill 
contains the same limitation that has been contained in previous appro- 
priation bills as to the manner in which the money is to be expended 
upon the Mississippi River. 

Mr. WILLIS. ‘The wording of the present bill, as I understand, is 
substantially the same as the last bill. 

Mf. HISCOCK. In the last bill was there 2 provision that the money 
appropriated for the Mississippi River should only be expended upon 
the improvement of the navigation of the river? There was some leg- 
islation upon that subject, I believe. 

Mr. WILLIS. There was no legislation of that kind in the last river 
and harbor bill. The gentleman probably has in his mind a resolution 
offered in the last session touching that question, which was voted down. 
The last river and harbor bill followed the estimate of the Engineers, 
and there was no limitation of that character. 

Adding to the aggregate of all these fifteen rivers, the improvement 
of Hay Lake Channel, Michigan, $125,000, and the channel through 
the Saint John’s River, $150,000, we have a total for fifteen rivers and 
two channels of $6,720,500. 

The total amount recommended by the bill for all the rivers included 
in it, one hundred and forty-two, and seven channels, is $7,922,100. It 
will thus be seen that the fifteen rivers and two channels which have 
| been named embrace over three-fourths of the amounts recommended 

for such improvements. 

There are in the present bill recommendations for other rivers, as 
follows: Three at $4,000, twenty at $5,000, six at $6,000 and upward, 
seven at $7,000, six at $15,000, twelve at $10,000, two at $15,000, two 
at $17,000, twenty at $20,000 and upward, making seventy-eight 
rivers, for which the total amount appropriated as recommended is 
$955,000. 


HARBOR ESTIMATES AND APPROPRIATIONS. 
Appropriations were asked for in the estimates for five ice-harbors, 
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tion. Nowhere in this bill, or the Eads bill, if there anything of that 


four breakwaters, and one hundred and four harbors. The following 


the leading appropriations recommended by the committee: 
Galveston Harbor, $750,000; Sandy Bay, Massachusetts, $100,000; 
leveland, Ohio, $100,000; New Orleans, $150,000; Charleston, $150, - 
000; Humboldt, Cal., $100,000; Sabine Pass, Texas, $125,000; Mobile, 
$120,000; Aranzas Pass, $100,000; Savannah, $85,000; Toledo, $82,500; 


Chicago, $75,000; Milwaukee, $75,000; Cumberland Sound, Georgia, 
$75,000; Baffalo, $75,000; Baltimore, $75,000; Oakland, Cal., $75,000; 
Oswego, N. Y., $50,000; Boston, $50,000; Newburyport, Mass., $50,000, 
and Norfolk, $50,000, making a total for twenty-one harbors of $2,- 
512,000, which, as compared with the total recommended for harbors 
in the bill, is two-thirds of the whole amount. 


Mr. HEPBURN. What is your estimate or your idea of the cost of 
the improvement of Galveston Harbor under the plans which the bill 
seems to adopt ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state to the gentleman that the only way I can 
answer his question is by referring to the bill presented for the consid- 
eration of our committee, but which was not adopted. That bill called 
for $7,750,000 as the amount necessary under what is known as the Eads 
plan for the improvement of that harbor, but the committee have other 
information from the late Chief of Engineers, who held that this work 
even according to Captain Eads’s plan could be done much lower than 
that, and they did not take the bill of Captain Eads, but placed the 
construction of the work under the charge of the Secretary of War, to 
be done under the plans and estimates to be submitted by Eads. I will 
state further that according to the report of the Senate, which adopted 
Captain Eads’s plan, $1,500,000 of the total called for in Eads’s bill was 
for contingencies, and deducting this the aggregate amount under the 
Eads contract would be $6,250,000. If my own opinion were asked I 
would express it, as drawn from various sources, that this harbor can 
be improved even on this plan at one-half what the bill calls for, which 
would be about $4,000,000. - 

Mr. HEPBURN. What was the plan commended to the committee 
by persons from that locality most familiar with the subject? 

Mr. WILLIS. The bill was of course urged by those who were anx- 
ious to secure deep water, but not to the exclusion of the Government, 
and the committee in its final action has adopted not the Eads bill, 
but the Eads plan, and have required the. Secretary of War on that 
plan, as cheaply and economically as possible, to improve that harbor. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You adopted Eads himself. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope so, to some extent. 

M. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is the plan of Eads to result in the permanent 
improvement of the harbor, or does he not say in his plan it.will be 
improved for a certain number of years, after which further appropri- 
ations will be required to continue the improvement? 

Mr. WILLIS. The only answer I can make to the gentleman is 
that the committee have required it to be made with a view to the per- 
manent improvement of the harbor. Of course we know no better 
than the gentleman himself how permanent it will be. All these im- 
provements are hoped to be permanent. 

In further answer to the gentleman’s question that Captain Eads’s 
plan, as stated by himself to the subcommittee, contemplates the con- 
struction of jetties of stone. The jetties now in process of construction 
there, as I am informed, are made not of stone but of willow and other 
like materials, and are subject to the depredations of what is known as 
the teredo, which rapidly destroysthem. Itis becanse of the facts dis- 
closed in the report of the Secretary of War, showing the large expendi- 
ture heretofore made at Galveston is liable to be lost to the Government 
through the attacks of these marine insects, that the committee have been 
largely influenced in its presentaction. The plan of Captain Eads con- 
templates, I say again, that the jetties must be constructed of rock and 
concrete, and therefore will be as permanent as any human works can be 
made. The bill requires that they shall be equally strong with those at 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, which are capped now with con- 
crete, and have stood the test of storm and time up to the present mo- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask for information whether Captain Eads sug- 
gests this appropriation of $1,000,000, more or less—I do not exactly 
remember the sum—will secure the improvement of the harbor for only 
about eight or ten years ? 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir. The gentleman has in his mind a clause of 
the bill similar to that of the Eads jetty bill for the month of the Mis- 
sissippi River, requiring him to keep it in good condition for a certain 
number of years and giving him an annual compensation for so doing; 
but the committee, believing that the jetties constructed on the 
proposed by him would be permanent, have declined to enter into any 
such arrangement. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say that it to me from the in- 
formation I have gotten upon the subject that it was going to cost about 
$1,000,000 a year to keep the harbor in the condition in which it is left 
— the work is completed. I would like to understand if that is cor- 

; if it is believed that it will cost any such sum to keep it open. 

“— WILLIS. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in that supposi- 


kind. Thebill whichis commonly known as the Coke or Eads bill pro- 
vided that when one foot of depth should haye been secured by Cap- 
tain Eads heshould receive the sum of $1,000,000, and probably the 
gentleman is of the impression that we recommend that bill. Ifso, he 
is mistaken. 

The bill to which I have referred further provided, on securing thirty 
feet depth and a certain width, that for the purpose of keeping it in 
that order the sum of $100,000 a year was to be allowed. But there 
is nothing of the kind in the bill which we have reported to the House. 
We have made no contract with Captain Eads except for his services as 
advisory engineer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But whatever is in the bill reported to the House 
by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the question after all is, if 
you commence the improvements at all, how much they are going to 
cost in order to finish them, and how long they are going to remain 
in good condition. That is what wé want to understand. If weare 
going to begin a series of improvements at this point which will only 
last some eight or ten years, then we will be able to estimate the cost 
per annum. 

Mr. WILLIS. I can only answer the gentleman from Maine that 
the proposed plan is to construct the jetties of concrete and rock. How 
long such a work will endure of course I can not determine any better 
than he can; but from the experience of the past we may believe, with 
all reason, that they will be very permanent in theircharacter. Every 
gentleman can determine that question for himself. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam not antagonizing the gentleman’s bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Of course, I understand that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am only trying to get information. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The best engineers believe that such work 
as contemplated here will be of a very enduring and permanent char- 
acter. 

Mr. WILLIS. We have endeavored, Mr. Chairman, in this bill to 
protect the Government in that direction as far as we could by requir- 
ing the very best character of work. 

I have thus, sir, presented the leading features of the appropriations 
contained in this bill. There are three or four matters of legislation 
which will come up for consideration as the bill is read for action under 
the five-minute rule. One of them contemplates the appointment by 
the President of a commission, to be knownas the ‘‘ Unite’ States Har- 
bor Commission,’’ which commission, however, is of a temporary char- 
acter, lasting only one year. 

The object of the creation of that commission is to examine into the 
harbors, principally those upon our Southwestern coast, which are in 
their nature somewhat the same as at Galveston, and to report all of 
the facts asceriained by them to the next Co so that when the 
nextaiver and harbor bill is framed the House will have the means for 
an intelligent decision. It was claimed on the one hand and denied 
on the other that at many points in the United States the jetty im- 
provements were not of a permanent or enduring character, and in this 
conflict of evidence the committee thought it to be its duty to the 
re _ to the country to provide some method of ascertaining in- 

tly the facts in connection with each one of the harbors which 
n called in question 

ss WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow 
me right there? .« 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask him why the duties of this board are 
limited to the examination of harbors being constructed on the jetty 
plan or system? Why not extend the duties of the commission to the 
examination of other works, and generally to the works which have 
been undertaken by the Government for the improvement of our rivers 


and harbors? 

Mr. WILLIS. The principal reason is that the time allowed the com- 
mission, one year, would not warrant the examination of all ry har- 
bors in the United States. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Besides that, they are not all called i in ques- 


tion 

Mr. WILLIS. They are not in the same position as those harbors 
with shifting sands in the bottom in the Southwest, like Rarenen. 
nea is aes laint against the method of constructing or im 

ortheast and in the North, where they have so id. pos 
eka But the argument has been made in connection with the 
harbors having these shi foundations of sand, and the object of this 
commission is to ascertain facts and report upon them. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me a moment 
further? There is aquestion about og of many of the works 
for which appropriation is made in this bill y limit, then, the ob- 
servations of this commission to a certain class of work? Why not 
haves 5 De toeeee Se eka Panga se Se of making recom- 
mendations to as to the other works of improvement on rivers 
and harbors? I think it is a most important commission and I would 
like to see that plan extended. 

Mr. WILLIS. The only reason, as I have said, operating upon the 
committee was, that they did not believe in the short time allowed for 
the existence of this commission that they could travel over the whale 
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United States for this purpose. “And besides there were no complaints | that as we build our dikes on the sides of the stream the bottom rises 


as to these other points of a character which caused the committee to | 
think it necessary to make investigation. So far as I am personally | 
concerned, as a member of the committee, I would have no objection | 


1 
to an amendment looking to the enlargement of the objects the com- | 
| 


mittee had in view in creating this commission. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
time to that effect. ; , 

Mr. WILLIS. Provided, of course, it does not interfere with the 
necessary and important work of the commission. ; ; 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I should not, of course, desire to interfere 
with what the committee believed to be the principal duty of the com- 
mission, as I regard that as most important; but I believe they will 
have abundant time to examine other works of equally great impor- 
tance and advise Congress as to the propriety of continuing, increasing, 
or reducing the appropriations therefor. 

Mr. KING. 
been any.complaints against the jetty system at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi River? a 

Mr. WILLIS. I have heard, in response to my friend from Louisi- 
ana, of no complaint of the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
nor is this commission, in the discharge of its duties, required to con- 
sider the jetties at that point. ; . 

The only other material legislation in the bill is the appointment of 


an advisory engineer, a consulting engineer, on the Mississippi River. | 


The reports of the Mississippi River Commission indicate that as to one 
class of improvements they were not entirely satisfactory. I refer to 
the revetment work; and the committee believe it would redound to 
the interest of the public if some other engineer were to examine into 
the character of that work and report to the next Congress; and with 
that view Captain Eads has been recommended for appointment as an 
advisory engineer. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion of these very desultory, imperfect, and 
hurried statements, I desire to say on behalf of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors that they have to the best of their ability applied 
themselves to the duties devolved upon them by the House. We 
have been in session over two-thirds of the legislative days; and not only 
that, but a majority of the committee were in session during the holi- 
day recess. We havecarefully examined these reports, and to the best 
of our judgment and with the fullest information before us we have 
endeavored within the limits of twelve or thirteen millions to reconcile 
the conflicting interests that are at stake. We do not disguise from 
ourselves the fact, however, that our work will not meet with the ap- 
proval of all the members of this House. But I believe, and the com- 
mittee believe, that when objection is made to the different improve- 
ments or appropriations, and attention has been called in committee to 
those appropriations, andall the facts are disclosed upon which the ¢6m- 
mittee acted, the judgment of the House will be very charitable toward 
the action of the committee. We have had no desire to put anything 
in this bill that ought not to be there. We earnestly hope if there be 
anything in it that ought not to be there that this Committee of the 
Whole will strike it out. Our committee very much regret that the 
necessity for prompt action—this being the short session—has deprived 
them to a large extent of the advice of gentlemen whose interests were 
involved. hile it was impossible, under the circumstances, to grant 
a formal hearing to the numerous dclegations and gentlemen asking 
it, the committee gladly received all written communications and 
availed itself of the facts which they contained, and in this way every 
improvement desiring it had its day in court. With these brief re- 
marks, and reserving the balance of my time, I now yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has twenty-six 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to call the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole to what appear to me to be some incongruities in this bill in or- 
der that they may be corrected. The first thing that strikes my at- 
tention that is worthy of consideration is the fact that below the mouth 
of the Ohio River at Cairo there is provided in this bill an appropri- 
ation of $2,810,000 more than is appropriated for the Mississippi River 
for all points above Cairo. Having some personal knowledge of the 
navigation of the stream and its various wants, I can only say that in 
my judgment a larger amount to be expended above and a less amount 
below would be of more general advantage to the commerce of the en- 
tire Mississippi Valley and to the country. 

At this point allow me to say one thing that I know will not receive 
the sanction of this House, and yet it is my deliberate conviction, founded 


‘upon extended experience, and that is, that your whole levee system, 


as advocated by Captain Eads and his engineers, must prove instead of 
a permanent benefit a lasting damage to the commerce of the river and 
the advancement of the sections of country-on each side of it. The 
Black River, in the State of Wisconsin, was once dealt with in this way, 
and its waters were gathered together and concentrated and the volume 
and flow increased by exactly the same means with the expectation based 
on the opi of scientific men that it would by increasing the vol- 
ume velocity of current scour the channel and improve the navi- 
gation. An official investigation has clearly demonstrated that instead 
of having that effect this system has had the very opposite effect, and 


1 wish to offer an amendment at the proper | 


Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky: Have there | 


| 
| 





at the same time 
Mr. BLANCHARD 
Mr. PRICE. Yes, sil 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Is the Black River, of which the gentleman 
speaks, an alluvial stream ? 
Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir, near its mouth, and its deposits are precisely 
the same as the deposits in the Mississippi River 
Mr. KING. Will the gentleman state what is the difference between 


May I ask the gentleman, a question ? 


jetties and levees ? 


Mr. PRICE. Iam not opposing the jetty system. I am speaking 
of the system of levees for the purpose of concentrating the water in 
one channel. 

Mr. KING. What is the difference between them ? 

Mr. PRICE. One is on the top of the water, the other is under if 
Thereare differencés in other respects. The jetty system is one applied 
to the outlet of the waters to the Gulf. 

Mr. KING. I understand the gentleman is for the principle of con- 
centration. 

Mr. PRICE. I have not said anything that can be tortured so as to 
warrant that conclusion. My conviction is that the object desired can 
best be arrived at by dividing the waters. 

Mr. KING. Your proposition is that by carrying out this system 
you scatter the water aJl over the country. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman has no logical right to say that that is 
my meaning. 

Mr. KING. That is the conclusion towhich one is logically brought 
by the gentleman’s remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN rapped to order and said: The Chair begs to state 
to gentlemen that in not addressing the Chair they are not conforming 
to the rules of the House. The Chair is informed that the violation of 
this rule confuses the reporter. 

Mr. PRICE. I thank the Chair for the suggestion. It may confuse 
the reporter, but it does not confuse me. Iam laying down the gen- 
eral principle, based on an experience of twenty years, that your levee 
system isa failure. With the levee system one crawfish or muskrat 
may in twenty-four hours endanger the safety of half a State or an en 
tire State. And that can not be guarded against. History is full of 
illustrations of what I state. There is one instance, in Holiandgwhere 
to-day the hulls of steamboats and vessels are floating above the chim- 
neys of farm-houses, and there they are protected not by a wall of gravel, 
but by one of stone. The River Po furnishes another example. 

The inevitable tendency in every case where it has been tried has 


been to lift the bottom of the stream without lifting the banks. Bat 
enough of the levee system. I have another objection to the bill. The 


objection is based upon the fact that this bill provides for an appropri- 
ation of $2,890,000 mainly to build up a diking system, which must 
prove disastrous; whereas from the expenditure of money on the upper 
portion of the stream there may be benefits derived infinitely in excess 
of the results that you can obtain from this expenditure below. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, it does not appear to me exactly good policy 
to put $2,890,000 into an experiment, when every man familiar with 
the commerce of the upper portion of the stream knows that nothing 
has ever been expended upon that end of the river for removing bars, 
for removing snags, for putting in the jetty system for the purpose of 
concentrating the water and thereby improving the channel at isolated 
points, but what it has returned benefits worth more than 100 per cent. 
upon every dollar expended. That has never been the case with ex- 
penditures made on the lower part of the river in building levees, and, 
though I am willing to experiment there, lam not willing to experi- 
ment to the extent of $2,890,000 simply upon a plan laid down by 
some scientific theorist. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
yield for a question ? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to ask my friend whether there is a 
single word in this bill which states that this $2,890,000 is to be ex- 
pended in building levees? I will ask him if the bill does not state 
that the money is to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War in accordance with the plans, estimates, specifications, and rec- 
ommendations of the Mississippi River Commission ? 

Mr. PRICE. My answer to that is, that the only system that is being 
pursued under the direction of the Mississippi River Commission and 
the engineers and the War Department is that of the levee system, and 
that therefore the appropriation in this bill must inevitably go to im- 
provements upon that system if it is expended at all. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. My friend is mistaken tn saying that that is 
the only system adopted by the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, it may be true that the money is not 
all expended in that way, but I say that nearly all of it is so expended. 
The jetty system also comes in, I know, fora certain amount of money, 
in contradistinction to the other system, but nearly all the money goes 
to the levee system. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman is again mistaken. 

Mr. PRICE. I say, Mr. Chairman, that the jetty system is used to 
some extent in contradistinction to the other systems, and I suppose 


Will my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Pricr] 
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the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] will not contradict 
that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No, sir. 

Mr. PRICE. But I say that nearly al] the money expended on those 
improvements on the lower end of the river is expended on the levee 
system. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PRICE, Will the gentleman from Louisiana pretend to say that 
it is not nearly all expended on the levee system? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do say so most emphatically. 

Mr. PRICE. Then, if that be so, I do not understand the bill, and I 
think I do, notwithstanding what the gentleman has said. | Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. Chairman, I know that my information upon this subject 
may not be quite accurate, for the reason that for long weeks I tried to 
get before this committee to tell them what I know on this subject of 
river improvement, but they drew around them the sacred circle of a 
transient and somewhat imaginary power arid would not let me near 
them, while at the same time the only member Wisconsin and Minne- 
sota had on the committee lay upon a bed of sickness. 

Mr. Chairman, I denounce the levee system as simply a useless ex- 
penditure of the public money—I mean the $2,890,000 which is to be 
expended below Cairo and the main part of which is to be expended in 
a system which my experience tells me in the face of the theories of 
scientists will be of little or no use and will not result in any perma- 
nent benefit to the commerce of the river or of the country. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That was my idea. [Laughter. } 

Mr. PRICE. Iam glad the gentleman agrees with me. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention toanother thing. I am fight- 
ing the bill now generally, but I want to fight it specifically when we 
come to amendments. The Southern States pay ye about 30per 
cent. of the revenue of the Government, but I find that this bill pro- 
vides for an expenditure in those States of $3,887,900, as against $3,070, - 
000 in the Northern States. Now, sir, that may be right; but as my 
triend from Kentucky [Mr. Wurrr] said the other day, I am a finite 
being, and I can not see the point. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Expended on what? 

Mr. PRICE. For improvements. I say thathere is to be $3,887,- 
900 expended in the Southern States against $3,070,000 in the North- 


ern States, making a difference of $817,700 in favor of a section that-} Win 


pays perhaps about 30:per cent. of the revenue, and against a section 
that pays probably the remaining 70 per cent. I can not undertake at 
this timeto be exact ds to the figures. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the aggregate amount appropriated by 
the bill ? 

Mr. PRICE. Eleven million one hundred and twenty-three thon- 
sand six hundred dollars. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You have accounted for only between 
$6,000, 000.and-$7,000,000 in your statement. 

Mr. PRICE. Well, I will account for some more of it. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. May I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a simple 
question ? 

Mr. PRICE. Certainly. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Does not the gentleman believe that by improv- 
ing the rivers and harbors of the South we benefit the trade of the 
North also? 

Mr. PRICE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. Then the benefits of these appropriations are not 
confined to any section? 

Mr. PRICE. Most undoubtedly they are not. Now, will the gen- 
tleman hear my answer? In the statement I have made as to the 
amounts appropriated for improvements in the South and in the North 
respectivel y—$3,887,900 as against $3,070,000—I have not included 
the appropriations for the Mississippi, for the Missouri, for the Ohio, 
or for the reservoir system above. I have considered those as great 


national expenditures for the national benefit. The appropriation for 
the Mississippi, $3,770,000 in round numbers, is not incl in what 


I have spoken of as the amount appropriated for the Southern States, 
$3,887,900, or in the $3,070,000 for the Northern States. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. -Those last two items, as I under- 
stand, are for the ‘‘ runs’’ and ‘‘ creeks.”’ 

Mr. PRICE. I have no objection to the gentleman understanding it 
in that way if he desires, but that is not my understanding. The gen- 

from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] seemed to think that the two 

amounts which I stated, $3,887,900 and $3,070,000, embraced the 
whole amount app riated in the bill. I have here a statement of the 
amounts cage in the bill: 
For the Hennepin Can. 






For the Missouri River... 

For the Ohio... 30, 
For the reservoir system at the u — Of Che TIVETS.......20000000000000+05 35,000 
For the Mississippi River above Cairo.................c0sssererenseseseererseenee cesses 880, 000 
For the Mississippi River below Cairo. beneneee qrenhsansseputisengtonieyptoribavecetuncsin 2, 890, 000 


Here you have a difference of $2,010,000 i in favor of the Lower Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. Chaisman, I will not insist upon the exact accuracy of my fig- 
ures, because my calculations have been made here amid the confusion 
of the House, but I do say that they are substantially correct—suffi- 










ciently so to serve asa basis for my objection totheappropriation of this 
large amount of money for expenditure at points where I do not believe 
it will benefit the commerce of the country—I am speaking now of the 
main river. They are sufficiently correct, too, for me to base my ob- 
jection upon them to ignoring entirely, in making these appropriations, 
the question of who gets the money and where it comes from. I am 
willing to admit that to a certain extent and in certain cases that ques- 
tion ought to be ignored; I would not make it the governing considera- 
tion, but at the same time I would consider it in connection with the 
commercial wants of the several sections of our common country 

There are some of the details of this bill which I would like to see 
struck out, but I will take occasion to speak of those when we come to 
consider those particular clauses. I am now speaking generally of the 
provisions of the bill, and I think I am understood. I do not believe 
that Congress ought to expend $2,000,000 or any material part thereof 
upon the system of building dikes along the river. I do not believe 
as a general principle that we ought to give one section of country a 
greater proportion of the common funds than it contributes, unless there 
is some absolute commercial necessity reaching out and covering the 
whole commerce of the country, and I do not think that exists in the 
cases to which I now refer. Here is an appropriation of $1,070,000 to 
Texas alone. ‘To call attention to this is sufficient to raise a doubt as 
to its propriety. I do not know absolutely that it is not proper, but I 
have doubt about it and desire to call attention to it. 

I would not take the time of the House upon this matter but for the 
fact that I have taken the trouble to ascertain the amount which this 
bill gives to each State, and I hold the list in my hand. 

A MEMBER. Have it printed. 

Mr. PRICE. I will do so, with the statement that I do not guar- 
antee the exact accuracy of my figures. But they are substantially 
correct—as nearly se as I can make them in the midst of the confusion 
of this House. 








A MemBer. Read the statement now. 
Mr. PRICE. 1! will do so: 
New York ...... . $309,500 
New Jersey .. 137,500 
Ses 240, 000 
Pennsylvania. 117, 500 
IY Sieh ee oe tk ak tl aadiaiten ctndeativamectineteediGiouiinds 476, 700 
Eibcdidp<bvecibsvishsmertbedvedimmentsdetiphetsbubeciie iwasevbedaiibenvegtbiese 221,000 
Minnesota 46,500 
isconsin 208, 500 
Maine...... 67,000 
Vermont............ , 20,000 
ns 5 ascriceatatiannlieentidnenn amen letnmencigninety 10, 000 
Teceite iedckhdeiakssktltddirsstceesceneeninatdadinomsians tecdehdeatnedindis cep banniieioe 246, 000 
62. 500 
138, 000 
5, 000 
57,500 
32,500 
12, 000 
331,000 
118, 


Res 


SEx8B5 
~ ggeeseeses 


Mr. REED, of Maine. That does not include Galveston Harbor: ? 


Mr. PRICE. It includes $750,000 to commence the work. 
Mr. a of Maine. Itis the initiative of an expenditure of about 
$8,000 
Mr. | PRICE. It is so foreshadowed in the report of the committee. 
SII. ssinrennonaninaneorersiniprgunanmadinrtneneretinreneesamnebeiaiipenaiiapeagiosinbinn $46, 500 
262, 500 
230, 000 
150, 000 
250, 400 
311,500 
9,000 
75, 000 
300, 000 
190, 000 
350, 000 
Reservoirs.... a 35, 000 
Mississippi River above the mouth of the Ohio. .. 886,000 
Mississippi River below the mouth of the Ohi0................c000ccce-sseeeeneenees 2, 890, 000 
Or $2,010,000 more than above the mouth. 
Deere SI GION. ckiccinvin cin nte tebe crnevteticeniee cetiescrcsdivveinpeerdcoseve cedzes $3, 887, 900 
a Renn nicsininennniiabntenouaniiensmindibed wparngbcbassensinbiipinee 3,070, 200 
wr ield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. Tay- 
R} and reserve the balance of 


the district which I representon this floor. [La 


be a mistaken one; for I say that I rise 

a word in behalf of the bill, when, if I felt 
the most 
a greater 


for the of 
interested, I remain silent. I t 
particulary intrest Lake Erie, especially outside of Buffalo, 
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tonnage than is found anywhere else on that lake, a growing harbor, Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, it affords me great pleasure to be able 
an unfinished harbor, one that has cost comparatively little, and asks | tosupplement thestatement of ourchairman with the conclusions arrived 
but little to finish it. Substantially it has been utterly ignored by this | at by the committee in its report, which have been the resultof earnest, 
committee; yet I stand here for the purpose of saying a word or twoin | intelligent, and constant labor on their part. The shortness of the ses- 
behalf of this aad like bills, because I have never in this Hewse given a | sion deprived the committee of the opportunity of being advised and 
vote or uttered a word in behalf of any measure because my people were | enlightened by the members of this House and by the delegations rep- 
solely or chiefly interested in it, and I havenevergiven a vote against a | resenting the different places to be improved. That increased the labor 
bill because my people were not so interested. Upon this principle I | devolving upon the committee. If, therefore, the committee in arriving 
acted in voting recently in regard to the interstate commerce bill, in | at a bill have not been able to do exactly what the members of this 
which no people of any other State were more interested, I know, than | House desired, or to do exact justice to every locality in the United 





were the people of Ohio. | States, the committee feels it has the right to appeal to the House for 
Why do I say a word in behalf of this bill or bills of this kind? I | its charitable consideration. 
do not like all the features of-this measure, but I believe there is no There are other things, though, that I desire now to bring to the at- 


such wise expenditure of:the public money for the general good as in | tention of the House, and I am precipitated inte that line of remark by 
precisel such bills as this ought to be and substantially is. I haveno | what has been said by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price}. 
sympathy with those who, because the works in which their part of It has been alleged this bill was sectional in its features; that it was 
the nation is interested have been finished, become indifferent or cool | partisan; that some sections paying less revenue to the Government 
in their support of measures of this kind or oppose further appropria- | than others have received greater appropriations. That is true, but the 
tions of this character. gentleman will remember that, commencing at the city of Washington 
I have no sympathy for people representing large cities and great | and going south along the whole line of the Atlantic coast to the ex- 
4 harbors who have no knowledge of or interest in others of a smaller | treme point of Texas, there are but two harbors in the United States 
kind. I believe mistakes have been and are made in bills of this kind | in which a modern ship can go, while above the whole coast is lined 
by: ignoring those harbors and rivers which are called small rivers and | with harbors that need no building up, and which are open and ready 
harbors. The great harbor and commerce of New York—what would | for the reception of the commerce of the world. It was therefore un- 
it amount to if there were no smaller rivers, if there were no smaller | necessary the amount of appropriation along that coast should equal 
streams of business to contribute to it? The harbor of Ashtabula, in | what was made for the coast south of it. 
my district, unknown to most of the people who listen to me on the The same state of affairs, Mr. Chairman, exists upon the Pacific coast. 
floor or in the gallery, a harbor that would be classed with creeks and | Upon that coast, that long stretch of country, there is not one single 
unknown harbors, unknown to me and to some of you until legislation | solitary harbor in the United States where a first-class vessel, a man-of 
was obtained for it, was unknown at home and useless to the people. | war or merchantman, can enter. 
Now it is a great harbor. Now, the committee felt that it was called upon in the improvement 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | of these harbors to give to the country not only such harbors as are pec- 


c : , ’ essary to afford satisfactory and suitable facilities for its local com- 
The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed the | merce, but at the same time facilities for the entrance of great men-of- 
chair, a message in writing was received trom the President of the 


9 ves , war, when we have them, as I hope we will at some early day—facilities 
United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. where these war vessels can ride safely at anchor, and where they would 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. | be ready at all times not only to defend the country from danger, but to 


; ; ‘ : s go out as couriers upon the high seas for its commerce, or to make ag- 

The committee resumed its Session, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. gressive war upon those who interfere witlrit. Now in relation to the 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I say before these improve- improvement of the Southern harbors I desire to say this: That so far 

-ments were begun it was unknown at home. Now it is the great har- | asthe committee goes there has been nodifference of sentiment or opinion 

bor between the Lake Superior iron-ore country and the coal country | whatever with any member of it, whether he come from one section or 
.of Pennsylvania and Ohio, adding to the general interests and commerce , 


: , the other, with the exception of the propriety of the appropriations or 
of the whole country more in proportion to the number of dollars which | the manner of this application at one solitary point. 
have been expended there than any large harbor you could name, New Mr. REED, of Maine. That is, I understand the gentleman to say, 


York, or Boston, or Portland, or any other. ; “h the members of the committee have agreed generally on the provisions 
And so it is everywhere. It is certainly growing to be a national | of the bill? ; 

question to improve such a harbor as this and others which have been Mr. GIBSON. 

named. To-day we do not as formerly decide what is constitutional 


I say, sir, that within my knowledge there has not 
, me 4 } | been, with the exception of what I will state now, a difference of opin- 
in this regard by analyzing the water to see whether it be salt or fresh. | jon among the members of the committee as to any harbor for which 
Neither have I, Mr. Chairman, any objection to this or any other provision is made in the bill. i 
bill because it appropriates more for some other State than it does for; Mr. REED, of Maine. The other members of the House have not 
Ohio. I never would dream of asking whether it appropriates more | had any hearing before the committee, have they ” 
money South than North, more money West than East. Suchacon-| Mr. GIBSON. I stated, and the gentleman from Maine, I should 
sideration would have no right to have a place in my mind at all. The | think, must have heard me, that owing to the shortness of the session 
question 1s whether the proposed appropriation is a proper and a judi- | and the brief time remaining we were deprived of the benefit as well 
cious one. If itis, let it be made; if it is not, let.it be refused, whether | as the pleasure of hearing the views of the various members of the 
it be in Ohio or in Texas, whether it be Ashtabula Harbor or Galveston. | House on the provisions contained in this bill when the committee had 
I have said these words on the spur of the moment, Mr. Chairman, | jt under consideration. 
simply because there was an opportunity for me to testify my belief Mr. REED. of Maine. 
ne a fam of appropriation of the people’s money for | stand. ; 
the people’s t. [{Applause. . GIBSON. Yes, sir; wi > excepti ‘the difference whic 
y ae Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price} | 7 ae i. ene ee ore enenmnnan wah 
esire to retain the floor ? r De in relati any » har- 
See, MEME: “Leeetateed to yield toa gratieman on this side, but I The only difference in the committee in relation to any of the har 


i. ip t c bors south, and theonly trouble, was with reference to the improvements 
Fawn see him in ltis seat, and therefore J will reserve whatever time | of the harbor at Galveston. ‘There is not a member of the committee 
ve remai , 


Mr. GI Tita. tee Goer or of the House that does not recognize the great national importance of 


. : ek oa our having some harbors upon ourGulf coast. He may turn tothe ma 

Mr. SP GER. I ask the gentleman from West Virginia to allow | of this country, and he will find that the entire suaneieiehdenenibenes 
me in his time to submit an amendment which will be read for infor- | of the northwest, the west, and the southwestern country is upon the 
mation as a part of my remarks, with the notice that I will move it at | commercial facilitiesof some harbor upon thatGulf coast. As it isnow, 
the proper time when that part of the bill is reached. ; | the great cereal products of our northwest country can find no outlet to 

Mr. GIBSON. It is due to me as a member of the committee to say | the markets of the world except they be carried by railroads to our far 
that I have not read the amendment and do not know whatis in it, and | North Atlanticeoast; and I venture to make the assertion that you will 
only allow it to be read out of courtesy to a fellow-member. i 


reli , find every one of these roads fighting with all of its influence and power 
Mr. SPRINGER. Iam only responsible for it myself. the development of the water ways of the South and everywhere else. 


jut you agreed ‘among yourselves, I under- 


The Clerk read as follows: Now, when we came to the consideration of the proposition for the im- 

Add after line 305 the no i ie _ | provement of this Galveston Harbor, there was, as I have said, a di- 

ee cere Ce eneen Recount of Gospgreesenennars | versity of opinion. The Senate bill knownas the ‘‘ Eads bill ”’ was re- 

visory mnginesrs, or for the survey of Galveston Bar and Harbor and adjacent er = = committee. That bill upon investigation was found to 
persons or corporations owning, using, or controlling the whar » wholly faulty, in our judgment, from beginning to end. 

Jn eaid harbor shall file withthe of War an agreement in writing, duly aa “a ; ae aie, 

"to the effect that in = Soratoney © iol gush appropriations on Congress It would have given to Galveston, Tex., or the Gulf coast, no solitary 


may make forsuch improvement, the said persons or corporations will hereafter | harbor or protection of any kind, and would have opened the public 


only such sums for wha dues or storage, or for any services which | Treasury of this country to the untrameled energies of one man, and 
such persons ess eri for coat — ae pone. mapat all times | thus tempted him to use that forhisown benefit and purposes. I make 


or prescribe what rates or charges are just and reasonable.” no reflection whatever, Mr. Chairman, upon that gentleman. I on] y 


i 


=~ a ec a oa Z 





1066 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


speak of what we regarded as a defect in the formation of theSenate bill 
which precluded the propriety of its adoption by the committee. That 
bill, we believed, made it possible for the expenditure of $9,000,000, and 
more than possible that it would have resulted in utter failure to give 
to Galveston any harbor suitable for its commercial purposes. There 
were then certain members of the committee who were opposed to that 
bill, and the only question was, if it was to be improved atall, astothe 
method to be employed so as to give a suitable water way to the inland 
country dependent upon Galveston. 

There were differences of opinion among the committee as to whether 
the Government engineers had been successful or not. Some thought 
that their works had proved to be failures. The subcommittee thought 
that the results expected had not been reached and could not be reached, 
unless there was a difference in the amount of appropriation and the 
mode of its application to the work. Some of that committee were 
unwilling in making the appropriation for Galveston Harbor to use it as 
a reflection upon the engineers of the Army. For myself I am free to 
say uow that it would take something more than a one-side statement 
or a popular clamor to make me believe that the educated, scientific, in- 
telligent, and honorable Engineer Corps of the United States Army is 
not capable of carrying on its engineering business. But I was not 
willing to bring my judgment and opinion in conflict with the judgment 
and opinion of most of the members of the committee or of persons in- 
terested there, and however much I might prefer, as an original propo- 
sition, some other mode or method, when it was acknowledged on all 
hands that the work was needed and ought to be done I would not 
quarrel or quibble about the manner of doing the work, but yielded; 
and I am here now to advocate the adoption of this or some other plan 
which will give to Galveston a harbor sufficient for its commerce at the 
present time as well as its prospective increase. 

There are one or two other things in this bill to which I can not sub- 
scribe; and I want to give notice now that when we reach the consid- 
eration of the bill on page 39, line 933, I shall move to amend by striking 
out all after the word ‘‘commission.’’ WhatI desire to call attention 
to now is that it is not only radical legislation, but it is an express pro- 
vision repealing the whole features of the Mississippi River Commission, 
condemning ail the work that has been done, and putting the Missis- 
sippi River in the unlimited and uncontrolled hands of Mr. Eads. I 
want to call the attention of this committee to the remarkable features 
of this provision. 

After going on and saying that this money shall be expended and the 
work carried on by the Secretary of War in pursuance of the recom- 
mendations of the Mississippi River Commission, the bill says: 

As approved or amended by an advisory engineer of said commission, which 
office is hereby created, said advisory engineer to be appointed by the President, 


at a salary of $5,500 per annum; and James B. Eads is hereby recommended to 
the President for that position. 


Now, in the first place, if it was right that the Mississippi River 
Commission should be abolished, it is fundamentally wrong that this 
body should undertake to dictate to the Executive of this Government 
whom it shall appoint to execute the laws which Congress has 
It is unconstitutional in every feature of it; to speak in the plainest 
terms, it would be an impudent recommendation to the Executive, an 
equal branch of this Government; and I have no hesitation in saying 
to the friends of this bill that I believe that it would bring an execu- 
tive veto on the whole of it, as it ought to do. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman whether 
in the preparation of this bill the committee were governed for the most 
part by the report of the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that that 
committee got all the light it could from the Chief of Engineers and all 
the light it could from personal knowledge of the points to be improved 
and all the light it could from information from anybody who knew 
anything about the matter before us. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentacky. The point to which I wish to call the 
attention of the gentleman from West Virginia is whether ip adopting 
this proposition as to the appointment of Captain Eads he could say 
the committee had no regard for the report or the opinion or the man- 
ner of proceeding adopted heretofore by the 

Mr. GIBSON. I will come to that presently. Passing over the con- 
stitutional objection to this bill, which undertakes to interfere with the 
Executive by an uncalled-for, unusual, I might say unheard-of, recom- 
mendation by Congress on this subject, I come to the other point, as to 
the policy of adopting it if it were constitutional. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, that this Mississippi River 
Commission, after thorough discussion by successive Congresses, after 
the subject had been considered and acted upon by every branch of 
this Government, was appointed, and not only so, but that it was ap- 
pointed with a ww a that a plan was to be carried out 
by them, and with something like a definite idea of what was to be 
the ultimate cost. 

That commission is composed of seven gentlemen, all of whom are 
engineers except one, and that one isa lawyer. For what reason they 
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put a lawyer on that commission I know not. But he has been put 
there; and only being one of seven, he is not strong enough to do much 
harm. But they have upon that commission six engineers, four of 
whom are Army engineers and twoof whom are civil engineers. They 
were all selected on account of their supposed skill and knowledge. 
They have for several years been making themselves practically ac- 
quainted with all the points that were to be improved. They have 
started out with a comprehensive and consecutive system of improve- 
ment; and now, after we have appropriated several millions of dollars, 
the committee ask us to appropriate $3,000,000, and in the same breath 
condemn as utterly incompetent the commission that is there to carry 
on thiswork. I deny that thatcommissionis incompetent; but there is 
seme other reason why Mr. Eads is to be put there in charge of this work 
and why pvothing can be done unless he approves of it. I call the at- 
tention of the House to the fact that it was only a few years ago that 
Mr. Eads submitted a plan for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River, and that plan was at an estimated cost of over $100,000,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the gentleman cite his authority for 
that statement ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Eads made no report to Congress nor to any of- 
ficer of this Government, because he was not an officer of the Govern- 
ment and had no right to make such a report. -But every gentleman 
in this House who has looked into the matter knows that it is a fact. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ali I can say to the gentleman from Arkansas is that 
he did not take the same pains to get acquainted with the facts at that 
time as he has done since; for if he had done so I am sure the energy he 
has devoted to the study of the matter would have informed him of the 
character of that proposition. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman from West Virginia give 
his authority for that statement ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me? It is 
the substance of a report of Mr. Eads before the committee in 1882. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is it there you get that information? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will answer that. The gentleman asks my au- 
thority. I will tell him it was the common, accepted, and undenied 
statemient of the newspapers of the day; and I will venture to say that 
some of the knowledge we get out of the newspapers on this subject 
has been as useful to this committee and to this House as much that 
we get from some other sources. For one I am ready not only to ac- 
cept, but to express my appreciation of, the education that we get from 
first-class newspapers upon general subjects. 

Now, I want to say it has been an acknowledged fact that the plan 
of Mr. Eads contemplated an expenditure of $100,000,000 from the 
mouth of the Mississippi up to Cairo, and now with the report of the 
commission adopted by Congress we are asked toset aside that commis- 
sion and turn over all that magnificent stream of water, with all its 
tributaries and commerce, to the unlimited control ofone man, and he 
not even under the obligation of anoath ora bond. I, for one, am op- 
posed to it, and I will protest against it as thesurrender of great national 
rights to one man. Iam not ready to become u hero worshiper. Iam 
ready to acknowledge that Mr. Eads is a great man. I am ready to 
acknowledge that he understands engineering much better than I could 
comprehend it. But I am here to say that there are other men in these 
United States and other men who are part of this Government who 
have some rights and some intelligence; and I do not propose to insult 
the whole Engineer Corps of this country by putting my condemnation 
upon a great project that has been carried on simply that Mr. Eads 
may get in control of it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 


a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman fron West Virginia yield ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia please inform the House how much is appropriated by the terms 
of this bill as a salary to Captain Eads? I notice $3,500 mentioned in 
one place and $3,000 in another, with an additional bonus in case of 


success. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is not fair to other projects to undertake to bring 
them into discussion in this connection. But I will say that if Mi 
Eads gets the water that we ask him to get at Galveston he will be 
richly entitled to every solitary cent he will get by the terms of this 
bill. And if the Government can by purchase of superior skill make 
a great national harbor at Gabventen, it would get it cheaply by the . 
expenditure of double the money we aos wow to pay him. But I will 
answer the question of the gentleman from lvania. Should 

Eads succeed at Galveston he will probably get from $60,000 
5,000 in the shape of salary and percentage upon the increase of 


water. 
Mr. STEELE. Does he not get that whether he succeeds or not? 
Mr. GIBSON. No, sir; he gets $5,000 salary per annum and then 
$3,000 for each additional foot of water to achannel depth of thirty feet, 
and he does not get any of the until he has secured twenty- © 
serene There is no trouble about the payment of Mr. 


Eads there. If you decide you‘want a national harbor there is yo 
trouble about the amount he gets for it. 
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But when you come to the Mississippi River you undertake to throw 
away the Mississippi River Commission you have got; you condemn a | 
pian you have been operating for years; and you allow one man to go 
there and carry on this work according to his own plan, and that of 
nobody else, at an expenditure probably of a hundred million dollars. 
I want to submit this consideration to the friends of the Mississippi 
River, and I have as much interest in it as any one living on its banks; 
perhaps more so than those who have not so far tu go to the seacoast as 
I have, and whose constituents are not so much interested in the ques- 
tion as mine are. We want to see that river improved and made navi- 
gableas far as possible and as it ought to be as a great national highway. 
But we do not want to see the great commercial interest overloaded 
and destroyed by injudicious and hurtful legislation. 

There are some other features in this bill to which I desire to call the | 
attention of the Committee of the Whole. There is notably one other, | 
the Sandy Bay project. That, Mr. Chairman, is a harboror project that 
does not address itself directly to the commercial development of the | 
country or to the national defense. It can be in no sense a harbor of | 
refuge such as is known by that name among European nations. There | 
they undertake to specify as harbors of refuge such harbors asare used 
for gathering in their navy. They do not undertake to build harbors | 
of refuge for merchantmen or for a mercantile navy. Those are not | 
what are spoken of in European terms as harbors of refuge. Therefore, 
when gentlemen speak of European nations expending such enormous 
amounts of money for harbors of refuge, they fail to remember those 
harbors of refuge are great bulwarks of national defense. 

Now, if we build a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, what have we | 


accomplished? The report of the engineer shows you that it will cost 
from four to eight million dollars; and when it has been built it will 
be like the Arkansas man’s house—it will be of no account when it 
rains, and when it is not raining he will not need any roof. The en- | 
gineer reports that when the weather is bad merchantmen can not get | 
into that harbor for refuge, and when it is good of course they will not 
need it. In addition to that we have the fact that all along that coast | 
there are spacious harbors. You can not travel fifty, forty, or even | 
thirty miles along the coast without finding some magnificent natural | 
harbor where the commerce of the world might find refuge from storms | 
and rest in safety and tranquillity. 

A MEMBER. Where is that? 

Mr. GIBSON. In Massachusetts. Iam talking now about Sandy | 
Bay, in Massachusetts. Why should Congress consent to the expendi- | 
ture of from five to eight million dollars there when it will not add one | 
solitary ship to our mercantile marine nor open up one ‘single foot of 
land to foreign commerce? The expenditure of money for foreign com- 
merce Ought to be but for one great purpose. Every expenditure that 
this country can make to aid in the clearing up of a field or in carrying | 
into the markets of the world, either at home or abroad, any of the nat- | 
ural products of our soil or any of the artificial products of our skill, 
commends itself to us, for the money so expended is wisely expended. 
We have recommended appropriations for the improvement of numbers 
of small streams and harbors, and why? Because the commerce of this 
country must be made up of the driblets that come from the interior. 
New York city has no commerce. With allits houses and all its wealth | 
it does not make a solitary grain of corn or wheat, nor grow a stick of 
timber, nor dig from its soil a solitary particle of ore. Only after the 
wealth of the country is brought to New York can she handle it and 
carry it into the markets, and all the money of the world spent in the 
harbor of New York would not add to the development of this country 
unless at the same time we were to ex end equivalent or adequate 
amounts in opening up the channels ef trade between New York and 
the interior. For this reason the committee has thought it proper to 
recommend the improvement of these small streams. We have looked 
upon them as so many springs or fountains from which are made up the 
great rivers of trade and commerce which, in co-operation with the labor 
of the country, create itswealth. And notonly this, sir, but we viewed 
them in another aspect. : 

A di gentleman from New York stated upon this floor the | 
other day that it was idle for this country to make treaties, reciprocal 

| 
| 


or of any other kind, because there were no markets into which we 
could go, because we could make nothing that we could sell in compe- | 
tition with the other manufacturing peoples of the world. Now, sir, 
the object of this committee has been to open up the water ways of the | 
country and give the people cheap transportation. We wanted to some | 
extent to break loose our internal commerce from the merciless hands. | 
of the railroad corporations, that are felt not only throughout the coun- | 
try but in this House. We thought that if we could open up all these | 
channels of commerce and make the rivers free,so that the wealth | 
created by the people in the interior could get out to the ocean, our 
people might then be able to manufacture and gell in competition with | 
the people of other countries, and thus might be able to give employ- | 
ment to our starving poor, and peace, comfort, and prosperity to the | 
industrious in our midst. 
There are numerous other projects provided for in this bill which I | 
think will commend themselves to the favor of this committee and of 
the House. 


I am here to commend the general features of the bill, to | 


| harbors by light-draught vessels or by rail. 
| accommodate the commerce and business of this large extent of coun- 


| ritory in other parts of the country. 
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| commend its purposes, to commend the good faith and the honest efforts 


MUL 
of the committee in preparing the bill; and while I have felt called upon 
to make some objection to some of its features, I have done so, I hope 


| with good feeling and in a spirit of fairness 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
him a question ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky The chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors has stated to the House that in this bill there were 
one hundred and forty-two rivers appropriated for, 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


but he also stated 


that there were one hundred and forty rivers for which recommenda- 


tions had been made in the Engineer’s report, but for which no appro- 
priations had been recommended in this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. One hundred and forty items, I said. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentlemen of the committe: 
explain to us how they came to such a conelusion? 


Mr. GIBSON. Why, sir, we came to that conclusion as any othe 


| gentlemen called upon to consult facts and to decide a case would come 


toa conclusion. We came to that conclusion because we did not con 


| ceive that the facts warranted us in recommending any additional ap 


propriations. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 


Did the committee hear the views of 


| any members of this House? 


Mr. GIBSON. Why, my dear sir, if we had undertaken to hear 
some members of the House we never would have reported the bill at 
all. [Laughter.] [ want to call the attention of gentlemen again to 
the fact that they ought not to complain of the committee because it 
did not hear them all. But [ was going to say, Mr. Chairman, when 
I was interrupted, that, not feeling very strong to-day, if the House 
will permit me to reserve the balance of my time I shall be glad to 
do so ' 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the remainder of my time. 
much have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr.GUENTHER. I desire to put a question to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not yield. 

The CHAIRMANgs The gentleman from Texas will proceed 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not detain the House long in 
making some remarks which it seems to me proper should be made this 
evening. There is in this bill a provision making an appropriation of 
$750,000 for improving the harbor at Galveston, Tex. It is manifest 


How 


| from suggestions which have been made on this floor since this bill has 


been up for consideration that there is a disposition to object to the 
amount of this appropriation. If the appropriation concerned only the 
city of Galveston there might perhaps be foundation for that objection. 
But I desire to call the attention of the Ifouse to some of the considera- 
tions which appear to me to justify and make necessary appropriations 
sufficient to secure a deep inlet to the harbor at that point. 

The conformation of the country places Galveston far back from the 
general range of the coast line—eight hundred miles west of the island 
of Cuba, four hundred miles west of the mouth of the Mississippi, so that 


| if you draw the radius from Galveston for a thousand miles and from 


New York for a thousand the lines will cross each other in Southeastern 
Minnesota. 

I trust the House will bear in mind that when we speak for this appre- 
priation we are not speaking merely for Galveston or for Texas, but we 
are speaking for a territory as large as that embraced in the original thir- 
teen States. Wearespeaking ie a population which at present is larger 
than was the population of the United States at the time of the Revolu- 
tion. We are speaking for a people who can only reach the markets of 
the world and the great markets of our own country through shallow 
We need this harbor to 


try to which I have called attention. 

I wish to refer briefly to a few facts presented in a report of M1 
Nimmo, the Chief ofthe Bureau of Statistics. Texas is anew State, and 
for that reason may be regarded as not of very much Consequence. 
Being but one State, it may be considered as a State like Delaware o1 
Rhode Island; yet its territory would make twenty-eight States like 
Massachusetts. Its capacity for sustaining population and producing 
wealth is very nearly or quite equal to a corresponding amount of ter- 
Its population, according to the 
report of Mr. Nimmo, made last spring, amounts to 2,150,000. Iam 
speaking now of the State of Texas. 

According to the report of Mr. Nimmo, Texas is the largest cotton- 
producing State in the Union, having produced in 1883 1,193,400 bales 
of cotton. The next State in respect to the production of cotton was 
Mississippi, with 936,320 bales. Texas is also the largest cattle-pro 
ducingStateinthe Union. Itscattle, according to this report, amounted 
in the year named to 4,277,700. The next State in respect to the pro- 
duction of cattle is Iowa, with 1,955,810. Texas is also the largest 


sheep in the year 1883 having been, according to this report, 7,957,275; 


| sheep-producing and wool-growing State of the Union, the number of 
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the next State in this respect being Ohio, with something over 5,000,000. 
In respect to these great branches of production Texas stands at the 
head. 

Now, when gentlemen undertake to criticise appropriations for the 
improvement of harbors on the coast of Texas and contrast them with 
appropriations for other States, they should bear in mind that Texas 
fronts not less than four hundred miles on the Gulf, and that in point 
of territory it is as large as the six New England States, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Ohio, and part of In- 
diana. So that because Texas is but a single State it should not be 
argued that it must be put on a par with some other State so small 
that it may take forty such States to make one equal in area to Texas. 

Upon another point I desire tosaya word. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. PRicE]in speaking about appropriations of this kind drew 
a contrast between the appropriations for different States. Is that the 
rule by which we are to be governed? Is it the object of the bill re- 
ported by this committee after somuch labor and care and painstaking 
to distribute a given amount of money among the several States, or is 
it the object to improve the navigation of this country and furnish 
facilities for its commerce ? 

If the latter be the object, then, as stated by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Gipson], you will find, commencing at the north- 
eastern border of our country and comingto Norfolk, for the most part 
deep natural harbors adapted to the accommodation of the commerce 
of the country. Yet, notwithstanding this, it will be found, according 
to a statement made at the last session of Congress by the chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Habors [Mr. WILLIs], that the total 
amount appropriated to New York for the improvement of navigation 
from the beginning of the Government toJ une 30, 1882, was $10,237,611. 
I simply call attention to this fact; I do not complain of it, for I sup- 
pose these expenditures have been for the benefit of the commerce of 
the country. 

If the object is to improve the navigation of the country, to furnish 
facilities for its commerce, the money appropriated to this purpose 
should be expended where that purpose can be carried out. If you 
commence with the Norfolk Pass around Cape Sable to the mouth of the 
Mississippi and the mouth of the Rio Grande, there are, with three or 
four exceptions, none except third-class ae accommodating 
vessels of over fourteen feet draught. 

The entrance to these harbors is in most cases interrupted by bars 
and shoals in their front. The object of the appropriations by the 
Government is to execute plans for deepening channels over these bars 
into the harbors so as to accommodate the commence of the country. 

And here, sir, I desire to call attention to another thing: It seems 
to me in this House it has escaped theobservation and reflection of 
members that the improvement of the commerce of the country, the 
improvement of the commercial facilities of the country, is not merely 
for the benefit of the locality where the improvements are made, but 
that as you improve the water ways you increase the commercial facil- 
ities, that by deepening the harbors and improving them you aug- 
ment the general body of the commerce of the country; and I wish to 
say to my friends from New York, from Boston, from Philadelphia, and 


from Baltimore that if they desire commercial intercourse with our |. 


own country they should secure harbors at other commercial centers 
which would accommodate vessels as large as those which enter their 
own ports. If they do this they will secure enlargement and exten- 
sion of their commerce. They can not, as was suggested by one of the 
gentlemen who spoke this evening, improve their commerce by im- 
proving their own ports and making deep water there and refusing to 
improve harbors and rivers elsewhere, That is not the way to do it. 
I would say to gentlemen from New York that if they desire still 
further increase of commerce for that great city they ought to feel an 
interest in the improvement of navigation of every river and in deep- 
—- the water and the navigation of every harbor in this country. 
‘or wherever we augment the commerce of the country, wherever 
_ build it up, that being the great commercial emporium of the coun- 
try, its commercial capital, its banking capital, its railroad capital, 
hn the capital of the country for various ae is centered, its 
commerce will be improved of necessity by aggregate of 
commerce created by furnishing the necessary to dliticn to > that com- 
merce in all the ports of the country. And it is narrow, it is selfish, 
it is unjust, it is an unpatriotie view to refuse to extend commercial 
facilities to the balance of the country in order to build up the very 
commerce it is to their interest to build up. 
Reference to the map, Mr. Chairman, will show that if we can have 
a deep entrance to the harbor at Galveston—a harbor of thirty feet 
depth—we will have a harbor that will accommodate the trade and 
commerce of the states of Northern Mexico. We will have a port that 
will accommodate Arizona, New Mexico, and the 


of California, which is 

wheat-producing States States in the ae as one of the first wool-growing 
States in the Union, and as the grea’ t vine-growing and wine-produc- 
ing State in the Union, it is of ot moment that its commodities 
should be brought within easy reach of the markets of the Atlantic 
coast. If you desire to do this to avoid long overland 


transportation 
on the one hand, er long ocean around Cape Horn on the 


other, reference to the map will show you that you can do that best 
by making the short overland route that reaches from California to the 

| Gulf of Mexico. Reference to the map will show you when you start 
from New York to California and get to Galveston you are half way to 
California. 

A few years ago Mr. Huntington, in speculating on the result of the 
completion of the Southern Pacific Railroad from California to Galves- 
ton, estimated the number of thousands of tons of wheat that could 
and would be carried over that road as soon as they could reach deep 
water there. We shall not only benefit the present and prospective 
business of Texas, but command the commerce of Northern Mexico and 
give value to the commerce of Arizona, New Mexico, California, Ne- 
vada, and Utah, and coming farther east, this would be the nearest 
port to that rich and extensive tract of country called the Indian Ter- 
ritory. It would be the nearest port to the great grain-growing State 
of Kansas, now, perhaps, the first corn-producing State in the Union. 
While I have not myself made an examination, 1 heard a Senator, dis- 
tinguished for his accuracy, recently state that with a deep-water har- 
bor at that point the cost of shipment of corn to the markets of the 
world would be reduced 8 cents a bushel; and if that were so it would 
be a saving on the present year’s crop of corn in Kansas greater than 
the cost of deepening the water in that harbor to thirty feet. 

Mr. PETERS. Kansas is also the first wheat-producing State this 
year. 

Mr. REAGAN. It has become the great grain-growing State of the 
southwestern part of the Union. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is not a question with me as to the 
propriety of deepening the harbor at Galveston, but, from my knowl- 
edge of the past, whether it is possible to deepen it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Has not the money spent there hereto- 
fore been wasted ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not undertake to make as full an answer to 
that question as the gentlemen who are on the committee will be able 
to do. 

Mr. LONG. I hope the gentleman will yield toa motion to rise, and 
finish his speech in the morning. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, I will not take up much time, and would rather 
finish what I have to say this evening. In addition to these countries 
which I have already mentioned, I might also include Western Arkan- 
sas, Western Missouri, Colorada, and Nebraska, whose interests are 
largely in favor of developing and.improving the Galveston Harbor, 
through which they would find their nearest outlet to the ocean. 

I understand the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana. He has 
considered this question, and is prepared to deal properly with it in the 
light of the facts I have stated. But it may be that there are other 
members who have not taken the trouble to look into the facts and see 
the necessity for the construction of a great harbor in that indentation 
made by the Gulf of Mexico extending so far into the interior of the 
country. But in relation to the expenditure of money on Galveston 

Harbor, it is true that a million and a half of dollars have been ex- 
ed from first to last, and there is but little difference in the con- 
dition of the harbor now and when the expenditure was commenced. 
Now as to the question of the possibility of improving the harbor. 
Not being an engi I can not speak on the basis of personal know]l- 
. But Eads proposed for $7,750,000 to make an inlet into 
that harbor of thirty feet in depth, and to make his compensation de- 
pendent upon the successful prosecution of the work—that is, the ob- 
taining of that depth of water—so that if he failed, however much money 
we ight spend in the enterprise, he was to receive nothing for it. The 
ttee have not seen proper.to adopt that proposition, and I have 
no ponutioied of them for not doing so, for I understand the difficulties 
of the problems they had to encounter in their great work for the ben- 
efit of all parts of this country, and cheerfully accept the results of 
their labor. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Just in this,connection I hope the gentle- 
man from Texas will permit me to ask him a question. Do I under- 


stand that Captain Eads proposes to construct a harbor with a channel 
of thirty feet at Galveston and agrees to take his pay after he 
has completed his work? 

Mr. GAN. No, sir; his proposition contemplated that he was 
to be paid as the werk and a final payment on the comple- 
tion of it. He to be tohis proposition, foot by toot 


‘e was paid, 
as he increased the depth of water, but he was to get nothing at all 
until the depth of water was obtained. The water was to come before 


he a cent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. He was to get his pay for each foot of water 
as the water came? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there anything in this proposition which 
would prevent him from the project altogether after he had 
obtained, five or six feet of water? 

Mr. That tion is not embodied in this bill. 


Mr. REAGAN. ba es the committee have not adopted the proposi- 
tion of 
Paes discussion of this point to show to the committee 


eet te toalen of this great engineer the harbor is capable of im- 
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provement in the manner suggested, and that he who had built the | 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Saint Louis, who deepened the | 
mouth of the Mississippi from eight to thirty feet, he who has been | 
consulted by the greatest governments on earth as the leading engineer | 
of the day on works of engineering importance, who designed the plan | 
for the ship-rail way across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, and who stands | 
to-day undoubtedly in my judgment at the head of the engineers of 
the world, was willing to undertake the work. He says that the work 
is practicable, and speaks with the utmost confidence of his ability to | 
get thirty feet depth of water. 

The guarantee of such a man as to the success of the enterprise, a 
man whose performances stand pre-eminent in the engineering skill of 
the world, with a reputation that is now world-wide, must be worth 
something in the minds of thoughtful men, because he proposes to 
stake that reputation upon the result of his judgment as to the work 
inGalveston Harbor. Itseems, sir, that that guarantee, with the amount 
of money he would have had to risk, should carry responsibility and 
weight with it as to the advisability and the practicability of making 
it a suitable harbor for the commerce of the country to which I have 
referred. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the gentleman irom Texas will allow a suggestion I 
would say there is no doubt in the minds of any of the engineers as to 
the advisability of getting deep water there; and the only doubt is as 
to whether his project would not give too much water at Galveston. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is oneof the principal points to which 
I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will answer the gentleman from Ohio after a while. 

Mr. Chairman, foreleven years this Congress has been most liberal in its 
appropriations for the harborof Galveston. It has required the expendi- 
tures there to be made under the direction of the Engineer Corps of the 
United States. It has expended in attempting the prosecution of that 
work about a million and a half of dollars. That money has been ex- 
pended and substantially no progress has been made. The interests of | 
our country are so great and the needs of commerce of this immense 
region to which I have referred are so pressing, the interests at stake 
are so vast, that we seek now to have something done that is practica- 

_ ble, and that will bea success in the minds of men capable of deciding. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 1 hope the gentleman will permit me to 
interrupt him a moment to ask whether this plan of Captain Eads has 
the approval of the Chief Engineer of the United States Army and the 
United States engineers generally. I would like to know this as a mat- 
ter of information. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the plan of Captain Eads has not 
been submitted to them for their approval; nor was the plan for deep- 
ening the mouth of the Mississippi submitted to them. Itwas done 
in spite of all that they could do to prevent it. 

Mr. LEWIS. That is true. 

Mr. REAGAN. It was done in spite of their declarations that it 
could not be done. It is simply because Captain Eads has succeeded 
against their judgment in that great work, because of his success in 
other great works, that we choose to appeal to Congress to allow him 
to do for us what he has done for the Mississippi. 

But I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to fortify what I have said about 
the extent of region to be benefited by this great work by reading a 
paragraph or two from the report of Mr. Nimmo, submitted to the last 
Congress. He states, under the heading of 








COMPARATIVE EXTENT AND IMPORTANCE OF THE AREA OF COUNTRY WHICH 
MAY BE SUBSERVED BY THE PORT OF GALVESTON: 





The entire territory of which Galveston would become the nearest and most 
accessible first-class seaport, namely, the States of Texas, Kansas, and Col- 
orado, the Indian Territory, and the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, | 
with parts of contiguous States and Territories, has an area of about 797,000 
square miles, In that calculation California is left out. This is equal to the ag- 
gregate area of the New England States, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 

, Delaware, Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, 
North Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee, lowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, the aggre- 
gate po) ion of which States in the year 1880 was 35,756,780, as against a 
popu n of only about 3,000,000 within the area referred to, as being embraced 
within the range of the commercial enterprise of Galveston, under the favoring 
condition of a first-class harbor. 
The area of which Galveston would thus become the nearest and most acces- | 
| 





sible rt is also equal to the aggregate area of Great Britain and Ireland, 
ce, Spain, Italy, and the German Empire, the total population of which 
countries is about 163,000,000, and is fully equal to those countries in the extent 
of land susceptible to culture, in fertility of soil, and in all the capabilities of 
material prosperity. Attention is invited to Inclosure E, the same being state- 
ments furnished to this office by the Chief Signal Officer of the Uni States 
Army, showing the mean annual precipitation throughout the area mentioned 
as naturally tributary to the commerce of Galveston. The comparison 
as to rainfall in this area and in the countries of Europe above referred to is 
quite favorable to the former. These facts suggest the possibility of an enor- 
mous of wealth and of population within this area described as being | 
within the range of the commercial activities of Galveston. Evidently the pres- 
ent development of the resources of the State of Texas and of its neighboring 
States and Territories are to the —_ = of —_ ee _ asa be- 
ginning. posed improvement of Galveston Harbor has therefore a pros- 
Sa ieceamines vastly exceeding its value to interests which would thereby 
subserved at the present time. 


Another feature of the case which I wish to present—perhaps it is the 
only one I shall present this evening—is that not only is this vast re- 
gion of country described in the extract which I have just read inter- 
ested in the improvement of the harbor of Galveston, but all the re- 
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mainder of the country is interested also. We put into the markets of 
the world more than half a million of beef cattle annually. With this 
deep-water outlet these cattle may be sent in ships, either alive or 


| dressed, to the great markets of the country, to supply the teeming 


millionsofour people in the East, Northeast, and the North. The people 
of those portions of the country are interested in getting cheap meats, 
and we are prepared to give them cheap meats. The laboring poor, to 
whom meat is a luxury, would thus be blessed by the advantages of 
cheap and free intercommunication by deep-draught. vessels between 
Galveston and all the ports of the North and East. We could supply them 


| in this way not only with cheap beef, but also with cheap mutton. 


According to the Bureau of Statistics there are 7,000,000 sheep in that 
region now, and the country has capacity for their indefinite increase. 
Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman think that any part of the 
meat could be transported by water ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I can only answer the gentleman by saying that 
thousands and tens of thousands of our cattle are transported now by 
water in light-draught vessels. That was for some time our means of 
getting them to the markets of the world. More recently we have 
been driving our cattle northward, feeding them for a time by the way, 
and then driving them eastward to supply the people with meat. But 
it has been stated that those cattle, in being driven through the coun- 
try at certain seasons of the year, communicated to other cattle a dis- 
ease which they do not have themselves, and our neighboring State of 
Kansas, for the purpose of protecting her cattle against this, is adopt- 
ing such legal means as will probably prevent the driving of our cattle 
through that portion of the country. Missouri, too, attempted to do 
the same thing in another form by a law which was declared unconsti- 
tutional simply because it was not directed against diseased cattle, but 
inhibited the passage of all cattle. It has therefore become a serious 
question whether our people can much longer drive their cattle on 
through the West onto the plainsof Dakota and Montana, where they 
are fed and fattened and sent to the States east of that region. 

In addition to this, as I said in the outset, the region tributary to 
the harbor of Galveston is the largest cotton-producing region in the 
world. The manufacturers of cotton goods in the United States and 
elsewhere are interested in procuring cheaper cotton, in order that 
they may furnish to the people of the world cheap cotton goods. With 
deep water in Galveston harbor we can make our freights cheaper; we 
can cheapen the cost of our cotton to the manufacturers, and thus en- 
able then to cheapen their cotton goods, which the people of this coun- 
try, and the poor people especially, use soextensively. I mention these 
things-simply as illustrations of what deep-water navigation there will 
do in improving the commercial facilities of the country generally. As 
I have said, it will cheapen food, and cheapen the great staple article of 
cotton and the products made from it, while at the same time it will 
give a better market to those who produce the cattle, the wool, and the 
cotton. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust that when members come to consider their 
final action upon this appropriation they will bear in mind the extent 
of country that is to be benefited by it, the extent of population whose 
products are to be increased in value, and the extent of the population 
that is to be benefited by getting cheaper meats, cheaper cotton, and 
cheaper wool. I trust that they will look over the vast territory em- 
braced within the Union and observe that Galveston stands in the half- 
way place between the city of New York and the city of San Fran- 
cisco, and that from the conformation of the Gulf it is projected far 
back into the interior, and thus made accessible to a vast region and to 
millions of people. 

I have already said that I have no objection to the appropriation in 
the bill, but it is right that I should accompany that remark with the 
expression of the wish which lies nearest to the hearts of many thou- 
sands, I might say millions, of people, that in providing for this great 
work an adequate appropriation should be made at once to be expended 
in successive years as the work progresses; so that there might be no 
interruption growing out of a failure of appropriations either by acci- 
dent or otherwise until the completion of the work. 

I join my colleagues in bowing to the judgment of the committee as 
to what is the better plan. We simply ask the House to give us what 
the committee in its good judgment has determined to be necessary for 
the beginning of this great work. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield the residue of my time to my friend from 
Texas [Mr. MILts]. 

Mr. MILLS took the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] 
desire to occupy his time now ? 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; I wish to occupy it to-morrow. 
the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask+¢he gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs]} 
to waive his motion for 2 moment in order that I may ask to have 


I yield for 
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printed in the RecorD a letter of General Gillmore concerning the 
jetties in Charleston Harbor. 


Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to that; I think the letter should 
be before the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the letter referred to 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrBs_Le] will be printed 
in the RECORD. 


There was no objection; and the following was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp: 


THE JETTIES IN CHARLESTON HARBOR. 


Letter of General Q. A. Gillmore, United States engineer, describing the con- 
dition and results of the work, and setting forth his reasons for believing that 
a depth of 30 feet on the bar can be secured : 


CHARLESTON, 8. C., January 22, 1885. * 

Dear Str: Referring to our recent interview, I wish to express my satisfac- 
tion with the progress of work on the Charleston jetties under the present con- 
tract, and the beneficial results in immediate prospect. 

Captain Bailey informs me that the survey just completed indicates quite 
plainly that increased scour on the bar between the jetties has been developed. 

Although the concentration of water upon the bar secured by the jetties up 
to the present time is very small in comparison with what is intended and with 
what the plan requires, both works being as yet little more than foundation 
courses, and the south jetty not having yet reached the crest of the bar by 
about 1,000 feet, | am confident that, even in their present condition, the works 
are uble to maintain a much deeper channel than that which exists between 
thom, and that the time to begin the dredging contemplated in the original es- 
timate has arrived. Proposals for dcotale: lave, therefore, been invited, the 
object being to aid the scouring power of the accelerated current. 

1 wish to reaffirm my confidence in the ability of these works, when completed, 
to muintain a deep navigable channel across the bar. I believe a depth of 30 
feet to be easily attainable. 

Adverse criticisms on the efficacy of submerged jetties have no application to 
the Charleston works. The latter are strictly tentative in character, and their 
distance apart was planned with the special object of reserving entire freedom 
of choice with respect to their ultimate height. 

Their crests can of course be carried up to the height necessary to maintain 
the desired channel depth between them. Where i cross the bar they are 
half a mile apart, equal to about one-half of the width of the throat of the har- 
bor between Forts Sumter and Moultrie, where the channel depths are 75 to 80 
feetat low water 

Omitting engineering technicalities,two significant questions may be popu- 
larly stated as follows: 

First. If the flow between Sumter and Moultrie maintains a channel depth of 75 
feet where the width is one mile, what portion of that flow will be uired be- 
tween the jetties where the width is only half a mile in order to maintain adepth 
of 28 to 30 feet? The answer suggests itself, that not all the water flowing past 
Fort Sumter will be needed between the jetties. The plan, therefore, allows 
of it to pom over their tops, thereby lessening the cost of the works more than 
one-half. 

Second. If the flow between Sumter and Moultrie maintains a depth of 75 feet 
where the width is one mile, what depth would the same volume of flow main- 
tain if it all passed between the jetties where the width isonly halfamile? The 
answer is again evident, that, under these conditions, the depth scoured out 
would be excessive, possibly endangering the stability of the works themselves, 
and transporting a large body of sand tothe seaward slope of the bar beyond the 
end of the jetties. This would introduce serious complications in the way of new 
shoals and a new bar. It has been one of the leading objects of the project to 
avoid such a contingency. 

The principles suggested in the foregoing answers are neither new nor novel. 
They not only rest on long experience and observation, but are easily demon- 
strable by approved methods and formule. We need not far for numerous 
and — illustrations; two or three that are near home will be men- 
tioned. 

At the mouth of Saint John’s River, where the tide rises and fallsabout five feet, 
the low jetties planued on the principles applied to the Charleston works, and 
not yet half finished, have produced a marked improvement in the gap between 
them. A channel has there been established by a scour alone of telee the depth 
existing there six months ago. 
{ In Savannah Harbor, where there is about 7 feet rise and fall of tide, the Fig 
Island jetty, one mile long, with its crest fully 4 feet below high water, main- 
tains a navigable channe! 19 feet deep at high water through ashoal upon which 
there was only 11 feet before the improvement was begun. Farther down the 
harbor, at the head of Elba Island and at the upper flats, the low jetties, having 
their crests about 3 feet below high water, are continuously maintaining navi- 
gable channels 20 to 23 feet deep through shoals where only 16 feet could be car- 
ried at high water before any improvement was made by worksor by d ing. 
These are points where the jetties have been completed a year or more, or long 
enough to produce a substantial approach to maximum results. At other points 
where the fetties were finished more recently the scouring is now in progress. 
In some cases the movement of the sand is so tardy that the deepening process 
has to be hastened or aided by other meags, and this is the object of the dredg- 
ing which will be commen in Savan Harbor in a few days. 

t goes almost without saying that the Charleston jetties should not excavate 
a channel of unnecessary depth between them, with the certain result that the 
excess of material removed will be deposited outside where the natural depths 
are very moderate and the slope of the bottom exeeptionally flat, and where we 
must depend for its removal upon the intermittent and i lar littoral cur- 
rent produced by winds. Where interests of great itude are at stake, or- 
dinary prudence suggests that there should be a li factor of safety. This 
is provided in the present project by reserving the power to resist the volume 
of flow and the amount of scour between the jetties. 
| It has been the subject of profound regret on my part that the importance of 
this at national work has not been recognized in Congress by liberal appro- 
— Frequent stoppages and increase in the ultimate cost of the work 

1ave been the results of this policy. 
Linvite attention to my annual report for a more lengthy expression of my 


views on this point. 
Q. A. GILLMORE, 
Hon. 8. Y. Turrrr, 
Chairman Committee on Harbor Improvements of 
Charieston Chamber of . 
Mr. WILLIS. I now move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on.the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the con- 





' 


De 


struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


CORRECTION OF ENROLLMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to submit for adop- 
tion a resolution providing for the correction of an error in the enroll- 
ment of a bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, in the enrollment of the bill of the House (4. 
R. 1017) relative to the Inspector-General's Department of the Army, be directed 
to change the word “ hereafter”’ in said bill to the word “ thereafter.” 

The resolution was adopted. 


And then, on motion of Mr. WLLLIs (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Thomas B. Magruder, of Clai- 
borne County, Mississippi, asking compensation for property taken and 
used by the United States Army during the late war—to the Commit- 
tee on: War Claims. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial of Philadelphia Produce Ex- 
change, praying for the passage of the national bankrupt law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of Cyrene E. Hix and 20 others, of Mon- 
roe, Utah, asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of John L. McMillan, executor of Dr. 
B. N. Carler, deceased, of Houston County, Tennessee, asking compen- 
sation for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Resolutions of Nevada State Teachers’ Association, 
favoring the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of the board of trustees of Ohio State 
University, asking the passage of the bill establishing agricultural ex- 
perimental stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELLWOOD: Petition of citizens of Highland Park and of 
Belvidere, Ill., asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Philadelphia Produce Ex- 
change, favoring a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of John Edwards, of De Kalb County, 
Alabama, asking compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Concurrent resolution of the California Assem- 
bly, in relation to national homes for disabled volunteer soldiers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: Petition of Martin Van Ness, for eompensation for 
services rendered under the Architect of the Capitol in the Library of 

to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Bay City, Mich., urg- 
ing that the United States acquire title to the two canals connecting 
Portage Lake, Michigan, with Lake Superior, and make them free of 
tolls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Vassar, Mich., asking for an increase of 
widows’ ions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Paper from the Architectural Associa- 
tion of Iowa, urging the passage of the Stockslager bill regulating du- 
ties of Supervising Architect—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of Robert Steel, of Pittsburgh, Pa., late 
of the United States Navy, for relief—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, resolution of the Produce Exchange of Philadelphia, in favor 
of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Jane M. Massingill, of Jefferson County, 
Tennessee, asking compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOWEY: Petition and resolutions passed by the New Jersey 
State icultural Society, praying for the passage of House bill 7498, 
establishing agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Mary C. Shotwell and others, of Warren County, 
New Jersey, asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on : 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Petition of Thomas 8. Redd, of Washington 
County, Mississippi, asking compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


Also, petition of James G. Ferguson, of the State of Mississippi, for 
relief—to the same committee. 








& 
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By Mr. B. W. JONES: Petition of O. S. Montz and others, composi- | 


tors on CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD, asking for relief—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. i aa 

Be Mr KLEINER: Petition of citizens of Evansville, Ind., praying 
for the improvement of Rough River, Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. “4 : 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of 0. S. Montz and others, compositors 
on CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, for relief—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. se 5 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of O. 8. Montz and others, compositors 
on CONGRESSIONAL RrcorD, asking relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PATTON: Nine petitions of officers of the United States 
Army, asking for the passage of House bil] 8125, to promote the efficiency 
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By Mr. KEIFER: Of R 
Ohio. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Troy, Ind., and of ex-soldiers 
and citizens of Oakland City, Ind. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of Thomas Lennon and others, of Quincy, Mich 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Of citizens of Lawrence, Beaver, and Wash- 
ington Counties, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of citizens of Fulton, West Monroe, Lacona, 


B. McCallum and 82 others, of Clark County, 


| and Demster, Oswego County, New York. 


of the Army by the voluntary retirement of officers who entered the | 


service during the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of Furney Jones and of Sallie A. Fu- 
gate, of Claiborne County, Tennessee, asking compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mary Houston, of Conkling, Tenn., for pay for prop- 
erty taken and used by the United States Army—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, petition of Robert P. Harris, of Tennessee, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of J. L. Trimble, of James Cook, and of 
W. H. Holmes, of Gibson County, and of Y. C. Nolen, of Haywood 
County, Tennessee, asking compensation for property taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petitionof Jane Wilson and others, of Breck- | 


inridge County, Kentucky, for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Harriet K. Taber, of Breckinridge County, Kentucky, 
asking for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition from Howard Post, Grand Army of 


the Republic, No. 11, of Baltimore, Md.; from Eustis Post, No. 5, of | 


Florida; from George H. Thomas Post, No. 29, of New Jersey; from 


“Hooker Post, No. 51, of New Hampshire; from ex-soldiers in the cus- | 


tom-house at Boston, Mass.; and from 37 ex-soldiers of Washington, 


D. C., asking that Congress purchase Miss Ransom’s portrait of Gen- | 


eral George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., relative to the Australian mail service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., 
relative to the Lowell bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Aliso, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., 
relative to the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of California, relative 
to the bill (H. R. 7898) to provide for the establishment of a branch sol- 
diers’ home in said State—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN (by request): Petition of James Clendinnin, of Jack- 


son County, Alabama, asking compensation for property taken and used | 


by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
requesting Senators and Members of Congress to secure by purchase by 
the United States Government of the Portage Lake and Lake Superior 
Ship-Canal Company’s canal and Portage Lake and River Improve- 
ment Company’s canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

« By Mr. WOLFORD: Memorial of the Arizona Mining Company of 
New York—to the Committee on Foreign A fairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petitions of Thomas J. Wallen, of Sallie M. Parish, 
of William J. Bishop, of Fayette County; of Bettie L. Abington, widow 
of James B. Abington, deceased, and of Louisiana E. Green, of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, asking compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 151 voters of Concord, Ky. 

By Mr. ELLWOOD: Of 121 citizens of Malta, De Kalb County, Illi- 
nois. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Girard and of Blue Mound, Kans. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Of J. W. Towell and others, of Newark, N. J. 
e By Mr. GEORGE: Of citizens of Douglas County, of Washington 
a at tan ay City, 5 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Two petitions of citizens of Monrge County, 
New York. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Of citizens of Jerome, N. Y. , 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Of Rollin Jenkins and others, of Essex County, 
New York. 


By Mr. STEVENS: Of citizens of Le Roy, Green County, New 
York, 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: 
of F. A. Bartley and others, 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WELLER: Of Charles H. Miller and 244 others, of Howard 
County, and of C. B. Barcom and 62 others, of Allamakee County, 
lowa 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Of Thomas Nelson and others, of Ver- 
mont, and of H. J. Wyman and others, of Brimfield, Il] 


Of John Davis and others, of Pennsville; 
and of John Hoffman and others, of Meigs 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, January 30, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Hunt ey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

Zo th 

I transmft herewith a communication of 27th instant, with inclosures, from 
the Secretary of the Interior,in relation to objections on the part ef the Creek 
Nation of Indians to pending legislation providing for the opening upto home- 
stead settlement of certain lands in the Indian Territory 

The matter is presented to the consideration of the Congress 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 


Senate and House of Representatives 


EXEcUTIVE MANSION, January 29, 1885. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a tracing of the 


| plat of the preliminary survey of the unconfirmed private land claim, 








No. 109, in the Territory of New Mexico, known asthe Rancho de Taos, 
Francisca de Antonio de Gijosa, claimant; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a tracing of the plat of the preliminary sur- 
vey of the unconfirmed private land claim, No. 123, in the Territory of 
New Mexico, known as the Santissima Trinidad or Rancho de Galvan 
tract, Francisco Sandoval, claimant; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

WILLIAM W. THOMAS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 

Ix THE House Or REPRESENTATIVES, January 29, 1885. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to return 
to the House of Representatives the bill (H.R. 691) for the relief of William W. 
Thomas, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the request be granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate comply with the request of the House of Representatives, and 
that the Secretary be directed to return the bill to that body. That 
order will be made if there be no objection. 

ARMY INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the Flouse of Representatives, in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 1017) rela- 
tive to the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army, be directed to change 
the word “ hereafter’’ in said bill to the word ‘‘ thereafter.”’ 


Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate concur in the resolution of the 


House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


Mr. INGALLS. I should suppose that action upon the motion of 
the Senator from Kentucky to concur in the resolution would depend 
very much upon the information the Senate had as to whether the word 
in the bill originally was “‘ hereafter’’ or ‘‘ thereafter.”’ 

Mr. BECK. That has been carefully examined. It was ‘‘there- 
after’’ in the engrossed bill, and was passed by both Houses as ‘‘ there- 
after.’ The President was requested by both Houses to return the 
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bill after the facts were all fully ascertained. He did so return it, and 
the purpose of the resolution is to correct the enrollment so as to make 
it correspond with the bill as it passed both Houses. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill has not then been signed by the Presi- 
dent? 

Mr. BECK. He returned the bill. He may have signed it; he had 
it before him; but the ten days had not elapsed, and he returned it at 
the request of both Houses. 

Mr. INGALLS. This slipshod manner of amending legislative en- 
actments is altogether too common. I can recall within the last Con- 
gress a dozen or fifteen instances where we have been called upon to 
amend bills in which mistakes had been made in the enrollment or 
engrossment either by joint or concurrent resolution. There is a de- 
fect somewhere in our system. If we have not a force of clerks who 
are competent to properly enroll and engross bills, I think there should 
be some reformation. I have no objection to this resolution, of course, 
but it is a very grave question. 

Mr. BECK. The resolution makes the bill correspond with the ac- 
tion of both Houses. 

Mr. INGALLS, The change of the word “‘ hereafter’’ to ‘‘there- 
after’’ changes the whole purport and range and scope of the bill, and 
we ought to know something about it, instead of being called upon in 
this blind and senseless way to act upon a resolution from the House. 
I suppose this is all right. 

Mr. BECK. It is. 

Mr. INGALLS. But it is a very improper mode of legislation. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is perhaps the duty of the Chair 
to state, as the Chair signs enrolled bills, that this was a House bill. 
It came to the Senate engrossed of course. The Chair has examined 
the engrossed bill upon which the Senate acted, and finds that the en- 
rollment at the House of Representatives of that House engrossed bill 
did not correspond to the engrossed bill in the particular that the reso- 
lution refers to. The bill, therefore, as it passed both Houses, was in- 
correctly enrolled in the other branch. The Committee on Enrolled 
Bills of the Senate and its clerk in all such cases, of course (the orig- 
inal engrossed bill having been returned to the House of Representa- 
tives), take the certificate of the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the 
House that the bill has been correctly enrolled. The Chair takes 
that certificate also, together with the signature of the Speaker, as 
proof that the enrollment is correct, and the presiding officer of this 
body, as he is authorized and in fact required to do, signs the bill, 
which was done in this case. The error in the enrollment was not dis- 
covered until after that. 

Mr. SEWELL. As chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills I 
was about to make a similar statement to that made by the Chair. I 
have thoroughly investigated the matter, and find that it was a clerical 
mistake which originated in the Committee on Enrolled Bills of the 
House. The engrossed bill and the correct bill contained the word 
*“thereafter;’’ and the letter ‘‘t’’ being left out changed the whole 
character-of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Amos A. Law- 
rence and 15 other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying that they may 
be made a corporation, for the purpose romoting immigration to the 
Territory of Utah and developing its sane and mineral resources, 
with such privileges and immunities, and subject to such restrictions, 
as Congress may grant or impose; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. ; 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petition of a large number of cit- 
izens of the county of Lake, in the State of Ohio, constituting the Farm- 
ers’ Association of that county, praying for the passage of the interstate 
commerce bill commonly known as the bill. I move that the 
petition lie on the table, inasmuch as thé bill is before the Senate as 
the unfinished business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented resolutions of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., ae oo the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; w were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BECK presented a memorial of officers in the United States naval 
service, remonstrating against the passage of the joint resolution (S. R. 
107) giving the thanks of Congress to Commander W. 8. Schley, United 
states Navy, and Lieut. W. H. Emory, United States Navy; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of corporations and citizens of 
Chicago, Il. ; a resolution adopted by the Board of Trade of 
tl., and a petition of business men of Chicago, in favor of the Uni 
States acquiring title to the two canals connecting Portage Lake, in 
Michigan, with Lake Superior, and making said canals free of tolls, as 
recommended by the Secretary of War; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Quincy, J1J., remonstrat- 


ing against the ratification of the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of G. W. Cooper and other citizens 
of McDonald County, Missouri, praying for legislation opening the 
Oklahoma country to settlement by citizens of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, pray- 
ing an appropriation for digging out and opening a channel not less than 
six feet deepat high water between the bays of Barnegat and Tuckerton, 
New Jersey; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER presented resolutions of the Detroit (Mich. ) Board of 
Trade, in favor of the passage of Senate bill No. 2522, providing for the 
urchase by the United States of the two canals across Keweenaw Point, 

e Superior, State of Michigan; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of J. T. Cobb, secretary, and 11 other 
members of the Michigan State Grange, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Reagan interstate-commerce bill; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of Edward S. 
Torrey, administrator de bonis non of the goods, chattels, and credits 
which were of the estate of Joseph Torrey, deceased, late a major in the 
Revolutionary war, praying the payment of certain commutation-money 
due the decedent in accordance with the provisions of the resolution of 
Congress passed March 22, 1783; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iask leave tosubmit a statement of the expenditures 
of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb, 
by the president of that institution. This statement is in accordance 
with a section of the Revised Statutes, which makes it requisite that 
such a statement should be communicated to Congress. It was handed 
to me as one of the directors of that institution on the part of the Sen- 
ate. I move that the statement be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on the Library, reported amend- 
ments intended to be pro’ to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2420) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of evening schools in the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2162) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Michler, 
widow of Lieut. Col. Nathaniel Michler, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2048) granting a pension to ’ Elizabeth’ Templeton; 

A bill (8. 1949) granting a pension to Elise Burki; 

A bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to William Gieseking; 

A bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to Preston M. Shannon; and 

A bill (H. R. 1836) for the relief of Elizabeth Moyal. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 

ferred the petition of Mary A. Hughes, praying for a pension, reported 
adversely thereon; and the committee weredischarged from its further 
consideration. 
. Mr. JACKSON. Some days since the Committee on Pensions reported 
adversely on the petition of Mrs. Nannie Cushman. overlooking the fact 
that there was a bill accompanying the petition. They now report ad- 
versely the bill (S. 2466) to increase the pension of Mrs. Nannie Cush- 
man, and I move its indefinite postponement. 

The motion. was to. 

Mr. CAMDEN. a, on ae a Rien aoe 
the bill (H. R. 3332) gran a pension to ve in- 
remus to report adversely. I will state that the relief asked for 
in the bill has been granted at the Pension Office since the bill was in- 


troduced, so that the party has obtained the relief desired. I move the 
ite it of the bill. 
The m was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
were agreed the — bills, submitted adverse Sabah thereon, which 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

ais "180i ee Elizabeth Ann Rice; and 

A Dill (Isat for the relief of George P. Home 

MITC 1 S345) gram eae an D.Mickar, 
esrell the a . Ri 

it without amendment, at and ontedee’ bmitted a report thereon. 

CULLOM, frm the Comite on Pensions to whom mere re 
ferred tht following a them severally without amendment, 
so sant ee ting to Russell F. Dimmick; 

gran a pension to mic 
Aa eH ee sroe en Bremmer; and 
A bill (H. R. 5630) granting a pension to George W. Rugg. 
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} 
Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | 
referred the bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Frank S. Marsh, | 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 
Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2452) granting a pension to Mary M. 
J. Frank, to report it back adversely. 1 wish to state that theadverse 
report is based upon the fact that by a special act, approved August 15, | 
1876, the person named in the bill was placed on the pension-roll. I | 
move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WILSON. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, | 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 435) granting a pension to Samuel 
W. Tracey, to report it back adversely, on the ground that the case has 
been reopened in the Pension Office and is there pending. 
indefjnite postponement of the bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1924) granting a pension to Thomas Simpson, sub- 
mitted arf adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill | 
was postponed indefinitely. ; 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
2. 7141) granting a pension to Daniel W. Adams, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


I move the 


COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- | 
tions, to whom was referred a concurrent resolution in regard to the 
count of the electoral vote, to report the same back and recommend its | 
adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the two | 
Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives | 
the lth of February, 1885, at 12 o’clock noon, pursuant to the requirement of | 
the Constitution and laws relating to the election of President and Vice-Presi- | 
dent of the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be the presiding | 
officer ; that two persons be appointed tellers on the part of the Senate and two | 
on the part of the House of Representatives, to make a list of the votes as they 
shall be declared; that the result shall be delivered to the President of the Sen- 
ate, who shall announce the state of the vote and the*persons elected to the two | 
Houses assembled as aforesaid, which shall be deemed a declaration of the per- | 
sons elected President and Vice-President of the United States, and, together | 
with a list of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two Houses. | 


Mr. HOAR. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR,. I desire to say that the resolution is precisely the one 
under which the electoral count proceeded four years ago, except that 
there was connected with it then another resolution providing for a 
declaration of the result of the vote in the alternative in case some State 
should be found to have voted on a day not according to law. There 
is no occasion for that at this time. 

I ask unanimous consent that the House resolution on the same sub- 
ject may be taken from the table and considered at the present time, 
and I shall then move to amend it so as to make it conform to the Sen- 
ate resolution. The House resolution is exactly like the Senate reso- 
lution except that the House propose to have but one teller for the Sen- 
ate instead of two, as provided in the resolution now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to have made of the resolution now before the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire that the House resolution shall take the place 
of the ing resolution. Unanimous consent to consider the House 
resolu involves the laying of the Senate resolution aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the pending order be laid aside tempo- 
rarily, and that the Senate now consider the resolution of the House 
of Representatives, which will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved ee House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the two 
Houses of shall assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives 


at 12 o'clock noon on the Lith of February, 1885, pursuant tothe requirement of 
the Constitution and laws relating to the election of President an Vice-Presi- 
peeg | the United States, and the President of the Senate shall be the presid- 


The question is on agreeing to the | 





; that one person be inted teller on the part of the Senate and 
two persone @ ted tellers aie part of the House of Representatives, to 


‘votes as they shail be declared ; that the result shall be deliv- 
ered to the President of the Senate, who shall announce the state of the wade, 


and the persons elected, to the two Houses assembled as aforesaid, which shall 
be deemed a declaration of the persons elected President and Vice President of 


the ep pany together with a list of the votes, be entered on the Jour- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 


— of — resolution just read? The Chair hears none, and it is before 


Mr, HOAR. I move to amend the resolution by striking out in line 
6, after the word ‘‘ that,’? the words ‘‘ one person be appointed teller’’ 
and inserting “‘two persons be appointed tellers; ’ so as to read: 

That two persons be appointed tellers on the part of the Senate. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Are not all the precedents in accordance with the 
amendment suggested by the Senater ? 
Mr. HOAR. They are,without interruption, from the foundation of 
the Government. 
Mr. INGALLS. 
been departed from. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor 
amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was concurred in 
Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate resolution be laid upon the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


I do not recall any instance where the custom has 


The question is on agreeing to ihe 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 2599) for the relief of R.G 


| Ward; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit 
| tee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO ARMY APPROPRIATION BLLI 
Mr. BECK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 


| him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com 


mittee on Appropriations, aad ordered to be printed 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, it was 
Ordered, That Louis C. Madeira and Emilio F. Cabada have leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Senate their papers in connection with Senate bill No. 878 


MICHAEL P. SMALL. 
Mr. HAMPTON. I ask unanimous consent that a Dill reported 


the other day from the Committee on Military Affairs, being the bill 


| (S. 2399) for the relief of Maj. Michael P. Small, with an adverse re 


port, may be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 1 
have the permission of the committee to make this request, and I do it 
because some important evidence which was not before the committee 
is now in the possession of a Senator who was absent at the time of 
our consideration of this measure in the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator fron South Caro 
lina state the condition of the bill? Is it on the Calendar or was it 
indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. HAMPTON. The bill was indelinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate indetinitely post- 
poning the bill named by him be reconsidered, and that the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Military Affairs. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


GERIAH COLLINS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the 6th of January the Senator from Tennes- 
see [ Mr. JACKSON ] reported adversely from the Committee on Pensions 
the bill (H. R. 930) granting a pension to Geriah Collins, and the bill 
was placed upon the Calendar. Theadverse report was based upon the 
ground that the claim was then pending in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions unadjudicated, I have in my hand a letter from the 
Commissioner of Pensions, which gives a different statement from the 
statement that was given to the Committee on Pensions, and I ask, in 
view of that fact, that the bill and the adverse report be recommitted 
to the Committee on Pensions for reconsideration. 

Mr. JACKSON. Do TI understand that the Commissioner of Pensions 
makes a different report from that which he made to the committee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He makes a different report, and says that the 
claim was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 930) granting a pension to Ge 
riah Collins be taken from the Calendar and recommitted to the Com 
mitteeon Pensions. Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now present the letter of the Commissioner of 
Pensions giving a statement as to the rejection of the case, and I move 
that it be referred to th@Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


_Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate now proceed to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6771) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the con- 


struction of a railroad and ielegraph line from the Missouri River to 


the Pacific Ocean, end io secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would inquire, if the bill is taken up now——- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. An inquiry is in order, I presume; a parliament- 
ary inquiry of the Chair ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


A parliamentary inquiry is in order. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. 


‘Then I make the parliamentary inquiry of the 
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Chair, whether if the bill is taken up now it will be under the five- 
minute rule? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not my purpose. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Massachusetts says it is not 
his purpose to have the bill considered under the five-minute rule. 
So I thought. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear it, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not my purpose to have the bill taken up under 
the five-minute rule, but it is my purpose simply to have it taken up 
aps proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks on reflection that 
the Chair was in error in replying to the Senator from Nebraska. If 
the Senate agrees to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, the 
Chair thinks that the bill will be before the Senate at large. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state further that it is not my purpose to 
press a vote upon the bill or to press any formal action upon it to-day. 
I suppose it would go over, of course, in the interest of the interstate- 
commerce bill at 2 o’clock at least and perhaps before. I propose to 
ask the Senate to listen to the reading of the report, which is a few 
pages, and the reading of the amended bill, and then to make a brief 
statement, which will not occupy more than ten minutes, perhaps—not 
a speech—and then let the matter go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator from Massachusetts will allow me, I 
desire to inquire if it would not be well to ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of House bills favorably reported upon the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a House bill favorably reported on the Calen- 
dar, and such an order would put it at the foot. 

Mr. HARRIS. I can readily see how the Senator from Massachu- 
setts may desire to take up a particular House bill, as perhaps every 
other Senator may. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. It would require unanimous consent, I suppose, to 
make a general order to proceed to the consideration of a number of 
bills by name or an amendment of the rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course it would require unanimous consent, un- 
less it were presented in the form of a resolution changing the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that thisdebate 
is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senate will pardon me, as this is a very im- 
portant matter. This is an extremely important bill, as every Senator 
within the sound of my voice knows. It undertakes to deal witha 
vast indebtedness to the Government, and it undertakes to remove from 
further discussion and dispute a great many complicated questions. 
It is a bill which has excited a good deal of interest in the country. I 
suppose I am not saying anything which will be disputed anywhere 
when I say that it has excited an immense deal of interest among stock- 
jobbers and speculators, and that newspapers are full of all manner of 
discussions pro and con, some of which, of course (I make no such 
general charge — the press of the country), are inspired by the 
interest of speculative dealers in stocks. 

This measureas reported has been the result of great care. It is not 
stimulated or instigated by any railroad, but the result of the original 
investigation of the Judiciary Committee, looking very carefully into 
the whole subject with such aid as the representatives of the Govern- 
ment have afforded them. It seems to me*that it is proper that the bill 
should be brought at an early day before the Senate, and that the prin- 
ciple upon which it proceeds should beunderstood by the Senate, which 
will be largely the result of reading the report, and that a brief state- 
ment should be made in addition to what is contained in the printed 
report. After that is done I shall propose to let. the bill stand over 
until to-morrow, and I suppose under the rules it will require another 
motion to bring it up at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the bill be now taken 
up for consideration. © 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 
































































diciary, which was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill 
and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and dl- 
rected to ascertain the amount of the respective indebtedness of the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company, the Central 
Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad 
Compan, the Central Pacific Railroad Company, and the Westérn Pacific Rail- 
road Company, to which the subsidy bonds of the United States were advanced 
in aid of the construction of the Pacific railroads and branches, as of the Ist day 
of April, 1885, upon the same principle as if the whole sum of said bonds and in- 
terest paid and to be paid by the United States thereon, and not theretofore re- 
paid by credits on account thereof, were to be paid to the United States in cash 
on said day. And the said sums shall be computed and ascertained as follows: 

First. From the sums which shall on said Ist day of April, 1885, have accrued 
as interest paid or payable down to that day by the United States on said bonds, 
and not already reimbursed to the United es, there shall be deducted the 
amounts in the sinking fund properly applicable to the respective companies. 

Second. The balance remaining shall be added to the sum of the principal of 
said bonds attributable, respectively, to the said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and the said Union Pacific Railroad Company in the settlement herein- 
after provided for. 

Third, And there shall be also added to said principal sums the amount of the 
interest yet to accrue and be paid by the United States on said bonds, so as to 
ascertain the total sums that would be due to the United States for principal and 
interest paid on said bonds at their maturity if no further payment or reim- 
bursement were in any wise made by any of said companies E vepes thereto 
after said Ist day of April, 1885. 

Fourth. The present worth as of said last-named day of said total sums shall 
then be computed, without compounding, on the basis that money is worth 3 
per cent. interest per annum. And the final sums so computed and ascertained 
shall be deemed the sums that would be paid in cash on said Ist day of April, 
1835, by said companies, if payment in cash were to be made. 

Sec. 2. That the Union Pacific Railway Company, successor to the Union Pa- 
cifie Railroad Company, and the said Central Pacific Railroad Company be, and 
they hereby are, authorized to make, issue, and deliver to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who is hereby authorized and directed to receive the same, each its 
one hundred and twenty several bonds of redemption, each bearing date the Ist 
day of April, A. D. 1885, to an aggregate amount equal tothe balanceof said in- 
debtedness so computed and ascertained as in section 1 of this act is provided, 
that is tosay, the Central Pacific shall issue its bonds for the debt due by it to the 
United States and also the debt due by the Western Pacific tothe United States, 
and the Union Pacific shall issue its bonds for its debtdue the United States and 
also the debt of the Kansas Pacific, the Central Branch Pacific of the Union Pa- 
cific, and the Sioux City and Pacific Railroads; and each of said bonds shall pro- 
vide for and bear interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum for the time each 
bond has torun; and each of said bonds shall befor the equal one hundred and 
twentieth part of the balance of such debt and interest so ascertained. Each of 
said bonds shail be payabie semi-annually, with interest at 3 per cent. per annum, 
in lawful money of the United States, the first thereof on the Ist day of October, 
1885, the second on the Ist<lay of April, 1886, and so on on the Ist days of October 
and April thereafter until all said bondsshail have been fully paid and discharged; 
and each of said bonds, respectively, when paid, shall be thereupon canceled and 
surrendered to said company. Said bonds of redemption shall be received by 
and on behalf of the United States in provisional payment of the bonds so issued 
by the United States to said companies mentioned in section 1 of this act: Pro- 
vided, however, That no money shall be paid tothe said several companies, or any 
of them, or any of theirsuceessors or assigns, from the United States Treasury, for 
or on account of services rendered to the United States, or any department of the 
Government thereof, over or upon the said railroad and telegraph line so aided 
by the advances of subsidy bonds, or upon any railroad ortelegraph line owned, 
leased, or operated by said company, until the bond next maturing shall be fully 
paid as hercin provided; but the obligation to pay said bénds so to be executed 
to the United States by said companies, and the obligation of the United States 
te pay for services, shall be deemed otherwise independent. 

Sec, 3. That the statutory lien and security created and subsisting under and 
by virtue of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1862, and the act of July 2, 1864, 
and the act of May 7, 1878, (o secure the repayment of said subsidy bonds, and the 
interest thereon, including and together with the whole line of all of the said 
railroad companies, and also any railroad owned by them, wherever the same 
may be situated, and all their telegraph lines, their rolling stock, fixtures, and 
property of every kind and description forminga part of the operating property 
of said companies, as well as that which they, their successors or assigns, may 
hereafter acquire, shall be and remain as security for the payment of the bonds 
of redemption herein authorized until the same are fully paid: Provided, however, 
That said Central Pacific and Union Pacific Companies, respectively, or their 
successors as aforesaid, shall be entitled at any time bo propey or anticipate the 

yment and discharge of said bonds of redemption so heldin the United States 
eebery ; and to that end it shall be lawful for said companies, their suecessors 
or assigns, respectively, to make, issue, and dispose of their bonds to an aggre- 
gate not exceeding the amount of their said aureeee bonds of redemption 
which may n then outstanding and unpaid, hér with the amount 
of the first-mortgage bonds of said companies outstanding, to bear such rate of 
anos oe for such mannan mar be cane sees So ~~ ange 
cure same mortgages upon their respective railroads, , equ 
ment, franchises, and property, said bonds and mortgages to be subject and su 


extingu pon 
said statutory lien and secu 
es oe but . - : . 
spectively, and their successors and assigus, to obey and perform 
calvamnante of law in all other respects shall continue to exist; and u any 
beeen abincioet and dened to abut Gen cold bends Ovterat on ths 


thereof, from and after the date of such payment tothe maturity thereof, 

The Chief Clerk began to read the House bill. <b the wale <f8 per cent. por naman; and whsterer any of o- 

Mr. HOAR. I inquire of the Chair if the Secretary is reading the Pee in all things in stra en aoe eee Soa Se 

The PRE Tsay eat Settee any Sait Henican he security of tne tied tates 
i or “ n 

mae ee ee Hapgrts in the chair). TheSec- mene - ae a aie. 


Mr. HCAR. That, of course, is the proper and regular way; but 
the House bill is quite a long one, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the reading of that bill at this time be waived, and that the substitute 
reported by the Judiciary Committee may be alone read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the reading of the House bill 
be dispensed with, and that the Secretary read the substitute reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Secretary will proceed to read the substitute. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the Committee on the Ju- 





ions agian ee nella 

































































































































1885. 








ment, or any Department thereof, whenever required to do so (at fair and rea- 
sonable rates of compensation, not to exceed the lowest rates paid by any private 
party for the same kind of service, and subject to and bound by the provisions 
of any act of Congress, and the authority exercised thereunder, relating to 
postal, military, or any other Government transportation), and shall give the 
Government preference in the use of the same for all the purposes aforesaid, as 
mentioned in the sixth section of the act of July 1, 1862, and all acts amendatory 
of said act, and shall make punctual payment of the said bonds of redemption, 
no other or further sums shal! be demanded or required of the company so per- 
forming said service and complying with this act; and none of the penalties or 
liabilities provided for in said acts, or any of them, shall be incurred by or en- 
forced upon said companies while such due performance of all duties and punc- 


tual payments shall continue, but all such payments, requirements, penalties, | 


and liabilities shall be suspended and not deemed to be due or payable, owing 
or incurred, until default of some of the provisions of the acts relating to and in 
force respecting said companies shall be made, in which case they shall stand 
revived and continue in force in the same manner and to the same extent as if 
this act had not been passed. 

Sec. 5. That theacceptance of this act shall be deemed and held to be an aceept- 
ance of the act approved May 7, 1878, entitled “An act to alter and amend the 
act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ pers July 1, 
1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, in 
amendment of said first-mentioned act.” 

Sec. 6. That a failure for six months to. pay any of said redemption bonds as 
the same shall become due and payable as hereinbefore provided shall, at the 
option of Congress or of the President of the United States, be deemed, taken, 
and held to make all the said bonds due and payable, and all the rights and 
securities of the United States may be thereupon enforced. 

Sec. 7. That this actshall take effect, as to said companies and their branches, 
respectively, as hereinbefore described, upon their acceptance by their boards 
of directors, and under their corporate seals, signed by their presidents and 
countersigned by their secretaries, respectively, being filed or deposited with 
the Secretary of the Treasury, within three months from the passage of this act ; 
but if such acceptance be not so filed, said companies shall take no benefit there- 
from. Upon said acceptance being filed and the settlement in this act pro- 
vided for being completed, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and di-, 
rected to sell any securities held in the sinking fund for said companies. And 
said settlement shall be completed on or before the ist day of October, A. D. 1885. 

Sec. 8, That if said companies shall fail to accept the foregoing provisions of 
this act, or if said settlement shall fail to be completed as and within the time in 
this act provided, there shall be charged and collected from such company or 
companies, their successors and assigns, so failing, from and after the Ist day of 


July, 1885, 35 per cent. of their annual gross carnings, to be ascertained as pro- | 


vided in section 1 of the act of May 7, 1873, in licu of the 25 per cent. provided 
for in said act; and to that end said act of May 7, 1878, commonly called the 
“sinking-fund act,” and any and all amendments or modifications thereof, be, 


and the same are hereby, extended to the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company, to 
the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company, and to the Central Branch of the 


Union Pacific Railroad Company ; and said act, and all amendments or modifi- 


cations thereof, shall henceforth apply to said corporations equally as to those | 


specifically named in said act. 


said companies, or in the event of the failure to complete, the settlement here- 
inbefore provided for in this act, it is further provided that section 3 of said act 
of May 7, 1878, be, and the same hereby is, so amended as to allow the Secretary 
of the Treasury to invest in the sinking funds of said companies, in the first- 
mortgage bonds of said companies, or any bonds or securities of the United 
States, in his discretion ; or he may, with the assent of the companies, apply the 
same to the extinguishment of the interest of the subsidy bonds, the Govern- 
ment to refund the same on demand at any time, if at any time it becomes neces- 
sary in order to meet any debts or obligations of the said corporations prior in 
lien to said interest. 

Sec. 10. That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause the provis- 
ions of this act to be enforced, and he shall take all steps needful to that end, 


and shall make report to the President each year or oftener thereon, which re- | 


= shall be laid before Congress. And until the settlement in this act provided 
or shall be completed, all existing provisions of law relating to said companies, 
respectively, shall remain ip 


effect. 


Sec. 11. That this act shall be deemed and taken to be a public act to all in- | 


tents and purposes, and shall be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal, as 
in the judgment of Congress the public good may require. 


Mr. HOAR. Let the report be now read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hoar 
January 28, 1885: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration House bill 
on. nee the same back with an amendment and recommend its passage. 

The bills referred to relate to, and attempt to provide for, the ascertainment 
and settlement of the debts due the Uni States by the Central Pacific Rail- 
goed Comgany, and the Western Pacific Railroad Company, the Union Pacific 


Railroad y, the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company, the Central Branch 

ae Pacific 5 Company, and the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com- 
y. 

In the inv jon of this most important matter the committee have en- 

deavored to devise some means by which the Government could best secure the 


pa t of the debt due the United States by the several companies named, and 
at the same time do justice to the companies and parties interested besides. 

It may be well for a moment to revert to the reasons why the Government 
consented to be connected with these enterprises, and the causes which lead to 
the impressing = them the character, in any way, of national undertakings. 
These are most forcibly stated and set forth by Judge Davis, speaking for the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in United States rs. Union Pacific Railroad 


(91 U. 8. ap. et seq.), as follows: 
“Many the f in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual 


course of ve action concerning grants to railroads, and can not be pro 

erly construed without reference to the circumstances which existed when it 
was passed The war of the rebellion was in progress, and owing to complica- 
tions with England the country had become alarmed for the safty of our Pacific 


rprise was viewed asa national undertaking fora national purpose, 


public mind was directed to the end in view rather than to the particu- | 
for securing it. Although the road was a military meseeulty, there 


and the 

lar means 

were other reasons active at the time in producing an opinion for its completi 
besides tite protection of an exposed frontier; there wasa vast enpeepien feet 


tory lying between the Missouri and Sacramento Rivers which was practically | 


without the facilities afforded by a railroad for the transportati f 
persons and property. With its construction the agricultural and caineral ro- 
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| and by many intelligent persons 


force; and on and after said Ist day of October, | 
1885, sections 8 and 9 of this act shall, if said settlement fail to be completed, take | 
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sources of this territory could be developed, settlements made where settle- 
ments were possible, and thereby the wealth and power of the United States 
largely increased; and there was also the pressing want, ia time of peace even, 
of an improved and cheaper method for thy transportation of the mails and of 
supplies for the Army and the Inddans 

it was in presence of these facts that Congress undertook to deal with the 
subject of this railroad. The difficulties in the way of building it were great 
‘onsidered insurmountable, 

‘The scheme for building a railroad 2,000 miles in length, across mountains, 
over deserts, and through a country inhabited by Indians, jealous of intrusion 
upon their rights, was universally regarded at the timeas a bold and hazardous 
undertaking. It is nothing to the purpose that the apprehended dificultiesin a 
great measure disappeared after trial, and that the road was constructed at less 
cost of time and money than had been considered possible. No argument can 
be drawn from the wisdom that comes after the fret. 

‘The project for building the road was not conceived for private ends, and the 
prevalent opinion was that it could not be worked out by private capital alone 
it was a national work, originating ia national necessities, and requiring na 
tional assistance. 

“The primary object of the Government was to advance its own interests, and 
it endeavored to engage individual co-operation as a means to an end—the s« 
euring a road which could be used for its own purposes."’ 

These corporations are, then, except the Central Pacific Railroad, creatures of 
the United States. They were brought into existence for public purposes, and 
their property, to a large extent, is devoted to public uses. Many severe ac 
eusations have been brought before the committee against these companies, As 
to their management and control,and as to exorbitant exactions in many in- 
stances, and invidious distinctions made by them in the direction of their affairs 
Of the truth of many of these charges the committee have no doubt, but they 
do not consider these as bearing largely on the question of the relations of the 
United States as a creditor endcavoring to obtain adequate security for its debt 
This is to them simply a question of how to ascertain the indebtedness of thes 
companies to the Government and secure its payment, and not to regulate the 
freights and charges of these companies, propositions more directly and natu 
rally connected with other and different measures. There can be 
very gross abuses have been committed, but with them the committce have not 
thought they were concerned in this proceeding further than as they touched or 
affected the indebtedness to the Gevernment and its security. In this connec 
tion the language of Chief-Justice Waite, speaking for the Supreme Court in the 
Sinking-fund cases (99 U. S. Reps., 723), will not be considered inappropriate 

‘Without undertaking, inany measure, to cast censure upon those by whose 
matchless energy this great road was built, and, as if by magic, put into opera 
tion, it is a fact which can not be denied, that when the road was in condition to 
be run its bonds and stocks represented vastly more than the actual « 
labor and material which went into its construction. 


no doubt 


t of the 
Great undertakings like 


| this, whose future is at the time uncertain, requiring as they do large amounts of 


money to carry them on, seem to make it necessary that extraordinary indu 

ments should be held out to capitalists to enter uponthem, since a failure isalmost 
sure to involve those who makethe venture in tinancial ruin; itis not, howe. 
the past with which we are now to deal, but rather the present and future: we 
are not sittingin jadgment upon the history of (his corporation, but upon its pres 
ent condition. Dealing then with the present condition of these companies, and 


| anticipating as far as can be their fulure condition, the question is one mer 
Sec. 9. That in the event of the non-acceptance of the provisions of this act by | between creditor and debtor, and that is how toso deal with the debtor as to best 


} secure the creditorin his just claim against the debtor, and the 


solution of this 
is tobe had upon common business principles, applied to the actual existing state 
of affairs as connected with these obligations.”’ 

The history of these debts and their presentstatus may be found in the annual 
report of the Cominissioner of Railroads, made at this session of Congress, page 
18 et seg., and from which the commi‘tee beg to quote somewhat at length 

“In my report for last year, page 15,1 recommended that Congress consider 
the practicability of funding the debt, and called attention to the fact that under 
the decision of the First Comptroller, aflirmefl and adopted by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in his circular of June 27, 1883, the Government is liable to pay in 
eash for all services rendered by the bonded Pacific railroads over any portions 
of their roads, owned, leased, or operated, which have not been subsidized in 
bonds. Ladded ‘itis clear that under this decision, which isin accord with the 
decision of the Court of Claims (U. P. R. R. v. U.S.,16 Ct. Cls., 353) the companies 
have a manifest interest in diverting traffic from the subsidized portions of the 
roads.’ Ialso called attention to the detailed statement of the Central Pacifi« 
Railroad Company, and to the fact that the earnings on the subsidized portion 


| of the road diminished in er eae during the year 1882 than on the 


non-aided portion. Comparison of the statement on page 43 of my report for 
1883 with that on page 43 of this report will show the net earnings of 1882 on the 
aided portion to have been $3,171,680.9,and for 1883 $2,646,122.76,a decrease of 
$525,555.19, or $131,389.55 of the proportion of such earnings due to the Govern- 
ment. 

“The Central Pacific system, in connection with the Galveston, Harrisburg 
and San Antonio system, embraces a line from Ogden, Utah, by way of San 
Francisco, to New Orlcans, a distance from Ogden to San Francisco of 8% miles, 
from San Francisco to El Paso of 1,286 miles, and from El Paso, over the Gal- 
veston, Harrisburg and San Antonio sytem, to New Orleans of 1,209 miles, a total 
distance of 3,390 miles, exclusive of 915 miles of auxiliary roads, and 490 miles of 
steamer lines. Of this total mileage only 960.66 milesare subsidized with bonds 
and are under the operation of the act of May 7, 1878. 

“The figures for the year 1883 show still more strikingly the decrease of earn- 
ings per mile on the subsidized portion of this system. The comparative state- 
ment of earnings and expenses on page 40 of this report shows that while there 
was an average decrease of earnings per mile on the whole system in 1882 of 


| $462.35, the decrease on the non-aided portion was only $227.47 per mile as against 


$553.26 on the aided portion. During the year 1883 the average decrease per 
mile on the whole system was $183.30, but the earnings on the non-aided portion 
increased $57.62 per mile, while there was a decrease on the aided portion of $835.63 
per mile. 

“These figures clearly exhibit the grave uncertainties which must be encount- 
ered in any plan which makes the payment cf this vast debt depend upon a 
mere percentage of net earnings. This contrasted decrease is doubtless to be 
largely attributed to the natural diversion of traffic from the subsidized portions 
of the line, which lie wholly north and east of San Francisco, consequent upon 


| the opening of new and competing lines through a territory whose traffic before 


the openitig of the Southern Pacific and the Atlantic and Pacific roads was nec- 
essarily limited to the Central Pacific, but a large part of which is naturally 
tributary to the newer lines, and which mainly induced their construction, 
“For all foreign freights the Atlantic seaports are the objective point. 
. Miles 





From San Francisco to New York, via the Central and Union Pacific 3,334 
From San Francisco to New York, via Atlantic and Pacific...................... 3, 458 
From Los Angeles to New York, via Atlantic and Pacific 3, 176 
From San Francisco to New Orleans, via Southern Pacific ve Se 
From San Francisco to Galveston, via Southern Pacific.........0.........c..-0e00 2,184 
From Los Angeles to New Orleans, via Southern Pacific ......... . 2,014 


“It will thus be seen that the Atlantic and Pacific has opened a very formida- 
ble competition to New York and San Francisco and all pointsto the south of it, 
and that the Southern Pacific, on its line to New Orleans and Galveston, has 
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opened to the whole of California, even to its northernmost extremity, the short- 
est present line to the Atlantic ports. The point on the Central Pacific of equal 
distance between New York and New Orleans at which, other things being 
equal, the traffic destined for foreign exportation would seek the New York or 
New Orleans terminus would be about four hundred and nineteen miles east 
of San lrancisco. 

“The Union Pacific is now subjected to the competition in the territory south 
of its line of the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, and the Denver and Rio 
Grande roads, which parallel it through its whole length from its eastern ter- 
minus to Ogden. It is also threatened with a no less formidable competition in 
the near future by the construction of a line through the territory north of it 
in the interest of the Chicago and Northwestern, upon a line, partially surveyed 
beyond the terminus at Valentine, of the Fremont, Elkhorn and Missouri Val- 
ley Railroad Company, of which two hundred and ninety-ttiree miles west of 
the Missouri River are already constructed, and which, when completed, will 
open a line of easy grade and construction again parallel to thitroad through 
its entire length. 

* By reference to the statements on pages M4 and Sof this report it will be seen 
that up to July 1, 1884, the United States has paid $04,099,504.18 as interest on the 
subsidy bonds, while the total credits of the several companies on the interest 
account, as shown by the Treasury statement, were $t8,804,122.28, leaving an un- 
paid balance of $44,295,381.90. This, added to the principal sum of the bonds, 
64,623,512, makes $108,918,893.90. Deduct from this sum $6,081,099.82, the amount 
now in the sinking fund, and there remains a balance of $102,834,704.08, the 
amount of their indebtedness July 1, 1884, none of which is due nntil the matu- 
rity of the bonds, 

“The annual interest paid by the United States on these bonds is $3,877,410.72. 
The total average annual repayment by the companies thus far has been $2,266, 
624.79, showing an average annual increase of the debt of $1,610,785.93. 

** Of the $2,266,624.79, the average annual payment, $1,013,016.64, is carried to the 
sinking fund, and only $1,253,608.15 is carried to the interestaccount. The United 
States, therefore, advances annually for interest an average of $2,623,802.57 in 
excess of the annual repayments of interest by the companies. 

* The first-mortgage bonds of these companies respectively are equal in amount 
to the subsidy bonds issued by the Government, and mature about the same 
time. They are secured by the mortgage pledge not only of all the property of 
the companies respectively, but of their ‘ corporate rights, privileges, and fran- 
chise.’ Foreclosure would pass the title to the purchaser, J et ete se from the 
Government lien, and exempt from all legislative interference based upon the 
existing subsidy debt. 

“By section 10 of the act of 1864 they have priority of the lien over the Gov- 
ernment, . 

“ By section 8 of the act of May 7, 1878, the sinking fund created by that act 
‘shall be held for the protection, security, and benefit of the lawful and just 
holders of any mortgage and indebtedness of such companies, respectively, law- 
fully paramount to the rights of the United States.’ 

“The continuation of the sinking-fund method is therefore to accumulate a 
fund which, in the possible insolvency ofany of these companies, will stand for the 
benefit of the first-mortgage creditors, and must be paid to them should the fore- 
closure of the first mortgage for any reason fail to realize the del thus secured. 

“ The relation of the Government to the debts of these railroads is shown by 
the following tables: 

* The first-mortgage debts, at their maturity, assuming that the interest in the 
mean time will be paid, and all of which has priority over the subsidy lien, will 
be as follows: 

Central Pacific........... 
SERRE FOG ccccusssunszermaeseeapprinateiannes 
Kansas Pacific ........ ....- 

Sioux City and Pacific 
Central Branch Union Pacific 





. 64, 613, 000 

* The subsidy debt to the United States was, on the 30th of June, 1834, $102,834,- 
794.08, and at the maturity of the subsidy bonds (say 1898) will be about $128,500,- 
000, allowing to the companies the average of past annual credits, and assuming 
the average increase to be,as in the past, about $1,600,000 per year. In other 
words, the total indebtedness at maturity will closely approximate $193,000,000, 
including both the first mortgage and subsidy debts. 

“It necessarily follows that if the Government, as a second-mortgage creditor, 
would protect its debt in the event of the foreclosure of the first mortgage, it 
must bid to an amount sufficient to cover both, or about $193,000,000, a sum vastly 
in excess and probably twice as much as the same property would now cost to 
construct. 

**Should the property be sold to any purchaser other than the Government for 
a sum less than enough to cover both these debts, the Government must lose the 
difference. If sold to the Government, it must pay in cash the whole first mort- 
gage, amounting to about $61,613,000, and become the owner, contrary to any 

licy of the Government which has hitherto obtained, and operate them in the 

ace of all the competition of parallel and rival roads which they must neces- 
sarily encounter. Nor is there any probability that the Government could reim- 
burse its outlay by any resale. 

“Should the debt be funded as proposed, each semi-annual payment would be 
#q nearly, or possibly quite, paid by the current earnings forGovernment trans- 
portation—if with the consent of the companies the whole may be so applied— 
that the balance, if any, could be easily paid out of the general earnings, and 


under such circumstances it would be clearly in the interest of the companies to 
pay 


n my annual report for 1882 I ealled attention to the unsatisfactory working 
of the present system. I said, page 15: 

“It is manifest that when the bonds mature, at the close of the present century, 
the present sinking fund will not be sufficient to meet them, and if left to be dealt 
with then as a mere book account, with the risk of possible diminution of income 
from the nr increasing competition which they must surely encounter, ad- 
justment may then be more difficult and embarrassing than now. oo 

“* It is respectfully submitted that itis worthy ofcareful consideration whether 
it would not be wisest and best for Congress now to commute the present mode 
of payment into one of fixed amounts not dependent upon the fluctuations of 
net earnings or the contingencies of competition, which might cause net earn- 
ings to disappear.’ 

** In my report for 1883, pages 13-16, I again called attention to the subject. With- 
out repeating that discussion, I may quote my opinion as then expressed, that— 

“* At the rate provided for in the Thurman act it would require a century or 
more to accumulate a fund sufficient to discharge this debt, and with strong 
Say that by this method it can not be done. Nor would it ye 

je to increase the percentage without manifest detriment, as well com- 
panies as their patrons. The page, by whatever mode it be collected, must 
come from the earnings of the road. If the rates be too high the burden falls 


with onerous weight upon the business, and would work directly in the inter- 
estof non-aided com lines.’” 


It is further shown by Commissioner's 
the matter now fully understand, that the act 
ing-fund act), has failed to accomplish its 
the payment of these debts can not be secured by and under this measure, 
this from causes that could not be anticipated when the act was passed. 
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With this array of facts before the committee, and an exhibit of the liabilities 
and the assets of these roads, as appears more fully in the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior at this session (pamphlet, President's message and reports of 
heads of Departments, page 189, et seq.), the committee have concluded that while 
harsh and coercive measures might, to some extent, punish justly these compa- 
nies for failing to meet their obligations, they might also, and most probably 
would, result in great loss to the Government in a failure to be reimbursed for 
outlays for these roads. The crippling or breaking down these companies, or 
the compelling a sale at which the Government would be forced to bid to pro- 
tect herself, would not be wise policy. Whatever mismanagement may have 
attended these roads in the it, and however little they —- to the sympa- 
thy of Congress for time in the payment of their debts, yet the surest and speed- 
iest possible payment, as matters now stand, will be secured, in the judgment 
of the committee, by an extension of time, with large further securities for pay- 
ment, in which to meetthese debts. And to this end, concurring in the views 
of both the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of ilroads, the 
committee favor the bill with amendments as before indicated. 

The bill is in brief this: to fix a day on which the indebtedness of the com- 
panies respectively to the Government shall be ascertained upon the same prin- 
ciple as if the whole debt and interest were to be paid on that day, with a proper 
rebate of interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, and deducting from such 
amounts all payments made by the companies in money, or transportation, or 
otherwise, and extending the time at an interest of 3 per cent. The period for 
extension of payment of the last installment of the indebtedness is forty-six 
years beyond the date of maturity of the subsidy bonds, or an average exten- 
sion of the whole debt of twenty-three years. 

In consideration of the extension of time thus granted the companies are re- 
quired to deposit with the Secretary of the Treasury bonds of redemption for 
the amount of the debt as ascertained in specific sums, one bond to mature 
every six months, and all the earning of the roads by Government transporta- 
tion upon any roads owned, leased, or operated by the company shall ap- 
plied to the payment of the current maturing bonds of voteantien, and no 
money shall be paid by the Government for transportation or service of any 
kind over the aided or non-aided roads until the bond next maturing shall be 
fully paid. 

It extends the statutory lien and security now subsisting over all roads owned 
or operated, or hereafter acquired and wherever situated, by the companies, in- 
cluding telegraph lines, franchises, rolling-stock, and property of every kind 
and description, to remain as security for the bonds of redemption until all are 
paid, embracing over 5,000 miles of road not now held as security by the Gov- 
ernment. 

It also requires that the oust accepting the provisions of this bill shall 
also accept the provisions of the Thurman act, vielding all questions of consti- 
tutionality of said act. : 

The plan further provides that either of said companies may prepay and dis- 
charge the debt in full at any time, and, as an inducement for such prepayment} 
an abatement of 3 per cent. per annum in interest is allowed, and the compa- 
nies are authorized to mortgage their franchises and property for the purpose 
of raising funds to redeem these bonds of redemption if they see fit to do so. 
The sinking fund heretofore established in the Treasury is discontinued, but 
we = bonds and mortgages provided for in the bill are executed and de- 

vered. 

The railroads and telegraph lines are required at all times to be at the service 
of the Government at rates as low as the lowest accorded to any individual for 
like service. A failure for six months to pay any of the redemption bonds at 
maturity, under the provisions of this bill, renders all of said bonds thereupon 
due and payable. 

In order that the companies shall partake of the benefits of the proposed plan; 
ow must accept the same under their corporate seals on or before April 1, 1885. 

ne purpose of the extension proposed is to bring the semi-annual payments 
sufficiently within the ability of the ae render such payments entirely 
certain, and it can not, in the opinion of the committee, be of any vital conse- 
quence to the Government whether the debt be paid in fifty or sixty years, so 
long as its ultimate payment can be certainly secured. 

‘The necessity of this extension further appears from the fact that the first- 
mortgage bonds of equal amount with the subsidy bonds mature at the same 
time, and these bonds having under the act of 1864 priority of lien over the Gov- 
ernment, which stands in the relation of only a second-lien creditor, must be 
paid before the Government can obtain anything, and such payments would so 
strain the resources of the company that if no extension be given the proba- 
bilities are that the foreclosure of the first-mort, bonds would extinguish 
the debt of the Government, unless it is prepa to pay for the Union Pacific, 
includingthe Kansas Pacific, and for the Central Pacific sixty-odd millions of 
dollars to cover the debt with interest of the mortgage which has priority over 
the Government. 

If the Government became the [ty ened and thereby the owner of these roads, 
it would thus find itself engaged in the railroad business generally, which would 
be altogether a new and very questionable policy in its history, and then it is 
by no means certain that, after paying this large prior debt, the Government 
would reimburse itself with the entire management and control of the roads in 
its hands, at least for many years beyond the time contemplated in the exten- 
sion provided for by the bill. And there is scarcely any reasonable probability, 
that the Government could reimburse itself for this outlay by any resale of the 
roads. In the event of the companies failing to accept the provisions of the plan 
of extension, “the Thurman sinkin nd act’? remains in full force and effect 
as to all of the aided roads, including ue three lines not hitherto embraced 
thereunder, with the percent i from 25 to 35 per cent. 

If the Thurman sinking-fund act remains in force by the neglect of the com- 


ies to accept the retofore described, then the Secretary of the Treas- 
ay is given enla wer intheinvestmentofthe fund. The Attorney-Gen- 
eral is required to to a strict enforcement of this act. 


Believing the plan of adjustment ero for in the bill herewith presented 
is fair and and will secure the ment in the payment of the debts due 
her by the roads, the committee submit it to the Senate as amended. 

Your committee therefore propose to amend the bill by striking out the pre- 
amble and all after the enacting clause, and inserting the substitute herewith 
submitted, further to amend the title of the bill by substituting 
the title herewith repo: and marked “A:” 


4. 
“A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a rail- 


road and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to se- 
cure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 


poses,” —— 1, 1862; also to amend an act roved July 2, 1864, and 
also an approved May 7, 1878, both fn ouneintanont oF catd Grvbeasationsd act, 
and to provide for asettlement of the See issue of bonds 


toaid in the certain of 3,and to secure to the United 
oan of all indebtedness of certain of the companies therein men- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
athendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. *° 

Mr. HOAR. | Mr. President, if the condition of my voice will permit 
me to makea brief statement, I shall ask a few minutes at the present 
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time in explaining the theory on which this amendment goes. : 
pose every Senator hasa general knowledge of the history of the Union 
Pacific Railroad so called, the line connecting the Eastern States at a 
point which was then the western extremity of compact settlement in 
1862 with the Pacific Ocean. Congress intended, for reasons which are 
very familiar and which are stated in the report, to make a great rail- 


road line from the east to the west, which should be situated among | 
the railroads of the country, having a relation to the transportation of | 


traftic, freight, and passengers east and west, something like that which 


the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers had north and south, and which | 


they are to have in the future when all the land on their banks is filled 
with cities, farms, and compact settlements. That was intended to be 
a great, well-endowed, solvent, independent line, which would be be- 
yond the reach of stock-jobbers or persons who were ambitious to use 
it for speculative ends, and which would bear to the commerce of the 
country a relation like thatof the Mississippi Riveror of New York Har- 
bor. The reasons which caused that expectation to fail are also known; 
they were the subject of investigation both in this and in the other 
branch of Congress, and they are a memory in our political and busi- 
ness history which nobody desires needlessly to revive. It turned out 
that the bonds which had been given by the Government to aid in the 
building and endowment of the road, the first-mortgage bonds which 
the Government permitted to be a lien upon the road and its property 


prior to its own, the mortgage bonds which were secured by the mort- | 


gage of the land grants of the companies and other special mortgages 
made on special properties of the company, were all divided among the 


persons concerned in the building of the road, leaving the road crip- | 


pled, poor, embarrassed, and without provision for the security of its 
indebtedness when it should become due. 


Congress at that time had its choice of two remedies which were | 


proposed. One was to repeal the charter of the Union Pacific Railroad, 
which was the one of these roads that was the creature of the Govern- 
ment, and to have the road managed for an indefinite period by com- 


missioners to be appointed by the President of the United States, and | 


to allow the stockholders and holders of bonds, creditors of the road, 


to prove ina judicial proceeding to be devised by Congress their claims | 
against the road, and show that the owners of the stock and the bonds 


were free from the taint of the transactions to which I have referred, 


and then that a new corporation should be made, the Government com- | 
ing in to succeed to the apparent debts of the persons whose debts were | 


exposed to this taint and to the stock held by stockholders who were 
in complicity with these proceedings, so that the just stockholders and 
the Government should make a new corporation owning the stock to 
the extent of the original stock, and the honest creditors and the Gov- 
ernment should be creditors owning the debts to the amount of the 
original debts. 
hat scheme, which was prepared by two eminent counsel then em- 
ployed by the Department of Justice to represent the interests of the 
United States, did not for various reasons meet the approbation of the 
committee of the House of Representatives which had charge of the inves- 
tigation, of which committee I was then a member, the principal reason 
being the injury to our institutions of having a corporation managed by 
five persons, who might be five politicians; we did not know who would 
be appointed or what skill or knowledge or even what integrity they 
might have; and it would give rise, if not td actual scandals, certainly te 
actual fears and rumors of scandals. So that scheme was dismissed. 
The other scheme was the one which was adopted; the only other 
alternative suggested. It was to provide for a suit in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to be instituted by the Government, in 
which all the persons who had received dividends of stock or bonds, or 


in any other way, in excess of a reasonable dividend, should be made | 
Vand of and should be compelled to refund to the treasury of. the road 
and 


of course to that extent increasing the security of the United 
States for its debts) what they had so wrongfully received. 
The Supreme Court of the United States held that thissuit could not 
be maintained, some of the judges dissenting. By that decision the 
United States are bound. Since that time the stock in this road has 


aimost entirely changed. Some year or two ago, when the stock of the | 
road was above par, statements were made by persons high in the con- | 


fidence of the public that this road would undoubtedly immediately 
for the future earn enough, in addition to discharging its obliga- 
to make ita good dividend-paying road, paying 6 to 10 per cent., 
that its stock was a valuable investment at par. Thereupon, it 
difficult to find profitable investments, Government bonds yield- 
only 3 per cent. interest, a very large number of persons, millions 
millions of dollars in my own State being represented, proceeded 
purchase the stock of this road, and it is held by widows, by orphans, 
trustees, by persons in humble places in life, by savings banks who 
represent such persons, by charitable institutions, and by educational 
institutions. Mr. Adams, the present president, who has lately come 
into the presidency, has made an analysis of the stock of this road, by 
which it appears that only about one-sixth of its entire stock is held by 
persons who can be supposed for a moment to hold it for speculative or 
stock-jobbing purposes. 
It did not seem to the committee I believe, certainly it did not seem 
to me, that it was just for the United States to deal with the present 
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question of the condition of the road by constantly remembering and 
citing against it the faults or wrongdoings of twenty years ago. We 
determined for good reasons to let the road live and not to killit. Then 
| we determined for good reasons to let it go on and manage its own 
business, let its stock remain salable upon the marketas the stock of 
other corporations is. And therefore it seems to us that although the 
remedy of the United States failed, yet still that the duty of Congress 
is to deal with this road to-day with absolute justice, looking out of 
| course in the firstinstance for the interest of the Government as a cred 
itor, without being affected in our judgment by the faultsof past years, 
| except so far as those faults operate as a warning to be careful and strict 
in exacting the securities which shall prevent their repetition. 
Within the past year a gentleman has come into thé management of 
| the road bearing an honored historic name, but not needing the historic 
honors which have come down to him from his ancestors to make those 
| who know him ready to give him their confidence as a person who by 
his capacity and by his integrity is fit to be trusted inthe management 
of a great enterprise like this; and he has undertaken the management 
of the road, called to it by the majority of its stockholders, with the 
purpose, as he declared publicly and privately, to have the road so man- 
| aged that all its obligations to the Government and to its creditors shall 
| be met, the first obligation orduty of the management of the road being 
| scrupulously, fully, and exactly to discharge those, and then to manage 
it aga road to earn money for its proprietors like other business enter 
prises. Now, though I suppose I speak the opinion of the entire Com 
mittee on the Judiciary, I am authorized only to express my own; and 
I say that for one I confide in that as the purpose of the present man- 
| agement of the road, and therefore am prepared to recommend to the 
Senate and vote for a scheme which will in my judgment afford perfect 
security for the Government, be best for its business interests and for 
| its debts, and at the same time will permit this road to escape bank- 
ruptey and go on and discharge its public duties as a carrier and its 
| duty to its stockholders as a business enterprise. 

Then all the roads mentioned in this bill, which are the Central Pacific 
and one or two roads which are its dependents; the Union Pacific and 
the Kansas Pacitic, which is its dependent, and the Sioux City and Pa- 
cific, which is classed here with the Union Pacific, but will have to have 
| a separate clause in the bill relating to it, for it does not belong where 
it is now put in the bill—these roads all together will owe to the United 
States in twelve years or thereabouts from the present time when their 
debts mature—they all mature from 1894 to 1898—a gum (deducting 
what the Thurman act proposes shall be paid into a sinking fund), as 
near as it can be calculated, amounting to about $129,000,000; and the 
property of the companies is subject to a prior debt to become due at 
the same time which will bring it up to about $193,000,000. The pre- 
cise accuracy of those figures depends of course on the amount which 
will be paid in the mean time under the provisions of the Thurman act, 
which depends on the amount of business of the roads, but that is about 
the aniount. 

If things goon as they are at the present time, the United States 
will be confronted with this problem: It must pay off the prior indebt- 
edness, which will amount then to over $60,000,000—I speak in round 
numbers—and must then take the road to be run by itself as a great 
railroad manager, or to be sold in the market where the United States, 
of course, will be the victim of any combination of purehasers who will 
undertake to buy it for a song, bankrupting and destroying the pres- 
ent ownership of the road, or we must adopt some other method at that 
time. 

The proposition of the committee is a plan which does not come from 
| the roads; it is not the suggestion of the roads; it comes in its main 
feature from the Secretary of the Interior and the Railroad Commis- 
sioner, and is matured in its details by the committee of the Senate. It 
proposes to divide the indebtedness, to ascertain the present worth of 
the indebtedness; in the first place toapply the sinking fund to the pres- 
| ent debts; take that money and have the sinking fund applied at its 
| existing value to the present debts; then calculate what the debt will 
| amount to in 1896—I think that is the year which is fixed upon—and 
then take the present worth of that sam, supposing money to be worth 

3 per cent., which is, of course, the hardest rule that could be applied 
| to the railroads, because 3 per cent. is the lowest point that money has 
| touched, and it will take at the present time a larger sum at 3 per cent. 
| to be worth the sum fixed upon in 1896 than would probably be re- 

quired by what will be the actual rate which securities will bear in the 
interval. But that rule has been adopted by the committee. ‘Then, 
having obtained that sum, it is to be divided into one hundred and 
twenty parts for each railroad in regard to the indebtedness of each, 
| and a bond is to be given payable with interest at 3 per cent. every six 
months. That would amount to an extension of the debt to « period 
| of sixty years from the present time, and to an extension of the indebt- 
| edness, deducting the twelve years which it runs now, about forty- 
eight years from the present time, and as the debt will be paid every 
| six months, of course it will be an average payment of it in twenty- 
| three years. It is, therefore, an extension of the credit to these com- 
| panies for twenty-three years. That is the substance of it. 
In return for that we get, in the first place, the expectation on our 
| part that the roads will be able to pay that debt. We get instead of 
















1078 








the probability of their becoming bankrupt and a certainty in my judg- 
ment of their becoming bankrupt if we do not adopt the scheme, an as- 
surance of payment. We get in the next place the removal from the 
courts and from Congress and from the public mind of all the questions, 
which are very numerous and complicated, growing out of our present 
relations to the roads and growing out of the complicated provisions 
and details of the Thurman act. But we get further the subjection to 
the United States as security for the debt of the United States of all the 
railroads which these companies have built as extensions of their present 
lines, of all their interest in roads which they have acquired by taking 
their stock, and of every property wherever situated of the roads of 
every nature and kind whatever, which is required to be put into secu- 
rities which will be satisfactory to the law officers of the United States. 
We get an additional security of more than 5,000 miles of railroad con- 
structed, operating in many instances very profitably, that is not now 
in the existing mortgage. 

I will not detain the Senate at this time by any longer or fuller 
statement. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. Would these new bonds, which will be liens upon 
the #ld subsidized road and also upon the new roads, have any better 
security in point of priority of liep than the present bonds? 

Mr. HOAR. Not in point of priority of lien over the prior dept to 
which the United States is now subjected. 

Mr. CONGER. Will those bonds take the piace of these? 

Mr. HOAR. They will have to pay them at maturity. 

Mr. CONGER. I mean to ask whether the present mortgage is re- 
linquished ? 

Mr. HOAR. No; it is not the purpose or effect of the bill to relin- 
quish the present mortgage; that stands, but is changed as to the terms 
of payment. 

Mr. CONGER. The Government will have no additional security 
except the additional roads ? 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis the principal addition. I ought to say further 
that there are some detailed provisions, which I will not detain the Sen- 
ate now by calling attention to, which remove doubts in regard to the 
right of the road to dispose of its property not in the ordinary course of 
business. The right to make dividends is limited, but they can not 
dispose of any property, except in the ordinary course of business, with- 
out getting the consent of the President of the United States. 

Mr. SEWELL. I did not hear the first part of the remarks of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and I ask him what does the United States 
relinguish in the bill as reported ? 

Mr. HOAR. It relinquishes its right to have its debt paid in twelve 
years from the present time. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is the interest the same? 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr.SEWELL. Does not the present debt bear 6 per cent. interest ? 

Mr. HOAR. That will be computed at 6 per cent. interest. 

Mr. SEWELL. Does not the report make it 3? 

Mr. HOAR. On the present debt 6 per cent. interest is to be com- 
puted up to the time it is due. 

Mr. SEWELL. And hereafter it bears how much ? 

Mr. HOAR. Hereafter it is to bear 3 per cent. 

Mr, SEWELL. That is a relinquishment of 3 per cent., practi- 
cally. : 

Mr. HOAR. I donot so understand it. We have no right to collect 
interest after the maturity of the debt. 

Mr. SEWELL. But suppose it is not paid and the debt contiunes? 

My. HOAR. Provided it is not paid at maturity, the United States 
need not trouble itself about the rate of interest after that. It is be- 
yond any human being’s idea where it is to go or how the debt is to be 
paid with a rate of interest of 6 per cent. after maturity. 

Mr. SEWELL. Does the Senator then consider that the road is not 
worth the debt? 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Jersey is too good a business. 


man not to know that that is a question to which a literal answer might 
convey @ very incorrect impression. Suppose you should come to me 


as the counsel of some dry-goods merchant who had a million dollars of 


indebtedness, and who, if his business was now wound up or wound 
up six months hence, could not pay fifty cents on the dollar; but still, 
if his business went on and he had an extension over a period of time, 
he would be very sure to work out the whole of it. I could say I had 
no doubt of it. Those two statements would not be inconsistent. If 
I should say the business and property are worth the debt now you 
might find it difficult to answer that question literally. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should say from reading the report that the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts had made up his mind that with this amount 
of debt bearing 6 per cent, interest the road could not pay it. 

Mr. HOAR. That is my belief. 

Mr. SEWELL. And thata reduction of 3 per cent. would allow the 
company to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. My belief is this: Underthe Thurman act there is very 
great and reasonable dispute as to the meaning; but as the Government 
claims the Thurman act to be, the roads would have been in bank- 
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ruptcy last summer if it had been literally and rigidly ingisted upon. 
The roads would be in bankruptcy within a year under the Thurman 
act administered according to the extremity of the Government claim. 
That is what I have to say about it. But suppose it goes on, suppose 
the Government claim is not rigidly administered until the courts have 
passed upon the various questions as to how much the companies shall 
pay into the sinking fund and what is the rate of compensation for their 
transportation of mails and other Government freight; I still think, 
if the railroad goes on according to its own construction and claim of 
the meaning of the Thurman act, that in 1896, this whole indebtedness 
of $193,000,000 becoming due at that moment, the roads then will be 


bankrupted and the property must either be run by the Government 
as @ great railroad manager or sold for a song. So, then, what this bill 
does—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wall lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived. The 
unfinished business is the bill (H. R. 5461) to regulate interstate com- 
merce and to prohibit unjust discrimination by common carriers. 

Mr. HOAR, I ask unanimous consent to say a word further. The 
6 per cent. interest for the next twelve years reserved by the contract 
is to be received just as the principal without any relinquishment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. HOAR. I have the right under this bill to say what I choose. 
The Chair will recognize me on the present order of business. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Massachusetts is answering my 
question. 

Mr. HOAR. After the maturing of this debt the bill contemplates 
that interest is to be paid upon the debt on the same terms as the 
Government now is able to borrow money upon its indebtedness. 
That is the position of things. Soin point of fact the operation will be, 
the Government paying 3 per cent. interest on the whole public debt 
or nearly the whole of it at that time, there will be $193,000,000 on 
which these roads will be supplying to the Government the 3 per cent. 
which is paid out till they pay off gradually the principal. It will 
amount to the same thing as if these roads in 1896, if they keep this 
provision of this bill, assumed and wiped out $193,000,000 of Govern- 
ment debt at that time. 

Mr. SEWELL. I did not get exactly the time that the interest is 
computed up to. 

Mr. HOAR. The bonds fall due thirty years from the time when 
they were advanced by the United States in the course of the construc- 
tion of the Union Pacific Railroad, as the Senator knows very well, 
twenty-five milesatatime. They built twenty-five miles, and the Gov- 
ernment commissioners reported that the twenty-five miles were finished 
in accordance with the terms of the law, and then they got so many 
bonds. The Senator from Iowa, I suppose, knows better than I do 
about that matter. They fall due in thirty years. 

Mr. WILSON. They commepce maturing in 1895 and continue until 
1899, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, understanding the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts as yielding the floor, recognizes the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. HOAR. I yield the floor. 

Mr. GARLAND. I do mot claim it. 

Mr. HOAR. I have got through, unless the Senator wishes to speak 
in reference to this colloquy. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business, and continue its consideration until 
the bill is finished. 

Mr. GARLAND. ‘I ask permission of the Senate to occupy ten min- 
= of its time on the matter brought up by the Senator from Massa- 

usetts. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] is entitled 
to the floor on the interstate commerce bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. I thought I was recognized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas was rec- 


ognized. 
Mr, GARLAND. I want to make a few remarks on the matter that 
the Senator from Massachusetts has called up. 


Mr. GARLAND. The bill which the Senator from Massachusetts 
has been speaking to I wish to say a very few words about. 
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changed in a few particulars. There is one particular in which it is | 
changed, to which I wish now to call the special attention of the Sen- 
ate. ! allude to the first, second, third, and fourth clauses of section 1. 

Upon re-examination of the whole question as to two of these rail- | 
roads the committee thought it was best to remedy what was a defect 
in the original legislation in regard to these roads in relation to the 
roads paying the interest. That was not in the bill that was on the 
Calendar last summer in reference to the Central Pacific Railroad. 
When the question came before the Supreme Court, as reported in 
ninety-first United States Reports, the court disposes of the question | 
thus: 

A provision in the charter that the grants thereby made are upon the condi- 
tion that the company “shall pay said bonds at maturity,” while it implies an | 
obligation to pay poth principal and interest when the bonds shall become due, | 
does not imply an obligation to pay the interest as it semi-annually acerues, (U. 
8. vs. Union Pacific Railroad Co., 91 United States Reports, 72.) 

The court, in reasoning upon that section, which was section 6 of the 
act, said that the language of the act led to that conclusion. It thereby 
left the United States paying current interest when the roads were not | 
paying the currentinterest. The first, second, third, and fourth clauses | 
of section 1 of the proposed bill are an attempt to remedy this, to make | 
up as far as can be this difficulty that arose under the original legis|: - 
tion on the subject. The court, in giving this construction to section 6 
of the original act, seems to incline to the conclusion that Congress pur- 
posely omitted to require the interest to be paid by the companies for 
reasons which I will not now detain the Senate by reading, that is, for 
supposed advantages that the Government had in the transportation of 
its mails, its munitions of war, and anything else it chose to send over 
the roads. The committee thought upon the investigation of this mat- 
ter that it was proper to remedy this difficulty as far as possible, as it was 
probable the companies would have an undue advantage by this arrange- 
ment over the Government. The introduction of this new feature in 
these clauses of section 1 is for the purpose of making the Government 
whole, as far as it can; as it pays out current interest to receive current 
interest. 

I thought it was best that I should give this explanation to the Sen- 
ate on this particular feature of the bill. That isall I care to say now. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the fortification appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHACE introduced a bill (S. 2600) for the relief of the Woon- 
socket Nationa}, Bank of Woonsocket, R. I.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 2601) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of George T. Sinclair, of Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2602) to ex- 
empt the Young Men’s Christian Association of Washington, D.C., from 
the payment of general taxes upon certain lands in Washington; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2603) for the relief of Andrew Bur- 
gees, John Hall, and William T. Roundtree, of the District of Colum- 

ia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present some letters and statements in the nature 


of a report on the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, and ask 
that they be printed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAw tery in the chair). 
Chair hears no objection, and the order will be made. 


COAST-SURVEY REPORT. 
I am instructed by the Committee on Printing 


The 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
to report a resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
ited S008 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast and 


Survey, showing the progress made in said survey during the year 
ending June 30, , for distribution by said Superintendent. ” ’ ly 


Mr. MANDERSON. That is the usual concurrent resolution, and I 
ask that it be considered at this time. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I niove that when the Senate 


— to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


CULLOM. [hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will nof make 


eae (Mr. Frye in the chair). . The question 
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Mr. CULLOM. Iam very anxious to have the Senate sit to-morrow 
in order to finish the interstate-commerce bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5461) to regulate interstate commerce anc to pro 
hibit unjust discriminations by common carriers, the pending question 
being on the amendment proposed by Mr. Breck to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘reasonable,’’ in line 14, section 1, down to and including 
the word “‘ person,’’ in line 31; as follows 

And any person or persons having purchased a ticket to be conveyed from 
one State to another, or paid the required fare, shall receive the same treatment 
and be afforded equal facilities and accommodations as are furnished all other 
persons holding tickets of the same class, without discrimination; but nothing 


in this act shall be construed to deny to railroads the right to provide separate 
accommodations for passengers as they may deem best forthe public comfort or 


| safety, or to relate to transportation relating to points wholly within the limite 


Provided, That no discrimination is made on account of race or 
color; and that furnishing separate accommodations, with equal facilities and 
equal comforts at the same charges, shall not be considered a discrimination 
Nor shall any railroad company or its officers charge to or receive from any 
person who is to be conveyed from one State or Territory into another any sum 
exceeding 3 cents per mile for the distance to be traveled by such person 

Mr. PUGH. Mr, President, the question before the Senate is whether 
the Senate bill shall be substituted for the House bill as a remedy for 
admitted evils in interstate railroad and water transportation. The 
undisputed evils are clearly set forth in both bills. The methods and 
practices of transportation companies in all their unjust, injurious, and 
immoral character are seen and felt in every State, and the sufferers de- 
mand relief in some form from Congress. It is the duty of Congress to 
make an honest effort to meet the demand. What is the best thing to 
be done is the troublesome question. I frankly admit my inability to 
answer the question. 

I have no knowledge or information, and, not to be offensive, I do not 
believe any other Senator has such knowledge or information founded 
on trial and intelligent experience that properly qualifies us for general 
legislation that will safely aud wisely regulate by fixed rules interstate 
commerce. The far-reaching importance and confounding variety of 
complications admitted to exist in the freight carriage of our 1,200 rail- 
roads, running in every direction a distance of over 125,000 miles, 
through thirty-eight States abounding in marketable productions, 
should fill the minds of lawmakers with doubt, difficulty, and hesita- 
tion in undertaking to legislate upon the subject. The kind of know]l- 
edge indispensable to a proper understanding of the causes and char- 
acter of the evils to be remedied, and what laws will cure them, is 
possessed by very few Senators. .Theoretical or speculative reasoning 
as to the practical operation and effect of any inflexible statutory Jaws 
to govern railroads in all the cases of unjust and injurious interstate 
transportation, specified in each of the bills beforé the Senate, is to my 
mind too misleadingand unreliable to conduct us to safe and wise con- 
clusions in legislation. There is no subjectover which Congress claims 
jurisdiction that is more elastic, shifting, changeable, and unmanage- 
able in its very nature than interstate commerce and railroad trans- 
portation. The unalterable variety of its nature makes it necessarily 
incapable of regulation and management by permanent and inflexible 
statutory rules that areallowed norelaxation, modification, or variation 
in their application and enforcement. These manifest truths teach me 
that it is the highest duty of Congress to enter this unexplored field by 
slow and gradual approaches. Radical and speculative legislation may 
multiply the evils and cause irreparable mischief. Not knowing myself 
what is certainly best to be done, I will do the best I can with the lights 
before me and rest on the conviction that if what I do fails toreach the 
evils itcando noharm. A great man has said that ‘‘ statesmanship 
is the science of cireumstances.’’ How to apply organic Congressional 
power to the new facts, conditions, relations, and circumstances con- 
stantly arising and requiring treatment, in the wonderful growth of 
this great country, is the severest trial and test of American statesman- 
ship. The regulation of interstate commerce and railroad transpor- 
tation by Congress furnishes a complete illustration of my meaning 

I can not make amore valuable contribution in the discussion of this 
interesting subject than to read the testimony of Albert Fink, one of 
the ablest, most experienced, and best informed railroad men in this or 
any other country. His knowledge was derived by many years of per- 
sonal association with the operation of railroads and their management; 
he has filled for years positions of great trust and responsibility, and his 
| integrity has never been questioned. Under the sanction of an oath he 
| made the following statement as a witness before the Senate Committee 
on Education and Labor, September 17, 1883, and his testimony relates 
| directly to every question involved in the proposed legislation; and 
whether we agree or disagree with his opinions and conclusions, he will 
certainly add to our information and aid us in comprehending and 
solving the difficult problems under consideration. 
| ‘The testimony of Mr. Fink isdivided and addressed to each particular 
| Subject, as follows: 

NECESSITY FOR CO-OPERATION OF RAILROADS. 
A. Iam the head of a bureau established by a number of railroads—about 
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forty—which are endeavoring to work together in all matters which require co- 
operation, for example, and particularly the establishment and maintenance 
of uniform tariffs; that is the principal object for which the bureau is estab- 
lished. The railroad system has become so extended and the business relations 
ofso many roads toeach other have become so complicated that it became neces- 
sary that there should be organized co-operation. The tariff of one road influ- 
ences the tariff of many others. It would not do for so many companies to op- 
erate each road separately from the other. They have to arrange with each 
other to form connections, to establish through lines of transportation and tar- 
iffs for such through lines. It is a very complicated question, to make these 
tariffs uniform on many competing lines, and to arrange them so that they bear 
equally upon different localities, and to avoid unjust discrimination, and it is 
still more difficult to see that the tariffs properly established over so many roads 
are maintained alike to all shippers receiving like service. To accomplish this 
is the object of the bureau, which is established in the interest of the public as 
well as in the interest of railroads, It is a union of railroads for the purpose of 
conducting the transportation business in a business-like way and in the best 
interest of the public and the companies. 

The commercial management of railroads has become very much complicated 
by the great number of competing roads. If there was only one road or if all 
the roads belonged to one company it would be comparatively an easy matterto 
manage the tariff question, butwhen there are so many roads, cach operated 
separately, having separate interests,there would be nothing but confusion and 
chaos as far as the tariffs are concerned. 

Q. (by the Chairman). How many roads are there 

A. I suppose there are upward of 1,200 roads,even counting many roads that 
have been consolidated as one road 








THE ASSOCIATION OF ROADS EAST OF CHICAGO, 
. - > * 


There are five trunk-lines—the Grand Trunk of Canada,the New York Cen- 
tral, the Erie road (orthe New York, Lake Erie and Western, as it is now called), 
the Pennsylvania road, and the Baltimore and Ohio. These are the main lines, 
Then come their connections—the Lake Shore, the Michigan Central,the New 
York, Pennsylvania and Ohio—in fact, all the principal East and West roads as 
far as the Mississippi River, and as far as Chicago, and as far as the Ohio River— 
all the principal roads in that territory—the Cleveland, Columbus, Cincinnati 
and Indianapolis, the Indianapolis and Saint Louis, the Vandalia, the Ohio and 
Mississippi, the Pittsburgh, Fort Wayne and Chicago, the Chicago, Saint Louis 
and Pittsburgh, the Indianapolis, Bloomington and Western, the Lake Erie and 
Western, the Canada Southern, the Boston and Albany, the Fitchburg,the New 
York and New England. 

Q. The Grand Trunk of Canada is included? 

A. The Grand Trunk is one of the roads; yes, sir, and a very important one. 

Q. With all its connections? 

A. Yes. They have a road to Chicago. Their main road runs from Chicago 
to Portland, Me. 

Q. This combination or association, if I understand you correctly, does not 
include any roads west of the Mississippi, or at least none west of the Missouri ? 

A. None west of the Mississippi. West of Chicago they have separate organ- 
izations of the samenature. They also havea similar organization in the South. 
These associations are formed pretty much on the same plan and for the same 
purpose. 

Q. These are the roads that naturally take the produce from the interior of 
the country to the Atlantic seaboard ? 

A. Yes; east and west roads. There is a system of roads between the Missis- 
sippi and Missouri Rivers, and others, ranning north andsouth, They are sepa- 
rately managed. 

Q. By a like combination or association ? 

A. Yes; as faras rates of transportation are concerned, 

Q. As to this association of which you are the head, what are the principal 
westerly points and connections of your roads, and what are their principal 
points of outlet on the Atlantic seaboard ? 

A. The principal poimts west are Chicago, Saint Louis, Cincinnati, Indianapo- 
lis, Toledo, Detroit, Cleveland, and other intermediate points, The castern out- 
let is the Atlantic coast-from Portland, you may say, to Baltimore, including 
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. 

Q. Would it include the outict of the Chesapeake and Ohio? 

A. They have an outlet here at these points, also one at Newport News, Va., 
but are not part of the association, although they work together with the asso- 
ciation as far as tariffs are concerned. 

. 2. They abide by the regulations and decisions without being actually bound 
1y them? 

A. Yes, they agree to them, but they need not abide by them if they do not 
choose to do so, 

Q. So far as actual results are concerned, they are practically part of the asso- 
ciation ? 

A. Practically, yes. 

Q. Are there any other lines of importance that carry through products from 
the interior to the Atlantic coast—is there any outlet for the South—at Bruns- 
wick, or anywhere? ° 

A. There are outlets at the South by some railroads, but not very important 
ones as far as export traffic is concerned. There isa route from the West to 
Brunswiek, Savannah, Charleston, Port Royal,and Norfolk. The Chesapeake 
and Ohio have their terminus at Newport News. Then there are other roads, 
besides these I have named, from the West, from Saint Louis and Louisville and 
Memphis—the Norfolk and Western, the East Tennessee and Virginia, the 
Memphis and Charleston, called the Virginia Air Line, with its terminus at Nor- 
folk. This is an important east and west road. It is, however, more particu- 
larly engaged in the Southern business, the cotton business; it connects with 
roads to Saint Louis, Louisville, Cincinnati, Memphis, Nashville, and other 
points, and does business there. 


: 


THE ASSOCIATION OF ROADS WEST OF CHICAGO, 


Q. West of this system is one lying between the Missouri and the Mississippi 

tivers, I understood you to say? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What is that called, and who is at the head of that association, and what 
roads are in it? 

A. That association comprises the roads running from Chicago west—the 
Chicago and Alton, the Rock Island, the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy, then 
the Chicago and Northwestern and the Chicago and Milwaukee roads. 

Q. Who occupies in that association a position similar to yours ? 

A. Mr. J. W. Midgley. 

Q. Farther westward what are the principal railroad connections? Is there 
any associations among the railroads to the west or south of those you have 
mentioned? 

A. There are associations, called the Iowa and the Colorado ee 
take in al) the reads to Colorado west of Chicago. The same roads that I have 
named are engaged in the traffic to Colorado, and the same commissioner is at 
the head of the bureau, 

Q. This same Mr, Midgley? 

A. Yes, sir, 

Q. Then his system takes in the Colorado roads? 
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A. Not the Colorado roads, but the roads between Chicago and Saint Louis 
and the Missouri River. 

Q. And the roads that reach to New Mexico and Arizona and the Territories * 

A. Not the roads as far south as that, but of course it takes in the traffic to 
those points. 

Q. They all feed into and connect with each other? 

A. They all compete with each other. 


THE SOUTHERN RAILWAY AND STEAMSHIP ASSOCIATION, 


Q. What other like associations among railroads exist in this country ? 

A. There is an association called the Southern Railway and Steamship Asso- 
ciation, the first one established upon the present plan, It was established in 
1875. It comprises nearly All of the Southern roads south of the Ohio and east of 
the Mobile and Ohio Railroad, and the Atlantic coast. 

Q. Mention some of the principal ones. 

A. The principal ones are the Georgia Central road, the Georgia road, the 
Western and Atlantic road, the Louisville and Nashville system, the Richmond 
and Danville system, the Norfolk and Western, the Memphis and Charleston 
the Savannah, Florida and Western, the East Tennessec, Virginia, andthe Geor- 
gia system. These are the principal roads. 

Q. Does this system cover the Mississippi Valley? 

A. No; it does not reachthe Mississippi Valley. There are some other roads 
in that territory east of the Mississippi; they run north and south. They have 
no joint interest with the other roads, which are east and west roads—such as 
the Illinois Central and the Mobile and Ohio. 

Q. Under what system or arrangement, if any, are those roads you now men- 
tion comprised? 

A, They are not under any particular system. There is no organized system 
under which they operate; they co-operate with each other. There are only 
two or three roads, and it is an casy*matter for them to co-operate without any 
organization. 

Q. Then to recur to this system of the South,of which you have been speak- 
ing,which was organized first of any, and in 1875, under what gentleman having 
the same powers or like powers to yourself were these roads organized? 

A. The organization was made after I left the Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road. I had then been connected with the Southern system of railroads, and 
thre was so much confusion and strife in regard to the establishment and main- 
tenance of tariifs that it was utterly impossible to conduct the transportation 
business iy a proper way. It caused a good deal of ruinous competition and un- 
just discrimination, each road making its own tariffs and underbidding the other. 
The result was, generally, that the roads worked for almost nothing, or ata loss, 
and it was almost impossible to control the tariffs. Iwas then the general man- 
ager and vice-president of the Louisville and Nashville Railroad, a road that was 
in contact with both the Northern and Southern systems of roads-a sort of con- 
necting link between these two systems, and I had to do business with between 
fity and sixty different roads, and when it was desired to make an agreement 
of any kind the parties could not be got together, and when some of them came 
together others were missing, and nothing could be done. . But if they should 
all happen to come together they could not agree, or if they did agree there was 
no organization or execntive department to see that the agreements were main- 
tained. This state of affairs led me to suggest the plan of an organization of 
railroads with a central bureau through which the different roads could readily 
transact business with each other, instead of so many roads endeavoring to do 
business separately with one another, making it almost impossible to accom- 
plish.anything. All these complications were avoided by transacting business 
through the head of the bureau, who understood the relations of the roads 
to each other, and knew what was required, and through whom the roads 
could communicate with each other, and negotiate on all subjects requiring co- 
operation. The representatives of the roads would hold meetings and discuss 
matters. If they could not agree, the head of the bureau was to decide the 
questions at issue, and act as the executive, it being also his duty to see that the 
agreements were carried out. In this way the roads would be enabled to trans- 
act business promptly and to establish uniform tariffs and togee that they were 
maintained. This is the object of this and like associations. They are in the 
nature of clearing-houses, where the parties, instead of settling the money bal- 
ances, settle their differences and their little quarrels (or their big quarrels, as 
the case may be). A definite way is provided in which business can be success- 
fully transacted. It is simply accomplishing by organization what was inef- 
fectually attempted by a mob under the old system. I made it my special busi- 
ness for about six months to organize the association, and since then it has been 
successfully carried on by others. The plan has been found to work so well 
that it has been adopted elsewhere. Mr. Virgil Powers is the present commis- 
sioner, 

» * * * * * * 


THE WATER ROUTES OF TRANSPORTATION. 


Q. Will you now mention the water routes, whether by river or canal connec- 
tion, that have to do the transportation of the country, either by connection with 
the railroads themselves or otherwise? 

A. The principal water lines engaged in the East and West traffic are via the 
lakesand the Erie Canal in the North,and the Welland Canal in Canada. The 
Mississippi River to New Orleans forms another important water line. 

Q. How important is that water line in connection with the transportation in- 
terests of this country ? 

A, The water lines that I have mentioned are very important factors in the 
transportation business of the country. They not only secure eette transpor- 
—- themselves, but they have the great advantage of regulating the railroad 


s. 
Q. Please explain how that is—that the water lines regulate, or can regulate, 
the railroad charges. 


HOW THEY ACT AS REGULATORS OF RAILROAD CHARGES. 


A. The cost of transportation upon the water routes being cheaper, the rail- 
roads have to carry freights as cheaply or nearly ascheaply. They can only in- 
crease their charges over the ¢ made by water routes to the extent that 
they offer additional! advantages; while somewhat higher rates can be charged 
by the railroads, the basis of their charges are the charges made by the water 
lines. If they charge more than a certain amount above the water rates, the 
business would all goby water. Notonly is this the case where railroads come 
in direct competition with the water routes, but the effect of these water routes 
upon the rail tra rtation rates is felt throughout almost the whole country. 

isis the result of the great competition between the railroad companies them- 
selves. As to the Erie Canaland lakes, the railroads that directly compete with 
those routes between Chicago and New York must conform to the low water 
rates; but it is also necessary that, say, for example, from Indianapolis, which 
has no water connection with New York, the rates should be made upon the 
same basis as the Chicago rates—that is, the same rate per ton per mile, or 
nearly so. 
CHICAGO RATES THE BASIS FOR RATES FROM AND TO OTHER WESTERN POINTS. 


That rule is almost a fixed rule now, by the railroad companies; that 
whenever the Chicago rates are lowered the rates th out the whole terri- 
tory east of Saint Louis, Louisville, Cincinnati, Peoria, umbus, &c., are low- 
ered . There are so many roads that run from those points di- 
rect to East, under ey ey management—they want a share in the 
business of the country. If they were to try to exact proportionatcly higher 
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rates, say from Indianapolis or 
enough margin left between the ‘ B the 
cago rate to New York that freight could be sent from Indianapolis to Chicago, 
and then by railroad or canal from Chicago to New York. In order to prevent 
this the railroads that run direct from Indianapolis, Saint Louis, &c.,to the East 
make the rates so low that the business must go over their roads, and can not 
go to Chicago. While the water routes only exist between Chicago and New 
York, the effect upon transportation rates is felt all over the country by reason 
of the competition between the railroads. 


NOTWITHSTANDING COMBINATION, RATES ARE FIXED BY COMPETITION. 


No combination of the railroads can suppress this competition. It could only 
be done if the railroads were all owned by one party and were operated in one 
interest. But as it is they have all separate interests, and each one guarding its 
own interest keeps up this competition, and even in agreeing between them- 
selves upon rates, those rates are fixed by competition. This, unfortunately, is 
not understood by the public. It is generally believed that when competing 
railroads agree upon uniform rates, that this excludes competition. This is not 
the fact. The effect of water competition is not only felt in the territory cast of 
the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers, but is felt south of the Ohio River. 


Saint Louis or Indianapolis rate and the Chi- | 
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Saint Louis, than from Chicago, there would be | then it becomes necessary to have some understanding between those two roads 


as to the rates that should be charged for the same service. If one road were 
to charge one rate and another another rate, of course the road that would charge 
the lowest rate would do all the business and the other could not do any 

Q. That is competition, is it not? 

A. Yes, but itdon't work well in the transportation business. If there was no 
agreement as to uniform rates, shippers who would want to ship by one road 
would have to pay higher rates than shippers by another road. If these rates 


| were kept secret the shipper would not know what the rates of the different 


Forexam- | 


ple: The low rates from Louisville, under the influence of the Chicago low | 


rate, are felt at Memphis, Nashville, and farthersouth. Freight from Memphis 
is shipped to Louisville and gets a low rate from there, and the people of Nash- 
ville and such places get as auch advantage from the low rates as if really lo- 
cated on a water course; so that the influence of the water transportation is felt 
almost throughout the whole country. That is the influence of the Erie Canal. 
To the south there is the water-route from New York to New Orleans via ocean, 
and from New Orieans freight is carried to Memphis and Saint Louis and the 
West via the Mississippi. In order to ineet these low rates, the east and west 
roads from Louisvitle and Memphis or from Memphis to Norfolk east have to 
conform again to the low rates made by the Atlantic Ocean and the Mississippi 
River. 

Q. That has reference to goods from east to west, as well as from west to east? 

A. Both ways. In this way the water-courses are really regulating the rail- 
read transportation rates throughout, you may say, the whole country. Of 
course the low rates from here to the Mississippi River are enjoyed by the peo- 
ple west of that river. 
people west of the river get the beneiit of the low rates east. In many other 
ways the water routes help. The Ohio River, the Tennessee River, and the 
Cumberland River affect the railroad rates at the interior. There is plenty of 
competition that regulates the rates and keeps them atan exceedingly low figure. 


NO COMBINATION PRACTICABLE ON WATER LINES, 


Q. Will you please state how it is that there can be no combination of trans- 
portation interests by water as well as by land? Why can there be nocombina- 
tion so as to put up water rates as well as land rates? 

A. Itishardly possible. The competition is only between cana)-boats orsteam- 
boats; the water ways are free to all. If any one boat ora combination of boats 
should try to charge too high rates, it would require a comparatively smal! cap- 
ital to start new boats. * * * I mean combinations for the purpose of charg- 
ing excessive rates. Nor is it possible for railroads to combine for that purpose, 
because, as I have shown, the railroad charges are controlled by the charges on 
water ways. The water ways are free; nothing is paid for their use, and it re- 
quires very little capital to start competing steamboat lines. 

There are certain arrangemenis by which railroads run in connection with 
steamship lines. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad owns a steamship line from Erie, Pa., to Chicago. 
They have control of what is calied the Anchor Line. The New York, Lake 

frie and Western road owns a water line absolutely—the Union Steamship 
Line—running between Buffalo and Chicago. There is another steamship line 
between Buffalo and Chicago, that, while not owned separately by a railroad 
corporation, runs in connection with the New York Central road. All these 
water lines, while working with the railroads, are subject to competition, and 

their rates must be as low as by other water lines. 
* * ~ * * 


WATER TRANSPORTATION THE REGULATOR OF RAIL RATES. 


Q. The real water regulator of the prices bf fares and freights is the Missis- 
sippi River and the Atlantic Ocean, is it not? 

A. And the Erie Canal. 

Q. Butthe Erie Canal isliable to interruption? 

A. During the interruption of navigation the Erie Canal still influences rail 
rates, although during the winter months the railroad companies are able to 


charge higher rates. 
RAILROAD RATES COMPARED WITH WATER RATES. 


It is the general impression that when the Erie Canal closes the railroads have 
it all their own way, that the railroads can then charge what they please. This, 
however, is not the fact, nor would it be if there were no Mississippi River. 
the railroads were to attempt to charge high rates during winter-time business 
men would endeavor to throw most of the freight on the canal during the sum- 
mer-time, leaving thé railroads nothing todoin winter. Therailroad companies 
ean not increase their charges over the transportation charges by water more 
than the advan are worth which the shippers receive by getting their goods 
promptly fo: atall times, That isall the additional charge that railroads 
can impose, even in the winter-time, over the transportation rates charged by the 


Q. Still that would make necessary the holding back of the crop? 

A. It would, but the railroad companies do not want the crop held back, and 
they must offer such inducements that will move the crop during the winter 
season; and they do so. 

Q. But are the necessities of the farmers such as to oblige them to send 

A. A aati have beco: ed 

. ve me accustomed to sending their crops forward, but 
before the railroads undertook to carry this low-priced freight the farmers had to 
hold their crop. Now the advantages of the railroads over the canal are such 
ag to induce them to move the crop, and of course the railroads offer every in- 
ducement to them to move it. * * * The canal carries now about from 40 
to 60 per cent. of the grain that comes to New York during the navigable sea- 
son. It carries only it 20 per cent. of the total grain receipts at Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, and Bal re during the year. 


THE FIXING OF RAILROAD CHARGES. 


Q. Will you explain as fully as you can to the committee the actual modus op- 
crandi or cmthed by which this ion arranges the fares and freights among 
the different roads—upon what general principles do you act—and, in fact, give 
us as correct an inside view of its tions and its useful or beneficial tenden- 
cies to the general public as you will? 
A. It would be very difficult for me to explain fully tothe committee the ope- 
ration of this association, as the committee would have to be ina great measure 
Satie se many details in the ee of _* selioued Woaspectation. 
only a general outline of it. AsIsa lore, the principa 
object of iio sntectonion is to establish equitable and uniform tariffs over the 
represented on the committee as far as their competitive traffic is con- 
It has nothing to do with the local business of the roads. When two 
come into competition with each other for the same business, 


* * 





| prevent ruinous competition. 
| somewhat different from the competition in other business 


Rates generally are higher west of that river, but the | 


| reduce the wages of the laborers. 


If | 





roads were, and one shipper might thus get his goods shipped cheaper than the 
other. That would be unjust discrimination. It has become the practice of all 
railroads, and I think of all steamship lines, when they compete with each other 
to agree upon a certain charge to be made by all routes for the same service, 
and let the shipper select his own route. That is generally called combination 
and it is assumed generally that this combination is made for the purpose of 
exacting unreasonable compensation. But this is not necessarily so 

Q. That is, as you say, generally called combination, and we hear, under the 
existing system of transportation, that competition is the natural regulator of 
fares and freights; and the natural protector of the interests of the public in 
that regard, Is not, then, the direct purpose of this association to prevent the! 
natural competition which is supposed to protect public interests? 

A. These associations can not control the natural and legitimate competition 
as I have already stated. 

Q. Right there, I wish you would make your explanation as clear and full as 
possible, 


LEGITIMATE COMPETITION DISTINGUISHED FROM RL 


A. We have to draw a line between legitimate competition, that is the life of 
trade, and competition that results simply in the ruin of the partiesthat are en 
gaged in the competition. The object of these associations, besides that of giv 
ing uniform tariffs, and arranging through tariffs for the whole country, is to 
I think the competition between railroads is 
Competition be 
tween private parties soon comes to an end when prices get so low that they 
can not carry on any business. A railroad company, however, can carry on 
competitive business for a long time at non-paying rates, and either not find it 
out, or else make the traflic for which there is no competition pay for the losses 
incurred in the competitive business. 

Q. Il suppose an instance of that is where they make up on local charges what 
they lose on the through charges? 

A. Yes. 


INOUS COMPETITION 


CHARGES ASSESSED ON THE VALUE OF SERVICE 


The proper plan is to assess the railroad charges in accordance with the value 
of the services rendered. Nobody should ask services for less than cost, The 
tendency of this railroad competition is, that by one road underbidding the other 
on the competitive business, the rates soon become so low that the business is 
worth nothing. They have often carried it,and sometimes carry it yet, at less 
than cost, and this is not to the advantage of the public. The public can always 
afford to pay reasonable rates for the service. It is not to the advantage of the 
public at large to do otherwise, because if you send all these railroad companies 
into bankruptey, and tlrus ruin the people (who are really the owners of the rail- 
roads), you ruin the credit of the country, and you ruin the industries that are 
dependent upon railroads, such as the iron industries and the other manufactur 
ing establishments which furnish supplies to the railroad; you also necessarily 
When railroads can not earn any money, the 
laborers employed on the roads have their wages reduced, or frequently lose 
their pay altogether. I may refer to the difficulties which arose in 1877, during 
and after a long railroad war, when so many of the employés rose and “* struck.”’ 
This was the result of low wages or reduced time of labor during the railroad 
wars, 

EFFECTS OF COMPETITIVE STRIFE BETWEEN RAILROADS, 

In fact it is hardly necessary to demonstrate that it is not to the interests of 
the people to have the railroad companies do work for less than cost; and this 
would be the inevitable result if they engage in competitive strife (as [ will call 
it to distinguish it from legitimate competition). The nature of the business is 
such that when one railroad underbids another in order to secure a little more 
business, as soon as the other finds out that it has been underbid, it has to un- 
derbid its rival still further, and so rates go down and down until as in 1881 
freight was carried from Chicago to New York, 1,000 miles, for 8 cents a hun- 
dred. This is a loss of from 8 to 12 cents a hundred in doing the mere work, not 
to say anything of interest on capital invested. 

Q. What is the actual cost? 

A. Anywhere from 16 to 40 cents—Chicago to New York. It depends upon 
what you countin the cost. The mere additional cash cost of moving 100 pounds 
of freight from Chicago to New York may be estimated at about 16 cents on 
grain. The average cost of all classes of freight, taking in general expenses, 
would be about 24 cents; and taking in interest it would be about 40 cents per 
100 pounds, I will have to explain this subject more particularly later on; but 
upon the lowest estimate the charge of 8 cents made in 1881 was about only one- 
half the actual outlay of money, not to say anything about investment. But, 
apart from the ruinous result to the railroad companies, these railroad wars are 
objectionable as far as public interest is concerned. During these wars each 
road makes its own tariff without any agreement with its competitors as to uni 
form rates. It may make changes from day to day in these rates, and the ship- 
pers do not know what the charges will be for twenty-four hoursto come. One 
man may have laid in his supplies at the regular tariff to-day and in a week 
from now the tariff is down to one-half of what it was then, and he is at very 
great disadvantage compared witl his neighbor who lays in his goods a little 
later. 

OBJECTS OF COMBINATION, 


Now, it is for the purpose of establishing uniform tariffs, and to maintain the 
same without great fluctuation, to prevent ruinous wars, and the bankruptcy 
of railroads which would necessarily follow, that these railroad associations are 
established; it being ‘their object to agree upon the proper tariff to be charged, 
and to have that tariff made known to the public, to prevent railroads from 
making reductions secretly in these rates, and to make charges alike for the 
same service, That is the object of these associations. And it is a very impor 
tant object; in fact, if fully obtained, we would have reached the solution of 
what is generally called the ‘railroad problem.’ In my opinion it is only upon 
this plan of association, now adopted by many railroad companies in this coun- 
try, that the evils of the transportation business heretofore experienced, and of 
which the people so much complain, can be remedied. 


PRUSSIAN SYSTEM~-STATE GOVERNMENT OF RAILROADS. 


In Europe, especially in Prussia, this object has been obtained by the purchase 
on the part of the government of all the railroads in the country. This puts 
them all under one control, and enables the government to make uniform tariffs 
and strictly maintain them. This plan, however, could not be followed in this 
country. 


AMERICAN SYSTEM-—SELF-GOVERNMENT OF RAILROADS. 


Here we must accomplish the same end by voluntary associations of roade 
under what may be called a self-government. Between the two modes of deal- 
ing with the railroad problem, I think the one adopted here is much more suit- 
able to the spirit of our people and the character of ourGovernment. I merely 
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rough rate, as high as it can be got (which is never very high), and in 
Reet can rather ee the local rates and properly adjust them to the 
through rates. The principle that is adopted by most railroads is, that when a 

roper, @ reasonable, and profitable through rate is established, they graduate 
Prete local rates by it. ‘ 

Q. What isthe relation between them? 

A. For example, the Pennsylvania Railroad would not charge more to a place 
fifty or one hundred miles th side of Chicago than to Chicago, and they might 
cha: lene—net, perhaps, in full proportion to the mileage, but to some extent 
so. "They would graduate the rates this side of Chicago on the Chicago rate 
But, when there is a war of rates—when they charge only 10 cents to Chicago, 
they can not reduce their local rate in proportion ; then rates to the local points 
are comparatively higher. That constitutes one of the greatest objections that 
people have to railroad tariffs when rates are comparatively so much lower to 
competitive points than to local points. This canall bedoneaway with. When 
the through rates are mainiained reasonably high, then they can adjust their 
local rates accordingly, and keep the loca! tariffs in line with the through tariffs 
so that there will be no unjust discrimination—so that a man twenty miles this 
side of Chicago will not have to pay more than a man at Chicago, which he 
would have to do in case of a railroad war. Ina properly regulated tariff that 
does not occur. That is the reason why through rates should be maintained. 
It protects the local shipper. It does not make so much difference to shippers 
what the absolute rates are ; the comparative rates are of more importance. 

GRANGER LAWS. 

The low rates at competitive points, compared with high rates at local points, 

ve rise, I think, some years ago to the granger legislation in portions of the 
Fost. In the State of Lllinois, for example, the roads were crossing each other 
at every ten ortwelve miles, and wherever two roads crossed they went into a 

t with each other, and put the rates down to almost nothing, while on each 
ie of the competing stations they kept them up; and that led toa great dis- 
satisfaction among the people, and justly so. The railroad managers have 
learned something by that experience, and are trying to keep up the through 
rates and adjust local rates in proportion. This unjust discrimination formerly 
practiced has now, inagreat measure, been done away with. That isoneof the 
advan of these associations, regulating the competitive tariffs. Whenever 
a tariff is fixed from one point—for example, from Chicago—those to other 
points are adjusted accordingly and kept in harmony with each other ; this pre- 
vents unjust discrimination. 


RELATION OF RATES ON LONG AND SHORT HAULS. 


Q. Are there instances where more is charged for the shorter haul than for 
the longer one? For instance, more charged for drawing freight from Phila- 
delphia to some point between Philadelphia and Chicago than from Philadel- 
phia to Chicago? 

A. No; they are not when through tariffs are maintained. But there are in- 
stances where a rate to an intermediate point may be higher than a rate fora 
longer distance. For instance, from here to New Orleans the rate may be 40 or 
50 cents per hundred pounds, and to Atlanta perhaps a dollar; but this is not 
unjust d mination, and does not operate against Atlanta. Points that are 
not on water courses have to pay more than points that are; that is in the nat- 
ure of things, and railroads, of course, have to conform to the settled state of 
affairs. lroads do sometimes engage in carrying business from here to New 
Orleans for 50 cents in order to compete with the steamship lines, while they 
charge a dollar or more to Atlanta, an intermediate point. 

Q. is your view of it? 
to the water routes? 

A. They will not do that, and it is better for the public that they should not. 
They keep the steamship lines in order. This sort of competition is constantly 
going on. 


Ought not these railroads to leave the business 


TENDENCY OF RAILROAD CHARGES TO A REDUCTION. 

Q. What has been the effect on the course of transportation charges since the 
organization of this association of yours? 

A. As I said before, all these railroad charges are entirely independent of 
these associations. Itcan be shown from the experience of these associations 
that the tendency of rates is to go down constantly if not arrested by them. 
When the Southern Railway Association was first formed the rate from New 
York to Atlanta was $1.60 on first-class goods. Now it is $1.25; and I think that 


in a very short time it will be $l. These rates are always regulated by other 
factors by the association. 


The association simply conforms to the condi- 
tions under w the rates must be made; but if you would go through these 
statistics you would find that the tendency of rates is constantly to be lowered. 
The rates, for example, to-day, on grain are much less than they were three or 
four years ago, but can never be as high again. 

* * * . * © * 
TOTAL ANNUAL RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF AMERICAN RAILROADS. 


The gross receipts of all the railroads in the country were then only $500,000,- 
000. Ofcourse, out of that about three or four hundred millions were paid out 
for working expenses. 

Q. Have you in your mind at present what the gross receipts are now ? 

A. Yes; year the receipts were about, in round figures, $700,000,000 
for both passenger and freight business. The freight receipts were about $500,- 
000,000 last year—that is, on the 112,000 miles of railroads which reported their 


t are the net receipts; have you any idea? 


. The net age ey were about $300,000,000, the gross receipts being about 
$700,000,000, The dividends and the interest on the bonds had to be pai 


out of 
about $300,000,000. 1 think the stockholders got about $00,000,000 of that. It is 
about 3 per cent. on the stock. 
Q. On the capitalization ? 


A. No; on the stock. And the bondholders get about 5 per cent. The whole 
— capitalization is $7,000,000,000, and about half of that is stock and half 


Q. You mean that there are $7,000,000,000 invested in railroads? 
A. Yes. Of which about half is represented by bonds and the other half is 


by stock. 
And the whole amount of dividend on the bonds is 5 per cent.? 
A. Yes; and on the stock 3 per cent. 
: * = 7 * - * * 
Q. The bond is the prior claim, and that is entitled to its interest, and if there 


j thee ned remaining of the net profits it is distributed in the form of a divi- 
to the stockholders ? 


A. Yes; and that dividend is 3 per cent. A great many roads do not pay any 
dividend, but the average dividend paid is about 3 per cent. on all the roads. 
He goes on to show the difference in the cost of railroads in this coun- 
try and in Europe. The average cost per mile of railroads in this coun- 
try, including the value of the rolling-stock, the whole equipment, is 
about $60,000 a inile. In England it is $200,000 a mile, and in the 
other European states it is $100,000 a mile. They have monumental 
stations, and the cost of the right of way is much greater than it is in 
this country. Including rolling-stock and all, in his estimates he makes 
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it about $60,000amile. The operating expenses of the railroads is about 
50 per cent. ofthe earnings. Mr. Fink says that if the railroads were 
destroyed to-day, just in the condition they are in now, they could not 
be restored for less than $60,000 a mile, including everythiug, the whole 
equipment. 

He also shows another fact which I shall state without troubling the 
Senate to listen te his lengthy statement He shows that the cost of 
railroad transportation in this country is 100 per cent. less than it is in 
any state in Europe. The cost of railroad transportation has been re 
duced in the last decade 100 per cent., and it is more to-day in England, 
Germany, and France by 100 per cent. than it is on our railroads in 
this country. For the laboring man there seems to be much sympathy 
everywhere, and I share it largely myself. There is not a workingman 
in this country who pays for the transportation of what he consumes 
and wears in an entire year more than what he gets for one day’s labor 
Mr. Fink takes up each item of cost in clothing and food, and he says that 
the cost of transportation from the West to New York does net reach 
$2 per annum on all the laborer consumes; so that the laborer gets the 
transportation of his clothing and his food for a whole year at the cost 
of one day’s work. He makes it that the laborer pays the railroad com 
pany $1.90 for cost of transportation, and he makes that for a day’s 
work. 

There is no item in the cost of what a workingman cansumes in this 
country which is as little as the railroad charges... It costs him more 
to get a barrel of flour from the depot at New York to where he con- 
sumes it than it does to ship it a thousand miles from Chicago to New 
York. Mr. Fink says there is no country in the world where the cost 
of shipping is as little by 100 per cent. as it is in this country. I do 
not mean what the railroad and the equipment that brings the barrel 
of flour will cost, but I mean what it cost him to bring his barrel of 
flour from where it is shipped to where he gets it. I have troubled th 
Senate by reading a great deal from the testimony of Mr. Fink, and 
now-"— 

Mr. BECK. 

Mr. PUGH. 
I wish to read, 

Mr. BECK. I have some of his testimony before me, and I may 
make some reference to it hereafter. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator will understand that I announced in the 
beginning that I am reading the testimony of a man who has been 
associated all his life with railroad management, and whose education 
is practical. Ours is theoretical, speculative. Whether we agree with 
him, or whether the information we have differs from what he gives 
here, I do not say anything upon. Whether his reasoning is sound or 
unsound I have nothing to say upon, because I do not know what to 
say, and I do not believe any other Senator does who is not familias 
with the practical operation of the railroad system. 

I wish to show something more to the Senate. I do not suppose 
that it is worth much, because Mr. Fink is a railroad man, but then I 
want to hear what they all have to say. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question be- 
fore he goes to another point? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. It is charged that the railroads carry a long haul---say 
from Chicago to New York—for less than they can afford, but they make 
it up by charging double and treble for a haul along the line. ‘That is 
the charge, whether it is true or not. The Senator himself examined 
the witness, I believe, at this point, and the question asked is this: 

Q. Could you tell what it probably is over the roads that are in your associ 


tion—which is most important to them, in other words 
the local business? 


The answer was: 


A. The local business is the most important. 
incident of the business of a road. 


Before the Senator passes from that point— 
I beg pardon; there is more of his testimony here that 


the through business or 


The through business is a mere 

If they are charging below cost for whatisa mere incident, and doubling 
and quadrupling whatis the main portion of the road’s business to make 
up for the long haul, is that just? That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Fink does not state that as a fact. He says that 
the tendency is where there is no organization to enforce their rules and 
their tariff, to make up what they lose on the through line by reason 
of competing roads by local charges along the line. He states further 
that all that can be remedied if their agreements for uniform tariffs to 
prevent that result could be enforced through the authority of the fed- 
eral Government. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to call attention to one other point. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to state first that Mr. Fink says the railroads of 
this country were all made to earry local freights. They are State roads. 
They have been made trunk-lines under the act of 1866 to carry through 
freight, interstate commerce, but the roads were built to carry local 
freights. There is where the inducement lies for investment—is the 
profit arising from local freight in the absence of competition such as 
exists between railroad and water lines from one point to another, like 
Chicago and New York. That is a perfectly indisputable fact. Itisa 
physical fact; and what is the use of ignoring its existence in legislating 
upon this subject and endeavoring to enforce an iron rule in this regard ? 

Mr. BECK. I would not trouble the Senator but for the fact that 
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I have studied this testimony very carefully, and the Senator himself 
conducted a good deal of the examination, and it was a very careful one 
on the part of the committee. There is one point on which I wish an 
explanation in connection with the bill. When the Senator from Ala- 
bama asked this witness whether railroad people were not constantly 
cheating and violating their agreements and making secret arrange- 
ments, the witness said: 

I know the object of your inquiry, It is one of the objects of the railroads in 
coming together to establish rates; but another object which they have in view, 
and a much more difficult oneto carry out, is to have all the railroads maintain 
the rate so established, The practice of railroad companies has been that after 
agreeing upon rates with other roads, one or more, or all of them, make lower 
rates secretly; and after a while it isfound out that every road has its own rate 
and every shipper has his own rate; so that one shipper does not know what 
the other shipper is paying, and the agreed tariffs are not maintained. Now, 
for the purpose of maintaining rates, there are certain means adopted by rail- 
roads which are the only means that can be adopted at present, or until the 
Government gives some help in the matter—and that is what is called the sys- 
tem of pooling. 

I know all about the condition of facts; and when Mr. Fink is asking 
that his authority shall be made legal, because he has no power now, 
and he wants to have it, over competing roads so as to enforce it, why 
is it not better that under a general system the authority of the United 
States should be brought to bear against such secret discriminations as 
were exhibited in the case of the Standard Oil Company? Why should 
not the rates be made public, so that there could be no cheating, as the 
bill proposes, and why should not honest competition be had, and men 
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punished if they do not compete fairly, as they profess to do, instead of | 


giving to Mr. Albert Fink or any other man, however able, the au- 
thority to enforce such regulations? That is what I desire to find out. 

Mr. PUGH. That is a repetition of the evils we all know are exist- 
ing broadcast everywhere, and they are the evils we are endeavoring to 
correct. I do not propose to correct them by giving all the power to 
Mr. Fink that he wants, and I do not propose to correct them by the 
enactment of iron statutory rules to be enforced alone by a court with- 
out any reference to local conditions, local facts, local relations, made 
exceptional by trade, by the unavoidable laws of supply and demand, 
the condition of business, and the condition of transportation—those 
natural lawsover which Congress has no control and the effects of which 
we can not avoid or regulate. I wanta system to have some reference 
to the existence of those local laws and to adapt the power to local con- 
ditions, local necessities, local evils, such as these of which the Senator 
from Kentucky complains. 

Mr. Fink says that while he agrees as to all the Senator states as to 
the fact heretofore, that condition of things is being greatly remedied 
and is disappearing largely, although it still exists, no doubt, to a very 
unjust and ruinous extent. 

Mr. BECK. One other question and then I am done. 
hard it is to be interrupted—— 

Mr. PUGH. Especially to a modest man like myself. 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. Does not Mr. Fink also say, and is it not the Senator’s 
own opinion, that the fact that the constitutions of States in some cases 
and in other cases the laws of States have created a commission ap- 
pointed by the States to give further information, has aided very much 
in making the evils less than they would have been ? 

Mr. PUGH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BECK. Would nota general law not defining what should be 
any State rate, but making a penalty, still further help to get clear of 
these troubles? I want to do exactly what the Senator does, I think. 

Mr. PUGH. That is exactly what I propose to discuss hereafter 
briefly. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon, I wish to hear it discussed. 

Mr. PUGH. It often comes out to be the fact that if a man had 
kept quiet, perhaps he would have been answered his question. 

Mr. BECK. I shall not interrupt the Senator any more. 

Mr. PUGH. I have no objection on earth to the interruption. I 
think I am about as familiar with this subject as any other Senator, 
but I plead ignorance. I claim no knowledge that I want in force asa 


I know how 


However, | 


statutory law. Iam inthedark. I want to getlight by experience and 
trial. 1 want te go into this field with caution and prudence and hesi- 


tation and get the surroundings from all the sources and suggestions I 
can treat as reliable; and when I inform myself in this particular I am 
prepared to act safely and wisely. I do not want to make a leap in 
the dark. I am just as anxious to correct these evils as the Senator 
from Kentucky or any other Senator. I will show why I think the 
Senate bill is a better one, while it is imperfect, than the bill which 
came from the House. I shall come to that and get through very briefly 
after I finish reading from Mr. Fink. I asked him this question: 


In pose judgment, how has the supervision of State boards of commissioners 
acted upon the railroad interests and the rates of transportation? That isa 
broad question, but I want to get your j ntas to the wisdom of 
ion of railroads by State boards of commissioners, so far as a judgment may 
be formed by experience of the operation of that control. 

The granger pressure in the West forced State laws to be passed, iron 
rules for the regulation of State freight. It was found that those laws 
could not be executed so as to be.a benefit to the shipper and to the 
road; and eo Iowa, Minnesota, and other Western States those 
rigid iron rules have been repealed and the whole thing modified and 
put under the control of commissions, which are working the whole sys- 
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tem judiciously, wisely, and safely. ‘To my question this was the an- 
swer: 

A. There are different commissions in the different States, with different 
powers, and I would have to speak, perhaps, separately of each. Asa rule the 
commissions are only advisory, and P think that is a most excellent featare and 
a very good thing to have these commissions, because you can explain to com- 
missioners a great many things that you can not explain to the people at large. 
It is desirable that the people should have some tribunal to which they could 
goand make complaints and get them investigated. They make their com- 
plaints to these commissioners, and the commissioners confer with the railroad 
companies. That is a very excellent plan; and if the commigsioners are the 
proper sort of men they will doa great deal of good. Thedefect of that system, 
however, is that its work can never reach very far beyond their own State. A 
great many of the railroad questions are national. Railroad operations are not 
confined within State lines; and these commissioners, having jurisdiction only 
within the State, their operations are very much limited and very much ham- 
pered, because most of the questions that arise are of broader scope. Still, when 
the commissioners are fair men they do a great deal of good. For example, the 
Massachusetts commission has done a great deal of good, and I think the New 
York commission is composed of good men. They have been getting along 
very well so far. 


Mr. COKE, 
question? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator if he thinks it possible that a single 
national commission can arrange, supervise, and look after the railroads 
covering this entire country from one end to the other as a State com- 
mission can a State system of railroads? 

Mr. PUGH. I have been pondering on that question, and I will 
make an answer to it before I conclude, in logical connection. The 
Senator only calls up the answer prematurely out of the arrangement 
of my argument. Howéver imperfectly I may answer it, I shail en- 
deavor hereafter to give the Senator the same answer that I would do 
now. I wish Mr. Fink to speak on the Reagan bill. I interroggted 
him on that matter, and he answered thus: 





Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask him a 


THE REAGAN RAILROAD BILL CRITICISED, 

Q. 1 suppose you have heard of the Reagan railroad bill? 

A. Yea. 

Q. I would be glad if you would give the committee the benefit of your criti- 
cisms on that bill; what you think would be the effect of it on railroad charges 
and prices of commodities. 

A. I think it is so ae a measure that it could not be carried out for 
one day. It is one of the most impracticable measures that has ever been pro- 
posed. Mr. REaGAn evidently does not understand the practical working of the 
transportation business. His intention and the principles upon which the bill 
is based are all right; there is no difference between us about that; but the car- 
rying out of these principles as he proposes is utterly impracticable. It would 
simply impede the whole transportation business ofthe country. The leading 
idea of his plan is that each railroad should make a fixed charge for the trans- 
portation of any commodity, and that should be the charge under any and all 
circwmstances. For =. if you were to carry lumber over the New York 
Central Railroad, from Buffalo to New York, and make a certain charge for it, 
that charge should be for all other lumber, no matter whereit came from. The 
effect of it would be that it would exclude the New York Central from compet- 
in: for business west of the terminus. When the lumber comes from other 
places than Buffalo, there are now made different rates from different shipping 
points, according to the distance and length of other competing roads from the 
same point of competition, 

Just as many competing points as there are, just so many different rates would 
there be from Buffalo, and the New York Central has to take a prorate of the 
total rate beyond that point. For example, lumber comes from Louisville and 

oes to New York. Now, according to the Reagan bill, the rate that the New 

york Central can charge for lumber coming from Louisville to New York would 
be the same as Jumber that comes from Buffalo. The Louisville route to New 
York is a great deal shorter via the Pennsylvania road than the New York Cen- 
tral route, and if the New York Central wants to do any of the Louisville bus- 
iness, it must carry it for the same total rate as the Pennsylvania Railroad, and 
this can only be at a less charge per ton per mile than it makes from Buffalo. 
If it does not make as low a rate as the Pennsylvania road, the Pennsylvania 
Railroad will carry all the lumber to New York, instead of the New York Cen- 
tral earrying a portion of it. 


Mr. GEORGE. Had Mr. Fink read the Reagan bill? 

Mr. PUGH. I presume he had. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does it contain that provision? 

Mr. PUGH. Thereis athroughcharge. It provides that thereshall 
not be any more charged for a local rate than for a through rate. I 
shall speak of the Reagan bill if the Senator will be patient. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, I will 
state that the testimony from which he has been reading was taken 
nearly two years ago. The Reagan bill has been under discussion in 
the other House for several years and has been changed from the shape 
it was then in. 

Mr. PUGH. The Reagan bill was in incubation for ten years, I am 
informed, and all the intellect of the country has been employed in 
making it perfect. The leading features of it to which Mr. Fink re- 
fers were the first incorporated in the bill. The changes that were 
made were made on the passage of the bill while it was up for consid- 
eration at this session. 

Mr. COKE. I speak of the bill as it came from the House, not as it 


wu, PUGH. Mr. Fink continues: 


THE RATES FOR LONGER AND SHORTER HAULS. 


Q. There is another feature in the bill which I desire to mention. It provides 
that = road shall charge more for the shorter haul than for the longer. 


é How would that operate? 

Iasked him. He answered: 

That is a very correct principle— 

Is it possible that this railroad man makes that admission? 
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7 correct many cases where i uld no 
ee pena ee eee the ——— "you rill ina 
that in this transportation business you can not a law that will apply uni- 
versally to all cases. There are so many exceptions that they would be more 
than the rule. 

Mr. KENNA. That proposition would exclude all law and all reg- 
ulation, either by commission or otherwise. 

Mr. PUGH. I suppose if there was any power anywhere to modify 
the law to suit this case that ought to be treated as an exceptional one, 
and the evil would be corrected in the case of the exception. 

Mr. KENNA. lIask the Senator to reread what he has read from 
Mr. Fink’s testimony, and to state whether under his proposition any 
form of law could be framed. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. Fink says explicitly there are cases where the 


} ceive more or less than specified in 


| 
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Section 7. Commission ofany act pro- 


| hibited punished by payment of three 


times the amount of damage to the 


| complainant, to be recovered in any 


State or Federal court having jurisdix 

tion; and if found by the court to have 
been willful, cost and lawyers’ fees al- 
lowed. Any such action made the sub 


| ject of equity jurisdiction for discovery 
| and relief, 


Section 8. Violation of act, misde- 
meanor, punished by fine of not more 


| than $2,000, 


principle, being generally correct, could not be applied, because every- 


body knows that in railroad transportation the exceptional cases are 
made up out of local facts, local conditions, local circumstances and 
relations on account of the laws of supply and demand, productions, 
and markets, the cost of transportation, the facilities for transportation, 
the competition between water ways and railways. All these local 
conditions make the cases exceptional from the general rule which Mr. 
Fink says should be met and supplied through the agency of an elastic 
commission. 

Mr. KENNA. Will my friend the Senator from Alabama object to 
reading again what he has just read in connection with what he now 
says? If he does‘so, he will find that no elasticity of any commission 
or any law can fit Mr. Fink’s proposition. 

Mr. PUGH. I will reread it. Mr. Fink says: 

But there are many cases where it could not be carried out advantageously to 
the people and the railroads, You will find that in this transportation business 
youwcan not sa law that will apply universally to all cases. 
many exceptions that they would be more than the rule 

I stand on that statement. 

Mr. KENNA. If there are so many exceptions that they would be 
more than the rule, will my friend inform the Senate how any rule 
operating either directly or through a commission can be made to con- 
trol the railroad system of the country ? 

Mr. PUGH. I propose to answer that question when I get more in- 
formation on the subject, and when I have more experience from the 
operation of a law, whatever it may be, through a commission or other- 
wise. When Iam more enlightened by experience and trial, I shall 
be able to answer that question for myself, and I think it would be 
more satisfactory to the Senator. 


Mr. KENNA. If Mr. Fink would do likewise, his proposition would 
be more satisfactory. 
Mr. PUGH. 


It seems to be the general belief that Mr. Fink is reg- 
ulating this thing. He is simply the witness upon the stand speaking 
of matters with which he is familiar, being a man of integrity, being 
a man of education, a man of large experience, trusted in the highest 
position to manage millions and to govern the great system of trans- 
portation all over the country with all of its complications. I say I 
wish to see what Mr. Fink has to say on that subject, and I wish to 
see if he can enlighten me when I come to frame a law in the dark, as 
Iam. I want light from some quarter, and I want to get some light 
from him or anybody else in discharging my great duty here as a Sen- 
ator in remedying the evils which we all admit to exist, but I do not 
want to do it by adopting a system that will multiply the evils and 
produce more mischief than it will regulate. 

We are now brought in full view of the provisions of each bill before 
the Senate and prepared for their more intelligent consideration. That 
there shall be no misunderstanding of the provisions and character of 
each bill, I have arranged a synopsis of them which is presented in 
parallel columns, as follows: 

REAGAN OR MOUSE BILL, 

Section 1. Unlawful directly, or in- 


CULLOM OR SENATE BILL. 


Section 3. To charge or receive 


There are so | 


directly, to charge or receive any 


or less rate oramountof freight | 


n is charged to or received from any 
other person for like and contempora- 
neous service. All charges for such 
services shall be reasonable. And any 


person who pays the required fare 
shall receive the same treatment and be 
ow ual facilities and accommo- 


— te accommodations may be pro- 

v > 

ion =. account of anor, ses i 
rm separate cars w ual ac- 

cninetitions and facilities at same 

charges not discrimination, Not more 


than 3 cents ar 
er. ilroad companies must 
urnish, without discrimination, the 


same facilities for carriage of freight 
with equal expedition. No. : 
stoppage, or interru allowed. 

Section 2. eauaes ane drawbacks 
prohibited. 


Section 3. Combinations or con- 
tracts to prevent continuous carri: 


unlawful. Pooling freights prohibited. | 
Section 4. No more to be charged for | 
short than hauls, | commission created, com 


Section 5. ight charges to be 
posted, and unlawful to charge or re- 


thout discrimination, but | 
There must be no discrimina- . 


No break, | 


morethan areasonable rate of compen- 
sation declared to be extortion and a 
misdemeanor. 

Section 4, To directly or indirectly, 
by any rebate, drawback, or other de- 
vice, charge or receive more from one 
person than another under substan- 
tially similar circumstances and condi- 
tions for contemporaneous service, or 
to neglect or refuse to furnish the same 
facilities for freight carriage to all per- 
sons under substantially similar cir- 


| cumstances, declared to be unjust dis- 


crimination and a misdemeanor. The 
misdemeanors of unjust discrimination 


, and extortion punished by fine of not 
mile to be charged any | 


more than $1,000. Any violation or ob- 

struction of the act a misdemeanor, 
unishable by fine of not more than 
1,000. 


Section 1. An interstate-commerce 
of nine 
members, with the powers and duties 


defined in the act. 


——— ae 


¥ wa. cab * 
a 3s lee 


LOSS 


1. They shall consider and inves! 
gate all the various questions relating 
to commerce between the States, es 
pecially in the matter of transporta 
tion, so far as may be necessary to the 
establishment of a just system of regu- 


lat ons 


Section 6, Complaint may be 


commission of 


madeto 
extortion or unjust dis 
crimination, which shall be forwarded 
by commission to railroad company 
and demand made to satisfy the com 
plaint or to answer the same in writi 
withina reasonable giventime. Ifrep 
aration be made and the complaint 
withdrawn, case to be dismissed. IL 
complaint not satistied in the time spec 
ified, nor answer made, or if either 
party demand a hearing, and there is 
reasonable ground for investigating 
complaint, the commission shall do so, 
and determine all questions of fact at 
issue, record its finding, and furnish a 
coy y to both parties. If the company 
is tound guilty of extortion or unjust 
rimination, as charged ,the commis 
sion shall notify the company to dis 
continue the practice forthwith, and to 
pay the complainant, within a reason 
able given time, the damages assessed 
by the commission. If the damages 
are paid and the practices discontinued, 
no other penalty inflicted. If thecom 
pany neglects or refuses to pay the dam 
ages and cease the practices, the com 
mission shall certify same with the 
facts to the district attorney, who shall, 
atthe request ofthe complainant, forth- 
with conmence proceedings to recover 
the damages and compe! compliance 
with the provisions of the act. 

Commission requived te call on rail 
road companies for annual reports, and 
if not made, or if the company 
neglect or refuse to answer any ques 
tion or to produce any book, paper, 
contract, or other document, or certi 
fled abstract thereof, deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor and fined not exceed 
ing $1,000 for each offense. 

In making investigations required 
by the act the commission shall have 
power to summon wiinesses, admin- 
ister oaths, and require the production 
of books, papers, contracts, or docu- 
ments, or certified abstracts thereof, 
relating to the matters under investi- 
gation and necessary for the informa- 
tion of the commission, 

The commission is authorized to re 
quire annual reports from all transpor 
tation companics, and to require spe 
cifie answers to all questions upon 
which the commission may need infor 
formation. The annual reports shall 
show in detail the amount of capital 
stock issued and the amounts paid 
therefor ; the dividends paid ; the num- 
ber of stockholders; the funded and 
floating debts, and the interest paid 
thereon ; the cost and value of the com- 
pany’s property, franchises, and equip 
ment, withacomplete description of the 
same; the nymber of employés and the 
salaries paid each class; the amounts 
expended for improvements each year, 
and how expended ; the monthly earn 
ings and receipts from each branch of 
business and from all sources; the 
monthly operating and other expen- 
ses; the balances of profit and loss, and 
a complete exhibit of the financial oper- 
ations of the company each year; and 
the reports shall also contain such in 
formation in relation to rates or regu- 
lations concerning fares or freighis, 
or agreements, arrangements, or con- 
tracts with other companies, as the 
commission may require. 

The commission shall report on or 
before December in each year to the 
Secretary of the Interior such informa- 
tion and data coilected as may be con- 
sidered of value in the determination 
of questions connected with the regu- 
lation of commerce between the States, 
with recommendationsasto additional 
legislation. ‘The reports of the com- 
mission shall embrace the subjects of 
establishing a system of both maximum 
and minimum charges for transporta- 
tion; and for the preservation of free 
competition within the limits so fixed ; 
for the prohibition of discriminations 
of any kind whatever, either in favor 
of or against cities, towns, or other lo- 
calities, whether the same be compet- 
ing or non-competing points, and for 
applying ihe same principle to trans 
portation for individuals, firms, asso- 
ciations, or corporations in all matters 


1g 


aisc 


shall 





relating tocommerce among the States; 
for the preservation and enforcement 
of the right of shippers to select the 
lines and parts of lines over which their 
shipments shall pass, to the end that 
said commerce may avail itself of the 
all-rail or part rail and rt water 
routes ; for the prevention of such pool- 
ing arrangements and agreements to 
refrain from just competition as may 
tend to impose unreasonable burdens 
upon said commerce, and for the pro- 
tection of said commerce against unjust 
exactions based on a class of securities 
known as “ watered stock ;"’ the com- 

mission to be governed in its examina- 
| tions by such rules of action as will be 
fair, just,and equitable toward all in- 
| terests involved in commerce among 
| the States. 

It shall be unlawful for any transpor- 
“tation company to enter into any com- 
| bination, contract, or agreeme nt, ex- 
pressed or implied, to prevent, by 
change of time schedule, carriage m 
different cars, or by other means or de- 
| vices the carriage of the interstate 

| freight from being continuous, whether 
| carried on one or several railroads. 
| And no break of bulk, stoppage, or in- 
| terruption shall prevent the carriage of 
| such freight from being continuous un- 

less made in good faith for some neces- 

sary purpose without intent to evade 
| any of the provisions of this act. 





No Senator has more respect for the ability, honesty, and earnest 
devotion to public duty of the distinguished author of the House bill 
than myself, but I feel constrained to oppose the bill which has asso- 
ciated his name forever with Congressional legislation on fMmterstate 
commerce and railroad transportation. 

In the evils denounced, and the wrongs that ought to be remedied, I 
challenge the specification of any material substantial difference be- 
tween the Reagan, or House bill, and the Cullom or Senate bill. If 
there is any difference in their scope and in their specification of the 
wrongs to be remedied, it is manifestly in favor of the Senate bill. It 
is wider in its range and a far more comprehensive, effective, operative, 
capable, expeditious, and inexpensive agency than that provided in the 
Reagan bill. Take the two bills section by section, and you will not 
find in the House bill a single wrong denounced that is not specifically 
and unmistakably condemned and prohibited in the Senate bill. The 
only real practical difference between the two bills is in the machinery 
organized to make the prevention of the wrongs most adequate, certain, 
and complete. 

Mr. COKE. May I ask the Senator whether there is any provision 
in the Senate bill against pooling ? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COKE. I have not seen it. 

Mr PUGH. You have not scrutinized it. You read it through 
glasses that were not well rubbed. You will find there that pooling 
and drawbacks are all condemned in the most unmistakable manner. 
It isimpossible to exclude them from the meaning of the words employed 
in the Senate bill. 

The Reagan bill leaps in the dark, because the men who favored it 
had no experience upon which they could makealaw. All their knowl- 
edge was speculative, theoretical, as to the effect of any law on this sub- 
ject. The Reagan bill leaps in the dark, and engages the State and 
Federal courts primarily in a struggle with railroad corporations as 
public enemies to be subjected to regulation by the force of general, 
prohibitory, penal, and criminal statutes, without any regard to differ- 
ences or changes in the conditions, relations, or surroundings of the 
twelve hundred railroads running all over thirty-eight States a distance 
of 125,000 miles. There is no power anywhere in the bill to 
modify y, relax, or vary in any way the operation of rigid, inflexible 
statutes, so as ‘to meet inevitable and unavoidable results that are being 
constantly produced by the natural laws of supply and demand, vary- 
ing conditions of trade and productions, and other elements that busi- 
ness principles require to be considered in the wise adjustment of such 
a far-reaching and complicated system of interstate transportation 

It prohibits all roads under all circumstances and conditions from 
charging any more in any case for a short than a long haul of freight. 
It may be that the road is making a long haul between remote points 
in competition with water ways at a rate below the cost of transporta- 

- tion, or below what the common law would enforce as a reasonable rate, 
and yet no more can be ¢ for the short haul where there is no 
competition, although the charge made for the short haul is reasonable. 
Without regard to the principles of the common law of which it is ‘‘a 
codification ’’ asstated by my friend the Senator from Texas [ Mr. CokE], 
the price for the short haul can in no ease, whether reasonable or 
be more than for the long haul. And again, whether the for the 
long haul is reasonable or not for the short haul, the short may be 
compelled to pay as much as the long haul. The section allowing as 
much for short as long hauls is inconsistent and irreconcilable with the 
provision that the freight rates shall be reasonable. 

Then, again, the bill provides that the posted schedule rates shall be 
fixed and unalterable, except on five days’ notice and the posting of new 
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schedules, and that while the posted rates are operativ eno more nor less 
shall be charged for freight than the schedule price. It may be that 
the maximum and minimum schedule rates on some roads may become 
unreasonable—too much or too little; and yet the schedule rates may 
stand in thediscretion of the corporation untilaltered on five days’ notice 
and new schedules posted. There is nothipz in the bill making it com- 
pulsory on the corporation to give the five «‘ays’ notice and post new 
schedules, and it is not likely that any change will be made in the rates 
where the maximum and minimum charges are too high under changed 
conditions and circumstances. What power has Congress to prohibit a 
common carrier and to make it a penalty and a criminal offense for a 
common carrier to charge less for all freight hauled by him under sim- 
ilar circumstances than the minimum rate in the schedule? The power 
of Congress to limit maximum rates ig doubted, and where is our author- 
ity under the Constitution to prohibit and make unlawful and criminal 
a contract of the carrier with all the shippers to haul their freight at 
less rates than the schedule rates while the schedule rates are operative ? 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. PUGH. Under the rules of the Senate the Senator can get the 
floor when he pleases and occupy as much time as he pleases. 

Mr. COKE. I simply want to make one statement. I stated just 
now that there was no prohibition in the Senate bill upon pooling. The 
Senator from Alabama says there is. I now say-after a close examina- 
tion of the bill that there is not, and that the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PUGH. Now we will let Senators read the two bills and an- 
swer that question for themselves. I say that the language of the Sen- 
ate bill clearly includes pooling, drawbacks, and everything resulting 
in unjust discrimination and unequal rates and charges. Is pooling or 
is a drawback an unjust discrimination? Itisthe very essence of pool- 
ing; it is the very object of drawback. If it is not unjust discrimina- 
tion, if it is not unequal rates, if it is not charging one shipper more 
than another, all of which is prohibited in the Senate bill and made a 
misdemeanor subject to a fine of not less than $1,000, * am very much 
mistaken. 

And, again, the bill clearly recognizes the power of Congress to pro- 
hibit and punish railroad corporations for discriminating between pas- 
sengers on account of race or color; and while it provides that furnish- 
ing separate and equal facilities ‘and accommodations for passengers 
shall not be considered such discrimination, yet the recognition of the 
power to make laws to prevent discrimination on account of race or 
color stands conspicuously admitted. Under what clause of the Con- 
stitution is the power granted to Congress to legislate in any way for 
any purpose as to the race or color of the passengers? fs the power 
embraced in the grant to regulate commerce between the States? What 
has the race or color of passengers to do with interstate commerce or 
transportation? The common law secures to every passenger who pays 
the same fare the right to equal facilities and accommodations. 

But there is nothing in the common law which requires that passen- 
gers of different races and colors shall ride together in the same car. Is 
the powerderived from the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution? 
The Supreme Court of the United States has decided in the memorable 
civil-rights cases that ‘‘the fourteenth amendment is prohibitory in its 
character, and prohibitory upon theStates.’’ It declares that ‘‘no State 
shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or im- 
munities of citizens of the United States.’’ The Supreme Court says : 
“It is State action of a particular character that is prohibited. Indi- 
vidual invasion (or invasion by a corporation) of individual rights is 
not the subject-matter of the amendment.’’ ‘Congress is invested 
with power to enforce the prohibition—to adopt appropriate legislation 
for correcting the effects of such prohibited State laws ’’ (not railroad 
acts ng the two races and giving them equal accommodations in 
different a ‘This is the legislative power conferred. upon Con- 
gress, and this is the whole of it.’’ The Reagan bill is an enlargement 
of the power of as limited by the decision of the Supreme Court, 
and to that extent ee Sas and mischievous. 

The bill is also clearly inconsistent with i in requiring that no 
SN ee oo a a 

whole passenger freight y answ' 8 
question in every case, What is a reasonable rate? Ts it possible that a 
rate that is reasonable in one case is reasonable in all cases, whatever 
may be the diference in supply and demand, productions and trade, 
, and other elements entering more or less 
case ought to 
decided by a 
Sieeual’ dee bes tin, peer wer to discover and apply the facts so as to 
do justice according to the common law arising on the facts in each 
case. 


I am now brought to a brief consideration of the Cullom or Senate 


bill. I do not claim that this bill is No doubt time and trial 
would show many imperfections. It will take time and trial and 
intelligent experience to crystallize a wise, safe, efficient system of 
railway interstate ion. 

Everything we can do now is ex ental. The Senate bill goes 


being in an experiment Itis safer to experiment 
with a commission having elastic and flexible ee 
in every case, and examine conditions, relations, and surroundings, to 

learn if there is anything exceptional that ought to qualify the appli- 
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cation of common-law principles or the rules of equity. The Senate 
bill has been called a sham and a pretext to delay action and mislead 
the people. I deny it, and call for the proof. I am answered with 
speculation and declamatiqn as to what is to be its operation. The 
commission is to be composed of men selected by a Democratic Presi- 
dent and a Republican Senate, and the board will be as well qualified 
and as incorruptible as the judges of our highest courts. It will have 
power to explore the whole field and gather all the information so much 
needed by Congress to enable it to deal with this difficult and dan- 

us problem with its eyes open and in full view of information in- 

ispensable to wise, safe, and eflicient legislation. 

Shall we try the comparatively more expeditious, less expensive, | 
more practicable, and less dangerous agency of a commission, with its | 

of adaptation to local or special or qualifying facts and condi- 
tions, to afford relief in each case and improve the general system of | 
transportation, or will we take the House bill and drive complainants | 
into courts with inflexible jurisdiction to enforce inflexible statutes on | 
subjects full of unavoidable changes and variety? In my humble judg- | 
ment the House bill is incapable of beneficial execution. And when 
the evils attending an effort to enforce it are made manifest the rail- | 
road corporations will have verified their predictions that Congress 
would prove incapable of framing wise and safe laws for the regulation | 
of interstate transportation. By resorting to extreme and impractica- | 
ble measures to satisfy the necessity for some remedial legislation we 
may increase popular discontent by the failure of our remedies and | 
leave railroad corporations to manage their affairs as common carriers 
in their own way restrained only by self-interest and the fear of mob 
violence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLey in the chair). The 

ding question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 
entucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty-four minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to reconsider the vote agreeing to the motion 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 27 





| stead settlement of certain lands in the Indian Territory. 


~é, DAYS | 
27; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 
Bayard, Dolph, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Beck, Garland, Jonas Pugh, 
Butler, George, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Call, Gibson, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Cameronof Pa., Groome, Lamar, Vance, | 
Cockrell, Hampton, McPherson, Vest. 
Colquitt, Harris, Manderson, | 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Palmer, | 
Bowen, Frye, Mahone, Pike, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Maxey, Platt, | 
Coke, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Riddieberger, | 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, } 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Wilson. 
Dawes, . Lapham, Morrill 
ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Farley, Mitchell; Van Wyck, 
Biair, Gorman, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Brown, Hale, Sabin, Walker, } 
Camden, te Sawyer, Williams. 
Chace, ngalis, Sewell, 
Fair, gan, Slater 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The question recurring on agreeing to the motion of Mr. CULLOM to | 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to adjourn until Mon- | 
day next, the yeas were 26, and the nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—26. 
Allison, Edmunds, MeMillan, Pike, 
Bowen, Frye, Mahone, Platt, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Maxey, Riddleberger, 
Coke, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Conger, oar, Morgan, Wilson. 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, 
Dawes, Lapham, Palmer, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jonas, Pugh, 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Beck, George, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gibson, Lamar, Vance, 
Call, Groome, McPherson, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., ee. Manderson, 
Cockrell, Miller of N. Y., 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pendleton,, 
ABSENT—21. 
Blair, ‘ Gorman, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Brown, le, Sabin, Walker, 
Camden, Hill, Sawyer, Williams. 
Chace, Ingalls, Sewell, 
Pair, Logan, Slater, 
Farley, Mitehell, Van Wyck, 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 





Mr. BUTLER. Now I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 30, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by Hon. J. 


| B. CLARK, Jr., Clerk of the House, who said: TheSpeaker being absent 
| it is the duty of the Clerk to call the House to order. 


A communica- 
tion from the Speaker will be read. 
The Clerk read as follovvs: 
SpPRAKER's Room, House or REPRESENTATIVES 
Washingion, January 30, 1885 


| Hon. J. B. Cuark, Clerk of the House 


I hereby designate Hon. J.C.S. BLACKBURN to preside as Speaker pro tempore 

of the House during this legislative day 
J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 

Mr. BLACKBURN then took the chair as Speaker pro tempore; and 
after prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun 8S. Linpsay, D. D., the Journal 
of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChair asks permission of the House 
to submit several executive communications. 

There was no objection. 

CONGO CONFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read 
To the House of Representatives: 

In response to the resolution of the House of Representatives of the 5th of 
January, 1885, calling for information as to the Congo conference at Berlin, I 
transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State of the 28th instant in rela- 
tion to the subject. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 29, 1885. 


Mr. BELMONT. I move that this message, with the accompanying 


| documents, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered 


to be printed. 
The motion of Mr. BELMONT was agreed to. 
; RETURN OF A BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives 
In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives (which was 


| concurred in by the Senate) of January 28, 1885, | return herewith the biil (H.R. 


1017) relative to the Lospector-General’s Department of the Army. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 29, 1885. 
HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
. . 2 “ar . . 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a communication of the 27th instant, with inclosures, from 
the Secretary of the Interior, in relation to objections on the part of the Creek 
Nation of Indians to pending legislation providing for the opening up to home- 


The matter is pre- 
sented to the consideration of Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 29, 1885. 


SINKING OF THE STEAMER TALLAPOOSA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, in response to a resolution of the House of 


January 29, 1885, making inquiry’concerning the recent collision of the 
United States steamcr Tallapoosa. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask that this communication be read. 

Mr. BEACH. Does that require unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the privilege of any member to 
have the communication read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the following: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 30, 1885. 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution, introduced 
by Mr. G. D, W188 and adopted by the House January 29, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to report to this 
House, at the earliest possible date, the order or orders under which the United 
States steamer Tallapoosa was cruising at the time she was sunk by a collision 
with another vessel, at what date she left the city of Washington, and the sevy- 
eral ports at which she entered or places visited up to the time of said colligion, 
and what was her destination; also a list of the officers, crew, and passengers on 
said vessel, and what special duties, if any, were assigned to said officers and 
crew. 

The Tallapoosa left Washington July 15, 1884, on her customary freighting 
cruise to the navy-yards and stations, under orders to proceed “ to Norfolk, New 
York, Newport, and Portsmouth, N. H., receiving and discharging such freight 
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as may be placed on board for the several stations mentioned.” . She arrived at 
Norfolk July 16 and at New York the 17th. On the 19th she left New York and 
reached the torpedo station at Newport the nextday. While in Narraganset 
Bay she went to Bristol to inspect the works of the Herreshoff Manufacturing 
Company and to witness the trials of the steam-yacht Yosemite over the meas- 
ured mile established by this Department between Bristol and Newport. On 
the 23d she went to the Fish Commission station at Wood's Holl, and on the 
24th reached Portsmouth, where was assembled the North Atlantic squadron, 
and from which port, while awaiting the arrival of the Greely relief ships, she 
went down the coast of Maine and returned, touching at Bar Harbor. After 
the Greely reception ceremonies of August 1 and 4 she went, on the 5th, to 
Gloucester, Mass,., and returned to Portsmouth. I joined the Tallapoosa at 
New York, August 19, with my family, and left her at Portsmouth after the 
Greely reception. 

At Portsmouth the Tall Apoossa took freight on board, consisting principally of 
18,864 pounds of copper and 17,275 pounds of lead for Washington, and on Au- 
gust 18, without special orders from the Department, sailed for Boston, arriving 
the next day, and there taking on board compasses ‘and other nautical instru- 
ments valued at $2,488, for Washington, a quantity of lumber and cordage for the 
training station at Newport, and a large amount of cordage valued at $11,931.62 
for New York, she left Boston August 21, her immediate destination being 
Newport, and in the evening of that day was sunk in Vineyard Sound by col- 
lision with the schooner James 8, Lowell. She has been raised and taken to the 
New York navy-yard, where she is now undergoing repairs. 

A list of the officers and crew on the vessel at the time she sunk is hereto an- 
nexed, There were no passengers, It isnot known thatany special or unusual 
duties were assigned to said officers and crew. 

As full details of all events transpiring upon or in connection with the Talla- 
poosa during the foregoing period as the House may deem it wise to seek it 
will give me pleasure to narrate, 

Occasion is taken in this communication to state the service in which the Tal- 
Japoosa has been usually engaged. She is an unarmed side-wheel steamer, 
which has been ordinarily used for the transportation of freight between the 
navy-yards and of seamen recruits to vessels and stations, which work it is es- 
sential that some ship owned by the Government shall do. Having a large up- 
per saloon and hurricane deck, she is wel! adapted not only for her transporta- 
tion business, but also to take part in naval ceremonials in which any public 
officials may be called upon to participate, or to enable the Secretary of the 
Navy to visit the naval stations and vessels, or the President to inspect the ships 
or squadrons. She has therefore been appropriately used whenever needed for 
these purposes, I may be allowed to say that,in my judgment,such visits, 
whether by the Secretary or President, or both, are always productive of good, 
tending as they do to arouse among officers and seamen increased interest in 
their work and to improve and elevate the character of the naval service. The 
Secretary of the Navy, taken from civil life as he must be, can make no wiser 
disposition 7 a portion of his time than in visiting the officers, seamen, and 
ships of the Navy when at sea. In no other way can he come to fully under- 
stand the character of the establishment with which he has to deal nd ts fully 
qualify himself for the peculiar duty he has to perform. My only regret is that 
1 have not been able during my brief period of service to see more than I have 
of the excellent work which has been done by the North Atlantic squadron dur- 
ing the last three years, with which the country may well be satisfied, and from 
which there may have been developed just such capacity and confidence as that 
which made so successful the Greely relief expedition. My efforts in the ad- 
ministration of the Navy Department, whether wisely or unwisely directed, 
bave been largely influenced by facts learned and opinions formed as the result 
of observations of the ships in actual service afloat. 

The Despatch and Tallapoosa, while reasonably serving the purposes indi- 
cated, are not the most suitable vessels, and should be replaced by other and better 
ships whenever the reconstruction of the Navy in accordance with modern re- 
quirements has sufficiently progressed. The practice of other naval powers may 
afford a proper guide to our actions. Al) maintain asa part of their navy not 
only transports, dispatch steamers, and tenders, but also vessels used by high 
naval officers and government officials on inspections and reviews of ships and 
squadrons. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. EF. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


LIST OF OFFICERS AND CREW ON TALLAPOOSA AUGUST 21, 1884, WHEN SUNK. 
Officers. 


J.F. Merry, lieutenant-commander; W. Hf. Everett, lieutenant; F. E. Beatty, 
lieutenant; W. B. Wattteloew, ensign; J. M. Baxter, mate; L. B. Gallagher, 
mate; Hugh Kuhl, mate; EB Black, passed assistant surgeon; O. C. Tiffany, 
passed assistant Scasiene N. P, Towne, passed assistant engineer; James 
te. jr., pay clerk ; Leonard Hanscom, carpenter; also Paymaster John F. 

arbell. 

Crew. 


Joseph Arnold, William A. Brooks, Julien G. Baker, Charles E. Brown, John 
W. Brown, Thomas Brooks, William R. Burke, Moses G. Berry, James E. Booth, 
Moses H. Baker, Smith Berry, Albert Byer, John C. Conway, William H. Chris- 
tian, Charles G. Carlson, John Carter, Charles H. Cootes, Timothy Campbell, 
Thomas Condon, George E. Dodge, John F. Dugan, William Dimming, Clarence 
D. Drodenburg, Peter Duffy, Robert H. Dickinson, William E. Denmore, Joshua 
Davis, James Darcy, Edwin Delph, James Dulhanty, Patrick E , Dennis Fo- 
ley, John Fowler, Charles F. Fugitt, Geo A. Foster, Chactes r. David Her- 
rington, John Hughes, Thomas Herbe rt. Thomas Howell, Aloupaher Hutton, 
Daniel W. Hickman, Benson ae s, Andrew H. Holm, Gustave Haldt. 
John Jones, Jacob Jacobson, Rich . Johnson, William E. Jones, William 
Johnson, James F, Kell oThomes BK Kramer, William G. Kidd, John J, C. Koch, 
Patrick H. Kane, John Kinne, Geo Hi. Lee, ne Lewis, Daniel Lane. 
Andrew A. Lund, James Leiford, John J. Leonard, W. Jacob Lew, Thomas 
Murphy, John McDermott, Frank McMurray, John W. Magee, William Middle- 
ton, Daniel McCarthy, Patrick <= James McCann, Jacob Miller, Jules Mc- 
Lean, Felix McKursion, Michael O'Neil, Timothy O'Reilly, Peter Ostersen, Au- 
gust Ohmsen, William O’Donnell, Patrick O° Brien, Arthur O’Brien, Joseph 
Padmore, M 1 Parker, John H. Palmer, James H. Richmond, Horace Riley, 
William J. Redimaker, William E. Rockett, George Rees, Frank Sherman, Fred- 
crick Scharff, James O. Smallwood, —_ Staub, at Shanklin, Alex- 
ander H. Sewell, Frank Small, Her Hen K. Steiver, C Charles F. Scott, Patrick 


Sweeney, Ed 
eorge Tinker John St 


livan, Peter at y John ce Ta a 4 8. saree. 
— Oo 


Clarence D. Ti tts, Daniel 


iam J. Turner, Samuel W. Wells, sone Williams Williams, 
ee Andrew White, Charles W ‘HiemeO Come Ww Westerholm, Henry H. 
alker 


Before the reading was concluded, 
Mr. REED, of Maine. If that can be printed in the Recorp it will 


answer. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I object to its being printed in the Rrc- 


ORD. It will be printed in the ordinary way. 
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Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Iobject. It is very good reading, 
and I should like to hear it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It will not take long. 

Mr. MILLS. I would like to inquire of the Speaker whether it is too 
late to object to the laying of those things before the House by unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked unanimous consent 
to present these executive communications to the House and no objec- 
tion was made. The gentleman from Maine asked for the reading of 
this communication from the Secretary of the Navy in reference to the 
Tallapoosa. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that we all want to see this 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, and I hope there will 
be no objection to it being printed in the Recorp. It is a matter 
attracting general attention. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. I withdraw the objection I made. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will withdraw my objection in order to 
save time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the letter of the 
Secretary being printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. RANDALL. What is it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is to have printed in the 
RECORD a communication from the Secretary of the Navy in reference 
to the sinking of the Tallapoosa. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The letter was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SCAJACANADA CREEK, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimeus consent, also laid before 
the House a letter from.the Secretary of War transmitting a report 
from the Chief of Engineers of survey and preliminary examination of 

sajacanada Creek, at Buffalo, N. Y.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, FORT WAYNE, IND. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a letter 
from the Supervising Architect, and recommending an increase in the 
limit of cost of the public building at Fort Wayne, Ind.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


HAMPTON INSTITUTE, VIRGINIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of the Interior of the reappropriation from certain unexpended balances 
for the Hampton Institute, Virginia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RANCHO DE TAOS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, also laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting trac- 
ing of private land claim 109 of Rancho de Taos, Territory of New Mex- 
ico, Francisco de Antonio de Gijosa, claimant; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


SANTISSIMA TRINIDAD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, also laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a tracing 
of the Santissima Trinidad, or Rancho de Galvan, private land claim 
No. 123, New Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 


The SPEAKER pro re, by unanimous consent, also laid before 
the House a letter from resident of the Columbia Institution for 
the Deaf and Dumb, submitting a report of receipts and disbursements 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Colambia, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
CXBLS: 
Mr. VALENTINE, for one week, on account of important business. 
Mr. McCorMIck, for to-day, on account of sickness. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 
On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Appropriations was discharged from the further consideration of the 


message of the President, with accompanying papers, relating to th- 
French spoliation claims; and the same was referred to the Committee 


on Foreign Affairs. 
' WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. MILLS. I am instructed unanimously by the Committee on 
bills othet than to ask that a ee) ener for the disposition of 


a eae The Clerk will read the resolution 
1 ask for objection. : 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, the 7th day of February next, after the reading of the 
Journal be set apart for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee on 
Ways and Means, except general revenue bills and bills relating to treaties. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a privileged question, Mr. Speaker, in be- 
half of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Hirr}, who is detained from 
the House by illness. He is recorded as having voted in the negative 
on the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. H EWITT] to go 
to the business upon the Speaker’s table for the purpose of taking up 
the Mexican treaty bill. Mr. Hrrr was absent from the House and 
paired, and therefore his vote in the negative should be erased. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made accordingly. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolu- 
tion as a matter of mere clerkly convenience. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Clerk of the House be directed to have taken from the files 
of the House all petitions and other papers in reference to the French spolia- 
tion claims and send the same to the Court of Claims, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Does any committee report that resolution? 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is suggested by the Clerk of the House 
as a matter of convenience. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Clerk of the House stated that 
these papers were in an insecure condition, in no one’s custody, and 
open to the inspection of everybody. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Has any committee reported it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No committee has acted on it. Is there 
objection to the introduction of the resolution ? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Appropriations, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be so noted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order of business. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KEIFER. On Wednesday last my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 
PAIGE] offered a preamble, with a resolution attached, relating to the 
seat of my late colleague, Mr. RonInson, of Ohio. That preamble re- 
cited that Mr. Roprxson, late a member of this House, had been elected 
to the office of secretary of state of Ohio, and had entered upon the 
duties of that position. 

Thepreamble also recited that Mr. RoBINSON was borne upon the rolls 
of this House as a member, and the resolution, which was adopted by 
the House, directed the Committee on Elections to inquire into the re- 
lations of Mr. RoBrnson tothe House. Now, I desire to have read, sir, 
from the Clerk’s desk the following telegram relating to this subject. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I rise to a question of order. I would like to 
have it stated by the Chair by what authority this question comes be- 
fore the House at this time as a matter of privilege after having been 
presented and referred to the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER one gota The gentleman from Ohio rose without 
having previously noti the Chair of his object, and stated that he 
rose to a question of privilege, which the Chair presumes the gentleman 
—— to it to the House. : 

r. CO I make the point of order that the gentleman has 
not stated any subject or question of privilege. The subject to which 
he referred is a subject which has been referred to the Committee on 
Elections of this House. It is not a question of privilege, therefore, as 
far as that question is concerned, because it has passed heyond the con- 
trol of the House, for the present at least. 

Mr. KEIFER. The House, Mr. Speaker, is the only avenue through 
which I can get a matter referred to the committee. I have, therefore, 
2 i it before the House in this form in order to reach the committee 
at all. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I object, unless the gentleman will state his ques- 
tion of privilege and have it ruled on by the Chair, to the reading ot 


Se ee peertens to hove mend. 
-ER pro tempore. The Chair does not know and can not 


know what is the of the gentleman from Ohio, who states that 
he rises to a q of privilege. The Chair supposes the gentleman 
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desires to submit some resolution or other matter which he proposes to 
refer to the committee to which the subject referred to has already gone 
by the previous order of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. This, I will state, relates to a question of the highest 
privilege. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I submit that the gentleman should state his 
question of privilege before he can have the right to occupy the floor in 
debate or with the reading of any paper. There is nothing before the 
Howse which indicates that the gentleman has any such right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has made 
no motion in reference to the matter. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have stated that the subject-matter was with ref 
erence to the right of a member toa seat in this House. I am vow 
proceeding to have a telegram read which I desire and expect to have 
referred to the Committee on Elections. This telegram relates to the 
subject-matter which is of the highest privilege. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I shall object to the reading of it until we ungr- 
stand what the question of privilege is. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the Speaker will have the telegram returned to 
me I will read it as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I object to the gentleman’s proceeding in that 
manner until it has first been determined to be a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has had no opportunity, 
either from an examination of the paper referred to by the gentleman 
from Ohio or from any remarks which he has submitted to determine 
whether the gentleman raises a question of privilege or not. The gen 
tleman will read or send the paper to the desk to be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I object to the reading of any paper until it be 
shown that there is a question of privilege presented. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will make that perfectiy clear to the satisfaction 
of the Chair and to the HTouseas soon as I shall have read this telegram. 
That resolution to which I have referred was introduced, as I have 
said, with a preamble and was adopted, referring the matter of the 
right of the seat of my late colleague, Mr. RoBinson, to the Commit- 
tee on Elections. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Iobject tothe gentleman proceeding in this way. 
By what right does the gentleman proceed to make an argument’? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio on the left 
claims that he raises a question of privilege, and the Chair presumes 
that he is about to state it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I know gentlemen are very sensitive, but I am pro- 
ceeding to show why I have the right to have this telegram read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair does not think the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has the right to call up here for debate a matter 
which has been already passed upon by the House, even though it in- 
volves a question of the highest privilege. The subject has gone into 
the hands of a committee of the House and that committee has not as 
yet made a report upon it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no right whatever to go before the committee 
with the matter. If I had an ordinary petition, or anything that states 
a fact, a paper reciting the resignation, if you please, of a member, | 
must submit it through the House. I am not intending to debate or 
argue the subject, but simply to have this question referred to the com- 
mittee, which will settle the whole question as a matter of fact. In 
order that they may intelligently act upon it I desire to submit this 
paper. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio on the right 
of the Chair objects to the gentleman on the left proceeding to debate 
the question. 

Mr: KEIFER. I was only going to ask the Clerk to read the tele- 
gram which I desire to have referred to the committee. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman says he wants to reter this 
matter to the committee. Why does he not put it in that box? le 
says he can not reach the committee. He can reach the committce 
through the petition-box, but he has no right to read his petition. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Ifitisa petition it can go through the petition-box. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman has the right, of course, 
to send any petition he chooses toa committee through the petition- box 
under the rules of the House, but the Chair does not understand the 
gentleman to present a petition. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is a telegram from an officer I think connected 
with the state department of Ohio. It is directed to me and reads as 
follows: 

Members of Congress are State officers—— 


Mr. CONVERSE. I insist upon the objection I have made that the 
— can not read this paper until he recites his question of privi- 
ege. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the Chair to decide that I might pro- 
ceed to read it myself or send it to the Clerk to be read. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Let the gentleman state his question of ‘privi- 
ege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the Chair 
would have permitted the reading of the paper. The Chair did not 
know whether it was matter competent to be sent to the committee in 
the shape of evidence. 
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Mr. KEIFER. I will read the telegram and then the Chair will be 
better able to determine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Con- 
VERSE) objects to the reading of the telegram. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to read it for the purpose of showing that 
I took the floor on a question of the highest privilege, one that was de- 
cided the day before yesterday by the Speaker to be a question of the 
highest privilege because it related to the right to a member’s seat. 
That question it is true has been referred to the Committee on Elections, 
but desiring to possess that committee with the facts in relation to this 
matter rather than to suppress them I propose to send matter there that 
will enable them to dispose of the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair would 
have preferred that this matter had come up while the permanent 
Speaker was here, as the question was originally brought up while the 
permanent Speaker was in the chair. It was then brought up asa 
matter of the highest privilege and was so treated. It has been tem- 
porarily disposed of by being referred to one of the committees of the 
House, and the Chair does not understand it is the right of any mem- 
ber to bring that matter back to the House for consideration as a ques- 
tion of privilege until that committee shall have reported. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido not ask to bring it back. I do not ask to dis- 
charge the committee from the further consideration of the question, 
as I might under the rule. ~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not propose to do anything of the kind. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suggest to the gentleman that he move to 
discharge the committee, and he can then read that paper as a part of 
his remarks. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio[{ Mr. KEIrer] 
was not recognized for that pu 

Mr. BLOUNT. I cali for theregular order. 
has ruled twice on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has ruled that the gentle- 
man from Ohio has not in the judgment of the Chair stated a question 
of personal privilege. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have not asked to state a question of personal priv- 
ilege. If the Chair will turn to the RecorpD, page 1038, he will find 
this was brought up as a matter of the highest privilege, because, as 
the Speaker stated, it related to the question of the right to a member’s 
seat. The question was simply referred to the committee to-report on 
that subject and I am seeking to get the facts before the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the gentle- 
man has the right to debate the question in the House after it has been 
refurred to a committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. I was not proposing to debate the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has not yet 
stated’a question of privilege. 

Mr. KEIFER. Allow me then to state my question of privilege and 
let it be ruled on. I wish to say the preamble and resolution on page 
1038 of the Recorp were adopted and referred to the Committee on 
Elections, no doubt under a misapprehension on the part of the House 
to which it was led by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Parer]. The 
preamble stated in effect that Mr. Roptnson had not resigned his seat, 
whereas I wish to show that by an official message from the governor’s 
office that the gentleman from Ohio who presented that resolution had 
himself a certified copy of the resignation of Mr. RoBInson at the time 
he had the subject referred to the Committee on Elections for investiga- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
this is a question of privilege. 

Mr. KEIFER. The only purpose I have—— 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The 
Chair does not think the gentleman from Ohio has stated a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have not been permitted to state it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has certainly given the gen- 
tleman every opportunity. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the sensitiveness ef my colleagues from 
Ohio on this subject, because, as the telegram will show, they perfectly 
weil know Mr. Rosrnson resigned on the 12th day of last month to the 
governor of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is not in or- 
der. The Chair has more than once ruled that he has not presented a 
question of privilege. 


I understand the Chair 


The Chair does not understand that 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports on private bills. 

M?. REAGAN. I move to dispense with the morning hourand with 
all further private business for the day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas pro- 
pose to make two motions at once? 

Mr. REAGAN. I make the motion to dispense with the morning 


hour, and that the consideration of private business be dispensed with 
for the day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests to the gentleman 
from Texas that the two motions had better be separated. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 24, noes 111. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning-hour begins at five min- 
utes before 1 Sule. 


MERCHANTS’ BANK OF LITTLE ROCK. 

Mr. CANDLER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7973) to 
change the name of the National Bank of Little Rock to the First Na- 
tional Bank of Little Rock; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


FORBES’S HISTORICAL ART COLLECTION. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. 6339) providing for the purchase 
of Forbes’s historical art collection. Thecommitteeask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, that the report be printed, 
and that the bill and report be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Committee 
on Military Affuirs will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . The question is on referring the bill to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEELE. I object to the bill going to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. It does not depend on the gentleman’s objection. 
I have a right to report the bill from the Committee on Military Affairs 
and to move its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. I make 
that motion. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to amend the gentleman’s motion so that the 
bill shall be referred.to the Committee on the Library. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 30, noes 70. 

Mr. STEELE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair 
willorder tellers, and appoirits the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. STEELE, 
and the gentleman from Montana, Mr. MAGINNIS. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 71. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for a further 
count, but I would like to have the report read. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to hear it only so far as it states the action 
of the committee. . 

The SPEAKER protempore. -Objection being made, the Chair thinks 
it is too late for the gentleman to demand the reading as a matter of 
right. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana with- 
draws his demand for the reading of the report, and the question is 
upon the motion made by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MaGin- 
NIs}, that this bill reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that it be printed, 
with the accompanying report. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was so ordered. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. LOVERING, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4280) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


’ WILLIAM 8. SPRATT. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Peusions, reported, 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 4222, a bill (H. R. 8139) granting a 
pension to William S. Spratt; which was referred to the Committee ot 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. : 

GEORGE 8. HAWLEY. 
Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
back with a pom ep Fc ne a bill (H. R. 
104) granting an increase of pension to George wiley; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


D. B. DAWNING. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, 


reported back with an amendment and with a recommendation that it 
do pass the bill (H. R. 2173) for the benefit of D. B. Dawning; which 
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was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- | Calendar, a bill (H. R. 75) for the relief of Edward Byrne. The Com- 


endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM KENDALL. 


‘ WN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
aia hack with a seasummanindion that itdo pass the bill (H. R. 3986) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. William Kendall; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, the Committee on Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1286) for 


the relief of Henrietta M. Sands, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. a 
WATER SUPPLY OF WASHINGTON. ~ 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 8140) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the 
water supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes; ’’ which 
was read a frst and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. HEPBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8141) granting a pension to Mrs. Richardson, of Allerton, Iowa, widow 
of Milton J; Richardson, late of Company F’, Seventeenth Iowa Infan- 
try; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LUCY PARR. 

Mr. HEPBURN, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8142) grantin 
widow of Samuel B. Parr, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Iowa 
Infantry; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now resolve 


. itself into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BLAND] moves that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, which is equivalent to a demand 
for the regular order. ° 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, Pdesire to say that if the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is voted down [ am in- 
structed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to press the consid- 
eration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I believe that whether this motion be agreed to 
or not, a two-thirds vote will be necessary to dispense with private 
business to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is right. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the motion now before the House is 
that of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Cal- 
endar. I repeat, that if this motion be voted down I will, under in- 
structions of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, endeavor to have 
the House go on with the river and harbor bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, it was agreed 
to, there being—ayes 119, noes 51. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House (Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, in the chair), and proceeded to the 
consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 


HIRAM JOHNSON. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1477) 
to pay Hiram Johnson anc other persons therein named the several 
sumsof money therein specified, being the surplus of a military assess- 
ment paid by them and accounted for to the United States in excess of 
the amount required for the indemnity for which it was levied and 
collected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That bill has been heretofore considered, and an 
understanding reached that it should retain its place on the Calendar to 


await the of the committee, the bill having been recommitted. 
I ask, therefore, that the bill be passed over informally. 
TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 


The Chair hears none. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 130) 


to confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico. 
Mr. HALSELL. I ask that that bill be laid aside informally, not to 
lose its place on the Calendar. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. It has been the custom of the Committee of the 


Whole on the Private Calendar during its last three sittings to 


over informally all bills down to and including the seventh bill cathe 
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mittee of the Whole had reached the consideration of the next busi- 
ness on the Calendar, the petition of Bishop E. Fitzgerald. I ask, there- 
fore, that all business on the Calendar down to the case I have just 
mentioned be passed over informally. I believe those who are inter- 
ested in the cases to be passed over have consented to this heretofore. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]? The Chair hears none, and 
it is ordered accordingly. 


BISHOP E. FITZGERALD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the petition of Bishop 
E. Fitzgerald, reported adversely from the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I[ desire to move that this matter be 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 
about the claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [| Mr. RoGsErs] 
moves that this petition be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that its further consideration be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I know nothing 


FENDALL CARPENTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4686) 
for the relief of Fendall Carpenter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $4,400 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to 
Fendall Carpenter for twenty-five bales of cotton seized and sold by the United 
States military authorities during the late war, and the proceeds thereof appro 
priated tothe use of the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States Army 


The report (by Mr. Jonks, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the claim of Fendall 
Carpenter, of Fayette County, Tennessee, beg leave to submit the following re- 
port: 

The claimant resided in Fayette County, Tennessee, during the late war of 
rebellion, cultivating his farm, having on hand twenty-cight bales cotton, while 
the confederate troops were scouring the country for contributions, willing or 
unwilling, from citizens owning cotton. Claimant, in the early part of 1862, 
concealed his cotton, where it remained until the coming of the Federa) mili- 
tary forces in August, 1862. The latter, learning of the co 1, Seized twenty- 
five bales thereof. As this cotton was seized in 1862, several months prior tothe 
act of March 12, 1863. requiring all such property to be turned over to agents of 
the Treasury specially appointed for that purpose, it was sold by the military 
authorities, realizing upon the same $4,400 gold, which money was appropriated 
to payment of vouchers and receipt rolls in the Army, and consequently was 
not paid into the “ captured and abandoned fund” in the Treasury. 

Che claimant applied to the Department to be refunded said proceeds, and 
the matter coming to the attention of President Lincoln, he, on the 23d Decem- 
ber, 1863, indorsed upon the application : 

* Will the Judge-Advocate-General please examine this case and report upon 
it to the Secretary of War. 

“A. LINCOLN.” 

The Judge-Advocate-General, Mr. Holt, made his report on the fellowing duy, 
and as his report embraces succinctly the facts and conclusions of law, in both 
of which your committee concur, it is hereby adgpted as part of this report, as 
follows 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

Washington, December 24, 1863. 
To Hon. FE. M. STantox, 
Secretary of War: 


In the case of Fendall Carpenter, a citizen of Fayette County, Tennessee, re- 
erred to me by the President under his indorsement of the 23d instant, with the 
request that I report upon the same to the Secretary of War, I have the honor 
to submit as follows: 

On the 25th of August last a detachment of United States troops penetrated to 
the vicinity of Carpenter's residence, seized twenty-eight bales of cotton belong- 
ing to him, of which three bales were burned, and the remaining twenty-five 
bales were carried away. Forthe latter he was furnished with a receipt (which 
is filed with the papers in the case), certifying that this cotton had been taken 
“for the use of the United States,”’ and signed by Lieut. Thomas Purcell, quar- 
termaster Sixteenth Iowa Volunteers. 

This cotton was delivered to C.C, Williams, acting assistant quartermaster of 
the military post of Bolivar, Tenn., and was, by order of Brigadier-Genera! 
Ross, commanding district, advertised for sale on August 27, and thereupon 
sold for about $4,400. The cotton was treated throughout as captured property, 
and is deseribed in the advertisement “as taken from the enemy.” Carpente: 
now claims that this amount shal! be paid over to him as the proceeds of prop- 
érty of which he has been unjustly deprived. His claim, if established, must 
be based either upon his loyalty as a Union citizen previous to the seizure, or 
upon the fact that his case is within the President's proclamation of 25th July, 
1862. 

The evidence as to the loyalty of Carpenter is presented by the affidavits of 
two of his fellow-citizens, who state that at the election in February, 1861, he 
voted against secession ; that he opposed the rebellion until it became danger 
ous for him to do so any longer, when he withdrew himself from public mat- 
ters and remained as quiet as possible ; that he is a man of property, but has 
never contributed anything to the support of the rebellion ; further, that in the 
spring of 1862 he concealed this very cotton to prevent its being destroyed by 
the rebel authorities. It is understood, also, that Hon. Horatio King and Hon. 
Thomas R. Smith, of Tennefsee, vouch for the loyalty of Carpenter and of the 
parties whose »flidavits have been quoted. 

If, however, the fact that Carpenter for a certain period before the seizure took 
no part in assisting the rebellion be held to evince on his part an acquiescence 
therein, or be deemed evidence of his having lent aid or countenance thereto, 

ais case will, it is believed, be found to come within the protection of the proc- 
lamation and act of July 17, 1862, which authorized it. The sixth section of this 
act imposes a forfeiture of alltheir property and estate upon all persons engaged 
in armed rebellion, or in aiding nal abetting such rebellion, who shall not 
within sixty days after a proclamation to that effect, to be made by the Presi- 
dent, cease to be so engaged, &c., and return to their allegiance to the United 
States. And thereupon the proclamation of July 25, in pursuance of this act, 
warns all persons to comply with its provisions on pair of the forfeitures and 
seizures therein prescribed. On August 25, 1362, the same day with the seizure 
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in question, but whether before or after it does not appear (nor is it material), 
Carpenter subscribed before a United States provost-marshal a comprehensive 
and stringent oath of allegiance, in which he engaged to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States against all enemies, to render all due allegiance to the 
Federal! authorities, and to use his best endeavors to put down armed rebellion 
against the same, to protect the property and preserve the peace in his neigh- 
borhood, and to refrain from evertaking up arms or serving in any way against 
the Government of the United States. 

This oath is filed with the papersinthe case. Itis stated in CG nter’s behalf 
that this was the first opportunity which had been afforded him of entering into 
a formal and solemn engagement of this character, and that he emb it at 
once by subscribing the oath which has been recited. Thus it will be seen that 
Carpenter, within the time specified by the proclamation, did formally “return 
to"’' and make a public profession of his allegiance to the United States, and 
there is no proof that he has departed therefrom in any particular, or demeaned 
himself otherwise since than as a loyal citizen. 

It isa just implication from the act of July, 1862, that all persons complying 
with its conditions within the time limited shall be protected in the enjoyment 
of their property. Under the circumstances, therefore, which have been de- 
tailed, it is concluded that the appropriation of the cotton of Carpenter by the 
United States authorities was unauthorized, and that he is entitled to claim the 
proceeds of the sale. . 

The question now passed upon has already been considered in the case of E. 
P. McNeal, a citizen of Tennessee, and from a report made therein from this 
office of November 6, 1862, the sum of $10,000, proceeds of his cotton, seized about 
the same time as that of Carpenter, was ordered to be restored to him by order 
of the Secretary of War. McNeal, like Carpenter, had subscribed an oath of 
allegiance within the period prescribed by the proclamation, but his record as 
to previous loyalty was by no means 80 satisfactory as that of the latter, nor was 
his claim so meritorious. As was remarked in the case of McNeal, an important 
consideration of public policy is involved in cases of this character. The good 
faith of the Government has been pledged to all those who, heeding the warn- 
ing of the President's announcement of amnesty, have accepted the terms which 
it offered, and conformed their behavior to the solemn engagement into which 
they then entered. Tosuch the Government on its part owes protection and 
security for themselves and their property, and should ever stand ready to make 
good to them, where practicable, the pecuniary losses which they have incurred 
in consequence of unauthorized or ill-advised seizures by officers of our Army. 

It is recommended, therefore, that the sum of about $4,400, which resulted from 
the sale of Carpenter's cotton, be at once paid over to him by Brigadier-General 
Ross; provided, as is believed, thissum has not yet been deposited in the Treas- 
ury. If, however, this amount has passed out of the hands or control of this 
officer, he should be required to report what disposition has been made of it, so 
that if possible it may be reached in specie and paid tothe claimant, 

J. HOLT, 
Judge-A dvocate-General. 


The proceeds of the cotton were, however, never refunded to claimant by the 
Secretary of War for supposed want of authority so todo. 

Inasmuch, therefore, as the Government has applied the money received from 
the sale of claimant's property to the payment of legitimate expenses of the 
Army, your 6@ ittee think he is clearly entitled to be refunded such proceeds, 
and submit the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. STORM. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two questions which I wish to put to the 
gentleman in charge of this bill. First, I would like to know whether 
there is any evidence that the proceeds of this cotton went into the 
Treasury. That is not shown in the report. Secondly, I wish to in- 
quire how it happened that this claimant, whose claim is well presented 
by the Judge-Advocate-General, never availed himself of the opportu- 
nity during the period such opportunity was afforded with reference to 
this class of claims to tal® his claim into the Court of Claims for adju- 
dication. The Juadge-Advocate-General says: 

It is recommended, therefore, that the sum of about $4,400, which resulted from 
the sale of Carpenter's cotton, be at once paid over to him by Brigadier-General 
Ross; provided, as is believed, this sum has not yet been deposited in the Treas- 
ury. If, however, this amount has out of the hands or control of this 
ofticer, he should be required to report what disposition has been made of it, so 
that if possible it may be reached in specie and paid to the claimant. 

Now, I find no statement in this report a* ‘o whether this money was 
found in the possession of General Ross, or what disposition was made 
of it—whether it was paid into the Treasury or not; and there is no ex- 
planation as to the reason the claimant did not go into the Court of 
Claims, as he had the right to Go under the law. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
JONES] who made the report in this case I do not see in the House. I 
know that gentleman is careful in all his reports, and that this was 
carefully considered by him. It was also considered in the whole com- 
mittee, and I know that it was the unaninious report of the commit- 
tee. Ifthe gentleman from Wisconsin were here he would be able to 
answer the question of the gentleman from Indiana fully. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, I havea distinct recollection of what 
occurred while this report was submitted to the committee, and it 
agrees with the views as set forth in this report. I think thaton care- 
ful examination there will be found in it a fall and complete answer 
to the questions submitted by the gentleman from Indiana. If he will 
refer to the early part of the report he will find that it is there disclosed 
that this money was not exactly turned into the Treasury of the United 
States. It was, however, used by the officers of the Army in the pay- 
ment of legitimate expenses of the Army and was accounted for by 
them to the War ent, and so found by Judgé-Advocate-Gen- 
eral Holt in the investigation he gave to it. It is there stated in the 
early part of the report, to which I invite the attention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, that ‘it was sold by the military authori re- 
alizing upon the same $4,400 gold, which money was i to 
payment of vouchers and pt rolls in the Army, consequently 
was not paid into the ‘ captured and abandoned fund’ in the Treasury.”’ 

The proof seems clear and abundant that the Government had the 
benefit of the property and of the fund. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. From theconnection between the paragraph read by 
the gentleman from Ohio and the closing paragraph of Judge-Advocate- 
General Holt’s report the statement is clear so far as the report goes. 
It states: 

As this cotton was seized in 1862, several months prior to the act of March 12, 
1863, requiring all such property to be turned over to agents of the Treasury 
———_ appointed for that purpose, it was sold by the military authorities, re- 
alizing upon the same $1,400 gold, which money was appropriated to payment 
of vouchers and receipt rolls in the Army, and consequently was not paid into 
the ‘captured and abandoned fund” in the Treasury. 

That is as my friend from Ohio has read it; but he overlooks the fact 
that Judge-Advocate-General Holt, to whom this subject was referred 
by a special order of the President, speaks as follows: 

If, however, this amount has passed out of the hands or control of this officer, 


he should be required to report what disposition has been made of it, so that if 
possible it may be reached in specie and paid to the claimant. 


I had the honor to serve with my friend from Ohio on the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and I take it for granted the fact was ascertained 
from the War Department what disposition had been made of this 
money. My friend will bear in mind that under the law allowing 
these claimants to go to the Court of Claims a fund was accumulated 
in the Treasury for their benefit—regarded as a fund held in trust for 
the benefit of loyal claimants—it will be remembered, I say, that no in- 
stance had occurred where there was deliberation on the subject where 
money has been paid out of this fund unless by proof the fact had been 
established that the money had been legitimately used for the use of 
the Army. General Holt naturally suggests that if this money was 
used for some legitimate purpose it is the same as if paid into the Treas- 
ury in trust for these claimants, and if used for a legitimate purpose 
that fact can be shown. But I find that this report unhappily and en- 
tirely evades that question as to whether the proceeds of the sale of this 
cotton were ever accounted for. 

Now my friend will remember also that the committee of which he 
is chairman at the last session of Congress decided where a party had 
a right to go into court and establish his claim and failed to do so, that 
after having an opportunity to have his dayin court he could not come 
before Congress. How did it happen that this claimant, who if the 
money went into the Treasury or was properly used for Government 
purposes and he is clearly entitled to it—how does it happen he did not 
go into the Court of Claims ? 

Mr. YOUNG. I can answer that question. 

Mr. GEDDES. A moment’s reflection will satisfy the gentleman 
from Indiana that he is falling intoen error in the investigation of this 
report. He must notice that the investigation of Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral Holt was December 24, 1863, and the members of the committee 
making this report embodied in full this report of Judge-Advocate- 
General Holt, which concludes as has been correctly read by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. But it must also be remembered that now, in 
1884, twenty-one years thereafter, this investigation is made by the 
committee based not only upon the report of Judge-Advocate-General 


.| Holt, but by other proof in the War Department bearing on this ques- 


tion; and in view of the proof, it is said, it is now found, twenty long 
years after the investigation of Judge-Advocate-General Holt—it is now 
known that this money was used in the legitimate expenses of the 
Army as the reason for not turning it into the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the turning point of the claim. Was the 
money accounted for? If it were accounted for the official document 
will show the fact, and that official document is among these papers. 
And that would make this in the nature of a trust fund, to be held by the 
Government for the benefit of the party, and an obligation which the 
Government ought to pay. But the question is, do the papers in this 
case show that it was accounted for to the Government by these officers, 
or was it an act of spoliation committed for their own private benefit? 
That is the point. 

Mr. STORM. The returns to the Quartermaster’s Department show 
the use that was made of it. 

Mr. GEDDES. I understand the gentleman from Indiana, and agree 
with him fully in reference to the general principleinvolved. I would 
require the proof to come up to the standard he suggests. But I under- 
stand this report made to our committee by the subcommittee does meet 
the very question, and evades or seeks to evade it in no way whatever. 
It meets the guestion in a distinct and unequivocal manner. 

Again, I repeat from the report that— 

In 1884 it is found that this money was used in the payment of vouchers and 
of receipt-rolls in the Army, and consequently was not turned into the Treasury. 


Now if the proofs show that the money was thus applied to the benefit 
of the Government directly, as this report to the subcommittee and 
adopted by the full committee then I think weare abundantly 
justified in sultmitting the report and asking its adoption by this com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nowastotheother point. Why did not the party 


go into the Court of Claims? : 
Mr. GEDDES. I am not prepared now to answer that question. 
Mr. YOUNG. I can give ——— the information. 
Mr. HOLMAN. My remember very distinctly that the 


last Committee on War Claims made it a rule of that committee that 
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where a party had a right to go to the Court of Claims under the law 
and failed to do so the excuse should be abundantly set forth. 

Mr. GEDDES. That is a rule of the committee now. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I know the gentleman, the claimant 
in this case, very well. He lives in one of the counties of my district, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. . I am not disposed to prolong this diseussion, and 
regret exceedingly the gentleman who made the report [Mr. Jones, 
of Wisconsin] is not present. 

Mr. STORM. He is here now 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Wisconsin, then, will be able to ex 





seme twenty-five or thirty miles from my home, in an interior county. | plain the two questions I have asked: First, by what evidence does 
He is a gentleman of high standing and character where he lives, not | it appear that the proceeds of this cotton were applied to the use of the 


very well acquainted with public affairs or public laws, and at the time | 


that the law was enacted permitting him and claimants of this charac- 
ter to prefer their claims before the Southern Claims Commission there 
was not, perhaps, one man in a hundred in the locality where he liyed 
that ever heard of the law or was aware of its existence. Outside of 
the city of Memphis, the newspaper center of the district, I undertake 
to say that for five years after the termination of the war there were 
not one hundred men living in that district who were fully acquainted 
with their legal rights or who ever heard of the existence of the South- 
ern Claims Commission. 

This bill was presemted to Congress, I believe, more than twelve years 
ago, and this applicant has been knocking at the doors of Congress ever 
since in utter ignorance, I have no doubt, that he had any other rem- 
edy than to present the claim here and obtain action upon it through 
the legislative branch of the Government. 

In answer to some other objections urged by the gentleman from In- 
diana I desire to sayaword. I wish to submit to him as a lawyer that 
he would lay down the proposition that this man is to be deprived of 
his clear legal rights because he is not able to prove when, how, and 
exactly the manner and time in which this money was paid into the 
Treasury of the United States. The gentleman from Indiana would 
submit that principle for our guidance; and I ask him upon what prin- 
ciple of right or justice or upon what legal grounds he could deprive 
this man of his right because it was not in his power to direct how the 
Government,f the United States should dispose of the proceeds of his 
property? It is shown by the proof set up in the report made by the 
Committee on Claims that his property was disposed of by an officer of 
the Government of the United States, that its proceeds were applied to 
the use and benefit of the Government, and now is he to be deprived of 
the proceeds of his property because it was not paid by that officer into 
the Treasury of the United States, instead of isin legitimately and 
P ly used for the benefit of the Government in another way’ 

. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me? 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam conceding, the gentleman will perceive, that 
this class of claims rests entirely upon the assumption that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is the trustee for the fund that went into the 


, and I concede also that if the Government, through its legiti- 
mate a the money to a legitimate purpose of the Govern- 
ment—if, , it was an appropriation of private property toa public 
use, instead of an act of military spoliation—that then the Government 
would properly be liable to refund the money, although it had not been 
turned into the and accounted forin the usual way. But here 
we find set forth at length, and very properly, in the report of this com- 
mittee, the report of Judge Holt on the same subject. Now, the other 
fact that this money was-used for another purpose appears with some 

ree of certainty; but I ask the committee where is the proof on 
which they base their findings? There must be vouchers or papers 
somewhere to show for it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I ask the gentleman from Indiana if he expects the 
committees of this House—the Committee on Claims, or any other com- 
mittee—to publish all the proof upon which they base their conclusions ? 
Is not a committee of this House to be trusted when it asserts in its re- 
ports that from all the testimony in the case it has reached such and 
such conclusions ? 

_Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman know that the determina- 
tion of this class of cases has always turned upon the question whether 
they were acts of spoliation appropriated to the use of the officer com- 
mitting the act or the seizure of private property for the use of the 
“rr YOUNG Th tl 

r. L e eman stated that he was acquainted with 
the position of the guste from Ohio, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims, upon that question; that he had decided at the last Con- 
gress that if it was an act of spoliation cr robbery, that this Govern- 
ment was not responsible for it. Now, the gentleman from Ohio comes 
in here with a report of the chairman of the committee and defends that 

a which shows that the claim is a just one and ought to be paid. 

ow, I think the question as to whether or not this was an act of 

ion or an act of lawful warfare is set at rest by the report of 
this committee and the indorsement by its distinguished chairman. 

This committee could not be expected to set out in detail all the testi- 
mony on which they base the conclusion embraced in their report. 
For aught we know, and the presumption is that way from the high 
character of the gentlemen who compose the committee, from its dis- 
tinguished chairman down, the presumption is a fair and reasonable 
one that all the testimony necessary to establish the justice and legality 
of this claim was before that committee and they acted upon that testi- 

And I confess I can see nothing in the objections of the gen- 
from Indiana to influence the judgment of this House against 

this claim a just and valid one, which ought to be paid. 


i 
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Government? And, secondly, how is it explained that while this claim 
ant was clearly entitled, on Judge Holt’s statement, to go into the Court 
of Claims and have this money paid out of the fund which had accu 
mulated, how does it happen he did not go there ” 

Mr. JONES, of Wiscotsin. This report was made cart in the last 
session. Since that time in the multiplicity of other bills and reports 
which have been before us I confess some of the facts of this claim are 
not now fresh in my mind. I did not suppose it was to be brought up 
to-day, or I would have re-examined the evidence. [I am certain, how- 
ever, of the main facts which influenced ouraction. There is no doubt 
but that the property was taken by the Federal troops. It was sold at 
auction and paid for in cash. The money received was paid over to one 
of the Army quartermasters, and by him used in the necessary expenses 
of the Army. 

The claimant promptly laid his claim before the authorities for com- 
pensation. I believe this was in 1863. ‘He has diligently pressed it 
from that day tothis. It obtained at that time the sanction of Judge 
Advocate Holt, who examined the facts and recommended its payment. 
The claim was sent from one Department to another. Although favor 
ably recommended by the War Department, it was not allowed, for the 
reason, as claimant was notified, that no appropriation had been made 
from which it could be paid even if allowed. 

The claim remained before the Departments, War and Treasury, for 
several years. It was never rejected on the merits. The Secretary of 
the Treasury decided when it came to that Department that he had not 
jurisdiction under the statute providing for the payment of captured 
property. 

The claim remained before the Departments until it could no longer 
be pressed there owing to the act of 1867, which suspended further 
action upon such claims. 

After the claimant was notified by the Treasury and War Departments 
that he could only find relief in Congress, he brought his claim here, 
and has ever since been seeking redress. 

The loyalty of the claimant was clearly proved. 

The taking of the property was beyond all doubt. Our committee 
were of the opinion that the claimant is clearly entitled to the relief he 
seeks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that this claim be laid 
aside to be reported favorably to the House, as the gentlemen having 
charge of the measure think it proper that that should be done; but if 
on examination of these papers again by my friend from Wisconsin 
{[Mr. JonEs]—and it requires some experience to be tamiliar with all 
the legislation touching this class of claims—if upon further examina- 
tion of the papers there is found to be a lack of suflicient evidence show- 
ing this property went to the use of the Government instead of being a 
spoliation on the part of an officer, for which we are not to assume re- 
sponsibility, that in that event the case be opened up again and recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Iam satisfied with that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With that understanding I have no objection to 
the bill being laid aside to be reported favorably. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have been requested by the gentleman making 
the report in the next case [Mr. RoGrers, of New York] to ask that it 
be passed over informally. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 2204) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the claim of Joseph R. Shannon, reported with an adverse 
recommendation by the Committee on War Claims, was passed over 
informally. 


A. GATES LEE. 


The next business on the Priyate Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4687) 
for the relief of A. Gates Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster's Department of 
the United States Army the alleged use, occupation, and damage by the United 
States authorities, for the use of the United States troops, during the late war, 
of a certain mill property situated in McCracken County, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, alleged to have been the property of A. Gates Lee; such investigation to 
extend to the title of the property. the status of the owner, whether loyal or not, 
the value of the property destroyed, the actual rental value of the property for 
the time it was occupied by the United States troops, the amount of damage aris- 
ing from the appropriation of material to the use of the Army; and when such 
investigation shall be completed the Secretary of War shall report the result 
thereof, with his recommendation thereon, to Congress for action in the premises 


Mr. ROWELL. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think this class of claims should go to the Court 
of Claims under the Bowman act. 
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Mr. ROWELL. Will the gentleman from Indiana let the report be 
read ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. Let the report be 
read 

The report (by Mr. ROWELL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 640) for 
the relief of A. Gates Lee, of McCracken County, Kentucky, have had the same 
under consideration, and report as follows 

The evidence in the case ahewe that claimant and his brother, B. P. Lee, were 


in 1861 partners and owners of a large flouring-mill at Paducah, Ky.; that they 
were both loyal to the Government of the United States, and suffered pecuniary 
loss for their loyalty; that B. P. Lee died in 1864, leaving A. Gates Lee his sur- 
Viving partne 

In September, 1861, the military authorities of the United States took posses- 
sion of their mill, and used it for officers’ quarters, quartermasters’ stores, and 
for barracks for soldiers; that the property was occupied by various regiments 
most of the time for something over two years. 

The evidence further shows that in addition to its use the property was badly 
damaged, not only by having its machinery torn out and destroyed, but by hav- 
ing the weather-boarding torn off and floors taken up,so that at the time it 
ceased to be occupied it was of very little value as a flouring-mill. 

Lieutenant Wilson appointed a commission of citizens of Paducah to appraise 
the damage to this property, and this commission returned an estimate of $11,- 
875, this covering not the rental value, but the damage to the mill property. 

The claim was presented to the Quartermaster’s Department and rejected, be- 
cause there was no legal authority to pay this kindof elaim. An offer of $25 per 
month was made as rent, the claimant being advised that his remedy was an 
vou! to Congress. The claim was also paeemes to the claims commission of 
the War Department, but was never upon. 

Your committee are of opinion that it would be be a bad precedent to pay for 
wanton destruction of property by soldiers without orders from competent au- 
thority, and, while the case under consideration is one of hardship, we 
are not prepared to recommend its payment. We are, however, of opinion that 
the matter ought to be investigated by the War De nt, with a view to as- 
certain the actual rental value of the property for the time it was occupied, and 
also the amount of damage arising from the appropriation of material to the 
use of the Army under properorders, and not attributable to mere wantonness. 
We therefore present the accompanying bill as a substitute for the bill under 
consideration and recommend its passage. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman making this report that 
this claim ought not to go to the War Department for examination, for 
the reason that, conceding, as of course 1 do from what is set forth in 
the report, the loyalty of the claimant, the other facts presented are 
expressly excluded from consideration by the terms of our legislation. 
Where it is alleged that there has been a wanton destruction of property 
at the seat of war, or even that at the seat of war property was injured 
while occupied by Federal troops, a reference to the War Department 
is the most expensive method of determining cases of that kind that can 
be adopted. Where the claim is referred to the Court of Claims the 
claimant prepares his own proof and submits it. But where you refer 
it to the War Department, of course it goes to the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, and an agent has to be sent to visit the region of country where the 
claim arose for the purpose of making an examination and taking proof, 
and if my friend from Illinois [ Mr. RowEL1] will look and see the large 
sums of money that we have paid out every year for the examination of 
claims already referred, I think he will hesitate to send any claim to 
the War Department unless it be one in which a military examination 
would be peculiarly proper and necessary. This does not appear to be 
such acase. It seems to be simply one of the large classes of claims 
which are arising all the time and of which great numbers have already 
been referred to the Court of Claims. I have no sort of objection to its 
reference to the Court of Claims, because that will not necessitate any 
material expense, but, as I have said, a reference to the War Depart- 
ment is always very expensive, and upon the face of the report this 
does not seem to be a case to justily such a reference. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] will examine the Bowman act, which authorizes certain 
classes of cases to go to the Court of Claims, he will find that this case 
would go there simply to come back without ary adjudication, because 
it belongs to a class of cases that can not be sent to the Court of Claims 
under that act. This bill provides certain limitations to avoid any in- 
vestigation as to damages growing out of the wantonness of the sol- 
diers. 

This mill property was situated at Paducah, Ky., and was owned by 
men of intense loyalty—men who for their loyalty suffered not only 
the loss of fortune, but also a great deal of persecution. They owned 
this large flouring-mill at Paducah. It was taken possession of by 
the Government and was occupied as a barrack for the space of two 
years by officers and soldiers of the United States. The owners were 
offered a certain rental, which they refusedtotake Subsequently they 
have been pressing their claim constantly; or at least the living repre- 
sentave of the firm has been pressing the claim, both before the Depart- 
ments of the Government and in Congress. 

This bill provides that the War Department shall investigate the 
question of occupancy, the length of that occupancy, the rental value 
of the property, and the value of any material taken by the Govern- 
ment for the use of the Army, but excludes from the investigation and 
computation any damages. Now, the larger part of theinjury for which 
Mr. Lee claims compensation, under the proof submitted to our com- 
mittee, is for , wanton damage as I take it—at least of that 
kind that ought to be investigated by the agent of the War Depart- 
ment—and it is not a case of the kind that can be propertly investigated 
by the Court of Claims. It seems to be a soneibeclows case for investi- 
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gation and ascertainment of the facts, and for that reason we presented 
this bill instead of attempting to make the investigation ourselves. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Suppose the War Department makes this investiga- 
tion and reports that this property was damaged to the extent of $11,000, 
or any other sum, by the wanton acts of 4he soldiers, does the gentle- 
man say that Congress is to appropriate money to pay those damages ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I certainly do not say anything of 
the kind; and this bill does not authorize the Department to report any- 
thing of that kind. It expressly excludes all compensation for wanton 
damage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then what does it include? 

Mr. ROWELL. It includes the rental value of the mill property for 
the time it was occupied hy the United States forces and the value of 
such property as was legitimately or properly taken for the use of the 
Army. < 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now will my friend allow me this further question: 
Does he think the Government can enter upon the policy of paying rent 
for property used at the seat of war? If that is to be the policy, a field 
unexampled in its magnitude is opened up. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on War Claims [Mr. GEDDES] 
to this question, whether such claims for rent of property used by the 
United States at the seat of war should be brought within the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims? If the Government is to be responsi- 
ble for all property occupied on its behalf at the scene of hostilities 
during the late war, the rule should be of universal application. There 
should not be a bill here and there taken up and compensation made 
only in particular cases; all the people of that section of the country 
should be treated alike. Yet you have not done so up to this time. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know of any rule of justice 
which would authorize the Government of the United States to take 
possession of and occupy the property of a loyal citizen without mak- 
ing compensation to him; and I do not care whether claims of this 
character are few or many. Ordinarily during the first years of the 
war, when property was taken possession of in Kentucky, at Paducah 
and Louisville, and later in Tennessee, if such property was owned by 
loyal citizens, rent was paid for it by the Quartermaster’s Department. 
There are here and there cases where rent was not paid. In this case 
the Quartermaster’s Department offered to pay rent for this very prop- 
erty; but because of the damage resulting from the use of the property, 
because of the ruin of this mill, the owner was not willing to take as 
rental the amount which the Quartermaster’s Department determined 
the property was worth for barracks. He insisted upon a rental value 
for the property as a mill. 

This is one of the cases where a loyal man lost the use of his property 
and the Government enjoyed its use. All through that country from 
1861 to 1865 such men did receive rent for their property. This man 
did not; and I do not care whether there beone such claim or a thousand, 
if the case presents the incidents of loyalty on the part of the owner of 
the property and occupancy of it by the Government, it is simple rob- 
bery if the Government does pay such claims when properly proven. 

Mr: HOLMAN. Would my friend modify this provision of the Bow- 
man act ? 

The jurisdiction of said court shal! not extend to or include any claim against 
the United States growing out of the destruction or damage to gga by the 
Army or Navy during the war for the suppression of the rebellion, or for the 
use and occupation of real estate by any part of the military or naval forces of 
- United States in the operation of said forces during the said war at the seat 
ol war. 

Would my friend modify that provision ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Buta little while ago the gentleman from Indiana 
was insistiug that he was perfectly willing claims of this character 
might be referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act, know- 
ing that in this very act was a prohibition against the Court of Claims 
considering such cases; so that the submission of the matter to that 
court under the Bowman act would be a useless proceeding. In answer 
to the gentleman, I say I would be willing to modify in this respect 
the Bowman act; but, inasmuch as it has not been modified, I am in 
favor all the time of reporting such meritorious cases as this for action 
by Congress. ‘ ; > 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, this question is now before 
us in an unusually clear light. The provisions of the act of the last 
Congress expressly exclude this class of claims from consideration by 
the Court of Claims; and I now submit to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, as representing this large body of claims, whether 
it should be the policy of Congress or of that committee to abandon 
that limitation, and open up this class of claims for consideration by 
thatcourt. If so, I submit to him that this restriction upon the Court 
of Claims should be repealed; and all the le of the section of the 
country where these claims have arisen be put upon one com- 
mon basis. There are hundreds of thousands of cases of this kind 
which have arisen all over the South—tens of thousands, no doubt, in 
the single State of K . There is scarcely a county in that State 
where cases of this kind did not occur. 

Now, if investigations of this kind are to be had, the investigation 
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must amount to something; something must result; it can not be that Mr. ROWELL. I move that the enacting clause of the bill be stricken 


a revort of the facts should be called for, if, when reported, however 

strongly, the facts are not to justify an appropriation of public money. | 
If the purpose is to change the rule heretofore adopted, I think it ought 
to be changed as to all cases of this class; we should not take up a 

single case here and there and make it an exception to the general 

liey. 

Te does not appear to be anything in this claim which should dis- | 
tinguish it from countless other cases which have occurred all over that | 
section of the country which was the seat of the late war. For one, I 

regret to see the expenses of the Quartermaster’s Department constantly 

swollen by references of these matters to it, when another tribunal, the 

Court of Claims, has been invested with the very limit of the jurisdic- 

tion which Congress has been willing to confer in regard to the adjust- 

ment of these claims. 

My friend from Illinois is right in saying that under the Bowmanact 
this claim can not even be considered by that court, because up to this 
time the policy has not been to allow adjudications by that tribunal 
where either spoliations or rents at the seat of war are to be taken into 
account. , o 

Mr.GEDDES. Mr. Chairman, as the remarks of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hoitan] were largely addressed directly to me, I ought 
perhaps to express my own conviction in regard to this class of claims. 
Personally, I would not consent to enlarge the provisions of the Bow- 
man act; I am disposed to adhere to those provisions. But there will 
arise exceptional cases where the occupancy of real estate at the seat 
of war is not temporary, where the occupancy is of a nature to give 
rise to an implied contract for payment for the use and occupation of 
the property. Where a citizen admittedly loyal has his real estate 
taken possession of and used for a considerable period of time by the 
Government, I think a distinction may be occasionally made in sucha 
case from occupancy, temporary in its nature, at the seat of war and 
in the progress of hostilities. 

The spirit and purpose of the act referred to is to exclude that class 
of claims, and I am willing to adhere to the letter and spirit of the 
law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Permit me to inquire of my friend, does he not rec- 
ollect the Memphis claim and numerous other claims, that of Judge 
Eyres and others, where the question has been alone presented, the loy- 
alty of the man being admitted—the question has aldhe been presented 
whether or not even occupation for years at the seat of war would jus- 
tify Co in appropriating money for the occupation of property or 
not? ere not the cases of Judge Eyres and others considered before 
this committee for a number of years? . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have a vote on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the. House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BARRINGTON BEHYMER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1265) 
for the relief of Barrington Behymer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to Barrington Behy mer, outofany money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $547.90, with 6 per cent. interest thereon from 
October 27, 1874, to date of payment, being the difference between the pay and 
allowances of a sergeant-major of cavalry and the pay and allowances of a sec- 
ond lieutenant of cavalry, from March 10, 1864, to October 10, 1864, he having been 
commissioned and served and performed the duties as second lieutenant in the 
Fifth ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry during that period, but not having been 
muste as such second lieutenant. 


The report (by Mr. Rowe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1265) for 
the relief of Barrington Behymer, have had the same under advisement, ana 
make the following report : 

The claim in this ease is stated at $547.90, being for the difference between the 

t-major and second lieutenant of cavalry from March 10, 1864, to 
10, 1864. Claimant was, on March 1, 1864, commissioned by the governor 
of Ohio a second lieutenant in the Fifth OhioCavairy. The captain of Company 
L was, at the same time, commissioned major, the first lieutenant commissioned 

oo 


ing the vacancy to which claimant was commissioned. At the time 
commissions were issued, the Fifth Cavalry was not entitled to the major- 
ship to which the captain of Company L was commissioned, owing tothe num- 
bers of the t; consequently there was no vacancy of a second lieuten- 
one claimant was commissioned, and he was refused muster, and 
= aoe continued to draw pay as sergeant-major till the expiration of his 

_ service. He was assigned to duty as second lieutenant, as were the 
other officers above named to the rank to which they were commissioned, and 
all continued to do duty in the rank as assigned. 

Your committee are of opinion that it would be a bad precedent to commence 
paying this kind of claims, In 1864, owing to their diminished numbers, a large 
— of sipente were in the same position as the Fifth Ohio Cavalry—not 
entit 2. nee of — 2 commission by the governor of a 
State, unde rcumstances, should n 
General Government. ee ee 


As regards the wy ey a ane rank, it is not uncommon in the Army for an 


5 


officer to rank, and if we were now to 
commence 
pepmageveny according to held at different times, it would 
Ten very large gum of money toliq all the claims that would be presented 
usages of the Army and Army are inst the allowance of 
such claims, and we re recom’ that the bill do not pass, 
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ont. 
The motion was agreed to 
WILLIAM CLIFT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4688) 
for the relief of William Clift. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to William Clift, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, the sum of $3,000, 
for wood taken and used by the Army of the United States during the late war 

The report (by Mr. StoRM) was read, as follows 

The Committee pn War Claims, to whom was referred the petition of William 
Clift, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, asking for compensation for timber and 
wood, stated at $19,645, makes the following report 

The facts in the case are as follows: In 1863 the claimant and one William 
Stringer were the owners in common of certain lands lying on the north side of 
the Tennessee River, in Hamilton County, Tennessee, containing about 5,000 
acres, It was covered with timber, principally oak, when, in the fall o&J 863, the 
United States Army advanced and took possession of this section of the country. 
From that time until the close of the war details were almost constantly employed 
on the land cutting the timber and hauling it away for the several uses of the 
Army. The Government erected a saw-mill near this land, and a great deal of 
the timber was sawed on that mill, The timber was used in the construction of 
bridges, storehouses, and other Army buildings The greater part, however, 
was taken for fuel for the use of the Army. Sore tracts were entirely cut off 
some culled, and some untouched. 

The claim was investigated by Lieut. Col.J. A. Ekin, chief of quartermaster's 
department of the South, through his agents, Dougherty and Woodburn, who 
took a large amount of testimony, and made a very fullreport. Army officers, 
as well as private citizens, testified to the intense loyalty of the claimant. He 
suffered greatly in his person and property on account of his devotion to the 
cause of the Union. There is no doubt but the timber was taken by the United 
States Army and used by it. United States offic=rs testify to this. The value of 
the timber was the only thing in dispute 

These agents, after much time spent in investigating this claim, recommended 
paying claimant for 12,030 cords of wood, at 75 cents per cord, amounting to 
$9,022.50. Colonel Ekin, in making his return of the claim in November, 1875, 
also recommended the payment of the same amount. In August, 1876, tho 
Quartermaster-General gave direction to report this and six other cases, mainly 
for timber taken from lands in the vicinity of Chattanooga, Tenn., on the basis 
of the settlement made in the Abner C. Carroll cases, referred to the Treasurer 
March 6, 1871. In that case the timber was considered as constituting one-half 
of the value of the land. On that basis claimant's demand was reduced to 
$3,435.23. 

The Quartermaster-General's Department was not satisfied with this. Joseph 
Livsey was appointed agent by the Quartermaster’s Department, and in Octo- 
ber, 1876, commenced taking depositions to show the value from the assessment 
of lands in that county, and by showing its value before and after the war 

The witnesses differed greatly in value, some swearing the assessment was 
no criterion of value, that lands were assessed sometimes at only one-half, and 
sometimes one-fourth their actual value; that this tract was only valuable for 
its timber, the land being what is termed “ridge land.”’ 

On looking over all the testimony in the case, the committee believe that the 
claimant should be allowed the sum of $3,000, which is $435.23 less than any of 
the Government agents found. The only reason given by the War Department 
for its rejection was that the claimant made his demand so high ($19,545) that it 
was fraudulent on its face. This might be a good rule to follow in some caseain 
order to discourage the presentment of dishonest claims, as, for instance, where 
aman claimed for four horses taken and used by the Government when he had 
only two. He must have known his claim was fraudulent. 

But the claim in this ease rested purely on the opinion of witnesses, and 
widely different results would be attained according to the basis upon which 
the estimate was made. *When the number of cords was the basis (and who will 
say that was fraudulent’) a much larger result was reached. When the assess- 
ment was taken as a basis and a comparison with other tracts similarly located 
a smaller amount was found to be due, and when we consider that these state- 
ments are usually prepared by lawyers or claim agents, who always insert the 
largest amounts, knowing always that they can recovér less than they claim but 
can never recover more, the claimant should not in this case be regarded as pre- 
senting a fraudulent claim. . 

He is now about eighty-five years of age, has suffered much for his country, 
and the sum now allowed ($3,000) ought to be paid, and the committee report fa- 
vorably that sum, and recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Let me inquire whether this claim, admitting the 
loyalty of the claimant, was not cognizable before the Southern Claims 
Commission? If so, I should like to ask whether this claimant ap- 
peared before that commission; if he did not, what explanation has the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to give why he did not? I understood 
the rule of the Committee on War Claims to be that if a party had a 
tribunal open to him and failed to avail himself of it he could not come 
afterward to Congress for relief. .I wish therefore my friend could ex- 
plain why it happened that he did not go before that commission, and 
also whether the position taken by the War Department is not a sound 
one. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Chairman, the War Claims Committee, of which 
I have the honor to be a member, has adopted a rule that where a tri- 
bunal was invested with the power of hearing cases before it theirjudg- 
ment should be final. Now the proper tribunal for this case was not 
the Claims Commission, but the Quartermaster-General’s Department. 
The claim was for fuel taken for the use of the Army, and consequently 
that department of the Government had jurisdiction of it and investi- 
gated it. 

I desire tosay here now for the benefit of the gentleman from Indiana, 
who generally complains that these claims come here supported by an 
ex parte affidavit of the claimant and such witnesses as he may call to 
support his claim, that this was investigated by the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department through agents sent out there for the purpose of 
examining witnesses. All the testimony in this case was taken by Col- 
onel Ekin through agents sent there by the Quartermaster-Genera!’s 
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Department for the purpose of investigating the claim to the very bot- | 
tom 

Mr. HOLMAN. Special agents? 

Mr. STORM. Yes; by special agents. They investigated the claim 
and examined such witnesses as they chose to call, not calling them 
with a view to supporting the claim, but with a view to defeating it. 
And the Quartermaster’s Department took the strangest position ever 
heard of in a case of this kind. They disallowed an admitted portion 
of an honest claim becanse the claimant made his demand for a larger 
sum than the investigation showed he was entitled to. That is the 
ground upon which the Quartermaster-General’s Department, having 
jurisdiction of this claim, rejected it. I will admit, as the repoft 
states, that if a man having a certain number of horses and cattle, 
knowing how many he had—say he had four, and must have known he 
had four—should have presented a claim for eight, it would have been 
so notoriously a fraud, that if he should lose the claim for four horses, 
the number he honestly lost, it would have been serving him right for 
having presented a claim for double the number when he knew he did | 
not have them. But what is the disparity in this case due to? -From 
what did it arise? It arose from the different bases upon which the 
parties estimated the value of this wood. 

There was no dispute as to the fact that this man was the owner of a 
tract of 5,090 acres of land; that the Army was encamped in the neigh- 
borhood of that property for the period of a year or more; that they 
built a saw-mill and manufactured lumber and built bridges and store- 
houses and that they used it for fael for the Army, and that this was 
continued fora yearortwo. Allof these factsareadmitted. That this 
wood was taken has been proven by the testimony of twenty-five or 
thirty witnesses, all of whom testify that it was taken from this tract 
of land, and Colonel Ekin found through his agents that 12,030 cords 
of wood had been used in this manner, which at an estimate of 75 cents 
a cord reached « total sum of $9,022.50. 

The Quartermaster’s Department was, however, dissatisfied with this 
adjudication and said it was not correct. They sent it back and di- 
rected another investigation upon the basis of the settlement made in 
the case of Abner C. Carroll. That was done in March, 1871, and upon 
that basis, which ignored entirely the value of the property as cord- 








wood, they found the sum due to this claimant to be $3,435.25. There 
is no dispute about that. The Quartermaster’s Department was still 
dissatisfied with this award, and then had another investigation for the 
purpose of ascertaining the value of this cordwood upon the basis of 
the assessed value of certain tracts of land in that part of the county; 
and even that investigation resulted in a larger amount in favor of the 
claimant than what the committee recommended in the bill which is 
now pending before this committee. 

Now, all these investigations were carried on by the Quartermaster’s 
Department of the Government, which was seeking to defeat this man’s 
recovery of any sum; and we have allowed a sum lower than any of 
the investigations that department set on foot to ascertain the amount 
or value of the property. The committee have recommended a bill for 
this man’s relief awarding a specific amount in fall of theclaim. It has 
been in existence for some twenty-five years, and we have allowed no 
interest on the claim, but have reported, in order that it may be set at 
rest forever, that the claimant be allowed the sum of $3,000 in fall. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. How much is that a cord for the wood? 

Mr. STORM. It is less than 25 cents a cord for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not see any reason why the 
Departments of this Government and their integrity should be neces- 
sarily assailed in almost all of the claims that come before Congress. 
Now, the Quartermaster’s Department of this Government under the 
control of General Meigs was certainly as safe a tribunal for the adju- 
dication of claims growing out of quartermasters’ supplies as the Con- 
gress of the United States. It is a tribunal which approaches mach 
more nearly a court than Congress can. The agents who investigated 
this matter for the Quartermaster’s Department, under the control of 
Colonel Ekin, went to the ground, and investigated the claim,on the 
spot and took testimony as to its character. We have not been hon- 
ored with any portion of the report made by those agents. I have no 
doubt, however, that it was voluminous and could not have been very 
well incorporated into the report of the committee. 

Mr. STORM. It is quite voluminous. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But after this thorough investigation, made a sec- 
ond time, and the claim is rejected by the Department, it comes to Con- 
gress for its consideration. 

Mr. LONG. Rejected on what grounds? 

Mr. STORM. On the ground that it was fraudulent. 

Mr. DIBRELL. It was rejected by the Department on the ground 
that the wood was cha at too high a rate. This claim was made 
out immediately after the war, and the Department was charged for 
the wood at the war prices then prevailing. Now the committee have 
brought in their report and allow less than one-sixth of the amount 
asked for, which amount was the value of the property at the time it 
was taken. The claim was made out immediately after the war, and 
the wood was charged for at the rate of $1.50 a cord, while the com- 
mittee have brought in their bill, which reduces the amount to less 
than 25 cents a cord. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. When was this claim first presented to the War 
Department? 

Mr. STORM. Shortly after the war. The price was then fixed at 
$1.50 per cord, being the prevailing price, and the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral was dissatisfied with it and said that it was a fraud upon its face. 
Afterward upon investigation the price was fixed at 75 cents a cord by 
his own agents, and still they say that is too much. Now the com- 
mittee recommend as a final settlement of the claim the sum of $3,000, 
which, as has been said, is less than 25 cents a cord. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In reference to the adjudication of claims by the 
Quartermaster’s Department it is proper to say that here is as near a 
court of justice as the Government can provide for the adjudication of 
this class of claims, unless they are permitted to go into the courts. 
Now, what possible motive could this public officer have had for de- 
feating this claim as alleged ? 

Mr. DIBRELL. The agentsofthe Quartermaster’s Department have 
all recommended the payment, but the Quartermaster-General refused, 
for the reason that the wood.was charged for at what he regarded as a 





| frandulent price, being the price prevailing at the time it was taken. 


Mit HOLMAN. That was General Meigs ? 

Mr. DIBRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not recall any one of the officers of this Gov- 
ernment whose integrity and impartiality has been more thoroughly 
recognized through his long career in that very important department, 
especially during the war, than General Meigs; and he certainly un- 
derstood this matter and the investigation that has been made. 

Mr. DIBRELL. There was not a man of stronger prejudices in the 


rmy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And certainly General Meigs and his department 
were as competent for the consideration of this claim as Congress or 
the committees of Congress, which, from the necessities of the case, 
must act hastily, and with brief time, for that full and competent con- 
sideration of claims which would give to the investigation a judicial 
character, 

Mr. STORM. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me continue for a moment. 

And again, the committee of which the gentleman is an honored 
member has heretofore adopted, as I have understood, the rule that 
when the claim had been submitted to a proper tribunal, a court or any 
other tribunal cémpetentto adjudicate it, the party having had his day 
in court, it was more reasonable certainly that justice was done than 
would be the result if Congress took the matter up withoutany regard 
to the action of the proper tribunal, and acted upon it itself on tho 
spur of the moment. 

A person with no means, no resources to prosecute the claim, sub- 
mits to the adverse decision, and there is an end to it. Buta party 
with proper influence keeps the matter before Congress from time to 
time until in the course of years the decision of the proper tribunal is 
overruled in this hasty manner almost without consideration, because 
it is well known we can not give these matters much consideration. 

Mr. STORM. We have all the testimony before us that the Quarter- 
masterhad. We have the full report of Colonel Ekin, who took the tes- 
timony for several days, and itis quite voluminous. We have his con- 
clusion, which is simply this: This claimant madea claim for $19,000. 
ae ota said, ‘‘ We find $3,425 to be due;’’ and the Quartermaster 

I will notallow that, because you made your claim for $19,000.”’ 
Dees the gentleman from Indiana think that was just? Ifit should be 
the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States, would it - 
right? That is the question. I agree in the compliment he pays to 
the high character of the Quartermaster. But here we have facts to 
act upon on our own consciences and oaths. We have the fact undis- 
puted that the Government got this man’s wood to the full amount he 
claims. But the Quartermaster says, ‘‘I will not allow what is re- 
ported by the agents who investigated the claim, because you made your 
claim for $1.50 per cord and the agents only allow 25 cents.’’ All the 
objection to the man’s claim is that in the first instance he made it too 
high. ° 
Mr HOLMAN. I would rather rely as to justice both to the Gov- 
ernment and to the claimant upon the deliberate decision of an officer 
who for years had been camaal te investigating this class of claims, an 
officer who has not only shown himself to be impartial but who is 
known to be thoroughly competent—I would rather rely upon his 
judgment deliberately formed than on my own hastily formed. 

Mr. STORM. I movethat the bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PATRICK COOK. 

The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 1739) 
for the relief of Patrick Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it shall be the duty of ae t reasur: 
Be it enacted, &c., That 3 > Seay the Secreta he T. vy; 





out of any money n the se to pay to Patrick 
a t of the Distri bia, the sum of $1 such sum being 
the amount awarded the late board of t for on account of dam- 


to his real estate in the city of Washington. That one-half 
shal - meats to the revenue derived from taxation within the District of 
um 








ta 
- 





1885. 





The report (by Mr. GUENTHER) was read, as follows: 


Somm| on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the peti- 
sae Ponte Dock for relief for danrages to property as assessed by experts of 
board of audit, District of Columbia, submit the following report : 

The committee, after examination, find that on the 20th of January, 1875, Pat- 
rick Cook filed before the board of audit a claim for damages to certain lots be- 
lo to him in the city of Washington, in square No. 24, said damages occa- 
sioned by public improvements in excavatin enty-fourth street northwest, 
between and N streets; and on the 3d of August, 1875, the board of audit, 
after in on, awarded to said Patrick Cook the sum of $1,500, that sum being 
the one-half of the amount claimed by him in his said petition. The said sum 
of $1,500 was, however, not paid to the said Patrick Cook, for the reason that 
the board of audit was legislated out of existence before they had prepared and 
issued to him the necessary certificate ; and thus the claim now stands. Your 
committee think that he should be paid the $1,500 adjudged by the board of audit 
as due to him, and to that end report the accompanying bill, with recommenda 
tion that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. , 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAGLEyY took the chair as 
speaker pro tempore. 
ee re the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, returned 
to the House of Representatives, in accordance with its request, the 
bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William M. Thomas. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the concur- 
rent resolution of the House of Representatives directing the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, in the enrollment of the bill (H. It. 1017) 
relative to the Inspector General’s Department of the Army, to change 
the word “ hereafter’’ in said bill to the word ‘‘ thereafter.”’ 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the House with regard to the count of the 
electoral vote for President and Vice-President, with an amendment; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


WILLIAM FRANKLIN GROUNDS, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 1672) 
for the relief of William Franklin Grounds; reported with an amend- 
ment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c., That the Seerctary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


riated, to pay to William Franklin Grounds, of Arizona Territory, the sum of 
bio17, in payment in full for three hundred and fifty-six beef cattle, one hun- 


dred and six cows, and seven horses taken from him by the Hualapai Indians, 
and used by them for their subsistence, while temporarily absent from their 
reservation between the Ist day of February, 1874, and the 3lst day of March, 
1874, r 


The amendment was read, as follows: 
In line 7 strike out “ $19,157 " and insert in lieu thereof ‘$13,129.’ 


The Clerk read in part the report (by Mr. NELSON), which in full is 
as follows: 


Mr. Newson, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the following 

re to accompany bill H. R. 1672): 

mumittee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1672) 
for the relief William Franklin Grounds, have duly considered the same, and 
submit the following report : 

From the proofs and official records it appears that the Hualapai tribe of In- 
dians, numbering about six hundred, between the Ist day of February and the 
Ist day of April of the year 1874, left their reservation in Mohave County, Ari- 
some Yorritery, and wrongfully strayed off into the region where Mr. Grounds 
had his cattle ranch, and while there and in the vicinity they killed, ran off, and 
destroyed one hundred and six cows, two hundred and fifty head of other cattle, 
and seven head of horses, the property of said William F. Grounds. 

These cows were at that time worth not less than $35 per head. Of the other 
cattle there were ninety-two head two-yeer old steers, of the average weight of 
five hundred pounds per head; also twenty-nine head three-year-olds, of the 
average weight of eight hundred pounds per head, and one hundred and twenty- 
nine head of other cattle, of the ne weight of 1,000 pounds per head ; that 
these cattle were at that time of the value of 4} cents per pound; that the horses 


referred to were of the aguremate value of $500. 

That this stock, when killed, was lawfully in the possession of said Grounds, 
and was kept by him at a place where he had the lawful right to keep the same, 
and that it was the moral and equitable duty of the Government to protect him 
in the possession and enjoyment of the same. 

That said stock was killed, run off, or otherwise destroyed by said Indians 
without the fault or —— of said Grounds and under such circumstances 
as would equitably entitle said Grounds to indemnity from the Government. 

A bill similar to the one under consideration was before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs of this House in the Forty-seventh Congress, and was reported upon 
favorably by said committee, which report, for the more full and specific infor- 
mation of the House, is here’ part hereof. 


to attached and made 
Your committee do therefore recommend that the bil] under consideration be 
amended 
t 


by striking out in lines6 and 7 of the printed bill the words “ nineteen 

one hundred and forty-seven "’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“thirteen thousand one hundred and twenty-nine,” and that the bill as so 
amended do pass. 


[House Report No, 633, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. } 

“Mr. Mason, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, submitted the following 
report (to accompany bill H. R, 2824): 

.. Committee on Indian Affairs, to whoni was referred the bill (H. R. 2824) 
for the relief of William Franklin Grounds, have duly considered the same, and 
7m The tentimeny lev i and 

"= y of eleven witnesses the official reports of Indian nts 
and officers of the Army show substantially the following state of facts: — 

On the last of January, 1874, and for a long time prior thereto, the Hualapai 
Indians, a tribe in amity with the United States, were occupying the Camp Beale 
ng reservation in Mohave County, Arizona Territory. They were, during 

ir occupancy of that reservation, subsisted and cared for by the United States 


| 
| 
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Government; were under the immediate charge of an agent of the Indian Bu- 
reau, and in close proximity to the United States troops stationed at the same 
reservation. In consequence of the high price of subsistence in that part of the 
Territory, and on account of the many new settlements and mining camps 
springing up in the vicinity (report Commissioner Indian Affairs, 1872, page 
285), the Secretary of the Interior directed that these Indians should be removed 
to the ‘Colorado River reservation,’ one hundred and eighty miles south, and 
at that time occupied by other tribes. Under the fear of this removal, the 
Hualapai Indians, numbering six hundred, after receiving their issue of Gov 
ernment rations, quietly left their reservation at Camp Beale Spring about 
February 1, 1874, and did not return until about April 1, 1874 

‘Forty miles from this reservation, at Truxton Spring, is the cattle ranch of 
the claimant, William Franklin Grounds, and not far from the ranch isthe Hua 
lapai range of mountains. In the valleys, cafions, and ravines of these mount- 
ains these Indians took refuge, from which they made frequent forays, killing 
and stealing the cattle and horses of Mr. Grounds, upon which they subsisted 
during the entire period of their absence from the reservation. It appears that 
every effort was employed and every precaution used by claimant to lawfully 
protect his property and avoid a conflict with the Indians which could be ex 
pected from a prudent man and a good citizen. As soon as he discovered these 
Indians stealing his cattle and anticipated the danger attending the protection 
of his property he made application to the commanding officer at Camp Beale 
Spring, and also to General Crook, commanding the Department of Arizona, for 
a detail of troops. These they were unable to send him, and not receiving pro 
tection for himself and property from the Government, he employed, at his own 
expense, four additional herders, one of whom was severely wounded by these 
Indians while trying to prevent them stealing the cattle of hia employer 

*‘ These depredations upon the cattle and horses of Mr. Grounds continued until 
about the Ist of April, 1874, when the Indians returned to their reservation at 
Camp Beale Spring, where they remained,and again received subsistence from 
the Government. On being interrogated by the commanding officer of the post 
and by the Indian agent in charge, the Indians admitted killing and stealing the 
eattle of Mr. Grounds, and stated that they were willing that the number of cat- 
tle stolen should be deducted from the rations to be issued to them. 

“ Mr. Grounds, whose ood character and strict integrity are testified to by re 
liable citizens of the Territory and certified to by the officers and agents of the 
Government, places the number of cattle stolen from him by the Hualapai In 
dians between February 5, 1874, and the last of March, 1874, at three hundred 
and fifty-six, and the number of horses atseven. He is, in the material part of 
this testimony, corroborated by experienced stockmen in the Territory, who 
saw his herd just before and examined it just after and during the depredation, 
and also by the testimony of his herders. The Indian agent, W. E. Morford 
who was directed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to investigate this case, 
and who re-examined the claimant, his witnesses, and the Indians, states in his 








| report, under date of August 22, 1876, that the captains of the different bands of 


Hiualapai Indians admitted the depredations charged by Mr. Grounds, and gave 
the number of his cattle killed by their people at about five hundred. There 
are no persons so likely to know and as able to state the number of cattle stolen 
and killed as the Indians who slaughtered and ate them, and Mr. Grounds, who 
owned, guarded, and frequently counted them. His honesty and fairness of 
statement are made more apparent in placing the number stolen at a less niim- 
ber than that estimated by the stockmen and herders and that stated by the In- 
dians. 

* Your committee are therefore of the opinion that the number of cattle stolen 
is as aceurately stated as it woujd be just and reasonable to require under the 
circumstances of their taking. Had the cattle been delivered under a contract 
such an exaction would have been eminently proper, but having been stealth- 
ily or forcibly driven off to the mountains or killed by a band of hungry and 
desperate Indians, it would be unjust to demand, and impossible for him to sup- 
ply, testimony that each steer or horse was counted when taken, 

* The superior quality and the estimated weight and value of these cattle, and 
the market price of the horses and cows, are testified to by seven competent 
witnesses. From this testimony it appears that these cattle were far above the 
average of Texas cattle. Mr. Grounds swears that he paid $7 per head more 
than the market price for the privilege of selecting his cattle from the herd 
when he purchased them in Texas, He statesthe number and age and average 
weight of the 250 cattle as follows: 


Pounds. 


129 beef-cattle, 650 pounds net each (1,074; pounds per head)......... wsee 80, 850 
29 beef-cattle, 3 years old, 500 pounds net éach (826) pounds per head) 14,500 
67 beef-cattle, 2 years old, 375 pounds net each (6193 pounds per head) 25, 125 
25 beef-cattle, 2 years old, 300 pounds net each (496 pounds per head 7,500 


250 


130, 975 


“He also states that the price of beef at that time at Mineral Park, near his 
ranch, was 10 and 11 cents per pound net. The one hundred and six cows 
stolen he valued at $40 per head. 

* Thomas Shipp, a ranchman and cattle-raiser near Minera! Park, Ariz., testi- 
fies that he considers Mr. Grounds’s herd the best in the Territory ; that he saw 
the butcher at Mineral Park weigh some of the cattle he bought from Mr. 
Grounds, and they weighed 1,425 pounds gross; that he sold his cattle in the 
spring of 1874 from 9} cents to 11 cents per pound net. 

‘** Benjamin Spear, a merchant at Mineral Park, states that beef in the spring 
of 1874 was worth 10 cents per pound and that Mr. Grotinds received 11 cents 
per pound net for what he sold. James W. Cureton, James Calvin Cureton, 
and William H. Leahy, cattle-herders, say the cattle of Mr. Grounds were fatter 
and larger than the average Texas cattle, and considered them the best Texas 
eattle they had seen in the Territory, being all selected. Al! these witnesses, 
with Joel McKee, a farmer and stock-breeder, who has been dealing in horses 
and cattle since 1847, and all of whom frequently saw these cattle, estimate the 
vane weight of each kind the same as Mr. Grounds has done, as heretofore 
shown. 

** Mr. Morford, the Indian agent, says, in his report upon this subject, that after 
examining all the witnesses he had private conversations with citizens and 
neighbors of Mr. Grounds, and found that he had taken great care in the selec- 
tion of his stock and had already acquired an enviable reputation forthe quality 
of his cattle and for his straightforwardness in all his dealings. 

‘“* Both the officers of the Army and the Indian agents who were present and 
investigated this case say that it isa just claim, and Mr. W. EF. Morford, the indian 
agent, who made the last and fullest investigation of the claim,in his jreport 
thereon, says: 

“*T feel perfectly assured that $40,000 would not remunerate Mr, Grounds for 
his losses when.we take into consideration the natural increase of his stock. 
* * * T donothesitate to say that I think the total sum claimed by Mr. Grounds, 
namely, $19,147.25, is a just and honest claim, and that he should be reimbursed 
by the Government at as early a date as possible.’ 

“ All the witnesses heretofore named state that the cows were cheap at $40 per 
head, and after describing the horses stolen,and giving the brands, fix the mar- 
ket value of the seven at $500. 

** The Commissioner of Indian A ffairs, in an official communication,reports that 
the contract price paid by the Government for beef at the Colorado River reser- 
vation, Arizona, for the fiscal year beginning July 1. 1873, and ending June W, 
1874, was from $4 to $5 per hundred gross, which at %, is equivalent to over #10 
per 100 pounds net, as will be seen from the following rule and example: ‘ }34 


ee cdicnininat insane 















































1098 


ofthe live weight is a near approximation to the net weight. 
living ox weighs 1,272 pounds; itsnet weight is 762.56 pounds.” 
mercial and Mechanical Arithmetic, p. 33.) 

“Upon the testimony and official data the committee find that the average 
weight of the two hundred and fifty beef-cattle was five hundred and twenty- 
four pounds each, and estimating them at the contract price paid at that time in 
that locality by the Government and at the lowesi instead of the highest price 
fixed by the witnesses, the average price per head would be $52.40, and 
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For the two hundred and fifty head a total of...................cccoresesensrenseeneeees $13, 100 
One hundred and six Cows, at $40 per head......................sceceeseereeeereneseees 4,240 
Seven horses sy atquiidhen tinheuseunpmenpreumncnncetapemnsennendmiamnememmamenein 500 
Be nacipchniaecitetiiallentinnicitnnathincinhcnbiinaititinatinen aed tnieaeeneee 17,840 

* The committee believe that these prices fixed by reliable witnesses and the 


contract price of the Government was the fair market value at that time and at 
that place. Truxton Spring,and Mineral Park its market, are in the northwest 
corner of the Territory, remote from lines of transportation, and the time just at 
the close of the Apache war, when cattle were comparatively scarce and high in 
the Territory. 

‘It appears from the evidence, and partly from the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs for 1881, that the Hualapai Indians have always been friendly 
to the Government, and that one hundred of their warriors were supplied with 
arms and served under General Crook in his campaign against the hostile Apa- 
ches. A.A. Spear, who was a scout for General Crook in the Apache campaign, 
and who lived at Camp Beale Spring at the time these Indians left the reserva- 
tion, says that at the close of the Apache campaign all except forty of these 
hundred warriors gave up the arms which bad bane issued to them. These 
forty were permitted to retain their Government arms and remain in service at 
Camp Beale Spring. Among those who deserted the reservation were these 
forty warriors, armed with Government rifles, and acting as an auxiliary force 
in case of a fresh outbreak by the Apaches. The Government was therefore 
under some obligations to these Indians. It was at the same time bound to pro- 
tect its citizens against the acts of its allies, whom it had armed and thereby 
rendered capable of committing these depredations. 

* These acts, from the admissions of the Indians, were not committed through 
any enmity for Mr. Grounds, nor for the purpose of gratifying malice or seck- 
ing revenge. lt was for the sole purposo of subsisting themselves in the mount- 
ains during a period which the Government should and would have fed them 
had they remained at the reservation. 

‘If wecommute the per diem ration for each Indian on the basis given by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his report for 1878 (page xiii), we shall find 
that the Government, during the period these Indians were absent and subsist- 
ing on the horses and cattle of Mr. Grounds, saved in subsistence stores about 
$8,000. 

‘ Your committee are satisfied that the claim of Mr. Grounds is a just one, and 
thai the Government is under obligations to compensate him for these losses. 
In arriving at these conclusions, your committee are guided by numerous leg- 
islative precedents in cases similar to this, and by the principles declared by 
eminent publicists. They believe that it would be in violation of the spirit of 
our institutions to impose on one citizen the burdens which should be borne by 
all, and that the citizen who pays taxes, bears arms, serves on juries, and bears 
his just proportion of the burdens of Government, and complies with all its ex- 
actions, is entitled to security in person and property, and to the prompt ful- 
fillment by the Government of all the obligations it is under to him as a citizen. 

“The Committee on Indian Affairs of the United States Senate, first session 
Thirty-fourth Congress, to whom was referred a bill authorizing the payment 
of certain claims for Indian depredations, and in which the equities were not as 
clear and strong as those which exist in this case, say : 

“: The spoliations for which redress is now sought were caused by predatory 
expeditions, undertaken without lawful authority and without cause, as like- 
wise without the usual formalities, and solely with the view to plunder, and is 
therefore excepted by Vattel and all the approved publicists from the principle 
under which redress is here sought to be derived, and brings it within the ane 
ciple under which, by the practice of all civilized nations, the citizen or subject 
has been held entitled to indemnity, and under which this Government has uni- 
formly extended redress.’ (Senate Report, No. 244, first session Thirty-fourth 

Congress, vol. 2.) 

“These great principles of government have been recognized, and passed into 
a compact between this Government and the citizen in the several ‘trade and 
intercourse laws’ enacted by Congress in 1802, 1834, and 1859. Since then it has 
repeatedly, in the hundreds of private acts for relief, recognized its obligations 
to pay the citizen out of the Treasury of the United States for losses sustained 
by Indian depredations. It has gone even further, and paid friendly Indians for 
losses sustained at the hands of hostiles of the same tribe when they, the hos- 
tiles, failed to make restitution of the property stolen as stipulated in the articles 
of capitulation. The Committee on Indian Affairs of the United States Senate, 
towhom was referred the memorial of the heirs of Robert McConnel, in connec- 
tion with the above case, in their report recommending the passage of the bill 
for their relief, say : 

“* Phe Government hasindemnified the friendly Creek Indians bya large ap- 
propriation for the non-performance of the article of capitulation, and, your com- 
mittee think, rightfully. The same yy demands the same indemnity for 
the petitioners, unless it be held that the Government is under higher obliga- 
tions to cause justice to be done the Indians than to her own citizens.’ (Senate 
Report 243, first session Thirty-fourth Conquest, volume 2.) ° 

‘**In November, 1873, Mr. Grounds, who had been in Texas since the spring of 
1872, returned to hisrangh in Arizona, driving his herd of cattle on receipt of the 
notice sent out by General Crook, commanding the Department of Arizona, that 
the hostile Apaches were subdued, and that citizens might return to the Terri- 
tory without fear of harm to person or peogerey, On the faith of this notice, 
and, as we are bound to presume, on the faithof the Se ae the acts 
of February 28, 1859, and July 15, 1870 (2156 and 2008 Revised Statutes), and the 
faith of legislative precedents in granting relief in such cases heretofore, the 
claimant risked his property in the Territory, bore his justshare of the burdens 
and expense of government, and, as the testimony shows, fulfilled all the require- 
ments of the law and the rules of the De ment. 

* The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in forwarding the report of the Indian 
agent, W. E. Morford, to the Secretary of the Interior,and by him transmitted 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives under date of January 11, 1882, 
admits that the depredation is fully proven, and says: ‘I now reco 
that Congress be requested to act upon the case on its merits as disclosed in the 

»ers.’ 
mt Your committee are satisfied from the testimony that the number of beef-cat- 
tle stolen from William Franklin Grounds by the Hualapai Indians was not less 
than two hundred and fifty, that the number of cows was one hundred and six, 
and the number of horses seven. 

* They are also satisfied from the testimony and official data that the value fixed 
by the witnesses and the contract price of the Government was the fair market 
value in that section at that time, and in taking the 
criminated in favor of the Government. 

. maaan, as your committee do, that the Government should be as 
in fulfilling its obligations to the ci to 
performance of his duty to it, and that it should not set the 
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lowest estimate have dis- 
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of duty or repudiation of just debts, we recommend that the bill be amended by 
striking out the words ‘three hundred and fifty-six,’ in lines 7 and 8, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words ‘two hundred and fifty,’ and also 7 strikin 
out the words ‘nineteen thousand one hundred ard forty-seven,’ in lines 6 an 
7, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘seventeen thousand eight hundred 
and forty ;’ and as thus amended we recommend the passage of the bill." 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill presents a somewhat novel proposition. 
It is that the Government is responsible for all the acts of spoliation by 
the Indian tribes. We have passed during the present session a num- 
ber of claimsof this class; but we have charged the amount on the sums 
due the tribes of Indians by whom the spoliation was committed. I 
did not notice what gentleman made the report; but I should like to 
hear the proposition discussed and the arguments in favor of it that this 
Government is morally bound to pay for all the acts of depredation 
committed either by the Indians or anybody else. I can not consent 
without further explanation. than is given us in that report that a claim 
like this should pass the committee. 

Mr. LONG. ‘The report is made by the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELson]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it be laid on the table. 

Mr. NELSON. I eall for the reading of the remainder of the report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Hasnotthe report been read except some exhibits ? 

Mr: NELSON. The main part of the report has not been read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. NELSON said: I think so much of this report as relates to the 
material facts of the case has now beenread. The balance of it relates 
to the value, in respect to which this committee differs from a former 
committee, having cut down the amount one-third. I move the adop- 
tion of the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
must observe that the question is not whether this property was de- 
stroyed by these Indians. The question is whether or no the Govern- 
ment of the United States is liable to pay for all the acts of spoliation 
committed by the Indian tribes. ; 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, ny answer to that is, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is as much liable in this case as in all the 
other depredation cases in which claims have been allowed by this 
Congress. A large number of bills, perhaps more than twenty, founded 
on no stronger basis than this bill, have been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, incorporated into the Indian appropriation 
bill, and passed by this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; but my friend misapprehends the state of the 
case. Those were not claims of this character at all. Those were claims 
resting upon treaties with the Indian tribes, by which the Indians have 
agreed that in case they destroy property the facts shall be ascertained 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the amount of the damage 
or spoliation committed shall be deducted from the sums due them un- 
der treaty stipulations. But here the case is entirely different. All the 
appropriations made by this Congress to meet the claims referred to by 
the gentleman from Minnesota have been simply appropriations to pro- 
vide for carrying out treaty stipulations with the Indian tribes and the 
payment of money out of the funds of the Indians. This bill is based 
upon an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] is injecting a speech into mine. I supposed I had the floor, 
and that the gentleman rose merely to ask a question. I wish now to 
call his attention to the fact that, while there is an cnet distinction 
between the two classes of cases, there is none in ity. In the case 
of the Indians referred to in this bill, while there was no treaty be- 
tween them and the United States, the fact is that they were under the 
special care and guardianship of the United States, and were 
and furnished with supplies by the Army; and ing that care and 
control of them an order was issued for their removal. At that the In- 
dians became frightened, and strayed away into the mountains where 
this cattle ranche of Mr. Grounds was, and destroyed his stock. In 
other words, these Indians have no funds, no property, and never have 
had any. In that section of the country there are no treaty Indians. 
The Government has simply assumed control of them, as it did, in the 
first instance, of all theIndians. The Government took charge of these 
Indians, furnished them with supplies, and paid them annuities; not 
under treaties, but under its general obligation to take care of them. 
It had a military force to them, and while they were under the 
care and control of that military force, and, under the guardianship of 
the United States, the Government allowed them to stray off and de- 
stroy this property. ; tm 

I take it that this Government, having established the principle that 
whenever these Indians commit depredations we have no remedy 
against them, because they are mere minors or wards of the nation, 
the Government is bound, upon broad principles of natural equity, to 


for any depredations committed by its wards. Either that, or else 
Pchculll lesep us with unos MinlLaf siptellr inst the Indians them- 
selves. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Texas 


(Mr. WELLBORN]. 


Mr. WELLBORN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that an impartial 
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and careful investigation into the peculiar relation that the Government | be hardly proper that in specific cases we should compel particula: 
of the United States sustains to Indian tribes of America must inevita- tribes of Indians to pay such damages and relieve the Government from 
bly lead to the conclusion that it is the duty of the Government of the | the necessity of payment. 
United States to protect its citizens against the irruptions and incur- My friend from Minnesota [ Mx 
sions of these hostile tribes, and that in the event of the failure of the 
Government to extend that protection to its citizens, then the Govern- | 
ment is bound to indemnify the citizen for whatever injury or damage 
he may sustain in consequence of the Government’s failure to protect | 
im. 

: But, sir, it is not my purpose in taking the floor at this time to dis- 
cuss the general principle underlying claims for damages growing out 
of Indian depredations. There are three peculiar circumstances in this 
case which make it necessary to engage in such discussion, and I invite 
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN ] to the state- 
ments I am about to make. I-say there are three circumstances con- | 
nected with thiscase which make it unnecessary for the claimant to rest | 
his claim on the general principle which makes the Government liable | 
for Indian depredations. What are the three circumstances to which | 
Irefer? The report shows first that, indirectly at least, it was through | 
theagency, through the instrumentality of the Government of the United 
States that these depredations were caused. This tribe of Indians had 
been placed upon a particular reservation by the authority of the Gov- 
ernment. For the reasons stated in the report, the Government deter- 
mined to change them from the reservation on which they were origi- | 
nally placed and send them to another some one hundred and eighty miles 
distant from the first. The order was issued by the Secretary of the 
Interior directing theirremoval. As has been stated by the gentleman 


NELSON | called attention to the fact 
that in a number of instances during the present Congress and during 


every preceding Congress for the last fifty years we have paid such 
claims out of Indian funds by virtue of treaty stipulations. But I do 
not concede that a case can be found where the Government has held 
| itself liable to make such payment out of the public Treasury. If the 

Government is liable on the principle of moral obligation to preserve 
the peace everywhere, to prevent damage to property everywhere, and 
there is no liability whatever to the Government, then the idea of pa- 
ternal government is carried beyond anything that has been heretofore 
suggested. 

The three points made by my friend from Texas [Mr. WELLBORN ]} do 
not vary the rule at all. The object of government is protection to all 
the people within its jurisdiction and to all their property. As well 
might you say that because during the late war a raid was perpetrated 
| by those in arms against the Government into a loyal State and prop 
| erty destroyed the Government is liable for that destruction as to say 
that in a case like this the Government is bound to pay for all losses 


suffered by reason of the depredations of a marauding band of Indians 
These Indians wandered away, and my friend from Texas thinks the 
Government ought not to have permitted them to wander. The Gov- 
ernment has assumed no higher obligation in regard to the Indian tribes 
than with reference to any other people, except so far as concérns the 
general direction of affairs affecting them in their peculiar condition. 
from Minnesota |Mr. NELSON], the Indians became frightened at the The gentleman from Texas says that these Indians were armed. 
prospect of removal and wandered off into the mountains contiguous | Why, sir, all Indian tribes are armed more or less. 
to the ranch owned by the claimant, and while there committed these Mr. WELLBORN. Are all armed by the Government as warriors 
depredations upon his property. Therefore I say, sir, that the cause, | to fight for the Government? 


the indirect cause, of these depredations was the action of the Govern- Mr. HOLMAN. Then the fact of arming Indians is to make the 
ment of the United States through one of its highest officers, the Sec- | Government liable! The Government is forbidden to deprive its peo- 
retary of the Interior. 


ple of the right to bear arms; and because the people have this right, 
But there is another fact which raises an unquestioned equity, to say | the Government is to be liable for all depredations everywhere. 


the least of it, against the Government. Not only was it through the | Mr.OURY. Does the Government permit the people in the Terri 
y of the Government that these Indians were placed ina position | tories to defend themselves against the Indians? Have they that right 
. to commit the depredations which they did commit upon this claimant, | under the law ? 
but, sir, the very arms, the very munitions that they used in destroy- Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The people of the Territories have done so time and 
ing his cattle were arms and munitions supplied to them by the Gov- | again. They have been doing so all the time. 
ernment of the United States. About one hundred warriors of this Mr. OURY. We have been driven into it often; but does the Gov- 
tribe had been in the employ of the Government. While so employed | ernment permit the people of a Territory to defend themselves against 
they were armed by the Government. A short time before these In- | incursions of Indians ? 
dians left their reservation the authorities of the Government required Mr. HOLMAN. My friend remembers it is being done all the time 
them to surrender most of their guns, leaving, however, guns in the | Whenever a band of Indians has wandered from the reservation and 
ion of forty warriors of the tribe; and the report shows that it | committed depredations, the people have arisen en masse, as they have 
was with these guns the cattle were slain. So that the Government is | the right to do 
not only indirectly responsible for the Indians being in a position where Mr. MAGINNIS. 
they could destroy the claimant’s property, but further, the Govern- 
ment actually supplied the arms with which the depredations were 
committed. 








Will the gentleman insist that the sheriffs, the 
marshals, and other ordinary officers of the law have the right to fol- 
low those Indians onto an Indian reservation ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Not onto a reservation, I concede. 

But there is still another consideration which gives increased strength Mr. MAGINNIS. Then itis a city of refuge set up by the Govern- 
to this claim, and, as it does seem to me, removes it from the field of | ment for these men. 

controversy. Not only did the Government furnish these Indians the Mr. HOLMAN. 
motive for the depredation; not only did the Government supply the | when the Government does the best it can to protect the person and 
agencies, the arms with which this motive could be executed, but dur- | property of all its citizens 


If you follow them what do you.accomplish? Now, 
| 
ing the two months that these [ndians were living upon the cattle of | Mr. MAGINNIS. But it does not. 





this claimant the Government was saved the expense of providing for 
them. As the report shows, the ordinary rations issued by the Gov- 
ernment to this tribe of Indians would have amounted during that time 
to $8,000. Eight thousand dollars. This amount was saved to the 
Government of the United States during the time that these Indians 
were living upon the property of the claimant. 

Now, I submit that these three circumstances constitute an equitable 
and valid claim against the Government, without reference to the prin- 
ciple, which in my judgment would make the Government responsible 
to the claimant even though these circumstances did not exist. This 
is ali I desire to submit in reference to the case. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 
“ Vote ! ” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted 
by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can hardly believe that this Com- 


-Mr. HOLMAN. When the Government does the best it can to pro- 
tect the person and property of its citizens everywhere, does it follow 
when wrongs are committed the Government must make reparation? 

The Government is under obligation to preserve peace hetween the 
gentleman and myself, and no higher obligation rests upon it anywhere 
than right there. It can not enter into payment of damages for an in- 
vasion of every right. 

Besides all that, Mr. Chairman, here is a herder ten years ago on the 
plains or mountains of Arizona and a band of wandering Indians de- 
stroys his property, and you say the Government must pay forit. Now 
the great cattle-kings have invaded that whole region within these ten 

| years, and the mountains and the prairies and the valleys are all cov- 

| ered with countless herds of cattle. Does the gentleman assume because 

a roving band of Indians makes a descent upon one of these herds of 


cattle and destroys it that the Government of the United States is bound 
mittee of the Whole will hastily adopt so remarkable a rule as thatin- | to pay the damage? Why, sir, it is a new doctrine in this House. It 


volved in this bill. Gentlemen who have discussed the subject do not | is one that can not be sustained. The very fact that in all your treaties 
even favor us with precedent; yet it is almost impossible to find any | with the Indians having property you carefully provide thatevery claim 
class of private claims in reference to which our legislation does not | shall be scrutinized and ascertained repels the idea that the Govern- 
furnish some precedent; as the rule of Congress, whatever it may be | ment ever assumed any such moral obligation as this bill seems to pre- 
upon any given subject, is liable to countless modifications. | sent. 

Here the naked question is presented wheth¢r the Government of| Mr.CASSIDY. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, | 
the United States is under a moral obligation to protect all the prop- will say that this is not so much a claim for damages as a claim for sub- 
erty of the Western country from spoliation by Indian tribes. If the | sistence. It comes in on that ground. 

Government, isthus liable, then in those instances where we have made Mr. HOLMAN. 
treaties with the Indians providing that out of the treaty funds dam- | maintained. 

ages resulting from Indian depredations should be paid we have done Mr. MAGINNIS. It is a depredation claim. 

an unjust thing; for if the obligation rests upon the Government to The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to the 
pay for all damages committed by the Indian tribes, it would seem to | floor and will proceed unless he yields for interruption. 





Ido not see that any such claim as that can be 
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Mr. HOLMAN. These Indians were being supported by the Gov- 
ernment as a mode of preserving the public peace on the one hand and 
as an act of national charity on the other. It is not peculiarto the In- 
dian, for wherever great bodies of people have been in destitution you 
have provided for them. When the floods overwhelmed the people of 
the Ohio valley and the people of the Mississippi valley, and they 
were starving for the food that had been submerged by the relentless 
flood, they were provided with shelter and food and clothing out of the 
public Treasury. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Did the Government fix them on reservations 
with metes and bounds? 

Mr. HOLMAN. You appropriate money year after year out of the 
Treasury to provide for these unhappy and unfortunate portions of our 
population from suffering and starvation. You have done it on the 
same principle you have extended national charity in countless forms. 
You have done it in this instance more repeatedly under the safeguards 
of the Constitution of the country. 

But does that impose a liability on the part of the Government be- 
cause it extended this charity to these unfortunate tribes? Does that 
impose on the Government the responsibility for all their marauding 
acts? I think not. Because thé Government in protection of the 
people on the frontier has gathered these Indians into reservations, the 
fact that the Government has done this to protect the people from 
spoliation does not impose on the Government the duty of meeting 
every act of spoliation they shall commit by exactions on the public 
Treasury. The very acts of the Government to protect the people of 


the Western country are made arguments in favor of the liability of 


the Government. As the Government feeds them to preserve the 
public peace it does but an act of natural charity. It gathers them 
into reservations where they can be watched, so as to prevent them 
from committing depredations. If they break away from the Govern- 
ment and commit acts of spoliation, it is said because the Government 
has put them upon these reservations and done the best it can to pro- 
tect the persons and property of our citizens upon the border there- 
fore the Government is liable for whatever damages may result from 
actsof spoliation by these Indians. Why, sir, thatis a new doctrine in 
this House. 


Why, even in the case of Indians who by treaty stipulations have 


agreed.that spoliations by members of their tribe shall be paid out of 


the fund held by the National Government in trust for them—even 
there you require that the claim shall be submitted to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and that he shall investigate it to the bottom, 
and that not until that thorough investigation shall have occurred shall 
he recommend it; and not until then shall the money be taken out 
of the funds held by the Government for the benefit of the tribe. But 
it is not here shown even that these Indians had any fund, and I pre- 
sume they had not; it is not shown that this claim was ever investigated 
by proper authority. It comes here with no testimony except ex parte 
testimony. It is not shown that this claimant occupied other relation 
to the Government than that of the great body of men now occupying 
the public domain as feeding grounds for their herds. He was in Ari- 
zona, and taking advantage of the rich pastures of that country to in- 
crease his wealth—just as the cattle-kings do all over thecountry. You 


might as well say that thus availing himself of the public resources of 


the public pastares, which furnished food for countless herds of stock; 
occupying the domain of the Government, without authority, to pro- 
mote his wealth, that therefore the Government is to be held responsi- 
ble for every act of spoliation committed against him. You might as 
well say that a marauding body of men from Mexico committing dep- 
redations would impose the same liability in honor and morals as the 
marauding act of this Indian tribe. 

Mr. GEORGE was recognized. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Permit meone moment. lam afraid that in trying 
to finish a sentence I have been discourteous to my friend from Texas. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Not atall. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have said, sir, I believe all I desired to say. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the position assumed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN}, I desire tocall the at- 
tention of this committee to the law as it has stood for oe years. 
Congress has recognized its obligation in the past. 

In 1796 (1 Statutes, 469) we read: 


Sec, 14. And be it further enacted, That if any Indian or Indians, belonging to 
any tribe in amity with the U nited States, shall come over or a 
boundary line into any State or Territory inhabited by citizens of the United 
States, and there take, steal, or destroy any horse, horses, or nopee be- 
longing t to any citizen’ or inhabitant of the! United States, or of either of the Ter- 
ritorial districts of the United or shall commit any murder, violence, gr 
outrage upon any such citizen or in tant, it shall be oe of such citizen 
or inhabitant, his representative, attorney, or agent, to mak ee to the 
superintendent, or such other person as the President of the Un States shall 
authorize for that purpose; who, upon being furnished with the necessary doc- 
uments and proofs, shall, under the direction or instruction of the President of 
the United States, make’ application to Oo: nation or tribe to whieh such Indian 
or \ndians shall belong for satisfaction ; and if such nation or tribe shall 

or )vfuse to make satisfaction in a reasonable time not exceeding 

months, then it shall be the One < su 

thorized as aforesaid, to make of his doings to the Proddeutat United 
States, and forward to him all documents a in the — such fur- 
ther steps may be taken as shall be proper to satisfaction for the injury ; 
and in the mean time, in respect to the property taken, stolen, or destroyed, 


—“ 
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the United States guarantee to the party injured an eventual indemnification : 
Provided always, Phat if such injured party, his representative, attorney, oe 
agent, shall in any way violate any of the provisions of this act by seekir 
attempting to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, by crossing over the i 
on any of the Indian lands, he shall forfeit all claim upon the United States for 
such indemnification: And " provided also, That nothing herein contained shall 
prevent the legal apprehension or arresting, within the limits of any State or 
district, of any Indian having so offended: And reali Surther, That it shall 
be lawful for the President of the United States to deduct such sum or sums as 
shall be paid for the property taken, stolen, or destroyed by any such Indian 
out of the annual stipend which the United States are bound to pay to the tribe 
to which such Indian shall belong. 

The essential provisions of this section are that in case of any depre- 
dations committed by Indians application shall first be made by the 
United States to the nation or tribe to whom the depredators belonged. 
In case no satisfaction is made by the tribe, the proofs of the depreda- 
tion already obtained are to be transmitted to the President of the 
United States. The United States guarantees eventual indemnification 
to the party injured without regard to whether the tribe has annuity 
funds due them or not; but if annuities are due, the President is au- 
thorized to deduct from them the value of the property taken or de- 
stroyed. 

This section is the first statutory enactment of a policy continued for 
many years. The acts of March 3, 1799 (1Statutes, 743, section 14, page 
747) and of March 30, 1802 (2 Statutes, 139, section 14, page 143) re- 
enact this same section. 

This law remained upon our statute-books re-enacted in various forms 
until the year 1834. During said time claims of this character were 
generally paid out of the annuities due to the Indians. But in 1834 a 
more general and more comprehensive law was enacted regulating trade 
intercourse with the Indian tribes, which continued the guarantee of 
the United States for eventual indemnification in the same language as 
under the old act, and provided that if no annuity was payable to the 
Indian the amount claimed should be paid from the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend read from the statute ? 

Mr. GEORGE. And this law continued in force for twenty-five 
years lon =F until 1859. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What does the gentleman read from? 

Mr: GEORGE. I am making this a part of my remarks, because I 
have investigated the subject very carefully and know it to be true. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know, but what is the gentleman reading from ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am reading from a formerstatement made by my- 
self on this subject. 

Tn 1859 a law was passed containing this provision: 

That so much of the act a ‘An act to regulate trade intercourse with 
the Indian tribes and to preserve peace on the frontiers,”’ approved June 30, 1834, 
as provides that the United States shall make indemnification out of the Treas- 
ury for proper! a. or destroyed in certain cases by Indians trespassing 2 
white men, as bed in the said act, be, and the same is hereby, repealed 

. however, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to im- 
the o bligation of the In@ian to make indemnities out of the an- 


pelties as described in said act. 

An authoritative construction and limitation were put upon this act 
by the joint resolution of June, 1860, which provided that the repeal 
by the eighth section of the act of Congress, or so much of the act as 
provides that the United States shall make idemnification out of the 
Treasury for property taken or destroyed in certain cases by Indians 
trespassing upon white men, should not be construed to destroy or im- 
pair any indemnity which existed at the date of said repeal; so that 
from and after that time the liability of the United States as fixed by 
act of Congress was first to pay all depredations committed by Indians 
prior to the date of its If annuity funds were due, the United 
States to pay out of these funds; if none were due, then the United 
States were obliged to pay out of the United States Treasury for all 
depredations. And as todepredations committed after its passage, the 
United States took upon itself the obligation of a trustee in all cases 
where annuities were due the Indians, and continued on itself the ob- 
ligation to pay. over to persons suffering by acts of the Indians the 
amount of out of these annuities. 

The practice of the Government after that time was to pay these dep- 

i rough the Departments without legislative interven- 
tion, which practice continued until 1870, when provided that 
no money thereafter under any gen act or deficiency 
bill — appropriations for the current contingent expenses of 
the I t should be used to pay annuities due to or to be 
rea for the care and benefit of any tribe or tribes of In- 
dians, or dd be applied to the payment of any claim for depreda- 
tion that may have been or may be committed by such tribe or tribes 
or any number or numbers thereof; and that no claim for Indian dep- 
redation oe ee thereafter be paid ‘until Congress should make special 


Tt is wie evident from this recital of past legislation that this Gov- 
its liability to its citizens to see that they are 

akeeed! for losses which they have sustained. This 
guaranty results from the soundest principles.of law without the aid of 
Sap sindaton pad Gemniien opel mak bantnated tor any act repealing 


any particular statute; and I take it that the act of 1874and the prior 
acts referred to were in no sense intended as a contrary declaration, but 
were intended merely to effect the method of obtaining relief. In fact, 
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Senator Harlan, in reporting this section of the act of 1870 from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, expressly stated that it was the purpose 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs to prevent thereafter the payment 
of claims for Indian depredations out of general appropriations without 
uiring them to be snbmitted for the action of Congress. 
The effect of this enactment was to prevent the payment of these 
claims through the Department as they were allowed and to require 
the claims to be submitted to a further examination and appropria- 
tion by Congress. That such was the intention was evidenced by the 
act of May 29, 1872, which provided that the Secretary of the Interior 
should and cause to be published such rules and regulations 
as he might deem necessary or proper, prescribing the manner of pre- 
senting claims arising under existing laws or treaty stipulations for 
compensation for depredations committed by the Indians, and the de- | 
and character of the evidence necessary to support such claims, | 
and that he should carefully investigate all such claims as may be pre- 
sented, subject to the rules and regulations prepared by him, and report 
to Con at each session thereof the nature, character, arfd amount of 
such claims, whether allowed by him or not, and the evidence upon | 
which his action was based, simply providing that no payment on ac- 
count of such claim should be made without a specific appropriation 
therefor by Congress. Since that date no general law has been passed 
making appropriations; but special appropriations have from time to 
time been made in individual cases by private relief bills, thus con- 
tinually admitting the doctrine of liability. 

Thus it will be seen that the whole spirit and tenor of our laws, the 
same now that it has ever been, is to treat the property of the citizen 
taken from him by Indians in treaty relations with the United States 
as appropriated to public use, entitling the citizen to compensation; 
and , acting upon this theory, has promptly made compen- 
sation till within a few years. Spain and Great Britain allowed the | 
Indians to pay for their depredations and debts in lands. And by the 
same statute, whereby the United States prohibited the conveyance of 
lands by the Indians, they guaranteed ultimate indemnification to citi- 
zens for losses sustained at their hands. 

I have here a list of claims paid by Congress by special acts, which 
I will not detain the committee to real, but with the permission of | 
the House will publish with my remarks. All told, they amount to 
$1,599,000, of which sum only about $53,000 was paid from annuity 
funds. ‘ 

By act of March 3, 1819, section 5, 3 Statutes, 517, $4,000 is appro- 
a from the Treasury to satisfy claims of citizens of the United 








tates for property stolen or destroyed by the Osages. 

By act of March 2, 1827, 6 Statutes, 361, William Morrison, late con- 
tractor for supplies to the Army, is allowed credit for sixty-nine beef- 
cattle taken from near the military post of Prairie du Chien in July, 
1821, by certain predatory tribes of Indians. 

By act of March 25, 1830, 6 Statutes, 408, the Secretary of War is 
directed to pay $6,756 to four persons for property taken by the Osage 
Indians from 1816 to 1823. 





By act of May 31, 1830, 4 Statutes, 428, certain depredation claims 
are referred to the Third Auditor to be decided according to the provisions | 
of section 14 of the act of March 30, 1802, the money to be paid out of | 
the Treasury. 

By act of March 2, 1831, 4 Statutes, 470, $1,300 is appropriated for 
payment of sundry claims for Indian depredations. 

By act of June 26, 1834, 4 Statutes, 705, $7,800 is appropriated to | 
defray the expense of investigating claims against the Seminoles for 
prepara stolen or destroyed by them and for liquidating such as may | 

satisfactorily established. 

By act of June 30, 1834, 4 Statutes, 721, payment not exceeding $250, - 
000 is granted out of the Treasury to citizens of Georgia for claims 
founded upon the capture and detention or destruction of property by | 
Creek Indians prior to the act of March 30, 1802. 

By act of June 30, 1834, 6 Statutes, 581, certain claims for Indian 
depredation are referred to the Secretary of War, who is directed to pay 
out of the Treasury all which shall be established. 

By act of July 1, 1836, 6 Statutes, 659, $403 is appropriated to James 
Alexander and $575 to Ira Nash for losses sustained and depredations 
committed by Sac and Fox Indians in 1814. 

By act of July 2, 1836, 6 Statutes, 671, the Secretary of War is di- 
rected to pay to Joseph Bogy $6,000 for his merchandise and property 
taken or destroyed by the Choctaw Indians in 1807. 

By act of March 3, 1837, 5 Statates, 158, 162, the President is di- 
rected to report to Congress as to depredations committed by the Sem- 
inoles and Creeks before and after the recent Indian war. 

By act of March 3, 1841, 6 Statutes, 822, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is directed to pay out of the Treasury to Avery, Saltmarsh & Co., 
mail contractors, $9,779 for property employed by them in transport- 
ing the mail captured and destroyed by the Creek Indians in May, 1836. 

act of June 15, 1844, 6 Statutes, 913, the Secretary of War is di- 





rected to pay G Wallis $3,000 out of the Indian annuities for the 
destruction of cattle belonging to the said Wallis by the Sac and Fox 
and Iowa 


Indians. 

By act of August 9, 1846, 9 Statutes, 24, private, $1,500 is appro- 

from the Indian annuities to pay to the legal representatives of 
Turner for depredations committed by Sioux Indians. 
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By act of March 2, 1847, 9 Statutes, private, $1,081 is appropriated 
from the Treasury to pay Elijah White and others for property taken 
by the Pawnee Indians. 

By act of March 3, 1847, 9 Statutes, 55, private, $676.91 is appro- 
priated from the Treasury to pay Joseph E. Primeau and Thomas J. 
Chapman for depredations committed by Yankton Indians. 

By act of August 14, 1848, 9 Statutes, 90, private, $300 is appro- 
priated from the Treasury to pay Charles M. Gibson fora wagon capt- 
ured and destroyed by the Seminole Indians in Middle Florida in 


| February, 1839. 


By act of March 3, 1849, 9 Statutes, 141, private, $4,155 is appre- 
priated from the Treasury to pay Thomas Talbott and others for prop- 


| erty taken by the Pawnee Indians. 


By act of August 30, 1852, 10 Statutes, 41, 55, $1,200 is appropri- 
ated from the Treasury to pay James M. Marsh for losses for property 
taken by the Sioux Indians while extending the line of surveys under 
contract. 

By act of January 18, 1855, 10 Statutes, 843, $500 is appropriated 
from the Treasury to pay Moses D. Hogan for cattle taken by the In- 


| dians, 


By act of August 18, 1856, 11 Statutes, 65, 81, the Secretary of the 
Interior is ordered to investigate claims for depredations by Indians in 
New Mexico. 

By act of March 16, 1858, 11 Statutes, 527, $200, with interest, is 
appropriated from the Treasury to John Hamilton for his time and 
services during his imprisonment with the Indians in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain. “ 

By act of June 19, 1860, 12 Statutes, 44, 58, $16,679.97 is appropriated 
to pay for loss and destruction of property of citizens of Minnesota and 


| Iowa, at Spirit Lake, in 1857, by Sioux Indians. 


By act of March 2, 1861, 12 Statutes, 203, $9,640.74 is appropriated 
from the Treasury to indemnify citizens of lowa and Minnesota for de- 
struction of property at or near Spirit Lake by Ink-pa-du-tah’s band of 
Sioux Indians. 

By act of February 16, 1863, 12 Statutes, 652, 653, provision is made 
for payment out of their forfeited annuities for damages done by Sioux 


| Indians in Minnesota on the occasion of the Sioux massacre in 1862. 


By act of May 28, 1864, TS Statutes 92, $928,411 is appropriated from 
the Treasury to pay the awards of the commission under the act of 


| February 16, 1863, for damages done by the Sioux Indians in 1862, and 
| a further sum of $214,963 is appropriated for additional claims. 


By act of June 29, 1866, 14 Statutes, 609, $28,175 is appropriated from 
the Treasury for Elizabeth Woodward and George Chorpenning for de- 
struction of property by Indians in 1852, and $26,370 is appropriated 
to pay George Chorpenning for property destroyed by Indians prior to 
April 1, 1856, this to be deducted from the Indian annuities. 

By act of March 2, 1868, 15 Statutes, 356, $400 is appropriated from 
the Treasury to the widow of Maj. Gen. I. B. Richardson tor one mule 
and four horses stolen from him by Apache Indians while on military 
duty in New Mexico. 

By act of April 10, 1869, 16 Statutes, 13, 39, $10,906.34 is appropriated 


| from the Treasury to pay for depredations committed by Indians in 
| Northwestern Iowa in 1857. 


By act of February 27, 1871, 16 Statutes, 704, $2,564.10 is appropri- 
ated, out of any money appropriated for the benefit of the Cheyenne and 
Arapaho Indians, to Lucy A. Smith, for losses by depredations of said 
indians in Nebraska. 

3y act of May 7, 1872, 17 Statutes, 395, commissioners are appointed 
to examine into depredations committed by Indians and Mexicans in 
Texas. 

By act of May 21, 1872, 17 Statutes, 611, $14,650 is appropriated 
from the Treasury to indemnify Charles F. Tracy for depredations com- 
mitted by Apaches in May, 1870. 

By act of June 5, 1872, 17 Statutes, 675, $10,000 is appropriated from 
the Treasury to pay Mrs. Fanny Kelly for property taken and destroyed 
by Sioux Indians in 1864. 

_By act of June 10, 1872, 17 Statutes, 690, $30,000 is appropriated from 
the Treasury to pay the heirs of Alexander Watson for property lost, 
captured, or destroyed in Florida during the Indian hostilities com- 
mencing in 1835. 

By act of June 10, 1872, 17 Statutes, 701, $13,200 is appropriated from 
the Treasury to Elbridge Gerry for valuable services rendered the Gov 
ernment in 1864, and for all claims for Indian depredations up to the 
date of the passage of this act. 

By act of March 3, 1873, 17 Statutes, 766, $2,250 is appropriated from 
the Treasury to Mrs. Ann Marble, administratrix, for losses by depre- 
dations by Cheyenne Indians. 

By act of April 28, 1874, 18 Statutes, 543, $1,095.37 is appropriated 
from the Treasury to pay Mrs. Siloma Deck for losses by depredations 
by Sioux Indians in 15862. 

By act of March 3, 1875, 18 Statutes, 424, $2,500 each is appropnated 
to Adelaide German and Julia German, two white children captured 
in Kansas, the same to be withheld from annuities due the Cheyennes. 

By act of March 3, 1877, 19 Statutes, 549, $2,283.92 is appropriated 
from the Treasury to pay Hans C. Peterson for damages by Sioux In- 
dians in Minnesota in 1862. 

By act of March 3, 1879, 20 Statutes, 396, $2,915, with interest at 7 
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per cent., is appropriated from any treaty funds of the Kiowa Indians 
to the heirs of Abel 8. Lee for property taken and destroyed by the 
Kiowa Indians in 1872. 

By act of March 3, 1879, 20 Statutes, 396, $5,000 is appropriated out 
of any money hereafter appropriated for the use and benefit of the Chey- 
enne Indians to Mrs. Celia C. Short. 

By act of June 8, 1880, 21 Statutes, 549, $15,867.50 is appropriated 
to pay Henry Warren for damages sustained by depredations tf Indians 
in 1871, while Warren was a Government contractor, the same to be 
withheld from the amounts due the Indians. 

By act of June 16, 1880, 21 Statutes, 588, $2,000 is appropriated from 
the annuities due the Cheyenne or Arapaho Indians to Amanda M. 
Cook, whose mother was killed and herself captured by the Indians 
in 1865. 

By act of March 3, 1881, 21 Statutes, 640, $58,659.46 is appropriated 
from the Treasury to pay Dodd, Brown & Co., assignees of E. H. Durfee 
& Co., and others, for depredations committed by various tribes of in- 
dians, the amounts to be deducted from the annuities. 

By act of May 17, 1882, 22 Statutes, 86, $9,870.10 is appropriated, 
from unexpended balances of treaty funds, to pay various claimants for 
damages caused by a raid of Northern Cheyennes. 

By act of March 3, 1883, 22 Statutes, 804, $12,200 is appropriated 
from moneys due the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians, to Powers & New- 
man and D. and B. Powers for depredationscommitted by these Indians. 

The history of this country shows that while the gentleman from In- 
diana is correct as to many instances of claims paid out of annuity fands, 
yet that the principle had been recognized by our legislation that they 
should also be paid, when there are no annuity funds, directly from the 
Treasury of the United States. Depredation claims of this character 
have been paid out of the Treasury of the United States by this Con- 
gress, and that, too, when there-were no annuity or treaty funds. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Oregon mention a claim of 
this class which has been passed upon by this Congress or the last either? 

Mr. GEORGE. The claim of Mrs. Boddy is one, and I believe it was 
honored by the support of the gentleman from Indiana himself. 

Mr. Chairman, the payment of these claims is a matter of very great 
interest to a large class of our people, especially in the Northwest, and 
they areaclass whose energy, enterprise, and ability have changed much 
of the vast West from the domain of the savage to that of civilization. 

The claims pending before the Department and Congress amount now 
to probably $10,000,000. Of these claims the Interior Department has 
reported about $1,500,000 to Congress with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. Congress, however, has made no appropriation by general law for 
a number of years, and these claims have been gradually accumulating. 
Whenever attempts have been made to secure general appropriations 
to meet these claims our Representatives from the West have been met 
by the opposition of the more numerous Representatives of the East. 
The argument has been made that the Government is under no obliga- 
tion to pay any of these depredation claims; that when the citizen places 
himself in the position of risk, as in other cases of damage from riot or 
invasion from a foreign country, the Government is not responsible, 
having exercised due diligence and done its duty. The people of the 
West are told that if they are robbed or murdered by white men the 
State does not make pecuniary recompense to the sufferers or theif 
heirs, and therefore the question is asked why they should expect it 
because the depredation is committed by an Indian. It is contended 
that our case is similar to those of other citizens who suffer from inva- 
sion from abroad, whocan not recover on grounds of public policy; that 
the paying of these depredation claims would have a tendency to make 
less liable their personal efforts for the preservation of property and of 
our common country. 

It has been contended upon our side that the situation is an entirely 
different one; that the Government treats the Indians neither as foreign 
nations nor as citizens; that it treats them as wardsof the nation; that 
it assigns them to a territory to occupy, places them in charge of United 
States officials, whose duty it is to restrain them from plundering set- 
tlers on the frontier; that they are placed under the sole care and con- 
trol of the United States; that the laws of the Commonwealths in 
which their reservations are situated are not allowed to extend over 
them; that the processes of the civil courts have no effect insidé of their 
jurisdiction, and that our citizen who is wronged can follow them only 
to the boundsof their reservation—there he muststop; that the laws of 
the United States give him no indemnity or no remedy for the wrong 
done him; that he is restrained from taking the remedy into his own 
hands; that he is even prohibited under the law from receiving from 
the Indian any compensation for his injury; and that he may behold 
the stolen property before his very eyes inside the bounds of the reser- 
vation, and he dare not take possession of his own. Ifhe had been 
wronged by a white man he could to a certain extent remedy his wrong 
by retaking possession of his property. He could accept satisfaction for 
the injury done him; the laws of the land would furnish him the courts 
with all their powerful processes to enforce his rights. He could re- 
cover judgment, seize and take the last dollar of the property of the 
wrongdoer and have him punished at public expense for the crime 


committed. But if the wrongdoer be an Indian the party wronged is 
powerless. 


redress, they will take means to 


Now, it is a well-established principle of law that every citizen who 
bears his lawful a aco of the burdens of the Government is entitled 
to protection in his person or in some form. If the General 
Government will not allow the white man to enforce his rights against 
the Indian depredator, and will not permit him to accept acompromise 
offering from the Indian, and will not allow thé common remedies of 
the courts and the law, it is in duty bound by every principle of justice 
and good government to remedy the wrongitself. In every proper and 
just view itisan appropriation of private property topublic use. Upon 
what principle of law or morals can our Government stand back and 
refuse to pay these claims while withholding from the citizens all 
remedy in the law and taking and retaining in its own custody and 
possession all the lands and assets of every description of these people ? 
To dosois anact of perfidy to the frontier settlers and of bad faith such 
as no court could tolerate between man and man, and in its tendency 
is demoralizing to the whole nation. 

Iam tempted to quote the eloquent and forcible words of the gen- 
tleman fron? Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] 0g aformer occasion. He said: 


Mr. MaGrynis. I will call the attention of the committee briefly to the man- 
ner in which these Indian depredation claims come to be a subject for 
sional action. Weare told Indian See claims have no 
here, and that the Government is not rightfully SS to pay any of them— 
n jon which the people of the West and their tatives contest. 

e are told that if men place themselves in positions of risk, they must take 
the consequences; that, as in cases of ane from riot or from war, the Gov- 
ernment is not msible, having exerci due diligence and done its duty. 
We are told that iF people are robbed or murdered by white men the State does 
not make pecuniary recompense to the sufferers or their heirs, and we are asked 
why should it do so because the aS is committed by an Indian. 

I will endeavor to explain the difference, and show that depredation claims 
stand on an entirely different ground. 

The Government sets up in the -Territories these independent ay 
known as reservations. y are occupied by people ized in a sense as 
independent nationalities, "under the control and pi on of the General 
Government. The laws of the Commonwealths in which are situated do not 
eover them. The process of the civil courts can not in them. They are 
cities of refuge,and the Government declares to all surrounding le that 
they shall rot disturb its wards, and assumes the position of ian and ar- 
biter between them and all others. You say that people who trade or settle in 
such countries should take the risk of their ventures. Sothey should under the 
laws. But ifa white man burnsyour house or steals your horse you can follow 
him anywhere with thelaw. You can arrest him, punish, and perhaps recover 
your property. But when these Indians make a off their reservations, in- 
vade a settlement, and take your horses and cattle and drive them, under your 
very eyes, to the reservation, what can you do with the law? 

Suppose they murder and destroy and then retreat to their own domin- 
ions, and your marshals and sheriffs follow them in hot —— to the very 
boundaries of their reservation, what remedy have yod? Your law no longer 
follows the Indians. The process of your court falls dead as soon as your pur- 
suit reaches the line of his reservation, which the Government orders you not 
to cross, and safe in his city of refuge the depredator laughs at you and is safe 
from your law officers, ean exhibit your stolen property before your out- 
raged face, and you have no right to m it, and no remedy for your wrong, 
except through the General Government. 

The Government, in pursuance of its settled policy, says that you shall not 
cross that line, nor shall your courts, or their officers, or your local laws. It 
says, these people are the wards of the Government, and i 1 ave have any cause 
of complaint you must come to the Government of the United 
will arbitrate your differences and settle the measure of your damages. 

Having no other recourse, and being forbidden to resort to any, the settler 
therefore comes to the Government of the United States to right wrong, and 
to obtain justice for the acts which have been committed by those whom the 
Government excludes the operation of the local law, and for whom, as its 
own wards, it assumes the responsibility. 

. —— on —— eo justice; and for these ae, a law watet 
‘ull and passed, and for many, many, years on your 
books, provid f Siareletions committed by Indians, such 
depredations ng duly proved, the Interior Department should award dam- 
ages to the person t; against, and the amounts so awarded should be 
deducted from the annuities paid by the Government to the Indians committing 
such depredations. 
A man has a herd of cattle or horses, and the Indians come in and kill them 
or steal them. That man has no remedy, by law or otherwise. What, then, 
must he do, if youdeny him a remedy in court or Congress? He is compelled to 
fall back upon the right which every man has to defend his perty. The re- 
sult of that may be to bring on a war with the Indians, involving Govern- 
sees Satie ab theme Sete ed deal Sestie bey these penpe. "MM mon ere denied 
should look at and deal j > men are 
sodoess Gutaenetves Pree int bring on conflicts 
and destroy the peace which you are bound to preserve, and which you are 
spending so many millions to preserve, and it will involve you in an expense far 
beyond that which is necessary to pay such claims you justly owe the people 
who have been despoiled by your wards. 


To show the state of sentiment in my State on this subject I quote 
the following from a late message from Governor Thayer, of Oregon. 
Referring to Oregon Modoc war bonds, he says : : 

the class as th 

(nioe war expenses. They wore occasioned by depreda “ot ind wae 
States n ’ 

escapin San eS onsene ving ae 
had independent nations, the State would evidently have claim to in- 


demnity from the United States; ‘but it is well understood that status is 
. the care and control of the United States. 


a 


to them a territory , and have been placed in 
charge of United States officials, uty fo the as well as to the United 
Seatine asttbors, ee eee EE nad tes bate oblige’ (0 onl out 
Seanniied for the Ce - 
U every sclple of justice and right these claims should be assumed by 
the United Government. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of our past history, I submit that it is 
u ust now for Representatives from the East, simply because the dep- 


border is now removed from their immediate vicinity and 


no longer havea direct interest in claims of this character, todeny 
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their more numerous representation the claims of the newer sections. | 


For years they voted money from the Treasury to pay the depredation 


claims of their own border; and only when they ceased to have a direct | 


interest because the field of trouble is extended westward do they dis- 
cover any doubt in their minds as to the legality of such payments. 


These claims have accumulated, as I have stated, until they now | 


amount probably to the sum of $10,000,000 in the aggregate. The 
situation is beset, however, with this difficulty: The machinery pro- 


vided by Congress for the investigation of these claims has not proven | 


suitable, and the Interior Department has availed itself in many cases of 


the clause which allowed it to transmit the evidence and claim to Con- | 
gress without recommendation; so that, as I have already stated, of | 
this vast sum of $10,000,000 in the aggregate claims amounting to but | 


$1,500,000 have been allowed. Someof the other claimsare disallowed, 
but the greater part are simply transmitted without departmental 
adjudication. Again, many claimants are unsatisfied with the amounts 
allowed by the Department on their claims. In fact, the official ma- 
chinery of the Interior Department is uafitted for judicial ee 5 poem 
It is unfair to the Government, asit is principally er parie, and it is un- 


fair to the claimant in subjecting him to the dangers of unsatisfactory | 


valuation at the caprice of some Department clerk. 


It is thus apparent that some additional method must be adopted that 


will provide for the examination of the claims in detail with better and 
more adequate facilities than those which the law now furnishes before 
they can be paid in general. 


In the last Congress I introduced a bill providing for the creation of | 
a commission with special power and authority, and with speeial ma- | 
chinery, for the examination of all this class of claims, using the evi- 
dence already on file and such additional as the parties might present. | 
‘The same bill is before the present Congress, as is also one providing 


that claimants may be allowed the aid of the Court of Claims if de- 


sired, but through press of business and clogged by the rules of this | 
The Indian question being now | 
practically settled, these claims have probably reached their maximum, | 
and it is to be hoped that legislation will once more resume its original | 


House nothing probably will be done. 


thread. 
In the last ten years we have failed to do our duty in that respect, 


‘ which fact is about the only foundation that I can find for the position 


assumed by the honorable gentleman from Indiana. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The Committee informally rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the President 
of the United States was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

The message further announced that the President had approved bills 
of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 7871) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. 
Ward, of Virginia; and : 

An act (H. R. 7874) making additional appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


WILLIAM FRANKLIN GROUNDS. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The claim of Mrs. Boddy, to which the gentleman 
from Oregon has referred, was allowed.» It had none of the earmarks 
of the present claim, as the gentleman wil! bear me out in saying when 
he looks over the report. The gentleman from Oregon is right in saying 
that every session of Congress a number of such claims are reported by 
the Indian Bureau to be paid out of the annuities to Indian tribes. 
But this is not one of those cases. Thiscase is put upon the moral obli- 
gation of the Government. 

Suppose the Government sold landsand induced settlers to take pos- 
session of them there, there might be the pretense of a moral obligation 
on the part of the Government—remote, I admit. But here there is 
not a shadow of such a pretense. When the Governmentsells its lands 
and invites its people to take possession of them it should be especially 
vigilant in seeing that those citizens are not exposed to peril and dan- 
ger. But that is not this case. Here is a man who things proper to 
enter upon the pnblic lands with his stock. Like many other great 


cattle-owners of the West he enters upon the plains with his herds of 


cattle to fatten on the public domain, not invited by any idea of the 
purchase ofa home. He is there simply for the purpose of advancing 
his fortunes, not under the invitation of the Government and without 
any assurance of Government protection. 
these circumstances, come down on his property and destroy his herds. 


The reason I have strenuously objected to the claim is that it pre- | 


sents in a very bald form the proposition which I do not think Con- 
gress can sanction, that the Government of the United States is morally 
bound for the consequences of every act of spoliation that occurs within 
its limits. I never have recognized such a liability, and I hope the 
House will not do so now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted 
by the committee, which the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In line 7 strike out “$19,157,” and insert in lieu thereof “$13,129.” 


The amendment was adopted. 
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Mr. WELLBORN. I move that the bill asamended be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have already moved that the bill be laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid on 


| the table. 


Mr. WELLBORN. Then I offer my motion as an amendment or a 
substitute for that of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAN]. 

Mc. WELLBORN. Does the Chair hold tha: my motion is not in 
order? What disposition does the Chair make of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the motion submitted by the 
gentleman from Indiana has precedence. 

Mr. WELLBORN. The question I submit to the Chair is whether 
that motion is not amendable ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. The question is, Shall the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it de lie on the table? 

The committee divided; and there were 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. NELSON, and the gen 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN 

Mr. WILLIS. With the permission of the gentlemen who have sub- 
mitted these motions, I willask unanimous consent that a yea-and-nay 
vote be allowed in the House. 

Mr. WELLBORN.  L have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Chair thinks proper to submit that proposi- 
tion to the committee I am agreeable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIS} 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the understanding that a yea-and-nay vote be taken on it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That it shall be reported favorably ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; unfavorably. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition, as the Chair understands it, is 
that the bill be reported to the House without recommendation, and 
with the understanding that a yea-and-nay vote be taken on it. 

Mr. KEIFER. That can not be done under the rule. The 
must be reported with some recommendation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It can be reported without recommendation by 
unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the proposition again. 
The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent that the bill 
under consideration may be laid aside and reported to the House with- 
out any recommendation, with the understanding that a yea-and-nay 
vote shall be taken on the bill in the House. 

Mr. NELSON. I object unless the yea-and-nay vote shall be taken 
on the question of the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that under this agree- 
ment the bill will be reported without recommendation. The first vote, 
of course, will be on the engrossment and third reading of the bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose that would naturally be the first vote 


“ayes 36, noes 49 


bill 


| taken. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
and it is so ordered. 
WIDOWS AND HEIRS OF HENRY LEEF. 

“The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 727) 
for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirsof Henry Leef, deceased, 
owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, 
consul of the United States at Bahia, Brazil; reported with an amend- 
ment by Mr. MCMILLIN from the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ¢:., That the sum of $20,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for in- 
demity and compensation to Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef 
deceased, to be paid to them, or,their legal representative, in full for losses and 
damages sustained by the said Henry Leef,in his lifetime, in consequence of 
the illegal seizure of the bark Mary Teresa by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of 
the United States at Bahia, Brazil. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | Let the report be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to make a brief statement. This bill 
has been reported seven times favorably to Congress and has once 
It has never been reported ad- 
versely. And the amount proposed in the present bill is one-fifth less 
than that in the bill that heretofore passed the House. I think it is 
evidently a just claim. I have thoroughly examined it, and hope my 
motion will be agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have the report before me. 
its being read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It can be inserted in the Recorp. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out ‘' $20,000" and insert ‘‘ $15,500.” 


The amendment was adopted. 


The Chair hears no objection tothe proposition, 


I will not insist on 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SONE AND FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I am directed by the Committee on 
Claims to request the consideration of House bill No. 4183, out of its 
order. It is the bill for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manufact- 
uring Company (limited) of the city of New York. 

Mr. WILLIS. I must ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BROWN ] to wait for a few minutes, as I have charge of the next bill on 
the Calendar and wish to proceed to its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill in order. 


JOHN B. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 653) 
for the relief of John B. Davis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to John B. Davis, late contractor on mail-route No. 7506, State of 
Arkansas, the sum of $10,943.16, in full payment for transportin the United 
States mails between Memphis, Tenn., and the mouth of White River, Arkan- 
sas, and from thence to Duvall’s Bluff, in Arkansas, in the years 1868, 1869, and 
1870; and the payment is hereby authorized and directed to be made out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The report (by Mr. ELLWoopD) was read, as follows: 


That the claim of Mr. Davis was before the last Congress, and a favorable re- 
port was made in both of its branches, The Senate report clearly sets forth the 
nature and justice ef the claim, which this committee adopts, as follows: 

“That in the year 1867 John B. Davis was acontractor with the Post-Office De- 

vartment for the transportation of the mails by steamers from the mouth of 
Vhite River to Jacksonport, in Arkansas, 

‘The mail matter for the central and western portions of the State of Arkan- 
sas, and for the northern part of Texas, was chiefly collected and concentrated 
at Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, carried by a line of steamers to the mouth 
of White River, and from that point by petitioner's steam vessels to Duvall’s 
Bluff, and thence by rail to Little Rock, and other points west. 

“The schedules for arrivals and departures of the vessels were so arranged, 
and by eontract with the Post-Office De ment, that the mails from Memphis 
and the west reached the mouth of White River ten or twelve hours after the 
petitioner's boats left that point, thus condi three or four days’ delay in the 
e ntire mail service of all points west of Duvall’s Blu 

‘Great complaint was made by the pressand people of Arkansas and Texas on 
acecountof these delays. In this state of affairs a special agent of the Post-Office 
Department directed Mr. Davis to extend his service and carry all the Arkansas 
mails through from Memphis to the mouth of White River. This service was 
performed once each week from the Ist July, 1867, until the 3ist day of the same 
month, and from the Ist August, 1867, until the Sist March, 1868, twice each week, 
the petitioner having purchased another steamer tocnable him to do this work. 

‘ The Post-Office Department recognized this service, and in the month of May, 
1868, paid Mr. Davis for the weekly service at the rate of $5, 000 per annum, and 
for the semi-w: eekly at the rate of $10,000 per annum. 

‘Mr. Davis continued to carry these mails semi-weekly from April 1, 1868, to 
Mare h 21, 1870, but has never been paid therefor. 

‘In re ply to acommunication addressed by the committee to the Postmaster- 
General, asking information as to the nature of the service rendered, and the 
authority under which Mr. Davis acted, the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, on the 29th May, 1878, stated ‘ that the certificate of the postmaster at Mem- 
phis shows the service to have been performed’ from the Ist APie 1868, to the 
2ist March, 1870, but no payment was made after 3ist March, 1868, as no satis- 
factory evidence of prope r authority for the performance of the same was pre- 
sented to this office until after thie time had elapsed within which the appropri- 
ation for those years could have been used. 

** Since that time the Second Assistant Postmaster-General],in a letter addressed 
to the attorney for the claimant, states that ‘should the contractor be paid for 
service between Memphis and the mouth of White River at the same rate as 
paid him for the service within the route under contract, the compensation 
would be at the rate of $3,837.83 per annum,’ and according to his estimate there 
should be paid to the claimant the sum of 10,943.16, 

“ ‘The committee are of opinion that the rate of compensation is reasonable,and 
recommend the passage of the bill.”’ 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, is this a unanimous report from the 
committee ? 
Mr. McMILLIN. My memory is that it is a unanimous report. 
Mr. WILLIS. The report is unanimous; that is my recollection. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SONE & FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I now ask to take up out of its 
order the bill to which I called attention a few moments ago (H. R. 
4183) for the relief of the Sone & Fleming Mariufacturing Company. 

Mr, MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I object to that bill being taken up 
out of its order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, two yea-and-nay votes in the 
House have been already provided for, and possibly a third, and I there- 
fore move that the committee do now rise in order to dispose of the busi- 
ness reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore ha 
resumed the chair, Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, weil that the Cont 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under con- 
sideration the Private Calendar, and had directed him to report back 

various bills with sundry recommendations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. There are.several bills to which no objection was 
made in the Committee of the Whole. We are to have yea-and-nay 
votes on certain other bills, and I suggest that by unanimous consent 
we dispose first of those to which no objection was made in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and afterward vote upon the other bills. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the committee having agreed that 
there shall be a yea-and-nay vote on the bill for the relief of William 
E. Grounds, I ask that it be so ordered, 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was the agreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that there is 
no objection to that order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, is that one of the bills reported to-day ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BAYNE. There are other bills that have been reported favor- 
ably heretofore and which are entitled to precedence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that a yea-and- 
nay vote is to be had upon the bill referred to by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]} when it is reached. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the understanding, by general consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. Is there 
objection to the ;-roposition made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Mc ‘Mii that those bills to which no objection was made in 
the ae ttee of the Whole shall be first disposed of? The Chair hears 
none, and the Clerk will report the bills in their order. 


BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported favorably from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they 
were accordingly read the third time, and 

A bill (H. R. 4 for the benefit of John C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of Robert Tally, colored ; 

A bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. ie) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 4688) for the relief of William Clift; 

A bill (H. R. 1739) for the relief of Patrick Cook; and 

A bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar with amendments, were taken 
up, the amendments agreed to, and the bills as amended ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed : 

A bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs 
of Henry Leef, di , owner of the bark Mary Teresa, ‘illegally 
seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, 
Brazil; and 

A bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the several votes by which bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD FITZGERALD. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar was the petition of Edward Fitzgerald, trustee 
of the Catholic church at Fort Smith, Ark.; which, in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House, was indefi- 


nitély postponed. 
BARRINGTON BEHYMER. 


A bill (H. R. 1265) for the relief of Barrington Behymer was next 
taken up, and the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar that the enacting clause be stricken out 


was agreed to. 
NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bills in order are those to 
which there was objection in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar. The title of the first bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1347) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move that the House take a recess till 8 
o’clock this evening, for the consideration at the evening session of pen- 
sion business under the standing order of the House. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I move that the House —— 

The motion of Mr. of Kentucky, was not agreed to 

The question motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, for 
a rece till 8a dock p m., we as Sat eead 608 there being—ayes 35, 


ar by SPEAKER tempore. The bill the-title of which has been 
read was the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate on the 9th of January last one 
with an an understanding that the yeas and nays should be taken tpon 
| here recommended by the minority of the Committee on 


a I call for the question. 
Chir Ledenstunde thet there wil 
ben farther de as yeas and nays have been erdered by the 
Mr. HOPKINS. The question was See oe of 
the Whole. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the sub- 
stitute, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 














nes 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
both read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the sum of dollars be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, out of the funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 


> Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley for the value of the steamer Hercules and tow of 
a destroyed at Memphis. Tenn., in the month of February, 1868. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

posed substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert the following: — 
“That the Secre’ f the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 

rected to pay, out of @hy money in the Treasury not otherwise Seuoeeees. to 
Nicholas J. Bigley the sum of $21,211.40 for 70,638 bushels of coal lost at Mem- 
phis, Tenn., in the month of February, 1863. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 

substitute just read, on which the House has ordered the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 

106, nays 87, not voting 130; as follows: 


I ask that the original bill and the substitute be 









































































































The Clerk will now report the pro- 


YEAS—106. 


Adams, G. E. Evans, Lawrence, Rockwell, 
Jayne, Ferrell, Long, Rodwell, 
Bisbee, Fiedler, Lore, Russell, 
Blackburn, Findlay, Lovering, Slocum, 
Boutelle, Finerty, Lyman, Snyder, 
Boyle, Follett, McCoid, Stewart, Charles 
Brewer, F. B. Forney, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Brewer, J. H. Funston, Miller, S. H, Storm, 
Brown, W. W. George, Morrill, Strait, 
Browne, T. M. Gibson, Mutchler, Struble, 
Brumm, Graves, Nelson, Taylor, J. D. 
Buckner, Green, Nicholls, Taylor, J. M. 
Burleigh Guenther, Nutting, Thomas, 
Campbell, J. M. Hanback, Ochiltree, Thompson, 
Cannon, Hart, O'Hara, Valentine, 
Cassidy, Hatch, H. H. O'Neill, J. J. Wait, 
Collins, Haynes, « Parker, Wallace, 
Connolly, Henderson, T. J. Patton, Weaver, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hiscock, Payne, Weller, 
Cullen, Holmes, Pierce, White,.J. D. 
Curtin, Hopkins, Perkins, Whiting, 
Dibble Horr, Peters, Willis, 
Dibrell, Howey, Pettibone, Wilson, W. L. 
Dingley, James, Poland, Wise, J. S. 
Ellis, Jeffords, Ranney, Young. 
Ellwood, Kean, Ray, G. W. 
Ermentrout, Keifer, Reed, T. B. 
NAYS—87. 

Alexander, Eaton, Maybury, Stephenson, 

bour, English, Miller, J. F. Stephens, 

‘ Everhart, Morgan, Stockslager, 
Bennett, Geddes, Muldrow, Swope, 
Blount, Greenleaf, Neece, Throckmorton, 
Bratton, Halsell, Oates, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Hatch, W. H. O' Ferrall, Turner, H. G. 
Buchanan, Hemphill, Peel, Turner, Oscar 

“Burnes, Herbert, Price, Van Alstyne, 
Cabell, Hewitt, G. W. Pryor, Vance, 
Caldwell, Hill Ray, Ossian Van Eaton, 
Candler, Hobiitzell, Reagan, Warner, A. J. 
Cobb, Holman, Reid, J. W. Warner, Richard 
Converse, Houseman, Robinson, W.E. Wellborn, 
Cosgrove, Jones, B. W. Rogets, J. H. Wilkins, 

Cox, W. R. Jones, J. H. Rogers, W. F. Williams, 

Crisp, . Jones, J. T. eee Wilson, James 

Culberson, D. B. Lanham, Shively, Winans, E. B. 

n, Le Fevre, Skinner, T. G. Wise, G. D. 
Deuster, ae Spooner Yaple, 
Dockery, MeMillin, Springer, York. 

Dowd, Matson, Steele, 
NOT VOTING—130. 
Adams, J. J Davis, L. H, Ketcham, Robertson, 

Aiken, Davis, R. T. King, Robinson, J. 8. 
Anderson, Dorsheimer, Kleiner, Rosecrans, 
Arnot, Dunham, Lace Ryan, 
Atkinson, Dunn, Laird, Seney, 

Bogie? \ Eldredge, Lamb, Shaw, 

tine, Elliott, Lewis, Singleton, 
Barksdale, Foran, Libbey, Skinner, C. R. 
Barr, Fyan, McAdoo, Smalls, 
Belford, Garrison, McComas, Smith, A. Herr 
Binglent Gilascock , Cornish, Smith, H. Y. 

m. Goff, iken, Spri ; 
Blanchard, Hammond, Mills, flout’ 
Bland, Hancock, Mitchell, Sumner, C. A. 
Bowen, Hardeman, Money, Sumner, D. H. 
Brainerd, Hardy, Morrison, Talbott, 
Breitung, Harmer, Morse, Taylor, E. B. 
Broadhead, , D. B. . Moulton, Townshend, 
Budd, ley, Muller, Tucker, 
Campbell, Felix rm, Murphy, Tully, 
Campbell, J. oe Murray, Wadsworth, 

leton, Hitt, O'Neill, Charles Wakefield, 
Holton, \ Ward, 

Clardy, H . Payson, Washburn, 
Clay, Houk, Phelps, Wemple, 
Clements, Hunt, Post, . White, Milo 
Cook, Hurd, Potter, Winans, John 
ote Hutchins, purr Wolford, 
Cox, 8. 8. Johnson, i, Wood, 

Jones, J. K. Rankin, Woodward, 
, Jordan, Reese, Worthington. 

— = ££ 

a. Kellogg, Riggs, 
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The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
On all political questions until further notice— 
Mr. MORRISON with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. LArRp. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BELFoRD. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. CHALMERs. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. Waits, of Minnesota. 

Mr. ELLiorr with Mr. Smirn, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, 

Mr. GARRISON with Mr. BARR. 

For the remainder of this day— 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. TULLY with Mr. McCorMIckK. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. EzrRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. RIce. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. SMALLS. 

Mr. ForRAN with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. PAyson, 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. CRAIG. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. McComas. c 

Mr. CoLLINs with Mr. HENDERSON, of Towa. 

Mr. Woop with Mr. BREITUNG. 

Mr. Pusey with Mr. LAcry. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. HARMER. 

And also for the night session— 

Mr. MITCHELL with Mr. ATKINSON, 

Mr. CARLETON with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. Bupp with Mr. Smira, of Iowa. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. ‘REESE with Mr. DAvis, of Illinois. 

Mr. AITKEN with Mr. STONE. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. LispBey. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. Hovx. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Hitt, until Monday next. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. PoTrrer with Mr. WASHBURN. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BOYNE and Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the substitute was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That motion is premature, but it will 
be in order when the question recurs on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be made, according to therule, either betore 
or after the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It shall be in order pending the motion before or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its passage for the Speaker to entertain and submit 
a motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select com- 
mittee. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOPKINS demanded the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To recommit to the Committee on War Claims with instructions to refer the 
claim to the Court of Claims for adjudication and report underthe provisions of 
an act entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government, approved March 3, 1883.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the Bowman bill. 

Mr. GEDDES. On that I demand the yeas and nays 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 111. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and Mr. HoLMAN 
were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 37, noes 111. 

So (more than one-fifth of those present having voted in the aflirma- 
tive) the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. We have not time to call the roll be- 
fore 5 o’clock, and therefore I move that the House take a recess under 
the special order until 8 o’clock this evening. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the Chair will lay 


I now submit my motion to recommit with instruc- 
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before the House certain messages from the President of the United 
States 
There was no objection. 


ARCTIC STEAMER ALERT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

When the expedition for the relief of Lieutenant Greely and his 
being prepared in the early part of the year 1834, and a search for suitab Leo 
sels was being made, the Alert, then the property of Great Britain, and which 
had been the advance ship of the expedition under Sir George Nares, was found to 
be peculiarly fitted for the intended service, and this Government immediately 
offered to purchase that vessel; upon w hich Her Majesty’s Government gener- 
ously presented her to the United States, a to accept any poy whatever 

n n 


— 


for the vessel. The Alert rendered important and timely service in the expedi- 
tion for the relief of Lieutenant Greely and party, which, in its results, proved 
80 satisfactory to the Government and people of this country. 

Iam of the opinion that the Alert should now be returned to Her Majesty's 
Government, with suitable acknowledgments for its generous and graceful act 
of courtesy for so promptly putting the vessel at the service of the United States, 
and I therefore recommend that authority be given me by Congress to carry 
out this purpose 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1885. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection this communication 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, as a subcommittee of the Naval 
Committee of this House now have under consideration a bill intro- 
duced in this House for the disposition of the three vessels which formed 
the late Arctic relief squadron, I would suggest that the proper reference 
of that communication would be to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman make that motion? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I believe thiscommunication has been 
already referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. That is un- 
doubtedly the proper reference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The motion, as I understand it, of the gentleman 
from Maine is to refer it to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the reason assigned by the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. For the reason,as I have said, that a subcom- 
mittee of that committee have under consideration the subject-matter 
embraced in this communication. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the reference sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine as a substitute for the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I understand that the reference has 
been already made to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggested that if there was 
no objection the reference would be to that committee. The gentle- 
man from Maine moves that it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, noes 
37. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. If I un- 
derstand correctly, there is already pending before the House a yea-and- 
nay vote. I desire to ask the Speaker if that is not the proper order 
of business ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that unanimous 
consent was asked by the Chair and obtained of the House tosubmit cer- 
tain communications from the President of the United States, which, 
under the rule, must be disposed of in that manner; and the Chair is 
endeavoring to aid the House in making thatdisposition of these com- 
munications. 

The Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, and Mr. BoUTELLE were appointed tell- 
ers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers ee, noes 29. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from North Carolina will with- 
draw the point that no quorum has voted I will move that.the House 
do now take a recess until 8 o'clock, for the consideration of the special 
order of business fixed for Friday evenings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion, of course, is not in order 
after the point is made that no quorum is present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I am aware of that, and if the gentleman insists 
upon the point of order I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I withdraw the point of order that 
no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. t of order withdrawn, 
the motion of the gentleman Saaee is agreed te, the commu- 
nication will be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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IMPRISONMENT OF AN AMERICAN CITIZEN IN ECUADOR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs: 

To the House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 28th of January, 1885, a report by the Secretary of State = relation 
to the case of Julian R. Santos, an American citizen, ‘cnr in Eeuador. 


TER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
‘ashington, D. C., January 30, 1835. 


UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR MILITARY INSRRUCTORS, COREA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying report, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 4 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

I herewith transmit a communication from the Secretary of State in regard to 
the desire of the Government of Corea to obtain the services of one or more of- 
ficers of the United States as military instructors in that country, and recom- 


mend the adoption of a joint resolution authorizing such officers as may be con- 
veniently spared,and who are selected for that duty, to proceed to Corea for the 


purpose in icated. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D, C., January 30, 1885. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Payson, indefinitely. 
To Mr. Swopk, until Tuesday next, on account of iniportant busi- 
ness. 
REPRINT OF THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


On, motion of Mr. BAGLEY, by unanimonug consent, a reprint was 
ordered of the bill (S. 1372) known asthe bankruptcy bill, for the use 
of the House, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the Committee on War Claims 
papers in the case of James F. Blount. 


PATRICK COOK. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House buta moment, 
if I can have its attention for a brief time. A bill passed the House 
to-day, known as House bill 1739, for the relief of Patrick Cook, which 
was evidentlya mistake. It was a District of Columbia bill, which had 
been considered by that committee and had been laid upon the table by 
them. My request now is that unanimous consent be granted to recon- 
sider the passage of that bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That ought to be done, as it appears to have 
been on the Calendar erroneously; a fact not brought out in the pro- 
ceedings before the committee. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I think that there ought to be some ob- 
jection to that. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. - I hope my colleague will not object. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I shall not object. I only thought that 
some objection ought to be made. Of course it is an accident if any 
bill happens to pass this House. [Laughter. ] 

There being no objection, the House reconsidered the vote by which 
the bill was passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN ] will preside to-night as Speaker pro tempore. 

Under the previous order of the House, the hour of 5 o’clock having 
now arrived, the House will take a recess until 8 o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
Mr. McMILLIn in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER = eR will read the order under 
which Ganesmien bs ead tele ovenin 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the ome ao winisalee 
eneenegh ah S SS Mae SD, on 20 Seen Crening aeeteas bite the Private 
Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and ihe Cocuadites on tn- 
valid Pensions shall be 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. aor I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the House on the Private Calendar for the 
consideration of business under the order just read. 

The motion was oe Figpomy House accordingly resolved itself 
into a Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. Hatcs, 


pa og 

Mr. MATSON. Pak eels untealh Wit' thn tidbits af the 
proceed, so that members present a 

as they wish, the Chair alternating between the two sides the House. 
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The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that order will be ob- 
served, The Chair hears none. 
SALLY RODMAN. 
Mr. SPOONER. [I call up the bill (S. 1111) granting an increased 
pension to Sally Redman, widow of General Isaac P. Rodman. This 
bill was re: 


yesterday by the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. | 


Thomas M. Morlin testifies 

“ That claimant was taken sick while on march from Louisville to Perryville 
about October 8, 1862; was with him in hospital at Munfordsville, Ky., in No 
vember and December, 1862, and in hospital at Nashville in July and August, 


1863; at the battle of Lookout Mountain he was excused from duty, and was 


| afterward transferred to the Invalid Corps.” 


LOVERING ] and he told me he had adopted the Senate report, which I | 


will send to the Clerk. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That from atid after the passage of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Sally Rodman, widow of Isaac P. Rodman, late a brigadier- 


general of United States volunteers, and to pay her a pension at the rate of 0 


a month, in lieu of that which she now receives. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions (by Mr. BLAIR) 
was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1111) granting 
anin pension toSally Rodman, widow of General Isaac P. Rodman, hav- 
ing had the same under consideration, beg leave to submit the following re- 


rt: 
The claimant is the widow of Isaac P. Rodman, late a brigadier-general of 
United States volunteers, who was killed at the head of his division in the battle 
of Antietam. . 

The evidence shows that since the death of her husband the widow has been 
enabled to earn her living by taking boarders during the summer months. In 
this way, with the aid of he pension of $39 per month which she has received, 


she has supported herself and family, including an imbecile daughter who is | 


dependent upon her. ; 

It is shown that owing to the continued loss of health she is now unable to 
pursue this method of gaining a livelihood or any other, and is therefore left en- 
tirely dependent upon the pension which she now receives, and that the sum is 
inadequate for the support of herself and dependent family. It may be further 
said that General man was one of our bravest officers and most distinguished 
himself by lant service in the field during the late war. 

This case is one of apenas claim for increase of pension by reason of the ab- 
solute dependence of Mrs. Rodman, she being deprived even of the resource of 
manual] or other occupation. In addition to her own claims, which more than 
justify this increase, should be considered the fact that she is burdened with the 
support of an adult but imbecile and helpless daughter. Indeed, in our belief 
there should be some provision made for the support of this child. 

We recommend the passage of this bill. 


Mr. PRICE. I do not rise to oppose particularly this bill. But I 
rise again to make a protest against this whole system. I do not make 
an objection to have the effect of killing this bill, but I want to be un- 
derstood as opposing this kind of legislation. I am willing to take care 
of the daughter and to take care of her-mother; but I am not willing 
to do it at the rate of $50 a month to the exclusion of as good women 
burdened with as adverse circumstances all over our country to whom 
you give $8a month. I want to enter my protest, to let you know 
where I stand. But if you wish to pass this bill I shall not oppose it. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WARD. I call up the bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to 
Eliza M. Byers. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 


diana that that bill has not been delivered to the Clerk. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to say that the reports made yesterday are 
possibly still in the hands of the priaters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report is here but thebill isnot. The Clerk 
will send for it te the file-room and the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Indiana later. 


GEORGE W. EAGLES. 


Mr. MORRILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 6948) granting a pension 
to George W. Eagles. It ison the fifty-first page of the Calendar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject.to the ghovinians and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Eagles, late a private in 
Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: . 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


645 ng a pension to Geo! W. Eagles, submitted the followin: rt: 

Wellhnd tah cleleumnt octet ugust 1, 1862, and was d Ma 1865. 
His declaration for was filed May 20, 1880, alleging disease of lungs on 
march from Low 


lle to Perryville, about October 7,1862,and the disease of 
Mountain, in March, 1863. The claim was rejected in 

the Pension Office on the ground ‘that there is no record and no medical or 
satisfactory ae in eet at a Ee 
company in November and December, t.on 
26th of December he was Toft at the hospital in Gallatin, though the cause is 
Dr. William y a whose credibility is reported as good, testi- 

he is claimant's ysician ; that he was free from heart and lung 
disease when he eolisted: and ¢ he believes the family was free from any 


that claimant contracted disease of the lu while on march from Louis- 


ville le, —— 21, 1862; that knows es rsonal 
knowledge was present and had charge at that 
that he thinks Dr. Abbott treated him; that the doctor said he had lun 


to Murfreesborough, and claimant was left 
He heard afterward that he was sick a 


& 





| he has a pinched, anxious lock; health not good; disability, total 


John Lamb testifiesthat claimant has been in very poor health since 1865 
he lives near him and sees him frequently 
physical condition. 

Placia Muse says 

‘Became acquainted with claimant in fall of 1865; he was then quite feeble 
and complained of disease of heart and lungs; any continued exertion would 
bring on fainting spells; he was then almost totally disabled, and has been in 
the same condition ever since; have lived near him; seen him often, and as- 
sisted him and his family to live; he is extremely poor and unable to work.” 

rhe postmaster at Leavenworth vouches for the credibility of the witnesses 


that 
, and has personal knowledge of his 


The examining board of surgeons at Leavenworth, in their report, January 17 
1883, say : 
“The cardiac area is much increased; the heart's action is rapid and violent 


Che lack of medical evidence caused the rejection of the case in the Pension 
Office. Dr. Abbott, whom Sergeant Rockwell testifies treated him in service, is 
dead, and the claimant's extreme poverty is certainly a very good reason for 
his not employing physicians after his discharge 

Your committee, believing that the soldier is justly entitled to a pens 
ommend the passage of the bill 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman who has 
reported this bill a question. Do the committee find that this appli- 
cant contracted a disease which now disables him while in the service ? 

Mr. MORRILL. The committee find that withouta question. If 
the hospital records had been perfect ten words in those records would 
have given this man a pension at the Pension Office. The proof is ab- 
solute. He was in the hospital, but there is nothing to show what dis- 
ease he was treated for. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


on, rec- 


ELIZA M. BYERS. 
Mr. WARD. IL again call up the bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza M. Byers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza M. Byers, 
widow of Dr. William J. Byers, late surgeon of the —— Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 


The following amendment was reeommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions: ° 
Strike out the words “late surgeon of the ——— Regiment Indiana Volun- 


teers,’ and insert the words ‘‘ and pay her the pension of the widow of a sur- 
geon of volunteers.’ 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman who calls up this 
bill, or the gentleman who reported it, the reason for the amendment 

Mr. WARD. The bill provides for the payment of a pension to Eliza 
M. Byers as the widow of a surgeon of a - Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers. The amendment provides for the payment of a pension 
to her as the widow of a surgeon of volunteers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Washe ever in theservice asasurgeon ? 
the report should be read. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R 
7386) granting a pension to Eliza M. Byers, having had the same under consid 
eration, beg leave to report as follows : 

The husband of this claimant was sent to attend the wounded at Shiloh im- 
mediately afier the battle, in response to the request of the Secretary of War, 
directed to Governor Morton. He was a physician and surgeon of known 
ability, and responded with alacrity to the call of the Government for help in 
its extremity. 

The fact of his service as a volunteer surgeon and the value and extent of 
such service, and the further fact of the incurrence of an incurable disease in the 
line of: duty while serving as such volunteer surgeon and his death therefrom, 
are shown by the sworn statements of nineteen witnesses, among them General 
M. D. Manson, now lieutenant-governor of Indiana, Hon. THomas B. Warn, a 
member of this House, William C. Kise, late colonel Tenth Indiana Volunteers, 
cee eminent physicians, and other reputable and well-known citizens of In- 

jana, 

There are numerous precedents for the granting of pensions in such cases, and 
we recommend the passage of this bill with the following amendment: Strike 
outof lines 5 and 6 the following words, “late surgeon of the Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers" and insert in lieu thereof the following words, “and pay 
her the pension of the widow of a surgeon of volunteers.” 


The amendment was agreed to 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 





I think 





the recommendation that it do pass. - 
JOUN A. VANDERHOFF. 


Mr. FIEDLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pension 
to John A. Vanderhoff. 
The bill as read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place gn the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Vanderhoff, late a private 
in Company A, Eighth Regiment United States Infantry, from which service he 
-was discharged on account of disability April 20, 1840 
Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. FIEDLER. In 1840. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. JoNnEs, of Texas) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7256) grant’ 


When was this soldier discharged ? 
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ing pension to John A. Vanderhoff, after duly considering the same, beg leave 
to report 

It appears that Mr. Vanderhoff enlisted in Company A, Eighth United States 
Infantry, December 4, 1837, and was discharged April 20, 1840, to quote a letter 


from the honorable Commissioner of Pensions to the chairman of this commit- 
tee 

***On account of the loss of portions of five fingers from frost-bite,’ he claims 
pension for said disability, and alleges that the same was incurred while on a 
twenty-four-hour leave of absence from the fort at Sacket’s Harbor, New York, 
about January 1, 1840. The claim has been rejected because the soldier was not 
in the line of duty when the alleged disability was incurred. 

The Surgeon-General United States Army furnishes a record of treatment at 
the post hospital, Madison Barracks, Sacket’s Harbor, New York, January 2, 
1840, for ‘ frost-bite,’ but the surgeon of the post, in correspondence with the 
Surgeon-General, indistinetly recollects that the soldier was intoxicated when 
the dis: ibility was incurred. The soldier denies being intoxicated, and as the 
evidence on this point is obscure, Iam of the opinion that it should not inter- 
fere with the soldier's right to pension in view of his longterm of service and 


the time when said service was rendered, and also his present age and disability, 
and I therefore submit the papers for your consideration.” 

It being very clear to the committee that Mr. Vanderhoff is entitled to a pen- 
sion, the bill for his relief is reported back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think that bill should be amended 
by striking out all that relates to the discharge of this soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama submit an 
amendment ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask that the latter-part of the bill be 
again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Late a private in Company A, Eighth Regiment United States Infantry, from 
which service he was discharged on account of disability April 20, 1840. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to amend by striking out all 
after the word ‘‘infantry.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I feel compelled to object to the passage of this bill. 
The object of the pension laws is to place upon the pension-list those 
soldiers who by service for their country have been disabled. 

Now this report shows that in 1840 this soldier, in acity, in the midst 
of civilization, where he could have no possible chance of frost-bite or 
suffering unless by his own neglect,while upon leave of absence and in 
a state of intoxication, was frost-bitten, and the best they can say about 
it is that the evidence upon that point is obscure. Yet we are asked to 
put upon the pension-list, among the roll of those whom their country 
honors for,their patriotic services, a man who can show no claim for any 
service rendered to the country, nor for any disability incurred in the 
service of the country. 

I submit to this House that it is unwise, unjust, to put upon that 
list men who have thus been disabled; and I submit that it is Sening 
down the pension-roll into disgrace and arraying the common sense of 
the country against the whole policy of pensions to put such a man 
upon the roll. ‘I therefore object to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. | Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be laid aside informally. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I object. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside and 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman re- 
porting this bill at what time this applicant first applied for a pension ? 

Mr. FIEDLER. The gentleman who reported rted the bill is not pres- 
ent, but I introduced it. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. Can the gentleman tell us when this applicant 
first applied te the Pension Office for a pension? 

Mr. FIEDLER. Ido not know,the exact date. This soldier is an 
old man 70 years of age; ever since 1840 he has been disabled from fol- 
lowing any avocation by which he could support himself, and obli 
live in part on the charity of neighbors. what has been said bere 
gentlemen may have got the impression that he is a common drunk- 
ard. That is not the fact. He is a man who was well recommended 

to me before I took hold of his case. As I have said, he is 70 years 
old; he has but a few years to live; he asks only for a pension from the 
date of the passage of this bill, and I think that if gentlemen could 
have an opportunity to see the man they would not rise here to 
this bill. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will 
read the report he will see that even the Commissioner of Pensions rec- 
ommends the granting of the on, and I think the judgment of the 
Commissioner ought to go at least as far as the judgment of any gen- 
tleman on this floor, inasmuch as he has greater opportunity for eer 
ing these cases carefully than we do or can have. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In reply to what the gentleman eee, 
[Mr. Fiepier] has just said, I can only say that if in owes 
the Pension Office this applicant is so deserving of a 
- wonder is that the office has not already given him one. © 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I can answer that ob- 
jection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] yield? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This is a case that does not fall under 
the pension laws. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Because—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Because at the time this man was 
frost-bitten he was on leave of absence for twenty-four hours, and it 
has been the uniform ruling of the Pension Office that a soldier absent 
on leave is not in the line of duty, and that if he is wounded, or if he 
contracts disease while absent on leave, he is not entitled to have a 
pension therefor. This is one of those cases that are rejected upon 
what we may term technical grounds, and the only thing that makes 
against the applicant is that there is a little doubt as to whether or not 
this soldier had been drinking at the time he was frost-bitten. The 
soldier himself is an old man, and is said to be a reputable man and a 
man of good standing in the community in which he resides, and he 
denies that he had been drinking at the time he was disabled. But 
that was not the ground on which the application was rejected by the 
Pension Office, because the Commissioner did not believe the allegation 
of drunkenness to be well founded. If the Commissioner had believed 
that this soldier was intoxicated at the time he was frost-bitten he 
certainly never would have recommended the case to Congress. As 
gentlemen know, there is an act of Congress which has been many 
years upon the statute-book, by which, in cases where the rules of the 
office compel the rejection of a claim that is nevertheless regarded as 
an equitable one, the Commissioner is required to recommend the case 
to Congress for the passage of a bill for the special relief of the claimant. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
HEwiTT] sees but one difficulty in the way of this claimant, but I see 
two. There are two reasons, it seems to me, fer hesitating about this 
bill, and they are backed up by very strong circumstances, which tend 
to show the correctness of the conclusion at which the Pension Office 
arrived. One is that this man was clearly not in the line of duty at 
the time he received this injury. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
HEWITT] speaks of that as a technical objection. It is an objection so 
substantial that it has governed tlie ruling of the Pension Office ever 
since its organization—a ruling the breaking down of which would close 
up entirely the chasm which now exists between good and evil service, 
and which determines the question whether, in any given case, a pen- 
sion shall be granted or denied. 

The next difficulty in the way is the intoxication of the claimant at 
the time he received the injury, and the circumstances to which I wish 
to call the attention of the House are these: there is a law which has 
been on the statute-books for years allowing this man to apply for and 
receive a pension, if entitled toone atall; yet forty-four ny 
half a century—after the disability should have accrued, Congress is 
called upon for the first time to interfere in his behalf, and, for aught 
that appears here, he never even thought that he was entitled toa pen- 
sion, or never thought so sufficiently to induce him to apply to the Pen- 
sion Office until more than a quarter of a century after the disability 
accrued. Can this committee believe, in view of these circumstances, 
that this claimant himself believed that he was entitled to a pension? 
It seems to me not. 

I simply desired to make this statement. I know it is said that the 
claimant is old; but if there is to be no distinction between faithful 
service and that service which was at least questionable, then the dis- 
tinction between a good soldier and a bad one vanishes, and glory in 
the arms of the country is gone. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Though this man, when discharged 
from the Army, being a man and able to work, notwithstand- 
ing he had been frost-bitten or otherwise injured in the service, saw 
proper to struggle and try to make a living for himself for a quarter of 
a century, I do not think that is any good reason, provided he was en- 
titled to a pension, why the Government should not give him a pension 
in hisoldage. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN } seems 
to think that because we did not pension this man immediately after 
his discharge, he ought not to have a pension at all; that this fact is a 
reason = he should not have a pension. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman misunderstood me if he supposes 
me to reason in that way. I did say that the fact of the man having 
waited nearly half a century before applying for a was a cir- 
cunistance to show that he himself did not believe he was en- 
titled to a 


Mr. FIEDLER. I wish to correct. the gentleman on that point. 
This soldier did not wait for half a century before making his applica- 
tion 


Mr. McMILLIN. How long? 
Mr. FIEDLER. I do not know exactly how long. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. It is nearly half a century since this soldier was 


LER. As the gentleman from Alabama has suggested, this 
was able for some years after his dis- 


= make ving." Hebas however bad an application peo 
beh cream miste ranged toe 


as 
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| should have a pension. If the testimony specified he was drunk I do 
not think the Commissioner would have recommended this case to Con- 





Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, the same argu- 
sent urged by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] against 
granting a pension to this old man could be urged against two-thirds of 
the pension claims presented to Congress. The same argument could 
be urged against every man who has filed a claim in the Pension Bu- 
reau during the last eight or nine years based upon service rendered in 
the last war, because, unless his injury dates back to that war, to the 
time he was in the service, he is not entitled to a pension. I repeat 
that the argument which the gentleman from Tennessee has urged 
against this bill might be urged against two-thirds of the claims pend- 
ing to-day in the Pension Bureau and against four-fifths of the claims 
which are presented to Congress. ' 

But again, the gentleman says that this man is not entitled to a pen- 
sion because when he incurred the injury he was not in the line of duty. 
I admit that under the letter of the law as construed by the Pension 
Bureau he was not entitled to a pension. But for the construction 
which the Pension Bureau has been giving this law for so long a time 
this man would have been put upon the pension-roll without the ne- 
cessity of application to Congress. 


I remember very distinctly that in the Forty-fourth or Forty-tifth 


Congress I reported to this House a bill to pension the widow of a sol- 
dier who had served in the late war, the circumstances being substan- 
tially these: Having had a furlough for thirty days to return home, 
the soldier at the expiration of his thirty days, or just before, started to 
return to his command, and while on his way was accidentally killed. 
The widow having applied to the Pension Bureau for a pension, the 
bureau decided she was not entitled to be pensioned because the sol- 
dier was notin the line of duty when accidentally killed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Was not that bill reported upon 
the theory that while returning to his command the soldier was in the 
line of duty ? > 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Iam speaking of what the decision of 
the Pension Bureau was upon that case. I think if I had been Com- 
missioner of Pensions and had been called upon to decide that case I 
woald have held that the soldier was in the line of duty, because it was 
his duty upon the expiration of his leave of absence to return to his 
command. I reported that bill upon the ground that the soldier was 
in the line of duty, and his widow was entitled toa pension. That 
bill was reported in the Forty-fourth or Forty-fifth Congress—I do not 
remember which; and it passed this House. I think it passed the Sen- 
ate. If it did net it ought to have passed there. 

Mr. GrBson and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Gipson]. 

r. WARNER, of Ohio. Before the gentleman from Alabama takes 


his seat I would like to ask him aquestion. I wish toinquire whether | 


the Commissioner of Pensions has not recently changed the ruling of 
the office on that point, so as to admit cases of this kind. Without mak- 


ing any opposition to this case, I merely inquire whether a late ruling | 
of the Commissioner—I donot know that it has yet been published, but 


I understand such a ruling has been made—would not admit this case, 
although it would have been, under the previous rulings, rejected. I 


understand the ruling of the Commissioner now to be that where a | 


soldier was temporarily absent from his command for a day or two on 
leave, but within the military lines and stibject to recall at any hour, 
he was really in the exercise of his duty, and if injured at such a time, 
unless it appears by positive testimony that the injury was the result 
of his —F fault, he is entitled toa pension. I think that ruling is 
correc 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from West Virginia will yield 
to me a moment—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 
_ Mr. McMILLIN. Does not the gentleman from Ohio know there 
is an = statute to the contrary of what he says? The rule is—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am not aware there is a statute contrary 
to that. On the other hand, I think there is no such statute, and I 
am inclined to think the ruling of the Commissioner now is the correct 
ruling, and is really within the intent and meaning of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia has been 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have not yielded the floor except for 
a question to the gentleman from Ohio. 


r. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes. The gentleman yielded to me for a 


question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have been on my feet all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HEWITT ,of Alabama. _ I do not know whether the Department 
has aon me 7 < eee 9 friend from Ohio, or not. I 
only have to sa done it, heonght to do it. That is w 
rene Seer ae +e 

Yr of Ohio. I think it is the law, too. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think this soldier if he was injured 

by being frost-bitten, on twenty-four hours’ leave, was in the line of 
unless he was drunk or something of that sort. 

WARNER, of Ohio. Subject to call at any minute. 

HEWITT, of Alabama. If he was drunk I do not think he 
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gress. The decision of the Commissioner was based on the old rule, 
that being absent on leave he was not in the line of duty, and there- 
fore not entitled to a pension 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, it is not a pleasant matter fur me to 
object to the pensioning of any disabled man. I know what it was to 
| have been a soldier. 1 know what it is to be crippled and wounded. 
I think I can appreciate the hardships that soldiers went through. | 
am glad to be able to say in all my experience as a soldier during the 
war, and as a man since then, I have had nothing to occur to break 
my respect for those honest and brave soldiers who followed the flag of 
| their country, who maintained it in time of war, and who have been a 
credit to itin time of peace. Iam here to-night and at any other time 
in good faith, as far as my oath of office will allow me, to carry out not 
only the letter but the spirit of the law in pengioning and supporting 
those who have lost their lives in defense of their country or their abil- 
| ity to maintain themselves. 
| But, asI said before, Mr. Chairman, the theory of the pension law was 
based first upon the maintenance of the man who has been deprived of 
the power to maintain himself, and then upon the theory of honoring 
those who deserved honor at the hands ofthe country. Now here comes 
a man who wasin the regular Army, enlisted in time of profound peace, 
as a matter of occupation and for pay, in 1837. A few years afterward, 
when there was nothing to call him out from his quarters, nothing to 
expose him to the inclemency of the weather, he gets leave of absence 
in a city where they have police authorities, where they have hospitals, 
where they have all the provisions which civilized people have adopted 
for the purpose of taking care of the unfortunate—he goes on leave of 
| absence and comes back frost-bitten; and how can anybody say that 
occurred in the line of duty or in defense of his country ? 
| 
| 





And not only that, but the report says that the surgeon who attended 
him said he was frost-bitten while intoxicated. 

Mr. FIEDLER. If the gentleman will permit me, I will interrupt 
him. 

Mr. GIBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FIEDLER. If the gentleman will read the report he wil! see 
that it states nothing of the kind. There was a charge made which 
the soldier denied, and there was no proof presented to substantiate 
that charge. The charge was indistinct. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let me goon. The surgeon says the question was 
| raised at the time of the injury, but that the soldier denied he was in- 
toxicated. Now, that was a matter of proof, but there is no proof con- 
tradicting that statement that he was intoxicated, and that this injury 
occurred while he was intoxicated and not in the line of duty. 

I wish to say under my obligations as Representative here, under my 
duty to the honest citizens who have been kept out of their pensions 
by this sort of claims, I feel called upon to object to this bill, and | 
notify the gentleman now that he can not pass it here without a quorum. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask that the bill be passed over informally. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before that is done I ask the indulgence of the 
Hise to read a section of the Revised Statutes. If we apply the rule 
of enumeration of one thing, in construction of the law, excluding any 
| other, it seems to me the law is as I insisted when the gentleman trom 
Ohio was on the floor. This class of officers are enumerated among those 
absent who are entitled to a pension according to section 4700 of the 
Revised Statutes: 


Officers absent on sick-leave, and enlisted men absent on sick-furlough, or on 
veteran-furlough with the organization to which they belong, shall be regarded 
in the administration of the pension laws in the same manner as if they were in 
the field or hospital. 


And they are the only classes I have any memory of who are so re- 
garded as in the line of duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman.from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be laid aside informally. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I object. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me make a suggestion that I think will! be 
satisfactory to all parties. I think that we may be able to enter into 
a stipulation or compromise which it seems to me would be fair to 
both sides. I would suggest, therefore, that we take a vote in commit- 
tee, and if the committee report the bill favorably let the previous 
question be ordered on it in the House with the undersianding that it 
shall not be considered in the House until we have a quorum present. 
I think the gentleman from West Virginia will consent to that ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. GIBSON. If it is understood that it is to be considered only 
in the presence of a quorum I will not object. I am willing, sir, to 
fight this case entirely upon its merits and take no tecimical advan- 
| tages of any kind. I shall not object to that understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentl 
man from Kansas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just submitted the proposition to 
the committee that a vote be taken in the committee upon laying this 
bill aside to be reported to the House, with the understanding that if 
reported favorably the previous question shall be ordered and the bil) 
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disposed of when a quorum is present; to which the Chair understands 
there was no objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do I understand the gentleman to propose that the 
previous question is to be considered as ordered ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The previous question is ordered but 
no vote to be taken until a quorum is present. 

Mr. GIBSON. I want to ask the Chair a parliamentary guestion, 
whether that will cut off debate; or whether if the previous question 
is ordered it will give an opportunity for the discussion of the bill in 
the House? 

Mr. MORRILL. One hour will be allowed. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘That will be satisfactory tome. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, a single word on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the committee now but 
to take a vote on the proposition, which has been assented to on all 
sides. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I suppose before a vote is taken it will be in order 
to discuss the bill. I want to say a few words on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that a discussion is not now in order, as unanimous consent has 
been given to close the debate and come to a vote upon the bill on the 
terms suggested. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY C. AXLINE. 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent now to call up the bill 
(H, R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline and put it upon 
its passage. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place the name of Mary C. Axline, widow of Jacob Axline, late a 
private in Capt. Hickman Mills's company of Missouri Enrolled Militia, on the 
roll of pensioners of the United States, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. HOLMES) was read, as follows: 


That claimant is the widow of Jacob Axline, who was a first lieutenant of the 
* Hickman’s Mills” Enrolled Missouri Militia, who was enrolled April 5, 1862, 
and was killed by “‘ bushwhackers’’ June 1, 1864. 

The application of the widow was rejected by the Pension Office November 
2, 1875, on the ground “that the — on whose account pension is claimed 
was a member of the Enrolled uri Militia, and that the claim was not 
prosecuted to a successful issue within the time prescribed by law.” 

It is disclosed by the evidence in the case that the officer, who had been com- 
missioned first lieutenant of the company after enlistment was passing from 
Hickman's Mills, where his com Mo. was stationed with a part of the Sacond 
Colorado Cavalry, to Sean another military station, and was shot and 
instantly killed by concealed ers, who made their escape. 

It is also in evidence tant the ae has never remarried. Your committee 
think the widow of this officer, who lost his life in defense of his country, should 
receive a pension, and therefore repommend the the accompan 
bill, amended, hewever, by striking out the wo vate,” in line 5, on in- 
serting the words “ first nse in and by tril out all after the word 

**militia,” in line 6,and aes in ae following: “‘ Subject tothe 
provisions and limitations of the 


The amendments iabeainanaen by one committee were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET A. B. CORTS. 


Mr. PATTON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill H. R. 8038, and 
ask that it be put upon its passage. It is a bill granting a pension to 
Harriet A. B. Corts. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, cubject | to the prov 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet A. widow of 


George P. Corts, late an assistant ov atentonneen ¢ of {volunteer oan y ~— 
pension at the rate of $50 per month from and this act, 


same to be in lieu of the pension now received by = 
The report (by Mr. PATTON) was read, as follows: 


, au 


That the claimant is the widow of George P. Sam, late assistant utant- 
general Second Brignés, Third Division, Second Army . U vol- 
unteers. He entered the gervice in Pittsburgh, Pa., April 29, 1861, in the Twelfth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, decid todo so the that Fort 


fired upon. This 
term 
eral Hays within a few 


was a three mon 


days raised the 8 


He served with that until he was com by neoln an assist- 
aut adjutant a of volunteers 3 for bravery on the field,” and to 
the staff of eral Alexander as Se. He served with him ‘until he fell May 


6, 1864, in the battle of the Wilde ress. Saas husband of the claim- 


eo ° light anatiel doen out, suffering from his wounds 
some cou 
until he died from their A be wes sanetoved 1870. 
The nature of the service he geve | ee understood from the re- 
port ios —e of the battle of 
ciieoobetacnal, and a my off, Lieutenant 


the Sixt Corte ina a unteers, were constant! side, 
Shield of of the katy-thid nosy, Vol Sones a 
exhibiti 


finding the greatest need 
For about one yearshe was 
, Armory Sq ras a nurse. | Foraboutone yearshe was 


a volunteer nurse in 


over ¢ 
visiting over twenty hospi 


and supplying stores as the soldiers’ needs required,as well as aiding 
collection. 





at the rate of $20 per month from the death of her husband. 
this be mens 4 


that her services for over three ‘oy were given without any pay whatever, 
besides several hundred dollars o 


teacher, and paid her own expenses while she worked as a nurse. 
married in 1564, 







also dependent upon her 












under the auspices of the Mich 


n Soldiers‘ Relief Association, 
is in and around 


ashington each week regularly, 
eir 


After the death of her husband Mrs. Corts made application and was pensioned 
She now asks that 
on account of her own services, It by her petition 
her own money, which she had earned as a 
She was 
but continued her work as a nurse till the war closed, in 1865, 
She has also lost a brother, who died of wounds contracted in the service, and 
her father is also unable to support himself by reason of disease contracted in 
the Army, and partially — upon her for support. She has a daughter 
rs. Corts is also suffering from a broken ankle, and 
is less able to support herself, or those dependent upon her, and it also entails 
much additional expense. She has no property, and no one to look to for assist- 


The following exhibits are presented in support of her claim : 
“In view of all these facts, the gallant services of her husband, and bee an own 
long and valuable services as a nurse, given without fee or reward, the death of 
her brother, and disability of her father, and her own dependent condition, 


tance or support. 


your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following amend- 


ment: ‘Strike out the word ‘ fifty,’ in line 8, and insert ‘ forty.’’ 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to ask the gentleman reporting 
this bill one or twoquestions: First, this is an increase of pension based 
upon the gallant services of the husband of this lady? 


Mr. PATTON. No, sir, not altogether; partly that and partly upon 
her own services as nurse. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. His rank was that of captain ? 

Mr. PATTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then you propose to increase the pen- 
sion to $40. She is drawing a pension now of $20 as the widow of a 
captain? 

.Mr. PATTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT, of:Alabama. And you propose to increase it to $40 
because she herself acted in the capacity of a nurse? 

Mr. PATTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Therefore you propose to give a double 
pension. Is that the idea? 

Mr. PATTON. If the Clerk will read the appendix or letters in 
connection with this report I think the gentleman from Alabama will 
have no objection. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not care to have it read. But I 
did not want the pension to be based upon the idea alone of her being 
the widow of a gallant officer of the rank of captain, because I did not 
wish to establish that precedent. But if it is based upon the ground 
that she acted as a nurse in the service, we having heretofore pensioned 
nurses from $20 to $25 a month, I do not object. 

Mr. BAGLEY. If the gentleman from Alabama will permit me a 
moment I will say, in reference to this bill, that I remember distinctly 
when it was considered in the committee it was based upon her serv- 
ices as nurse. She was getting $20 a month as a widow’s pension, and 
her military services in the field as a nurse were deemed sufficient to 
warrant this additional pension. That was the consideration that in- 
fluenced the committee. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to say in addition that while the action of 
the committee was distinctly upon the ground of her services as a nurse, 
still so far as I was individually concerned I thought she ought to have 
eS Seat ms an eon other nurses had 
been pensioned at $25 I thought she should have $45 instead of 
$40. Sol Semen diieane that the action of the committee was 
based wholly upon the Soepentiion that she deserved the increase of 

because of services as nurse. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would much rather see the sum voted to 
this widow paid for her services as a nurse, and not confound pensions 
with service. There is a bill on re and I trust it will pass 
yet this session and become a law, to pay y all nurses $25 a month for 
the time they were employed as nurses less the sum they have already 
received. That would apply, of course, to this lady, as to all other 


nurses. 
Now the distinction between p pension end pap for service is clesr, 
and I do not think they ought to be confounded. I do not like my- 
self this mixing of pensions, because they will be taken as precedents 
hereafter, say what you will on this floor. It will be referred to as a 
case where one widow of a captain has had a pension of $40 a month, 
and consequently we should give it to another. 
The widow of a major-general who was a volunteer and killed in 
battle is entitled to only $30 a month under the law. I do not think 
it wise to combine Pena Enya pay, which seems to be what is pro- 
oo though it is claimed otherwise. 
I think the pension should be left at $20; or, if you will, make it $30, 
and give as much as to the widow of a major under the law; but 
do not confuse pension and pay. Leave widow to draw her y 
spteel tn pon the Geuhegagaeniig, emvater’o Gene her poe antes 
to pass it ty ve her to draw her pay under 
that with other ene Pelt be bee eeeclon be expennto ond alstinct 
from pay. I for one do not like the combination. 
Mr. HORR. I do hope this House will not this lady’s case 
feeas ble sohes 


until we can the to which the gen 
through the House. 
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Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

pose it? 
oP Mr. HORR. Iam notgoing tooppose it; but I think the time would 
never come when this lady would get anythingunder it. I judge from 
my experience in passing meritorious bills. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is: Shall the bill as amended be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it 


Is the gentleman from Michigan going to 


0 pass ? + ; s 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I shall vote against it. 
The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 
The bill as amended was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS M’GILL. 


Mr. RYAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to 


Thomas McGill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it é&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the ion laws, the name of Thomas McGill, late first-class pilot 
on the steamer Sally List. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. 436 
granting a pension to Thomts McGill, submit the following report : 

We findt in 1864 the steamer Salliy List was employed by the United States 
Government and was used in transporting troops and supplies between Louis- 


itil 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Olive W. Parker, widow of Stephen 
N. Parker, deceased, late of the Ninth Battery Massachusetts Volunteers 


The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was read, as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
3901) granting a\pension to Olive W. Parker, having had the same under consid- 
eration, report as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Stephen N. Parker, late a private of the Ninth 
aeenaand Battery of Massachusetts Light Artillery Volunteers, who was en- 
listed on July 20, 1862, and was mustered out June 6, 1865, and who claims to 


| have been injured by the bursting of a shell at the battle of Gettysburg, Px., 
| July 3, 1863, and who died subsequent to his discharge from the service in con 


| sequence of inflammation of tonsils, and whose claim for pension Was pending at 


the time of his death and since renewed by the widow of the deceased, but re 
jected February 8, 1882, on the ground that the disease of which he died was not 
the same as that contracted while in service. 

rhe committee find that the deceased.was probably injured at the time and 


| place alleged, and while in service, as confirmed by the testimony of his cap 


tain, Daniel Marston, late of the Ninth Massachusetts Battery 


and Horace Pres 
cott, late a private in the same battery. 


The records of his battery are incon 


clusive as to the disability incurred, and the medical testimony from that source 
| is, through inability of procurement or other cause, wanting. 


But Atbert H. Blanchard, M. D., late a surgeon of the Third Massachusetts Cav- 
alry, shows that he was acquainted with the deceased both prior and subsequent 
to his service ; that the deceased was a well man prior to his entry into service; 
that he treated him during the last three years of his life, and knew his condi 
tion subsequent to his discharge and up to the time of his death; that he was 
subject to frequent attacks of headache, with confused feelings and noises in his 
head, which amounted to disease; that he was incapable of performing ordinary 


labor in consequence, except with great diMiculty; that this condition was pre 


| cisely such as would result from concussion of the brain, and, in his opinion 


ville, Ky., and the mouth of Red River. On or about the 25th of May, 1864, 


while the boat was under the orders of General A. J. Smith, commanding the 
Union forces at Vicksburg, it was ordered to Memphis. While onthe river and 
near the foot of Yellow Bend, on the Arkansas side of the river, the boat was 
fired upon by a force of confederate soldiers, commanded by General Marma- 
duke. The 
shot entered the right shoulder, 
back; another shot pierced his left wrist. Claimant was at the time of receiv- 
the wound pilot of the steamboat. 

proof seems conclusive that the steamer was in Government employ at 

the time that claimant was occupying the dangerous and responsible position of 


ilot, and while faithfully discharging his duty received the wounds as above 
bed 


. The Pension Office could not grant a pension for the reason that he | ice or of disease contracted while in the service and in the line of 


was not an enlisted man. The committee have uniformly recommended pen- 
sions to employés wounded in battle, and they therefore recommend the passage 


of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that he 
should allow that bill to be passed over informally. It is for the pen- 
sion of a man who never was in the military service; a mere employé 
in a civil department, that happened to be transporting troops. 

Mr. RYAN. I think we ought not to doas the gentleman from 
Tennessee has . The House has never yet refused to pension 
@ man who, asa civilian, was employed in the military service during the 
war, and sustained injuries while so employed, especially when he was 
absolutely wounded. This man, in the performance of his duty, was 
wounded the body and through the wrist, and has in conse- 
quence been wholly disabled. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. [ask my friend from Kansas if this man 
was acting under military orders ? 
‘ ig am Yes, sir; he was under the command of General A. J. 

mith. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. MCMILLIN] that this man was performing a duty which an 
enlisted man could not perform, a duty requiring particular and special 
knowledge of the stream he was navigating; and no enlisted man could 
have been detailed for the work. They had to call on such men for that 
service. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And he was acting under orders in a mil- 


MAT MATSON. Not only was he acting under military orders, but 


he was in the performance of a military act at the time he was wounded. 
Not only that, but he was in perhaps as dangerous a position as 
a man could be in while acting as pilot under the circumstances. 
In addition to let me say there are a large number of precedents 
of men of this very class—I mean pilots—because they were 
engaged in an extremely hazardous service, military in every sense of 
the word. I®seems to me this is as strong a case of the kind as can be 
presented, and it is necessary to appeal to Congress to get any remedy 
or aid at all. * 

Mr. McMILLIN. I shall not take the course with this case that I 
would take if it were the case of an exclusively civil employé. The 
service this man did may have been a forced service, as occasionally 
occurred at that time. If it had been a service which this man could 
have avoided at his will, he not being an enlisted man, I would have 
made the question of a quorum to the last. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. : 


OLIVE W. PARKER. 


wine ae I call up-the bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension 


The bill was read, as follows: 


eet aatad, d., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pooviliene and 


did result from that cause. The deceased was also treated, subsequent to dis- 
charge, by Charles H. Boody, a practicing physician of Wayland, Mass., who 
confirms the testimony and cpinion of Dr. Blanchard. 

From all the testimony adduced the committee are of the opinion that, while 
the deceased came to his death from inflammation of tonsils, which disease 


| might have been contracted subsequent to his discharge from the service of the 


was badly damaged and claimant was severely wounded. One | 
metrating the body and coming out at fhe 





2 um 


United States, he evidently was also suffering from a disordered condition of 
his head, resultant from concussion caused by the bursting of a shell in the battle 
of Gettysburg, and should have been entitled to a pension therefor. 

rhe committee therefore report the bill favorably, with a recommendation 


that it do pass. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman who 
calis up this bill if this pension is based on the ground that the death 
of this soldier was the result of the wound that he received in the serv- 


duty, or is it based on the idea that the soldier himself would have 
been entitled to a pension for the wound, and, although he may have 
died from some cause that had no origin in the war, yet the husband hav- 
ing been wounded, being entitled to a pension for that wound, the widow 
should have a pension? Does this case go upon the idea that widows 
of all the soldiers who may have been entitled to a pension and who 
died are also entitled to a pension although the disease that caused the 
death may not have any connection with the war? That is the ques- 
tion I wish answered. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not so understand it, Mr. Chairman. I was 
not there myself; I did not see this man either get the wound or die; 
but I have some statements here from which I understand the case in 
this way: That this man was at the battle of Gettysburg there is no 
question; that a shell burst over his head and caused concussion of the 
brain there is, I believe, no question. Then, I understand that for 
thrge days after that he knew nothing at all, and that from that time 
up to the time of his death he was very often confused, sometimes out 
of his mind, and gave his family a great deal of trouble in searching 
for him when he wandered away. I understand, too, that he had a 
sore in his head which discharged frequently, and which some of the 
physicians testify (I believe that is in the report) was such a sore as 
would very likely be caused by a concussion of the brain. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, that is all I desire to 
know. If this pension is based upon that idea, then I have no objec- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. If the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. Hewitt] will give way for a moment, I will state that it is the 
opinion of the committee that the evidence in this case is such, that if 
this man had made application himself for a pension he would un- 
doubtedly have obtained it, but he died before any application was 
made, and when it was made it was rejected upon the ground that the 
immediate cause of his death was this disease. But the committee 
think that if theeman had made application in his lifetime he would 
have obtained a pension beyond any doubt, because the evidence is 
quite clear from his captain and from one or two comrades that he was 
injured in the way stated by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN]. Therefore, the Government having paid no pension at all in this 
case up to the present time, and the widow being poor and needy and 
an old lady, we are inclined to think that the pension ought to be 
granted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, allow me tosay one thing further. 
I understand that this man in one of his insane attacks wandered off 
into the woods; that while he was there one of these fits came upon 
him, and that being thus away, with noone to attend to him, he caught 
a severe cold, from which this trouble in the tonsils resulted and from 
which he died immediately after; so that in fact his death was directly 
traceable to his wound. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And that is the theory upon which this 
pension is proposed to be granted ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is the theory. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
LAVISA HETH. 
[ call up the bill (H. R. 


If that is the theory, I have no objec- 


“ro 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 7524) granting a 
pension to Lavisa Heth. 

The bill w&s read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pepe med 
rected to place the name of Lavisa Heth, widow of Wilford 8. Heth, late a private 
in Company F, Forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, 
subject to the limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The husband of this claimant was a good soldier, with a record extending 
through the whole war, having served in the Forty-ninth Indiana Volanteers 
and in the One hundred and Forty-fourth Indiana Volunteers. He incurred 


rheumatism in the military service and suffered therefrom up to the time of his 
death. The immediate cause of his death was a heart-clot, which occurred while 
he was suffering from a severe attack of pneumonia. The Pension Office could 
not, upon the certificate of the physician attending him in his last illness, grant 
the widow a pension, as rheumatism was not the immediate cause of his death. 
He states in his affidavit, however, that rheumatism rendered him more liable 
to heart-clot. 

It appears to your committee, therefore, that there was a sufficient connection 
between the cause of death and the disease which originated in the service to 
enable us to justify a favorable report in this case, icularly in view of the 
faithful services of the soldier,and the needy and helpless condition of his 
widow, which is clearly established by abundant testimony, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this 
bill is based upon the same idea as the last one, namely, that the dis- 
ease, rheumatism, contributed to the death. That being so, I have no 
objection to the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


PRISCILLA J. SMALL. 


Mr. MURRAY. I call up the bill (H. R. 2540) granting a pension 
to Priscilla J. Small. ‘ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Priscilla J. Small, widow of An- 
qo J. Small, late a lieutenant of company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LE FEVRE) is as follows: 


Andrew L. Small was commissioned first lientenant of the First Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry March 18, 1865, but first enlisted on the 27th day of Au- 
gust, 1861, in Company I, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. He was 

nally mustered cut of the service September 13,1865. His record as a soldier 
is excellent. He died at Piqua, Ohio, November 4, 1874, and the claimant was 
granted a pension at the rate of $17 per month from November 4, 1874, the date 
of her late husband's death, and increased $2 per month from the same date on 
account of one child under 16 years of age at the date of the soldier’s death. 

The pension was originally granted =o the following evidence : 

John B. Small, on November 25, 1878, in an affidavit, made oath as follows: 

“I was duty sergeant in Company I, First. Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, in the 
war of the rebellion. My brother, Andrew L. Small, was acting first lieutenant 
of same company. We served together overfour years. I was with him before 
and at the time of the Sapentee of said company from Hilton Head, 8.C. My 
brother was afflicted with a dry, hacking du the most of our stay at 
Hilton Head, and had occasional fever, but not call on or was not attended 
by the surgeon of the ment or an 

ilton Head to New York by ship, 


were discharged from the service at Camp Chase. All through 

was afflicted with a dry, hacking co and occasional fever, and his 
determination to bring the company deterred him from em a phy- 
sician. The cause of the disease was exposure in the service, w nereased 


gradually until we left Hilton Head, and was further aggravated by the crowded 
condition of the ship to New York and traveling in crowded box-cars from New 
York to Columbus, Ohio. Upon our arrival at home, in Piqua, he employed 
his old family physician, Dr. H. H. Smiley, who treated him before 

rated. My brother never recovered from the disease 

In a subsequent affidavit the same witness testified as follows : 

**T was associated with Andrew L. Sma!l almost continually after our return 
home, seeing him every week and sometimes oftener, until his death, and the 
anaes — he had on returning home gradually increased until the time of 

s death.” 

Dr. H. H. Smiley, under date of November 30, 1878, testified as follows : 

“Twas called to prescribe for Andrew L. Small September 14, 1865, and found 
him suffering from attack of lung fever; found inflammation in the left 
lobe of lung. The case became chronic, and the patient was unable to take any 
exercise requiring effort for five or six weeks. Bronchial became 

arent, with dullness and more or less hectic fever. About the end of three 
epatization of left lobe of lung and adhesion followed. At the end of the first 
year the patient became able to attend to light duties, but continually suffered 


more or less pain; he was obliged to quit his occupation as a carpenter and tried 
to work 7 a farm, but was never able to labor without bring- 
ing on palpitation of the heart. He suffered night-sweats, and there 


was 
never a lapse of six months but I was called to treat him. He continued in this 
condition until the last year of his life when he became feeble and short of breath 
could not breathe easily during the night, and was often obliged . 
In the fall of 1874 he became confined to his bed and died on the 4th day of No- 
vember, 1874. The immediate cause of his death was diffused suppuration of 
= lungs, diarrhea, and prostration consequent updn previous diseased condi- 
tion.” 

G. W. Enbody and William F. Blood, comrades of Andrew L. Small’s com- 
pany. testify that— 

“He had sickness and fever on his way from Hilton Head to New York,and 
from New York to Columbus, Ohio. The steamer was greatly , and 
from New York to Columbus they rode in crowded box-cars.” 

J. M. Sellenberger, another comrade, under date of November 30, 1878, testi- 


fies: 
“On what was known as Wilson's raid, in March, 1865, fom the Mississippi to 


the Atlantic, Andrew L. Small was attacked with disease of the lungs, which 
manifested itself by almost constant coughing and some fever, and this condition 
seemed to increase until we were discharged from the service. He wasa sound 
man previous to enlistment.”’ 

W. F. Blood, another comrade, testifies : 

“I was with Andrew L. Small on the Wilson raid,and heard him complain of 
trouble with his lungs, and he had a hacking cough and fever. Was with him 
on the journey home, and he was sick all the way home, and from that time to 
the date of his death never recovered his health.” 

Charles Wolfram, another comrade, testifies in substance the same as aflida- 
vits already quoted of other comrades. 

Casper Miller and Charles W. Alexander, both ne@ghbors, testify that— 

“We were intimate with Andrew L. Small while in the Army, and lived near 
him from the time of his return from the Army until the date of his death. 
When he returned from the Army he was afilicted with a lung disease, mani- 
fested by a severe cough, from which he never recovered, but grew gradually 
worse until the date of his death. There were times when he would be relieved 
Senpeeeey, but not long at a time, and he always complained of disease of the 

ungs.’ 

Dr. Kitzmiller, of Piqua, Ohio, May 21, 1878, testified : 

“I knew Andrew L. Small to be a sound and healthy man previous to enlist- 
ment. I saw him after his return from the Army, and he had the appearance of 
one suffering from some organic disease, and he grew worse until his death in 
December, 1874. Dr. H. H. Smiley was his physician.” 

Against this great array of testimony, given by so many comrades and neigh- 
bors, a special examiner was sent in the summer of 1883, and upon his report 
Mrs. Priscilla J. Small was dropped from the pension-rolls. Some testimony 
was obtained tending to show that the inmmediate cause of Andrew L. Small’s 
death was not whet hes been stated by his family physician and friends. In 
commenting upon this examination Stephen Johnston, an attorney of Piqua, 
Ohio, who stands above reproach both for integrity and ability, wrote to the 
Pension Department, August 20, 1883: 

“I demand an investigation of Special Examiner Edmunds, and charge that 
in the pension case of Priscilla J. Small— 

“(1.) That before he took any evidence in the case he declared in the presence 
of reputable witnesses that he would set aside this pension, no matter how 
much evidence she was able to produce. 

“(2.) Because in taking the evidence he attempted to suppress evidence ma- 
terial in the case. 

**(3.) Because he disregarded the usages of courts in taking evidence. 

**(4.) Because he acted as a detective instead of a judge. 

“(5.) Because he sought to obtain the testimony of witnesses that he knew to 
be s and unfair in their evidence.” 

Your committee has examined this case with care, and the conclusion is 
that Special Examiner Edmunds, in preparing his report, seemed to ignore the 
rights of the pensioner in order to gratify his desire to make a personal attack 
ae worthy and reputable persons toward whom he had obtained a personal 
dislike, and who, since his report, have been vindicated from all the charges he 
saw fit to make. 

The charges made your committee have not deemed it necessary to repeat, 
because they have been triumphantly disproved in a court of justice. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
that special examiner is still in the service? 

Mr. MURRAY. I understand that he is, but I think he ought not 
to be. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
election? [Laughter.] 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRIET M. BAILY. 
I call up the bill (H. R. 7602) granting a pension 


And, if so, where he was during the last 


Mr. HANBACK. 
to Harriet M. Baily. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


DoRenatrs Ae. That the Seescteny of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
on the pension-roll, sub) to the provisions and limitations 
laws, the name of Harriet M. Baily, widow of William P. Baily, 
late a colonel in the service of the United States of the Second Regiment of 
Delaware Volunteers. * 


The report (by Mr. MorRILL) was read, a6 follows: 


We find that Harriet M. Baily is the widow of Col. William P. Baily, of the 
Second Regiment of Delaware Volunteers. Colonel Baily enlisted July 16, 1861 
and was discharged May 16, 1864. January at he applied for and received 
a pension for paralysis. Hedied F: 1, 1877, being at the time utterly help- 
1 uiring the constant aid and attention of another person, and is 
the highest pension allowed under the law. The immediate cause of his deat 

the Pension Office was compelled to reject the appli- 


that the disease from which he died 
was not the result of his military service. 
The attending physician, Dr. Monroe B. , of Plainfield, N. J., testifies that 
he was for five years the medical attendant of Col. W. P. Baily. 
. and its nervous compli- 
muscles, of loss of con- 
attention in dressing. veelnine ie ce 8 ane 
, , . a 
eis acictaren alll Ue tack Mics bunsinein’ ta toate 
The doctor then describes the last illness as acute pneum 
Mrs. Harriet M. Baily for years, and r her a lady to 
peu: peient ane care of her afflicted husband, for 
purpose in pension matters connected with herself, and asa lady 
standing in society.” 
‘Baily’s terrible condition was caused by a wound received at Fred- 
, Va., December 13, 1862. A few weeks would have probably ended 
had not the attack of pneumonia terminated fatally, 
had it not been for his enfeebled condition his 
have resisted the fatal disease. 
that the Pension Office could not, under 


existing laws, tt the pension, but they believe thatclaimant is in equity en- 
Sitied 66 ft, and therefore recommend the paanage of the bill. - 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
MARK SPENCER VAN LOAN. 
Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 7822) grant- 
-ing a pension to Mark Spencer Van Loan. 


and adds: 


: 
; 
z 
z 

















1885. 








The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mark Spencer Van Loan, of Cats- 
kill, N. Y., late a private in Company K, Eightieth New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) is as follows: 


The claimant enlisted in Company K, Eightieth New York Volunteers, as a 
private, February 26, 1862, and was discharged November 28, 1862. He filed a 
declaration for nae May 25, 1880, and it was rejected on the ground that the 
records of the : 
hernia) existed prior to enlistment. 

The claimant, in his affidavit, alleges that the rupture was caused while on 
the retreat from Cedar Mountain the day after the battle; that his company, 
among others, was sent to Cedar Mountain to re-enforce some other troops, and 
upon arriving there ascertained that the confederates had gone, and that his 
company was then turned back to go to Rappahannock Station. He was de- 
tailed to guard some baggage-wagons, and while on arun he stumbled over a 
stone or rock in the road which was concealed from view by the wagon just 
ahead, and he fell tothe ground. Upon arising he experienced a severe pain 
in the side, which proved to be a rupture. 

Upon arriving at Frederick, Md., he told an officer he could go no farther; 
went to the hospital at that place, and was afterwards sent to Capitol Hospital 
at Washington, and afterwards transferred to Fort Schuyler, N. Y., where he 
performed some guard duty. Applied to Robert Barthalo, United States Army 
surgeon, who examined him, and gave a certificate stating that he found him 
incapable of performing duty because of a left oblique inguinal hernia. It ison 
this certificate that the entry appears, ‘ Existed prior to enlistment,’’ which 
fixes the record in the War Department. 

Claimant states emphatically, under oath, that he ‘‘ never made such a state- 
ment, and that it is positively untrue, but that the injury was received at Cedar 
Mountain. Never saw any of the company officersafter that. The only one of 
my comrades who knew how I was injured was John Young, my tent-mate, who 
died many years .’ Captain of the company was killed at Gettysburg, and 
the first Ivatenent was afterwards killed. Hence he can get no testimony of 
officers. Hernia kept growing worse until he got home and used a truss. 
now tated for heavy labor. 

Adjutant-General’s report states: ‘‘ January and February, 1862, present.”’ 


Is 


Same to June 30, 1862. July, August, September, and October, 1862, was 
absent in general hospital. Discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability 
November 28, 

m-General’s certificate states: ‘‘ Entered general hospital, Frederick, 
Md., ber 14, 1862, and was transferred September 24, 1862. Entered Cap- 
itol i Washington, D. C., September 25, 1862 (diagnosis not 


pease 
ey , and was ransferred October 7, 1862, to general hospital, Fort Schuyler, 

. ¥., October 10, 1862, with hernia, and discharged from service November 28, 
1862.” 


Exam Surgeon J. Jewell says that from the evidence before him it is his 
opinion that the said disability did originate in the service in the line of duty, 
and that the disability is permanent. Claimant hasa left inguinal hernia, and it 
descends into the scrotum. 
Upon the question of prior soundness the testimony of Horace Barker, captain 
ofa pm ne which Van Loan worked during the year 1860,is presented. He 
says it’s work was to assist in loading and unloading freight, which con- 
sisted of hay, butter, pork, leather,and other produce; that the work was such 
as to require heavy lifting and hard work, and that claimant was able to and did 
perform such labor, and that no man with a rupture could have performed such 
work. There were but three deck-hands on the barge, including Van Loan, who 
did the heavy work. 

Samuel L. field, owner of the barge on which Barker was captain, says, 
substantially, that claimant was employed by him,and corroborates the evi- 
dence of the captain, and that claimant did the work of a sound, able-bodied 
man; that after his return from the Army he was unable to perform hard work, 
and has been employed as a flagman at a railroad crossing part of the time dur- 
ing the summer and autumn, and that he has received small pay because of his 
inability to do hard labor. 

Walton Van Loan, brother of claimant, says that nothing was known of the 


soldier ha hernia until his return from the Army. 
William L. Bois, druggist, testifies to having furnished claimant with a 
truss several > 


times. 
William P. McLawry, M. D., at an examination made January 3, 1885, says 
that Van Loan has a large inguinal, indirect hernia of one side, easily reducible, 
but very it to retain even with a strong truss. It incapacitates him from 
and even a slight cough brought it down in spite of well-directed 


re. 
very poor; hasa family, consisting of wife and three children, 
liged to ask aid of the charitable. He is an honest, sober, 
man, willing to work, ifable. He withheld his application for a pension 
to a late for the reason that.he had an aversion to appealing for such relief, 
—— necessities finally compelled him. 
committee think it a deserving case, and believe his disability was in- 
in the service, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


BAGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state the facts of the case. 
This man entered theservice in 1861, and was a food and faithful soldier. 
On the retreat from Cedar Mountain, while guarding a cattle-train and 
on the double-quick, he stumbled and fell over a stone, which caused 
hernia. The Pension Office rejected his application on the ground that 
the disability was incurred prior to enlistment. The only evidence in 
the War t that goes to establish such a state of facts is the 
statement in his certificate of discharge that the disability was incurred 
prior to enlistment. . The man himself swears positively that he never 
made any such statement; that the officer who wrote the certificate had 
no means of knowing the facts, and that the statement is entirely un- 
true. The evidence to sow his prior soundness is full and complete. 


i 


Tam y acquainted with this applicant, this being one of the 

very pension bills that I have introduced. I know this to bea 

7 case. The man is poor, has a large family, and is in need 
a 


There 


no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with 


recommendation that it do pass. 


L. W. PITTS. 

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 7803) granting : 
pension to L. W. Pitts. It is on page 52 of the Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Stet, de. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


ar Department show that the alleged disability (left inguinal | 


| injuries were received indirect line of duty 


| assistant adjutant-general. 
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the name of L. W. Pitts, late of Company B 


limitations of the pension laws, 


Third Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Ho_Mgs) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7808 
granting a pension to L. W. Pitts, having considered the same, report as fol 


lows : 
The claimant, L. W. Pitts, late a private in Company B, Third Kentucky Cay 
alry Volunteers, enlisted in October, 1861, and was finally discharged July 15, 
1865. His declaration for pension was filed March 20,1880. He allegwes disability 
from injury received at Owensborough, Ky., in November, 1862, while on de 
tached duty enlisting men, his horse fallingand dislocating his left shoulder and 
finger. Claimant's application was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
of no record; meaning, we suppose, no record of injury, and that claimant has 
declared his inability to furnish satisfactory testimony to show that his alleged 
rhe fact that claimant was a sound, 
healthy, able-bodied man when he entered the service admits of no question 
There are no regimental hospital records on file, as shown by the report of the 
The report of the assistant surgeon-general in this 
case shows that there are no records of the Third Kentucky Cavalry, nor of the 
Twelfth Kentucky Cavalry, on file prior to March, 1864; hence the deduction of 
the Department that there is no record of the injury in the hospital records is 
evidently not the fault of the soldier but of the regimental surgeon in not keep 


| ing them atall. 





The evidence in this case shows conclusively that the claimant was injured, 
that his horse fell on him, that he was absent on recruiting service, and also 
had an order to arresta deserter, and that he was in the line of duty at the time: 
There seems to be vefy little point in the case to be putin issue, except it be the 
question of whether he was intoxicated or not; and this is only stated by one 
witness as a rumor, which, as the evidence shows pretty conclusively, was in- 
stigated by malice. 

Dr. Litttepage,of the Twelfth Kentucky Cavalry (not claimant's regiment), 
was called to attend him immediately after the injury at the house of one Boyd, 
where he was taken, and gives an unqualified statement of the injury to claim 
ant as alleged by him, and also of the serious character of the dislocation of the 
shoulder. The evidence of the examining surgeons and of all the witnesses is 
to the effect that claimant is from one-half to totally disabled. 

Dr. Dowell, an eminent physician and surgeon, who examined him, says 

“The applicant for pension has the following symptoms: The head of the hu- 
merus is partly thrown off the glenoid cavity against the coracoid process, There 
is projection of the acromion and ahollow under itat the back joint. The head 
of the bone is prominent in front and may be felt to move in rotating the elbow: 
He has cramps of the hand, difficulty in raising the elbow, because the head of 
the bone strikes the coracoid process, Partial dislocation forward is what I di- 
agnosed the trouble, and it is of long standing. I think he is disabled for the 
performance of manual labor; total, or $8 per month.”’ 

Dr. King, another examining surgeon, referring to the nature of the disability, 
says: 

* That the head of the humerus does not enter fully into the glenoid cavity 
I believe said cavity to contain an ossific or calcareous deposit. The applicant 
also has received an injury to distal articulation of left-hand third finger.” 

Both doctors give it as their opinion that the disability originated in the serv- 
ice, and that it is not aggravated or protracted by any vicious habits. 

Claimant states that he had fulfilled the order of arrest which he carried by 
taking into custody one Galloway, and were both riding one horse when the 
horse became frightened, or, as claimant believes, one Adcock struck the horse. 
Whether the horse was struck or became frightened otherwise is not material. 
Claimant was unable tocontrol him, and as a result the horse fell upon claim- 
ant, dislocating his shoulder and finger. This is testified to by Galloway. 

Claimant mentions in a late affidavit the receipt of an anonymous letter, in 
which the statement is made, * We have owed you a grudge for twenty years, 
and after waiting impatiently we have met with an opportunity,and embraced 
it.’* 7 . 

Your committee find that the claimant is a man of most excellent character, 
and the evidence of himself, the witness Calloway, Dr.S. B. Littlepage, assistant 
surgeon of Twelfth Kentucky Cavalry, that he was called to treat claimant at 
Boyd's farm about October, 1862, found his left shoulder dislocated, that he re 
duced it, administered to his wants, and returned to Owensborough, and did not 
treat him any more, we think prove this case. The doctor further says: 

“Tremember distinctly of treating L. W. Pitts at the Boyd farm, near Owens- 
borough, Ky. My aiflfidavit was made from memory, but is correct. Havingto 
ride through a country infested with guerrillas to treat the said Pitts perhaps 
makes the matter more vivid to my memory than otherwise it might be. Pitts, 
in my opinion, deserves a pension.”’ 

It will be remembered that Littlepage was called in from another regiment, 
and resides now at Rockfort, Ind., and makes his statement without any preju- 
dice-against claimant or partiality for him. In view of the fact that claimant 
appears to be a man of upright character as a citizen, that he served nearly four 
years as a soldier, and is now in a very helpless condition, all of which is plainly 
traceable to the injury received while in the line of duty, your committee cheer- 
ully recommend him as a proper subject for a pension, and return the bill with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think we had better have some ex- 
planation of the case. 

Mr. HOLMES. Asthe report is somewhat long, I will state briefly 
the circumstances. This man, L. W. Pitts, was a soldier in the Twelfth 
Kentucky Cavalry, and was detached for the purpose of arresting a de- 
serter named Galloway. Pitts had arrested Galloway and was return- 
ing with him, both being on the same horse. They were accompanied 
by another cavalryman on another horse, when the horse on which 
Pitts and Galloway were riding became frightened. It is alleged in 


| the evidence that the other cavalryman, Adcock, struck the horse of 


Pitts. But there is some dispute about that, and the fact is immate- 
rial. At any rate the horse became frightened, threw the two menand 
fell upon Pitts, dislocating his shoulder and breaking one of his fingers. 
He was quite severely injured, and was taken to the house ofa Mr. Boyd, 


| where he was attended by Dr. Littlepage, surgeon of the Twelfth Ken- 


tucky Cavalry. It is testified by Dr. Littlepage, as well as other sur- 
geons, that the shoulder of Pitts was very seriously dislocated, and that 
there is an ossific deposit. 

There seems to be no question about the extent of the injury andthe 
justice of the claim. It was rejected at the Pension Office because 
there was no hospital record; but it appears at the Adjutant-General’s 
Office and the Surgeon-General’s Office that no records of the Third 
Kentucky Cavalry or the Twelfth Kentucky Cavalry were kept; so 
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that there was probably good reason for the failure to find any hospital 
record in reference to the injury of this soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

RACHAEL A. QUEEN. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 8132) to restore 
to the pension-roll the name of Rachael A. Queen. Before the bill or 
report is read I wish to state that the report, which was sent to the 
Printing Office to-day, has been returned for correction. It embodies 


the original letter of the Commissioner of Pensions recommending the. 


passage of this bill. This case comes from the State of California, and 
I know nothing about any of the parties. The bill and report are based 


on the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions, under the resolution of 


May, 1880, recommending this as a meritorious case. 

This claimant is the sister of a soldier who was killed in battle. The 
Commissioner of Pensions represents to the committee that she is, and 
has been all her life, terribly deformed; that she was wholly dependent 
upon her brother; that she has no other relative, ig now in a helpless 
condition, and is an object of public charity. This is the substance of 
the report. I call up the case because I regard it as one of extraor- 
dinary merit. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Rachael A. Queen, dependent sister of 
Jonathan Queen, late of Company F, Fifth California Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE 8. HAWLEY. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
8104) granting an increase of pension to George 8. Hawley. This case 
has not yet been placed on the Calendar because it has been-so recently 
reported. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That George 8. Hawley, late a first lieutenant in the Twenty- 
third Regiment United States Colored Troops, now on the pension-roll at the 


rate of $24 per month, from and after the passage of this act shall be entitled to 
receive a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was read, as follows: 


George 8. Hawley servedas a private Company F, Fifth ment Vermont 
Volunteers, from August 27, 1861, to December 15, 1863, when he re-enlisted in 
the same regiment and served until March 11, 1864, and on the nextday (March 
12, 1864) was mustered into service as first lieutenant Company E, Twenty-third 
United States Colored g2eces, > aero lee years or during the war. He was 
honorably Sean Se 30, 1864, on account of wounds received in ac- 
tion before Petersburg, Va., July 30, 1864. The proceedings of a board of offi- 
cers convened at Annapaljs, Md., September 27, 1864, contain the following: 

Case No. 813. 

Ping Eton, George 8S. Hawley, Company E, Twenty-third United States Col- 
or OOps. 

*e The board find this officer now suffering from the effects of a gunshot 
wound in the face; the ball entered on the left side 


below the malar bore, pass- 
ing through the hard palate and or nares, and through the ma- 
lar bone of the right side, carrying away the teeth of sides of the upper 
jaw, interfering with the function of mastication. The board is of the 


that this officer will not be fit for duty in the field again, and they recommend he 
be discharged from the service. 
L. P. GRAHAM, 


Volunteers. 
G. 8. P. 


; ALMER, 
Surgeon, United States Volunteers. 
‘Tt. HENDRICKSON, 
Major, United States Army. 
The claimant was pensioned at $17 per month from September 30, 1864, to Ma: 
8, 1890, and at $18 per month from that date to — 1883, since which time he 4 
received $24 per month. 
a Examining Surgeon E. D. Warner, September 6, 1873, thus reports his condi- 
on: 
the ine are weet the eee oe Ly ner get stan aireattg 
ower part an y 
opposite. The teeth in the upper jaw were all removed except one molar. 
entire roof of the mouth was all carried nasal en- 
tirely open. The result was a flattening of the antrum on both sides of the face, 
a long-continued discharge from the face, was almost 


Dr. F. P. Wheeler, examining surgeon, 
stantially the same, and adds upper 
cualow hod ear dsciake, Sucgeen Wheees eter coiianibes ieateemaome 
swallow nor ° n 
is su with arthritic rheumatism, affecting all the and the 
ties, and the pensioner, on account of said rh: disease, has not been 


ole Sp Saas Feat to peea any manual labor, and but very little for the 
ve 


mo be, Wansiop enee: 


in the for the stomach in the first 
engease by the gunshot ve i. the po 
e same su , Novem) , reports Hawley— 
“In nearly a condition; can not walk nor bear his his 
: little use of his hands and arm; can not sustain 
crutches; his enlarged and stiff from chronic arthritic rheumatism. Pon: 





extremi- 


ami sy maa induced er fon, imperfect asia 

ot n 

San ef teal, and Und pula eee Seaereuce so essential 
preparation of food process of digestion, oc- 


The pensioner is now in the Soldiers’ Home in Montgomery County, Ohio, 
totally disabled and without property, except his pension. He has a wife and 
family of young children ; has gone to the Soldiers’ Home, in order that his de- 
pendent family may have the ertire benefit of his pension. We call attention 
to the following statement of Hon. Jonn W. STEWART, member of Congress 
from Vermont, who has personal knowledge of the facts touching Lieutenant 
Hawley’s unfortunate condition. 


To the Committee on Invalid Pensions : 


GENTLEMEN: House bill 8104, introduced by me and referred to your commit- 
tee, granting increase of pension to George 8. Hawley, is, in my ju ent, meri- 
torious, and I beg leave to submit a brief statement of facts within my personal 
knowledge. 

The nature and extent of the wound and its immediate evil results to the pen- 
sioner are sufficiently shown by the records of the case from the Pension Office 
now before you. : 

Mr. Hawley is a resident of the town in which I live. He has a wife and a 
family of young children. He has left them and gone to the Soldiers’ Home in 
Montgomery County, Ohio, in order that his dependent family may receive the 
entire benefit of his pension, $24 per month. He is totally disabled, and is only 
able to move about slowly and with great difficulty upon crutches. He can do 
nothing by way of support, and needs help and care from others. His rheu- 
matic difficulties began when in the service, but his terrible wound so overshad- 
owed lesser complaints that the surgeon was not called upon to notice or treat 
him for rheumatism, so that the record evidence required by the Pension Office 
when he made application there for increase of pension could not be produced. 
Yet from the date of his discharge to the present time this disease has made 


steady progress, until it has reduced him to helplessness, and he lives a life of 


daily suffering, from which there will be no release but death. His imperfect 

mastication, resulting from his wound and the ponsequent incomplete digestion, 

have no doubt eminently contributed to aggravate the disease he contracted in 

the Army. He has no property. I personally know him to be an intelligent, 

honest, and upright citizen, whose habits are and always have been exemplary. 
I do not hesitate to commend his case to your favorable consideration. 


Iam, very respectfully, 
. . J. W. STEWART, M. C. 
JANUARY 27, 1885. 


We also append Dr. Hall’s affidavit and the affidavit of other citizens of New 
Haven, Vt., having knowledge of the facts, showing Lieutenant Hawley’s 
soundness before going into the Army and present helpless condition. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill granting him an increase 
of pension to $50 per month from and after the passage of the act. 

Strike out, in line 5, the word “‘ twenty-four’ and insert the word “ fifty.” 


The undersigned, a physician of New Haven, Vt., being duly sworn, hereby 
deposes and states that he knew George 8S. Hawley, a former resident of this 
town, before he entered the military service of the United States; he was then 
a strong, sound, healthy man; that after his discharge he suffered from rheu- 
matism; that he was for years unable to perform manual labor; that he stated 
repeated] 

t be! 


% to affiant that he suffered pain when he made 4 movement; that ~ 


ieves that his disability is the result of exposure while in the military 


E. D. HALL, M. D. 
Subscribed and sworn before me this 26th day of December, 1884, at New 


Haven, Vt. 
ALFRED M. ROSCOE, Notary Public. 
I personally know Dr. Hall, above named, to be a reputable practicing physi- 


cian of county. . 
ae . J. W. STEWART, M. C. 


service. 


The undersigned residents of New Haven, Vt., being duly sworn, hereby de- 
and state, that they knew George S. Hawley, a former resident of this town, 
Cote be Genased the military service of the United States, war of the re- 
bellion, and knew that he wasasound, healthy man; that after his discharge he 
suffered from rheumatism, and for pee ven any barely able to walk; he grew 
more and more lame; he was finally obliged to use crutches; he appeared to 
suffer pain when making any movement; that it is believed that his disability 
was caused by e: during his military service. : 

J. W. Hinman, B°D.D d, A. J. ne A. Soe, Ss. JW i, . 3, Lan- 
don, A. Mansfield, E. H. Landon, vester , Oliver t . A. Lang- 
don, ©. L. Nutting, H. C. Palmer, H. C. Reason, S. Nutting, H. E. Washburn, 
J. E. Cowles, O. 8. Dickinson, Josiah Cowles, D. H. Squier. 

Subscribed and eworn to before me at New Haven, Vt., this 27th day of De- 


ber, 1884. 
4 ALFRED M. ROSCOE, 
. Notary Public. 
I have examined thelist of names appended to the within affidavit and per 
sonally know every one of the persons They are So, oe 
, 


named. 
tion, reputable men, residents of the town rn hd own on the 


whose statement of any fact within their knowledge is entitled to full credit. 
, J. W. STEWART 


Member of Congress. 
JANUARY 27, 1885. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hai ‘This man is now perfectly helpless; 
his joints are all stiff. He is an inmate of a soldiers’ home, and re- 
quires the services of an attendant. 


There no obj the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House win ce ceeneminion that it do pass. 


DAVID BRYAN. 


Mr. HILL. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4216) grant- 
a pension to David Bryan. 
bill was read, as follows: 


Be it é&c., That the Secretary of the InteMor be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the Sante, the wine of David Beewn, lates ictecto ta Came 
pany B, Seventy- th Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The amendments to the bill were read, as follows: 

Insert “ N” after “David,” and strike out ‘‘B" and insert “‘ D.” 

Amend the title so as to read: . 

“A bili granting a pension 


agreed to. 
Mr. perenee Make, ought to be some report or state- 


The CHAIRMAN. The report covers three or four pages. , 
Mr. HILL. The bill, which I call up by request of my colleague 
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ean or handibo 
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[Mr. Le Fevre] who is absent, is based upon the following facts: 


The report goes on to show, Mr. Chairman, that this soldier was af- | 


fected with paralysis and became totally paralyzed. He made applica- 
tion to the Pension Bureau for a pension on the ground that he had 
contracted chronic diarrhea and rheumatism in the service. The proof 


showed that he was not so afflicted but had paralysis, and that paral- | 


ysis had not ensued necessarily from those diseases. The report recites 
that his family physician, a score of his neighbors, and a number of his 
comrades testified that when he entered the service he was a perfectly 
sound man, and that when he came home he was disabled from these 
causes and still remains so. The case has been rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau on account-of the technicality I have named. I had not 
given this case any attention at all until it was put into my hand by 
my colleague, when I read the report and have made this statement 
from what I read in that report. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALMIRA K. PARKER. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I call up the bill (H. R. 7722) grant- 
ing a pension to Almira K. Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to oo on the pension-roll the name of Almira K. Parker, dependent 
mother of Ira J. Adams, deceased, formerly a private in Company A, Third 


from and after the passage of this act. 
The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! H. R. 7722, 
having considered the same, make the following report: 


The claimant is a widow and is the mother of Ira J. Adams, deceased, for- 


merly a private in Company A, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. He 
enlisted August 15, 1861, and served until his death, July 2°1864, caused by a 
gunshot wound received in action at Drury’s Bluff, May 13, 1864. He was her 
only son, and but 18 years old at the time he enlisted. 

The claimant is utterly destitute of property, and is now old and in feeble 
health, She was allowed a pension as a gay mother at the rate of $8 per 
month from July 3, 1864, to August 16, I864, the date of her second marriage. 
Her second husband, one Douglass Parker, died November 21, 1879, leaving an 
estate worth only $21. Her first husband left her no pogaaty whatever. 

By letters on file in the Pension Office from the soldier to his mother, during 
the war, it clearly appears that he contributed from his bounty and wages con- 
siderable sumstoward her support. Her pension was stopped solely on account 
of her second marriage. Mrs. Parker has no relatives or friends who are able 
to vide for her and furnish her a home in her declining years. 

our committee think that she ought to be pensioned now, and report-the bill 
(H. R. 7722) granting her a pension back to the House with an amendment, 
striking out all afterthe word “ volunteers” in the seventh line, and inserting 
the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: Strike out 
‘at the rate of —— dollars per month, from and after the passage of 
this act,”’ and insert ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws.’’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] why the Commissioner of Pensions 

ped her from the roll? 
. RAY, of New Hampshire. Because she was married six weeks 


after the pension was allowed, in 1864. The law cut off her pension 
at that time. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. A dependent mother ? 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Yes; that is so, as I understand it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think the gentleman is mistaken— 
the widow it cuts off, but not a dependent mother. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. That was the reason given in the 

I think she was a widow, or’she could not have been married 

a second time without previously having been a widow. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Remarriage cuts off the pension of a 
idow, but not that of a dependent mother. 
Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. The marriage of a dependent mother 

her off. She may be dependent on that son for support, and there- 
is entitled to a pension. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


DAVID PETERSON. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. By request I call up the bill (H. R. 3185) 
granting a pension to David Peterson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of David Peterson, of Keokuk, Iowa, 


onthe pension-roll, on account of his services in Company G of the Ninth Iowa 
Regiment in the war of the rebellion. 


The report (by Mr. HoLMeEs) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred bill H. R. 3185, have 
hes insane wader consideration, and beg leave to report: 


2 


35 


vid enlisted as a private in Company G, Ninth Iowa Volunteer 
pony Vel yd day of ber, 1863, and was discharged May 10, 1865. In 
July, while stationed is company at Keokuk, lowa, and while on 


th h 
was overcome and was surprised in that condition, 
court-martial and be sen to confinement for six months at 


he 

Minn. While in such confinement he contracted the disease for 
. There is no question as to the fact that the ap- 

from the evidence certainly to a three-fourths degree. 


ines 


which 
plicant ts. Pon 





The only question is whether he shall be given a pension under the cireum- 
stances named. He himself frankly testified thatthe disability was acquired 
while in confinement at Fort Snelling. His application was rejected by the 
Pension Office on the ground that his disability, originating while in confinement 
at Fort Snelling, was not acquired while in the line of duty, while in military 
service. This undoubtedly on the view that he is not entitled to any relief for 
disabilities arising while he was under sentence of court-martial. 

Your committee, however, think that the sentence of court-martial was all 


| the sentence that he received, and that the loss of his health was not included 





i 


| Lydia Wetherbee. 


in such sentence, and, as will be noted, the soldier was not at the front, but do- 
ing guard duty at Keokuk, in the State of Lowa, at the time he was found asleep 
at his post. While an infraction of duty should be punished,and has been in 
this case, the claimant having served his full sentence, we do not think that the 
rigor of the Government should be exercised further, and that if the claimant, 
as seems clearly proved, became disabled while serving out such sentence, that 
he should receive a pension. Your committee therefore recommend that the 
bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass 
LYDIA WETHERBEE. 


Mr. HAYNES, I call up the bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lydia Wetherbee, dependent 
mother of George L. Wetherbee, deceased, formerly a private in Company B, 
Fousteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month 


| from and after the passage of this act. 
Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate of —— dollars per month, | 


The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, io whom was referred the bill (H.R 
7724) granting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee, having duly considered the same, 
respectfully report: 

Lydia Wetherbee, a widow 72 years of age and without means, is the daugh- 
ter of a Revolutionary soldier. Her son, George L. Wetherbee, a private of 
Company B, Fourteenth New Hampshire Volunteers, was killed in battle near 
Winchester, Va., September 19, 1864. She was largely dependent on said son 
for support before and up to the time of his death. The deceased left a widow, 
but no children, who drew a pension until her second marriage, three or four 
years after her first husband waskilled. Mrs. Wetherbee’s claim was rejected at 
the Pension Office because the soldier lefta widow. (R.S., section 4707.) 

The Commissioner of Pensions, in a letter announcing the rejection of Mrs. 
Wetherbee’s claim, September 26, 1854, says: 

“The needy circumstances of the claimant and the sacrifices made by her dur- 
ing the late rebellion, in giving up her sons to the country’s service, appeal 
strongly to the sympathy of every one, but the law governing her claim is im- 
perative.”’ 

Your committee think that since the widow has remarried and her pension 
stopped on that account, it is equitable that the soldier's mother, whom he 
largely aided in his lifetime, now poor and old, should receive the same pension 

Your committee accordingly report favorably and recommend the passage of 
the bill with an amendment striking out all wordsafter the word “ volunteers,"’ 
in line 7, and inserting the words ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.”’ 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out “at the rate of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act" 
and insert ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

MRS. IDA P. BELCHER. e 


Mr. MATSON. I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Chairman, I call up House bill 7836, for the 
relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Ida P. Belcher, widow of the late 
Capt. Edwin Belcher, of Company E, Seventy-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


on the pension-roll, and that ske be paid a pension at the rate of $25 per month 
from and after the passage of this act. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out in line 7 and 8 the words “and that she be paid a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month from and after the passage of this act’ and insert ‘‘ subject 
to the provisions and limitations ofthe peasion laws as applicable to widows of 
deceased officers and soldiers.”” 


The amendment was agréed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ABIGAIL HONEY. 


Mr. SMITH, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of 
Abigail Honey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abigail Honey, widow of Joseph 
W. Honey, late a private in Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. SOPHIA A. MORGAN. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I call up the bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase 
of pension to Sophia A. Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, 
a brevet brigadier-general in the United States Army. 
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Tae bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Sophia A. Morgan, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
Charles H. Morgan, at the rate of $50 per month. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 


Tn lines 6 and 7, after the words 
brigadier-general of volunteers.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “ 
Sophia A. Mor 
general in the 


‘brigadier-general,”’ insert the words “and 
A bill granting an increase of pension to 
ran, widow of the late Charlies H. Morgan, a brevet brigadier- 
Inited States Army and brigadier-general of volunteers.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
PETER M. HAGLER. 

Mr. CULLEN. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 2 
pension to Peter M. Hagler. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be itenacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter M. Hagler, late a corporal of 
Companies B and G of the One hundred and ninth and One hundred and eley- 
enth Regiments Dlinois Volunteers, respectively. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. MARY K. 8. EATON.- 

Mr. BAGLEY. I call up Senate bill 468, granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Mary K. 8. Eaton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the pension of $30 per month heretofore granted and 
now allowed to Mrs. Mary K. 8, Eaton, widow of General Amos B. Eaton, late 
Commissary-General of the Army of the United States, be, and the same hereby 
is, increased to the sum of $50 per month; and that the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior be, and he hereby is, directed to pay to her the sum last mentioned per 
month from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It seems to me that that bill had bet- 
ter be amended by inserting the words, after $50 per month, ‘‘ in lieu 
of the pension now received by her.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. _Lask thatthe bill beagain reported, to see if there 
is any necessity for returning it to the Senate with an amendment. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
that amendment. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

CAPT. VINCENT PHELPS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 7 
ing a pension to Capt. Vincent Phelps. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Vincent helps, late a captain and 
assistant quartermaster in the United States Army, and to pay him a pension 
from his resignation from the service 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 


Strike out, in lines 7 and 8, the words “ and to pay him a pension from his res- 
ignation from the service.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


GEORGE W. CLARK. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I call up the bill (H. R. 8033) grant- 
ing an increase ‘ to George W. Clark. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he phous, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of George W. Clark, late a private 
in Company E, Twelfth Regiment New lesepehine Volunteers, to per 
month, from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think the report in that case had bet- 
ter be read. 
The report (by Mr. Ray, of New pene pe is as follows: 

Geo W. Clark, onto Se Compan 

enlisted August 19, ihez: di ned Toron lee 


plosion of a shell while iS the i Tne of duty a the battle of Swift Creek, 
at or near Bermuda Hundred, + AL. 9, 1864, which — in the 


52) granting a 


I see that it is not necessary to offer 


305) grant- 


his right arm and t leg. stump of his some six or seven inches 
in length. The arm is amputated just below the Ww. Save Seog 
sion of $36 par men, He sone to have sates 

or less, every day, in comes aeein. i 


“y. ne a ee a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the 
m 

accompanying bill grunting bia $59 per sseuth th hereafter. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the — 
what is the of a celdler whe lies lash beth axme or bath leap 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. That would Gepend apes tee lees 
of the stump left. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Where both arms were lost, or both 
h > 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. No; not in that case. 


| | mendation that it do pass. 


Mr. MORRILL. Where both legs or both arms were lost the pen- 
sion is $72 per month. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. 
dier lost one arm and one leg. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


Yes; but this isa case where the sol- 


I was going to say that this case is not 


| equivalent to the loss of both legs or both arms. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Nor does the bill propose to give him 
such a pension as a person would be entitled to who had lost both arms. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


EMELINE L. FITCH. 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I desire unanimous consent to call up 
the bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Emeline L. Fitch. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereb 
on the pension- roll the name of Emeline L. Fitch, widow of 
of Company D, Seventh Indiana Volunteers, subject to the conditions and restric- 
tions of the pension laws. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DAVID COMPROPST. 


Mr. FUNSTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
4766) granting a pension to David Compropst. 
The bill is as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David Compro) ate a sergeant 
of Company E, One hundred and seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the report in that case, 
if it is not read, should be printed in the REcoRD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that will be done. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


We find that claimant enlisted August 11, 1962, and was discharged June ~ 
1865. He made application for pension 31, 1871, which was rejected July 
23, 1872, on the ground oy “no record, and inability A furnish — mag —d 
treatment in service,” &e. Claimant —— > in 
seat yoy t Wiln i ated in ha April and ace 

mn h a min, n and May, 
k w, Ky., ~ Sune $3, 1863, Jobe 


i that ela ,imant was a sound, 
health y man at enlistment, that bet he became disabled with inflammatory rheu- 
matism at Gl) w, Ky., in May, 1863, from exposure while on picket —. 

nN. B fet, the same company, testifies fully and explicitly as 
to the incurrence of the disability in serv lad that he was treated in two 
neque Re the. disease, and that So cone allan ait date desing: the vest of his 
on account of said disability, and that claimant has never since dis- 
m able to do hard work. "hengeon Wright, of same regiment, says 
swe sound at enlistment; that he was sick and under his treatment in 
oe t that he can not say when, where, or for what disease. R. H. 
Dillehart testifies that he knew claimant as a sound, healthy man at enlistment ; 
saw him soon after , and he was suffering matism. “I have 
lived near him ever since, and know that he has suffered from inflammatory 
——— ever since."’ 


directed to place 
ohn T. Fitch, late 


ital at same 


charge bee 


oe 


esses testify to continuance to present time. The evidence on this 

B... - pointe very abondant and conclusive. Dr. Lay! E. whom claimant 

him from time See es 1870, is dead, having died about 1873 

or or 1874. Two witnesses testify that y know that Dr. Roberts treated him 
during the time claimed. 

Your committee regard this case as an unusual 
to understand =e = was not allowed inthe 
the passage of the 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
this is one of the cases that I have ever seen, and it is a won- 
der that the Pension Office did not grant the pension. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 

JOHN C. CLARK. 


Mr. PETERS. I call up the bill (H. R. 3052) for the relief of John 
C. Clark 


“The bill was reed, ve follows: 
Be en gat.e of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au 


coon oe as arrears — sum of money equal to 
pant we hy a 1863, to July 1, 
The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 
Strike out in line 4 the word “ as.”’ 
Strike out in lines 4 and 5 the words “a sum of money to $4 per month” 
insert after the words “ eighty-two.” in 1 in line 7, the ro “the rating to be 
determined by the Pension Department from the evidence of disability on file.”’ 


ae a Let the bill be read as it will stand if 
“Saeeie eer , 
labama. I think my friend had better not press 


ote PI ze would like to make a brief statement in relation to 
it, which I think will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have no objection to that. 
in which the applica- 
tion was made to the taking effect of the law cutting off arrears. 
The evidence Oe a Se Ten ore. 
a had been sent Departmen think, over- 
sppiation had ee met at the same time re- 


7 es <a, wo and are unable 
hey recommend 


cckvel ide sustigs bf tho ainth time and received his pension, which of 











ee 


eens) nap ete ce + 
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course gave him arrears. The application in this.case was sent to the 
Pension Department, and there, by reason of some delay in conse- 
quence apparently of the loss on the part of the Pension Department 
of the papers for the ication, which could not be found when the 
evidence was sent in, this man was deprived of his pension until too 
late to entitle him toarrears. And after the man had prepared his tes- 


timony he was informed by the Pension Department his application was 


not on file; and that of course cut him out of arrears. “vate 
Now there were the two cases exactly in point; the applications both 
filed at the same time. In one of them the papers were lost by the 


Pension Department; in the other the papers were retained and the 


ined the arrears of pension. 
mt HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman why were 
not the lost papers substituted ? 


Mr. PETERS. Because the Pension Department under its rules 


would not do that. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does the Pension Bureau hold that a 
lost paper can not be substituted ? 


Mr. PETERS. Thatis what they hold; that a lost paper can not be 
substituted. 

A new application was made. The party did not find out his papers 
were lost till nearly a year afterward, and he had to make a new ap- 
plication. His pension was obtained, but he could only draw from the 
date of the new application. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It is a right hard matter when a man 
files his application just a day or an hour after the statute runs. Men 
of that kind think it is very hard for them to be cut out of their back 


*h. McMILLIN. I will suggest to the gentleman from Alabama, as 
showing the reluctance with which this House has granted arrears under 
any circumstances, that this kind of a case was presented: The party 
lived in this city. The husband, disabled in the line of duty, died from 
the effects of wounds received in the service. Before his death he sent 
for an officer employed in the Government service to come and take his 
affidavit to his application. He died supposing his application was on 
file, but the attorney had failed to file it till a few days after his death. 
And in that case no arrears were allowed by the Pension Office, and the 
arrears were refused. 

This was as strong a case as can be put. The rule adopted by this 
Honse has been that where it grants help to an individual in a special 
case it will not grant arrears; and to grant the application made here 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PErERs] is to override what has 
been the uniform practice of the House. . 

Mr. PETERS. Let me call the attention pf the gentleman from 
Tennessee to the distinction between his case and mine. In his case 
the fault was that of the attorney, and that in kw would be the fault 
of the principal. But in this case it was not the fault of the attorney. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will present another case where it was not the 
fault of the attorney. Another application was made to this House 
where the pa forwarded in time did not, through some defect in 
the mails, arrive before the expiration of the arrears act; and this 
House refused to grant the arrears in that case, although it was shown 
there was no fault on the part of the applicant. 

Mr. PETERS. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that these papers were received by the Pension Department before the 
limitations of the law took effect; but they were lost by thé Pension 

t. In the case the gentleman speaks of, through some de- 
fect in the mail, the papers did not arrive in time; but here they did 
arrive in time and were lost by the Department through the negligence 
of its officers. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Was any application made to substitute 
the lost ? 

Mr. P. RS. I think not; because the rule of the Department was 
that they would not consider any such application. 7 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not see why a mandamus from the 
court would not lie to compel an executive officer to allow the substi- 
tution of in such a case. 

Mr. P But a man making this application is not likely to 
have money enough to carry that out as against the Government. 

Mr. MATSON. There are precedents for this case. The case re- 
ferred to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMIl11n], who 
served in Committee on Invalid Pensions in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, is perhaps correctly stated. I remember very distinctly the 
vase of Meredith, which I reported myself in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, where the report of. the committee was precisely the other way; 
where it was shown clearly that the application was lost in passing 
through the mails, and arrears were granted. The form of the bill, 
however, was somewhat different from the form proposed here, but the 
effect was the same. . 

In the caseof Dobson, another case reported in the Forty-seventh Con- 

when the gentleman from 
ensions, it was shown the original formal dec- 
laration was sent to Dobson’s member of Congress, but instead of filing 
it with the Commissioner of Pensions, as he was directed by the letter 
to do, he filed it with the committee, and the formal declaration was 
found on the files of this House. There the Forty-seventh Congress 
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directed the Commissioner of Pensions to readjudicate Dobson's cla 
as if he had filed it on the Ist day of July, 1880. 

There was another case, the case of Cullen, reported in the same Con- 
gress, where it was shown very clearly and distinctly that the applica- 
tion had been lostin the mails. That is this case, as I remember it. 
In this case the proof shows that the application, after having been 
mailed by the claimant, was lost in the mails. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will allow me to correct him, I 
will remind him that the proof is that the case was actually received 
in the Department before the Ist of July, 1880. The Department 
acknowledged the receipt of it. Two men swear that they saw that 
acknowledgment and that it was dated in that way. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman is correct; I now remember that fact 
So that this is really a stronger case than the others. I ought to say 
further that this bill was not reported by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions until after they had made a most thorough examination of it; 
until after the case had been considered and reconsidered, and the com 
mittee felt fully satisfied that the testimony of the witnesses could be 
relied upon. We were extremely careful about it, and it was not until 
we bad examined it in this thorough manner that we were willing to 
take action on such a case as this. We followed in the line of the prec 
edents set by prior Congresses. Let me say further that I believe this 
is the only case reported by the present Committee on Invalid Pensions 
recommending the passage of a bill to grant arrears, and in this case we 
do it upon the distinct ground that the claimant had done everything 
that he could do to entitle himself to the benefit of the arrears act. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like toaddone thing further. The last case 
that came under the old law, as I understand it, was No. 407856. The 
case that was sent to the Department at the same time this application 
was sent received the number 378269; so that a large number of cases 
were received after that and prior to the time when the law repealing 
the arrears went into effect. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I want to remind the committee of 
another precedent, which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON ] 
will remember. Last Friday evening the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
REED] called up a case, and the bill was passed, fn which arrears were 
allowed to a widow on the ground that the Commissioner of Pensions, 
prior to July 1, 1880, had decided that she was not entitled to a pen- 
sion. She had never made a formal application 

Mr. MATSON. That case did not come from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL. No; but from the Committee on Pensions. The 
lady had applied to the Commissioner, and he had decided that her hus- 
band was not an enlisted man. Subsequently the Attorney-General de- 
cided that he was an enlisted man and was entitled toa pension. The 
Commissioner of Pensions recommended that arrears should be granted, 
and this House on last Friday evening passed the bill. In this case the 
evidence is that the man complied strictly with the law. He filed his 
application before the Ist of July, 1880, and is entitled to arrears just, 
as much as any one of the 407,856 other applicants for arrears. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I admit, Mr. Chairman, that the case presented 
by the gentleman is stronger than any of the others that have been pre- 
sented; but, in order that this may not be taken us a precedent for the 
granting of arrears, I desire to state again that it has been the uniform 
custom of this House. not to grant them. Where such bills have gone 
through they have generally slipped through without receiving the 
attention that is ordinarily given to such matters, and I presume it will 
be so hereafter. In this case, however, it seems that the application 
was actually sent to the Department and received there in time. 

Mr. MORRILL. And actually acknowledged by the Department. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And acknowledged by the Department. There- 
fore no injury can result from this case as a precedent; but I do not 
admit that the House is committed to a policy that goes beyond this; 
on the contrary, I hold that it is not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a single remark, 
or rather to put a single query, and that is, how it is possible for the 
Pension Office upon such a state of facts to decline to grant the arrears ? 

Mr. MORRILL. They say they have no papers upon which to grant 
them. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then all I have to say is that there is a very 
great infirmity in the regulations of that office. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I shall not insist upon a vote by a 
quorum in this case, because I think it is one in which the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions ought to have allowed the pension and the arrears. 
I wish, however, to remind my friend from Kansas [Mr. Mori} 
that the case from the Committee on Pensions which came up last 
Friday night was a very unfortunate one, in which the committee, I 
think, should not have reported favorably. The gentleman wil! re- 
member that, although the bill was reported from the Committee on 
Pensions, I opposed it and voted against it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does not the gentleman consider this a much 
stronger case than that ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Infinitely so. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MATSON. I desire to offer a substitute which I think will be 
for the benefit of the claimant, and within the line of bills of this kind 


heretofore passed. I will read my proposed substitute for the informa- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to readjudicate the pension claim of John C. Clark, of Com 


—_— 
Regiment Volunteers, as if the same had been filed in the eion Office 
prior to the Ist day of July, 1880. 





Mr. McMILLIN. Is that the amendment which the gentleman pro- 
poses ? 


Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir; I understand that this man has obtained a 
pension since. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ought not the pro amendment to show 
that the application was received in the office prior to that time? 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That would not properly be any part 
of the bill. 


Mr. MATSON. The report will show that. This is the form used 
heretofore in cases of this kind. 


Mr. PETERS, I ask the gentleman from Indiana to read his sub- 
stitute again. 


Mr. MATSON again read the proposed substitute. 
Mr. PETERS. 1 see no objection to that. 


The question being taken on the subsitute of Mr. MATSON, it was 
ped to. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH R. DODDS. 


Mr. WEAVER. I call up the bill (H. R. 7769) to grant a pension 
to Joseph R. Dodds. ; 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Joseph R. Dodds, late a private 
in Company K, Seventh Regiment of Iowa Cavalry Velantours, subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 

7769) to grant a pension to Joseph R. Dodds, submit the following report: 
‘ Your committee find that claimant enlisted August 29, 1862, in Company K, 
Seventh Regiment lowa Cavalry; that he was disc August 28, 1865, and 
that he filed declaration for pension December 15, 1879, alleging “‘ kidney dis- 
ease, resulting from being alkalied at Bijou Hills, Dak., October, 1863." 

Lieut. John ©. Rutan, of same company and regiment, testifies : 

“I knew J. R. Dodds at the time of his joining said company; that he was 
physically sound and in good health ; that on the line of march from Fort Ran- 
dal! to Fort Sully he was so badly affected by alkali as to be entirely unfit for 
service.”’ 

Dr. Louis Waldter testifies : 

“I served in the same commar®i with J, R. Dodds, formerly of Company K, 
Seventh Iowa Regiment; that we were r at Vigo Lake, Dakota, when 
the said J. R. Dodds became alkalied by being compelled to use the water from 
said lake. I found by examination of other points of the lake and surrounding 
country any amount of crystallized alkali—no other kind of water for miles 
around to be had; that previous to said timeof being alkalied he was physical! 
sound and free from disease of any kind; that since that time he has been wan 
still is totally unable to perform manual labor or follow his former avocation, 
and thatin my practice in the treatment of chronic diseases I have been con- 
sulted, and that I believe his kidneys to be so affected by reason of said alkali as 
to render a cure impossible.” . 

Charles T. Taylor says, under oath : 

“T have personally known J. R. Dobbs, formerly of Company K, Seventh Iowa 
Cavalry ; that he was treated by Dr. J. Noel for kidney disease and urinary 
trouble; that I have conversed with the doctor in reference to his case, and he 
said the alkali had so thoroughly impregnated his system that no remedy could 
be used known to the medical profession but what would have a eS 
lve oooy into Bright's disease of the kidneys; that said Dr. J. Noel 

n June, ws 


Claimant gives a full account of the circumstances under which he drank 
the water, and adds: 


‘At this time and previous to drinking this alkali water I weighed one hun- 
oan ee that the e r my kidneys became affected ; my 


urinary organs : * hair came out and some of 
too-nale enaun Git Gabe Wnuk oaducaiiinds seeeueiaiee > 


fos | ees but one hundred and twenty pounds; that I was totally inca- 
pacitated Sa ae follow my usual avocation since dis- 
charge; that I have treated since my discharge from the service by Dr. 
Jesse Noel; that he isnowdead; * * * that I was treated while in the serv- 


ice at oe Say by the post E. J. Farr, regimental surgeon of the 


Thirtieth Wisconsin Volunteers; while I was under bis care during the 
winter I was not required to remain atthe hospital, but to to 
to 


merel 
in person morni and was allowed to do such light duty as I 
that in the fall of 864 I was taken to Sioux City, Iowa. 


1881 . subsequent 
Nebr., board that rathink: Sie wan'o eee Seats 


of the prostate, not disease of kidneys.”’ Upon the — re- 
—Renouamkanien a incidents we so = 
en was 

of age at the time So cadeeae 


tracted 
it ever since, and it surely makes very little 
whether the disease is called by one name or another. 
Your mittee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


! 


ELBERT HEWITT. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I call up the bill (H. R. 7672) grant- 
—- increase of pension to Elbert Hewitt. 
he bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, @c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 


directed to increase the pension heretofore allowed to Elbert Hewitt, late a pri- 


vate in Company ©, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, from $24 to $50 per 
month, from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 7672, 
having considered the same, make the following report : 
Elbert Hewitt, late a private in Company C, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teers, now pensioned at $24 per month, wants an increase to $50 per month. He 
was disabled by a gunshot wound in the face, received in battle September 19, 


aoidon James E. Morse, pension surgeon, gives the following description of 
the ury: . 

“ Lower jaw fractured in three points; upper front teeth carried away and 
most of all the lower onesgone; nose greatly injured and great deformity of the 
face; mastication greatly impaired, and he is suffering with dyspepsia in con- 
sequence. Has discharges from his nose and throat of a bloody, purulent mat- 
ter, which is very offensive to himself and those around him.” 

The pensioner is also very much debilitated, and able to perform but little 
labor. Dr. Davis, examining surgeon, in 1873, reports the loss of twelve teeth, 
chronie ulcer of the malar bone, and bad disfigurement of the face, in addition 
to his other ailments. The examining board at White River Junction, October 
27,1884, also report, additional to the above, that it is impossible for his teeth to 
meet by reason of the narrowing of the lower jaw. The pensioner is poor, and 
able to perform but very little labor. 


Your committee think his case a deserving one, and recommend the passage 
of the biil (H. R. 7672) granting him an increase, amending the same by striking 
out the word “ fifty’ and inserting “ forty,”’ in line 6. 

The amendment reported by the committee to strike out ‘‘$50’’ and 
insert ‘‘ $40’’ was read and agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think some reason should be given 
why this bill should pass. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. This soldier was shot through the 
face and his teeth knocked out. He is suffering from the loss of his 
teeth and the breaking of his jaw. He hasa chronic ulcer of the malar 
bone. He is also suffering from dyspepsia on account of inability to 
masticate properly his food. 

This is a case in which, it seems to me, the iricrease of pension ought 
properly to have been granted by the Pension Office; but the soldier 
has been allowed only $24. month. He is a poor man and unable to 
work. The committee, although not in favor of allowing $50 a month, 
have recommended unanimously the allowance of $40. 

Mr. BAGLEY. The man is very badly disfigured. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Yes, sir. His photograph was be- 
fore the committee, and he is one of the worst disfigured men I ever 


saw. ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported f> the House with a recommendation that it do 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
; CLARK G, MAINE. 
Mr. PARKER. [call up the bill (H. R. 7000) for the relief of Clark 
Main 


‘ e. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the Visions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of Clark G. Maine, a private in 
Battery E, First New York Light Artillery. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it-do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
aes accordingly rose; _ = eras having See 

as pro tempore, Mr. TCH, of Missouri, re 

cab then Oeeulenbe ufiten Wiehe theese om the Private Calendar had 
had under consideration, pursuant to order, sundry bills on the Private 
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ll (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Emeline L. Fitch; 
ill (H. R. 4766) granting a pension to David Compropst; 
ting a pension to Joseph R. Dodds; and | 
or the relief of Clark G. Maine. 
Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally agreed to, | 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a | 


third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third | 
time, and 


A bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to Eliza M. Byers; 
A bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts: 

A bill (H. R. 2540) granting a pension to Priscilla J. Small; | 
A bill (H. R. 7722) granting a pension to Elmira K. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee; 
A bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; 
A bill (H. R. Loe granting a pension to Capt. Vincent Phelps; 

A bill (H. R. 3052) for the relief of John C. Clark; 


A bill (H. R. 7672) granting an increase of pension to Elbert Hewitt; 


d 
A bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to David Bryan; the title of 
which was amended to read: *‘A bill granting a pension to David N. | 


‘an.’’ 


A bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 


Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral in the United States Army. 

The title was amended to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sophia A. Morgan, ee of the late Charles H. Morgaa, a | 


brevet brigadier-general in the United States Army and brigadier-gen- | 
eral of volunteers.’’ 


Senate bills of the following titles were severally ordered to a third 


es and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed : 
A bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to Sally Rodman, 
widow of General Isaac P. Rodman; and 


A bill (S. 468) granting increased pension to Mrs. Mary K. S. Eaton. 





JOHN A. VANDERHOFPF. 


The amendment to the bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pension to John 
A. Vanderhoff was agreed to, and the hill as amended ordered to be | 
engrossed and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In accordance with the agreement, the 
— question will be considered -as ordered on the passage of the 





ae : 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes; and 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to; and then, on motion of Mr. Mar- 
SON (at 10 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


also moved 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Remonstrance of Dilworth, Porter & Co., MeCand- 
less, Jameson & Co., William Shannon & Son, McCard & Co., and 
120 others, merchants and manufacturers, representing all branches of 
business in Pittsburgh, Pa., against the enactment of another: bank- 
rupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of Widow J. B. Planché, of Natch- 
i Parish, Louisiana, for compensation for property taken and 
used by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, — of Ida M. Wells and others, of the Parish of Rapides, 

for compensation for property taken and used by the United 


States a the late war—to the same committee. 
By Mr. WL BREWER: Petition of H. T. Knox, of Burlington, N. 


J. increase of pension, arrears, &c.—to Committee, on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Memorial of Clarence W. De Knight, pray- 
ing for payment due him as page of the House of Representatives dur- 
ing a portion of the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress—to the 


Committee OE ee 
By Mr. N: Memorial of the Board of Trade of the city of 


Detroit, asking that the United States acquire title to the Portage Lake 
and Lake Superior Companies’ ship-canals and make the same free of 
tolls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. EVERHART: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylva- 


nia, recommending passage of epee pemienet saber bill—to the Com- | 
mittee on Labor. 





Also, resolution of the ture of Penneyivanis, recommending 
the repeal of act of July 22, ats, by which the legal-tender quality of 
the trade-dollar was abrogated—to theCommittee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring the Senate 
ee eee Committee on the Judiciary. 

. FOLLETT: Petition of soldiers of North Baltimore and Per- 

Ohio, for passage of bill giving land to honorably discharged 





soldiers of the late war—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of John A. Coan, for compensation for 
two horses and bridles taken from him in 1864 by United States offi- 
cers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of merchants and citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying that the United States acquire title to the Portage Lake 


| and Lake Superior ship-canals, and make the same free of tolls—to the 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of ex-soldiers in Grand Army of the Re- 


| public post at East Portland, Oreg., urging the purchase of Miss Ran 


som’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the 


| Library. 


By Mr. HOWE: Petition of Louise Peerand others, of Fair Mount 


| and Joseph Bardell and others, of Hackettstown, N. J., asking an in 


crease of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolution of National Board of Trade, in favor 
of . national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Petition of William Ogden Giles, praying an 
investigation of the French-American claims—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affi % 

By Mr. B. JONES: Memorial of New York State cider and vine- 
gar cake ‘the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of John J. Potter and 49 others, citizens 
of Eaton and Barry Counties, Michigan, for the passage of bill granting 


| a pension to Thomas Niles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers relating toa bill introduced granting a pension to Catha- 


rine Carpenter—to the same committee. 


Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Detroit, Mich., asking for 
the acquisition by the United States of the Portage Lake and Lake Su- 
perior ship-canals—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLESO’ NEILL: P etition of managers of house sof refuge 

and reformatories for children, urging an appropriation to have pan 
| lis shed the statistics of work done in said institutions—to the Commit 
tee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Produce Exchange, urging the 
passage of the national bankrupt bill at an early ds ay —to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. A. H. SMITH: Resolution of the National Board of Trade, 
Philadelphia, in favor of the Senate bankrupt bill—to the same con.- 


| mittee. 


Also, remonstrance of citizens of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, 


| against the ratification of the treaty with Spain—to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
| nesota, requesting that such legislation may be had as will allow the 
United States to acquire title to the Portage Lake and Lake Superior 
Ship Canal and the Portage and River Improvement Company’s canal, 
making an open passage from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Superior—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Peter R. Dorteed and 248 others, citizens of Sacred 
Heart, Minn., asking that additional homesteads may be granted to 
all those who have taken less than one hundréd and sixty acres, the 
same without further settlement—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

3y Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of J. E. Maxfield, J. A. Guzman, and 
James Cassidy, for relief—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of Illinois, asking for the 
passage of a law for the relief of persons claiming an interest in certain 
lands on and adjoining Manhattan Island, New York—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Fidel Spah, 
of Jackson, Madison County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Petition of Benjamin J. Hevennor, for pay 
as first lieutenant in One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New York 
State Volunteers—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Thomas Brown and 300 others, citi- 
zens of Muskingum County, Ohio, urging the passage of the Love ring 
House bill 6463—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of George E. Moore of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for the passage of Senate bill 2551—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. , 

By Mr. J.S. WISE: Petitions of E. J. Conard, of George Cooper, of 
Oliver G. Butts, and of Mary A. Conard, widow of John W. Conard, 
deceased, all of Loudoun County, Virginia, asking compensation for 
property taken and used by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of soldiers and citizens of Allegheny County, Penn- 
sylvania. 
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By Mr. BRENTS: Of citizens of Sprague and of King Counties, 
Washington Territory. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Of citizens of Orleans, N. Y. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Of citizens of Pine Grove and of Rock, Schuylkill 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of George W. Stephens and others, of Plain City, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of citizens and ex-soldiers of Fort Branch, Ind. 

By Mr. LAIRD: Of citizens of Alexandria, of Dorchester, and of Ken- 
esaw, Nebr. 

By Mr. MATSON: Of citizens of Monroe County, of Bartholomew 
County, and of Morgan County, Indiana. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of M. F. Thomas and 40 others, of Opolis, 
Kans. ° 

By Mr. STEVENS: Of citizens of Niagara County, New York. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of the Department of the Potomac, Grand 
Army of the Republic. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Of citizensof Kirkwood, of Talmage, of Beatrice, 
of Wahoo, and of Pawnee, Nebr. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Of citizens of Lawrence, of Centreville, of Kala- 
mazoo, and of Burr Oak, Mich. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 31, 1885. 


The House met at 12 m., and was called to order by the Clerk. 
The CLERK. In the absence of the Speaker itis the duty of the Clerk 
to call the House to order. 


ELECTION OF MR. BLACKBURN AS SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. RANDALL. I offer the following resolution as a question of 
privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Josurn C, 8. BLACKBURN, a Representative from the State of 
Kentucky, be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker pro tempore during the tem- 
porary absence of the Speaker. 

* The, resolution was unanimously agreed to; and Mr. BLACKBURN 
took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Prayer by Rev. Dr. FULLERTON, of Georgetown. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


JOHN M. LOBBAN. 


Mr. POST, of Wyoming, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8143) for the relief of John M. Lobban; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SUITS FOR DAMAGES WHERE DEATH RESULTS. 


On motion of Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
7131) to authorize suits for damages where death results from the wrong- 
ful act or neglect of any person or corporation in the District of Colum- 
bia was taken from the Speaker's table, and the following amendment 
of the Senate was read: 


Strike out the following: 

* That when the death of a person is caused in the Disirict of Columbia by the 
wrongful act or neglect of any person or corporation, and the act, neglect, or 
default is sueh as would, if death had not ensued, have entitled the party injured 
to maintain an action and recover damages in respect thercof, the person or cor- 

tion liable to such action if death had not ensued shall be liable toan action 

or damages notwithstanding the death of the person injured, and although the 
death is caused under such circumstances as amount in law to a felony. 

“Sec, 2. That such action shall be brought in the name of the personal repre- 

sentative of such deceased person, and commence within two years from the 


decease of such person ; and the court or jury before whom the issue is tried may 
give such damages as are just, with reference to the pecun inju resulting 
from such death to the wife and next of kin, but not to ex ; and the 


amount recovered shall be for the benefit of such wife and next of kin, who 
shall receive the same proportions asin the distribution of the personal estate 
= rsons dying intestate.” 

nd in liex thereof insert the senate» 

“That whenever, within the limits of District of Columbia, the death of a 
person shall be ‘caused by the wro neglect, or default of any person or 
corporation, and the act, neglect, or ee ee if death had not 
ensued, have entitled the part y injured, or, if the person ured 
woman, have entitled bor leabeade — r eeey or 
to maintain an action an 


ci 
Provided, That in no case shal! the recovery exceed the sum of $10,000. 
“Seo. 4 of bh aoenell x hi hy and nthe naam co the 
ve of suc person, w wo 
death ofthe party ae 


rte the Lone 
recovered in such action shall not be 


ne 


to eee pay ment of the or liabilities of such deceased person, 
to the benefit of his or her family, and be distributed yy egy Saevilinn 
of the statute of distributions in force in said District of Columbia. ” 


Mr. POLAND moved ye apnea ema 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POLAND moved that the House ask for a conference on the dis, 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 








The SPEAKER pro temporeappointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. PoLAND, Mr. TucKER, and Mr. DoRSHEIMER. 


WICKLIFFE COOPER. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 2278, correcting the military record 
of Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel, 
United States Army, and put the same upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct so much of the record of the War Department as states 
that the late Maj. Wickiiffe Cooper, Seventh Cavalry, committed suicide on the 
Sth of June, 1867, and tosubstitute therefor the following words: “ Died by hand 
= person or persons unknown, while in the line of his duty as an officer of the 

rmy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
if this has been considered by the Military Committee of the House ? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not know that it has been considered by 
the committee of the House ; but it passed the Senate at the last ses- 
sion of this Congress and is now on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to object to the passage of the bill; 
but I think such measures should be considered by the committees of 
the House before action is taken by the House upon them. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This, I will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, only corrects the war record of this officer. He is recorded 
in the office as having committed suicide, whereas proof, which has 
been subsequently poo before the Department, shows that he was 
killed in the line of duty. This is to correct the record. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I demand the regular order 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I ask leave to call up from the Speaker’s table 
a House bill for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana de- 

mands the regular order. 

Before proceeding with the regular order the Chair asks unanimous 
consent of the House to submit certain executive communications now 
on the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection. 

° CORRECTION. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Before that I desire to make a correction. I sup- 
posed that I was paired on yesterday when a yea-and-nay vote was 
taken in the House, and it was so understood; but the REcoRD con- 
tains no announcement of such a pair. I desire to state that had I 
not supposed I was paired I should have voted ‘‘ay”’ on the Bigley 
bill. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


ARMY AND«NAVY HOSPITAL, HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secre of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secre- 
tary of War of an ap tion to complete the Army and Navy hos- 
pital at Hot Springs, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House'a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a letter from the chief-justice 
of the Court of.Claims, asking an appropriation for printing for the 
court for the current and next fiscal year; which was reférred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL eheoeiiees FOR CERTAIN PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER pro laid before the House a letter from the 
a | tec ad the Treaeary coe pede: oo me Archi- 
public build- 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JEFFERSON, MO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
ee ee ees eee es oe 
ing Architect, asking an increase in the limit of cost of the public 
SS ee et which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to to be printed. 

INFANTRY SERVICE, UNITED STATES ARMY. 
Sn SERA ee epee ane ee eaten ee seen tine Same 
the Secretary of War, inclosing a communication from the infantry offi- 
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cers of the Army, relative to the of Senate bill 2442 to increase 

the efficiency of the infantry branch of the Army; which was referred 

to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITIA FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting an abstract of the militia forces of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the Militia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GLOUCESTER HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from | 


the Secretary of War, inclosing reports from the Chief of Engineers of 
the survey and preliminary examination of Gloucester Harbor, Massa- 
chusetts: which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business bas been 
demanded. na 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, for the present I will withdraw 
the demand for the regular order. 


HUGH AND BYRD DOUGLAS, DECEASED. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the estates of Hugh 
and Byrd Douglas, deceased, and put it upon its passage. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Hugh and Byrd 
Douglas, deceased, late of Nashville, Tenn., out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $6,299.33, for rent ofand damages to their 
pea in Nashville by officers of the Army of the United States during the 

ate war. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before consent is given I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Virginia if this is a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims? 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. It is unanimously reported. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If it is unanimously reported from the 
committee I have no objection to the request of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Virginia to call up for consideration this bill, which he states is 
unanimously reported irom the Committee on War Claims. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON HON. WILLIAM A. DUNCAN. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of certain eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late William A. Duncan; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. 
olution. 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows. 

Resolved, &c., That there be printed of the eulogies deliveved in Congress upon 
the late William A. Duncan,a Representative in the Forty-eighth Congress from 
the State of Pennsylvania, ye aad <n. of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate and 9,500 for the use of the House of Representatives. And the Secretary 
of ~ peoeey be, and he is hereby, directed to have printed a portrait of the 


Duncan to accompany said eulogies; and for the purpose of 
engraving or Is here said portrait the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may 
, 


Is there objection to the present con- 


I ask for the present consideration of the res- 


be oa -- en out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
_ The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRIETTA LOEB. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced : 
bill (H. R. 8144 4 cates 


) granting a pension to Henrietta Loeb, dependent 
mother of Louis Loeb, late a private in Company I, Sixth New Jersey 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF BURDENS ON MERCHANT MARINE. 


' Mr. COX, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to have a short 
ee ann isess Colonia and put upon its passage. It 
is the bill (H. R. 8037) to amend the tenth section of the act to remove 
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certain burdens on the American merchant marine, &c. It was re- 
ported by my friend from New York [Mr. Stocum] from the Select 
Committee on Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. The people 
for whose benefit this act is intended are now waiting for the action ot 
Congress. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That so much of the tenth section of the act appreved June 
26, 1884, entitled “An act to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ be so amended as to strike out the words “but to no other person or 
corporation ” and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘Or in liquidation of any 
just debt for board or clothing he may have contracted prior to engagement, not 
exceeding one month's pay for board and one montIfs pay for clothing; and no 
allotment shall be payable except to his wife, mother, or other relative, or to 
the original creditor for board or clothing.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. I object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iask permission to say justa word. There 
are many vessels waiting for this measure before shipping their crews. 
This bill has been introduced at the request of the Chamber of Com- 
merse of New York, the shipping commissioner, and various com- 
mercial bodies throughout the country. It is a short amendment, 
which will so modify the present law that business can go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The Chair hears no objection to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. 


Is there objection to the present con 


| 
| 


I object. 


MRS. HARRIET CLIFFORD. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent, introduced a pill (H. R. 
8145) to increase the pension of Mrs. Harriet Clifford, widow of Capt. 
Walter Clifford, deceased, late of the Seventh United States Infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN G. LAMB. 


Mr. CONNOLLY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to continue in the service of the House of Rep- 
resentatives John J. Lamb, a laborer employed under the janitor of the House, 
and authorized by resolution of July 2, 1884, to be paid at the rate of $720 per 
annum; and that the Committee on Appropriations be requested to provide for 
the payment of the same in some of the genera! appropriation bills, payment to 
extend from March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1886, 


REMOVAL BURDENS @N 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
to withdraw his objection. : 
Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that the tenth section of the act which this 
bill proposes to amend will be read in connection with the proposed 
amendment. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I think I can explain the change which is made in 
a very few words. The section as it is now allows noallotment of pay 
except to immediate relatives. As amended it allows a man to allot 
one month of his pay for boarg and one month for clothing. It is the 

imous report of the committee. 


OF MERCHANT MARINE. 


I ask the gentleman from North Carolina 








| unani 


Mr. COX, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10, after the word “ clothing,’ insert ‘* for which;” so that it will read: 


“ Or in liquidation of any just debt for board or clothing for which he may have 
contracted prior to engagement,’ &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TERMS OF COURT IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the House 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 7324) providing for 
holding a term of the circuit court in Minneapolis, Minn. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro‘tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is so much confusion in the Hall that I am 
not able to hear what is going on. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair asks gentlemen to suspend 
conversation in the Hall. 

Mr. WASHBURN. This bill has been reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary; and it is unanimously recommended by the delega- 
tion from my State. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ditional clerk. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The gentleman from Indiana has suggested ap 
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amendment, to put in the word ‘‘ deputy’’ before the word “‘clerk;’’ 
so that it will read: 

Sate circuit judge of said eighth judicial! district shall appoint a deputy 
clerk, b 

To this I have no objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask the gentleman from Minnesota at how many 
points in the State are Federal courts held now ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. At two points. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the second section will be read again as it is 
proposed to be amended. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have acceded to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Indiana, to insert the word ‘“‘deputy’’ before 
‘‘clerk,’’ in the second line of the second section. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How far from Minneapolis is the nearest court? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will state that the court in that seetion of our 
State is now held at Saint Paul. 

Mr. McMILLIN. How far from Minneapolis? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ten miles. There are two terms of the court 
held there at present. The business has accumulated tosuch an extent 
that the additional term provided for by this bill is required, and it is 
proposed the next term of the courtshall be held at Minneapolis, where 
there is a larger population than at Saint Paul. The only question is 
whether there shall be three terms held at Saint Paul or two at Saint 
Paul and one at Minneapolis. * 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will inquire of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. WASHBURN] whether there is a United States building at 
Minneapolis at which the court can be held? 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is a United States building in course of 
construction there in which provision will be made for the court. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I think this bill had better go over 
at present. I do not believe it is sound policy to put these courts 
within ten miles of each other all over the country. ere are already 
more of them than are needed. . 

Mr. WASHBURN. There is no new court created by this bill. It 
simply provdes for an additional term of the court, without any addi- 
tioual expense. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the House that there 
is an increased appropriation now demanded for that public building, 
and if we pass this bill one of the reasons given for that additional 
appropriation will be that there is a Federal court to be held there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the tleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN] object? [After a pause.| The Chair hears no ob- 
ection, and the question is on thé passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserved the right to object, but I 
wanted to give the gentleman from Tennessee an opportunity to state 
the ground of his opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

A MemsBer. Isa call for the regular order an objection ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If it is not, I object and also call for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the present con- 
sideration of this bill, aad the regular order is called for. The regalar 
order is the question upon the passage ¢f the bill to which the previous 
question was applied at last night’s session, which the Clerk will re- 

rt. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My point is that unfinished business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar should go over to the next day which is set apart for 
the consideration of such business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the House 
last night applied the previous question to this bill, and before the bill 
was disposed of the House adjourned. Therefore, in the opinion of the 
Chair, this bill is the regular order this morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think the Chair is wrong about that.- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] of a precedent, the Fitz-John Porter 
case, in which a similar ruling was made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Fitz-John Porter case was a special order, 
which continued from day to day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
Illinois is mistaken in his premises as to the order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I remember that that bill was a special order, 
which continued from day to day. 

The SPEAKER’pro tempore. It is the ion of the Chair that this 
bill is the first business in order this when the regular order 
is called for. The Clerk will report the bill by its title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pénsion to John A. Vanderhoff. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, in order to save time I ask unanimous 
consent to set aside the order for the yeas and nays, and let us have a 
viva voce vote upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
that the House did not order a yea-and-nay vote, but only the previous 
question. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
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Mr. GIBSON. I ask for the reading of the report in this case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the report will 
be read. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, can that be done without unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated that if no objection 
was made the report would be read. 

Mr. KEIFER. I object. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objection is made to the reading of the 
report, The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. I believe I am entitled to the floor under the order 
of the House last —_ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is debate in order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. § er, by unanimous consent at the session 
last night this bill was allowed to be reported to the House, with the 
understanding that when it came up there was not only to be a quorum 
present, but ehat I was to have leave to state my objections to the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only state that it is not 
advised, either by the Journal or the REcoRD, of any such order of the 
House. The gentleman from West Virginia can proceed to debate this 
bill only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. My point is that the confusion in the 
Hall is so great that it is utterly impossible to know what is going on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes that point of 
order as well taken. The House will be in order. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not indulge the gentle- 
man; it is not in the power of the Chair. 

Mr. GIBSON. I think this raises a question cf privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempoie. The Chair does not so regard it. It 
is not in the power of the Chair without unanimous consent to indulge 
any gentleman in debate on a bill upon which the previous question is 
operating. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to puta parliamentary inquiry to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

« Mr. GIBSON. When the records of the proceedings of the House 
yesterday show that unanimous consent was given to me to state this 
morning my objections to this bill, I want to know whether objection 
can now be made to my proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentleman 
whether the Recorp shows such an agreement by the House. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir; it does. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read that portion of the 
RecorD relating to this subject. 

Mr. GIBSON. Without such an agreement it would have been im- 
possible to get the bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must state to the gentleman 
that he is entirely in error. The RecorpD shows the Committee of the 
Whole House agreed that the gentleman might state his objections to 
the bill; but that is simply an agreement of a committee of this House, 
and in no wise binds the House. The Clerk will read what the Recorp 
shows. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The amendment to the bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pension to John Vander- 
hoff was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no power to indulge de- 
bate on this question except by unanimous consent, and objection has 


made. 
Mr. GIBSON. I move to recommit the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order; but it is not 


Mr. KEIFER. That motion is only in order after we reach the ques- 
tion upon the of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is precisely the stage which this 
bill has now reached. It has been engrossed and read a third time, 
and the question is on its . Thegentleman from West Virginia 
has the right unde already <pmeameype bone gle 
the ordering previous question passage ill. The 
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ORDEB OF BUSINESS, and inform the gentleman from New York that the Chair has no infor- 
LLIS. t the morning hour for the call of commit- | Mation of any list made up or any reservation of time. 
ombaliemen he naa - Mr. REED, of Maine. It is well understood that the entire six hours 
The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). is already subscribed for, so to speak. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no information of that 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, my object being to call up the | fact. The question before the House is the motion to close debate, and 
river and harbor appropriation bill. Pending that motion I move that the question suggested by the gentleman from Maine is not a matier 
when the Committee of the Whole next resumes the consideratior: of | before the House. 


the river and harbor appropriation bill all general debate be limited to | Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest whatever time is agreed upon be equally 
divided. 








Mr. BAYNE. I ask my friend to allow a longer time than that for | Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is this debate in order? 

general debate on this bill. | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is trying to have some un- 
Mr. WILLIS. What time would the gentleman suggest? | derstanding reached. finaa 
Mr. BAYNE. As I understand, the list of thechairmanofthe Com-| Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 

mittee of the Whole embraces at least six or cight names. | Mr. THOMAS. I demand the regular order of business. 


Mr. WILLIS. My understanding is that most of those gentlemen Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
propose to speak only fifteen or twenty minutes each. If the gentle- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize no one until 


man will indicate what limit will be satisfactory to him, I think we | order is restored in the House. 
can agree. : Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote. 
Mr. THOMAS. Say four hours. The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair will take no vote until the 


Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not think it wise to fix any time at pres- House observes such order as will enable the vote to be taken intelli- 
ent. There are gentlemen who desire to be heard quite fully on this | gently. 
bill. The measure embraces some very extraordinary features; and Mr. WILLIS. What is the question ? 
there is no reason why ample time should not be given for discussion The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first occurs on the mo- 
i tion of the gentleman from Minnesota, limiting debate to six hours. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Two hours of the time of the gentlemen who 





pon it. 
Mr. THOMAS. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 


Kentucky by striking out “‘three’’ and inserting *‘ four.’’ have already spoken have been reserved, so that under the six hours’ 
‘ Mr. WILLIS. Lacceptthat amendment. I think it will allow ample | limit there will be only four hours left for those who have not yet been 
time. heard. I submit, therefore, whether for a bill of this importance that 


Mr. BAYNE. I move to amend so as to fix four and one-half hours | time is not sufficiently short. 
as the limit. There is a half hour, I think, belonging to the gentleman Mr. WILLIS. I do not understand any time has been reserved as 
from Texas [Mr. Mrius], and there will be only three and one-half | coming within this limitation. 


-hours in addition if the debate be limited to four hours. Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. WILLIS. I accept the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

sylvania [Mr. BAYNE}. Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to know if the time now occu- 
Mr. WASHBURN. I move to amend the motion as modified, so as | pied in the discussion of this question is to be taken out of the four 

to allow six hours for general debate. and one-half hours? 
Mr. ANDERSON. I move to amend so as to make the time one| The SPEAKER protempore. It does not. 


hour. Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to call the attention of the House 
‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky moves | to the fact stated by the gentleman from Minnesota that there is already 
that all general debate in Committee of the Whole House on the state | reserved by those gentlemen who have already spoken two hours of 
of the Union on the river and harbor bill be limited to four and one-| time. I would state also, as a matter within our knowledge, a list has 
half hours. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] moves | been already made up of members, which will more than occupy the 
to amend the motion so as to limit general debate to six hours. other four hours. If then the House limits the committee to the period 
Mr. GIBSON. I desire to ask the Chair whether that motion in- | suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota it is time already taken 
cludes the time already reserved by those who have occupied the floor? | up, and gentlemen who have not their names down will have no oppor- 
Mr. BAYNE. That was the inquiry I was about to make. tunity to address the House. Now, this bill, of immense importance 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, of course, that | involving a great many new principles and enormous expenditure of 





Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I misunderstood the Chair. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Maine has an 

3 : | hour ifshe wishes to occupy it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Mr. REED, of Maine. This isa bill, Mr. Speaker, which interests 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. the whole country, and members of the House generally have not been 
Mr. SPRINGER. If this time be limited to three hours, or to six | allowed to express themselves before the tribunal which has decided this 

hours, As there any arrangement by which that time is to be controlled | matter so far as it has been decided; no audience has been given to any 

by any Soy or has it already been given out? member of this House before the committee which has fixed the items of 
The SP KER pro tempore. The Chair would state to the gentle- | this enormous bill, except to members of the committee themselves, 
man from Illinois that that matter belongs to the Committee of the | and the result of that seems to be quite perceptible on the surface of 
ae on the state of the Union, and the Chair has no control — transaction. It is, therefore, all the more important that the mem- 
- ts of this House should have full and free opportunity to discuss the 
Mr. SPRINGER. I should like to know whether that time has al- | items of this bill. Hence, I hope that we shall not limit ourselves to- 
ready all been divided up? 3 day in regard to this matter, but that we shall go on and discuss it and 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a matter over which the Chair has | close the debate when we have got reasonably through. 

no dns ; ; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
- HISCOCK. _It is a matter of some consequence, Mr. Speaker, | Maine how long he desires the general discussion of the bill to continue ’ 

= House, or will be to the committee, if a list has been madeup| Mr. REED, of Maine. I will answer the gentleman from Arkansas 

—— are to be recognized by that list. It may so happen that | that, in my judgment, we should go on to-day, and perhaps the next 
those ~~ ee _ that list, and who will occupy the whole time, are | day when we take the bill up for consideration we will be able to 
onthe of the question. ; judge how much more time will be needed. 
— tempore. If the 2 desires the Chair to; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have no desire to cut off the opportunity 
repeat recently made the will do so with pleasure, ' for full and free discussion of the bill. I wish the most unlimited de- 


ment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WAsHBURN] to fix the 
time at six hours. Under the rule the question on the longest time is 


time would be included. the public money, ought not to be rushed through without full ex- 
Mr. GIBSON. I understand, then, that time will be included. pression of sentiment on the part of members of the House. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. Mr. BLANCHARD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the reguiar order of business. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman wili state it. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to know if this debate is proceeding 
The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. by unanimous consent. 
Mr. DIBBLE. How much time is now reserved by the speakers| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It is not proceeding by unanimous con- 
who have already spoken ? sent, but is regularly in order on motion to limit debate. 
The SPEAKER pro “— TheChair is not informed, andcannot| Mr. REED, of Maine. I am sorry the gentleman from Louisiana, a 
inform the gentleman. time belongs to the committee, and the member of the committee, should see fit to interrupt me. 
Chair has no right to know ic. Mr. BLANCHARD. Did I understand the Chair to state this was 
Mr. DIBBLE. I refer to the time which members stated upon the | proceeding by unanimous consent? 
floor they had reserved, | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated expressly it was not 
Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the time be limited to three hours. | proceeding by unanimous consent, but in regular order on the motion 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first recurson the amend- | to limit debate. 
| 
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sire for discussion to prevail; and as far as I am individually concerned 
I have no wish to fix any arbitrary limit to the discussion. On the 
contrary, I think there should be a thorough discussion of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Why not accept the proposition of the gentleman 
from Maine to have no limitation fixed to-day? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Or limit it to the adjournment to-day. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE was recognized. 

Mr. WILLIS, I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not the floor for 
that purpose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think the House will make a mistake if it puts a 
limitation upon the debate on this bill. It is a bill embracing a large 
number of new provisions. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to ask whether or not a motion to limit debate 
is debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair answers that it is. 

Mr. COBB. Then I presume, of course, that we can go on indefi- 
nitely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair knows of but one remedy 
which the House can apply to cut off debate, and that is the previous 
question. 

Mr. BAYNE. I was about to say that this bill involves a great many 
new features and embodies certain new principles. 

Mr. KING. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. The bill involves a number of radical changes upon 
the system of making appropriations for riversand harbors. It involves 
changes of such a nature that they demand close serutiny by Congress 
and a close investigation, and unless they are subjected to that radical 
scrutiny and to a close analysis Congress is likely to make most seri- 
ous mistakes. I ask the chairman of this committee, therefore, in the 
interest of fair play and in the interest of a fair and honest river and 
harbor bill, not to put any proposition before this House that will gag 
the House or prevent fair, candid, and open debate. 

The bill should be subjected, as I have said, to the closest analysis, 
because it contains provisions that are inimical, in my judgment, to 
an honest expenditure of the money of this Government for the im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors of this country. In the eonsid- 
eration of a bill of such magnitude and importance the gag rule should 
not be applied. Let us go on and discuss it to-day, and after we get 
through to-day, after the features of the bill have been sufficiently ex- 
plained and understood, after a full, free, and open discussion in the 
House, if then it be the will of the House to place some limitation 
upon debate we can do so understandingly. But not now; because 
many of the features of the bil] are new, and all of the speeches that 
have been made upon the bill so far, except the brief one made by the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Greson], have been in favor of it. 
When there are gentlemen here who desire to antagonize it in its pres- 
ent form, and expose, as far as they can, what they regard as wrong 
and what they regard as unwise in its preparation, it certainly does 
not seem to be altogether right to cut them off from that opportunity. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. THomMAs]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, owing to the shortness of the session 
and the number of projects to be investigated by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, it was seen in the early part of the session that it 
would be utterly impossible for the committee to listen to either mem- 
bers or delegations with reference to the different improvements through- 
out the country in which they were interested. We thought and still 
think that it was safe to trust a preliminary éxamination of this ques- 
tion to a committee made up of representatives from many of the dif- 
ferent sections of the country. I can say for myself, and I think I can 
safely say for the committee, that I have never known a more unpreju- 
diced, more conscientious investigation of the different items of a bill 
than has been made at this session of Congress in the preparation of 
this bill. 

There has been already one day’s debate upon the bill. Six hours 
more, as is proposed and I think is acceptable to the committee, will 
consume the greater part if not the whole of this day. There are but 
a few more days:of this session in which to consider the bill in the 
House and Senate, and if the friends of the river and harbor improve- 
ments expect to have ‘a bill passed at this session it behooves them to 
look well to the —~ mee of debate in the one and _ 
rapidly as possible ical consideration of the bill. Wi 
siz hous all of Ge ataelaaaaeeeiyaaaanena te ly con- 
sidered and understood by every member in the House. The is 
printed and in the hands of the members of are 
supposed to be able to read. to 
derstand what they do read; and if they look at the printed bill 
read it they can vote intelligently upon the the, 
pet eee for long diseussion goes for naught when you look at it in< 
telligently. ; 


In this connection it is proper for me to say that there are provisions 
which do not meet my approval, and I propose to resist them with such 
power as I can when we come to the discussion of the bill; and I sup- 

, a8 a member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I would 
given an opportunity to express my approval of certain sections and 
disapproval of others. It is not an extraordinary bill by any means 
when taken as a whole, while, as I have said, there are certain pro- 
visions in the bill avhich do not meet my approval and upon which I 
have asked to be heard. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It will place the rest of us at rather a disad- 
vantage if the members of the committee who framed the bill are to 
have all the time—not only before the committee, but in the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen on the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors who prepared this bill can afford to be very 
patriotic and liberal as long as they have all the time for the discus- 
sion that is to be given in this House. But I desire to say that there 
are other members of the House as much interested as the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and who are just as friendly to the improve- 
ment of the rivers and harbors 4s the members of the committee. Such 
members ought to have and desire to have a full opportunity for ex- 
pressing their opinion of this most extraordinary bill; and that they 
may be given that opportunity I have asked that the Jimitation of de- 
bate be extended so that they can express their views on the most ex- 
traordinary and strange features embodied in the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WAsH- 
BURN ] allow me to ask him a question? I believe it was on that gen- 
tleman’s motion that it was proposed to limit the debate to six hours. 
I agree to that proposition entirely. It is satisfactory to me, and I 
have said I thought it would be agreeable to the committee if the de- 
bate could be limited to that time. 

Mr. LONG. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LONG. Isa motion in order to move to postpone indefinitely 
the motion to limit debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair knows no precedent for such 
a motion. 

Mr. LONG. I move to postpone indefinitely the motion limiting 
debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairhas stated that he knows of 
no precedent for any such motion. But under the rule any question 
that is under debate is subject to a series of motions, and in the opinion 
of the Chair the rule would give the House the opportunity to postpone 
the consideration of the motion. Has the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN] yielded the floor? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. To make the motion I have indicated? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Not for that purpose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There is no member of this House who is not 
well aware that there is no measure coming before the Congress of the 
United States which the people of this country are more jealously scru- 
tinizing than the river and harbor bill. As has been already said this 
bill involves enormous expenditures, some of them of a novel and un- 
precedented character. Already the question has been raised by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin as to the advisability of the continuance of 
a great system of river improvements which have been carried on at 
enormous ex and for which an appropriation of large amount is 
made in this bill. I refer to the Mississippi River levee system. I find 
in th> newspapers of this morning, in the associated press report, a dis- 
patea towhich I wish to call the attention of the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iask if all this is in order? . Is it in order to debate 
the bill at this time ? 

The SPBAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already ruled that the 
motion to limit debate is debatable. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust this ‘will not be taken out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIs] makes the point of order the Chair will have to insist that 
the gentleman from Maine shall confine himself to the motion which 
is pending. 

r. BOUTELLE. Iam confining myself to that motion. 

The SPEAKER prot . Which is a motion to limit debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam aware that the pending motion is a motion 
to limit debate. And I am endeavoring to show that this bill involves 
questions of so much magnitude and questions so much the subject of 
controversy and difference of opinion among business and scientific 
men that it ought to be carefully discussed. I read a telegraphic dis- 
patch that appears in this morning’s papers: 

THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES. 
New Or.eans, January 30. 


A dispatch to the Picayune from Vicksburg, Miss., says: The United States 
one Vie ees oe morn with Capt. Clinton R. Sears, the United 


engineer neue of ,on board. He made the trip from 
a vees now being constructed under his orders by the 
Government. reports Lake , seventeen miles below He as 
ane Soe Se The is going it at a rapid 
rate in two places, the break about two hundred and an 
the water from one and a half to two feet deep. The has backed 
up behind the and it is impossible to secure the earth to ue the work 


* 
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on it, Fork Levee, whichextends from Arkansas City to Ames’s Ridge, is now 
the most important levee work on the west side of the river, and the situation 
there is extremely critical, as the water is passing through several breaks, ag- 
gregating in width about five hundred yards, the water averaging two feet in 
depth. The back water also prevents work on this levee. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
that the billis not before the House; it is in Committee of the Whole 





| House, and this motion if it prevails will have no effect upon the bill 


I submit, Mr. Speaker, that facts like these should suggest to this 


House that before we enter upon appropriations such as are called for 
by this bill a decent respect for public opinion and our responsibilities 
as legislators require us to give this subject careful consideration here. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the consideration of the motion to 
limit debate be postponed till next Tuesday. — 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will entertain the motion; 
but under the rule the question will first be on the motion of the gen- 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The motion of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota is to postpone the consideration of the motion to limit debate. 

Mr. WILLIS. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WILLIs] has not the floor. 
BURN] took the floor in his own right and was entitled to hold it for one 
hour, and he has never yielded it. 
gentleman from Maine. : 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suggest to the Chair that the motion of the 
gentleman from Minnesota is that the entire subject under discussion 
be postponed until Tuesday. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair knows that, and he will 
suggest to the gentleman from Maine that if he consults the rule he 
will find that the various motions must take precedence as they are laid 
down in the rules, and the motion to amend is voted on before the mo- 
tion to postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the Chair will permit me, I desire to state 
that the order of motions given in the fourth section of Rule XVI is 
‘*to postpone to a day certain,’’ ‘‘ to refer or amend,’’ which gives pre- 
cedence to this motion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Minnesota 


move to e to a day certain ? 
Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 


to yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LonG] to move to 
postpone indefinitely. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a suggestion to the House, which 
may, perhaps, bring about a harmonious result. I suggest that the 
general debate be continued on this bill till 5 o’clock, that the House 
then take a recess until 8 o’clock, and that the general debate be con- 
tinued from 8 o’clock till such hour as the House may adjourn. 

Mr. KEIFER. There will be nobody here to-night to hear it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon 
my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WILLIS] moved that the House do now resolve itself into the Committee 
of the le on the state of the Union, and pending that motion he 
has moved that all debate upon what is known as the river and harbor 
bill, when such bill shall be reached, shall be limited to four hours and 
ahalf. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] hasmoved 
as an amendment that that debate be limited to six hours. The mo- 


tion ep mms is to postpone until Tuesday next the further consid- 


eration of this motion, and upon that motion the gentleman from Min- 
nesota asks the previous question. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay this whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I offer as a substitute the suggestion that 
has been made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 
I think it is in the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks it is a sub- 
stitute. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HAtTcH] moves to lay this 
subject on the table. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not debatable. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro . There are too many gentlemen rising 
to questions of order for the Chair to hear any particular one. Gentle- 
men will be seated, and the Chair will then hear their’ parliamentary 
inquiries and points of order. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
THOMAS} will now state his point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. My point of order is that the motion of the gentle- 
ran from Missouri [Mr. Harci] is not in order after the previous ques- 
tion has been demanded on the motion of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair thinks differently. The 
preyious question not been ordered. question is upon the 

of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] to lay this sub- 


ject upon the table. 


Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Speaker, 
The SPEAKER pro 
Mr. BROADHEAD. 


I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
. The gentleman will state it. 
desire to ask the Chair whether if this mo- 


tion to lay on the table shall prevail it will not carry the bill with it? 


The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASE- | 


The Chair, however, will hear the | 


The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] to lay this subject upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 71. 

So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to lay this subject upon 
the table has been agreed to; and the question now recurs upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. WILLIs}. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


| quiry. 
tleman from Minnesota | Mr. WASHBURN] to amend the motion of the | 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. This subject being now laid upon the table, I desire 
to ask the Chair.whether a motion to limit debate is not now in order ¥ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it is, 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement, 
which will not occupy more than two minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman trom Kentucky [| Mr. 
WILLIS] has the floor. , 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to trespass upon the 
courtesy of the House further than to occupy two or three minutes in 
replying to what has been said here in regard to the committee which 
reported this bill and of which I have the honor to be chairman. 

The House will bear in mind that when this bill came up for discus 
sion the day before yesterday, in obedience to the instructions of the 
committee [ asked what time would be agreed upon for the discussion 
of the bill. Thereupon the gentleman from Maine [| Mr. REED], as the 
utmost time that was asked for in the discussion, requested that at 4 
o'clock yesterday general debate should be ended; and the matter was 
not further pressed. This morning, after the debate had run for a day, 
in order to arrive at the sense of the House I again made a motion, by 
way of suggestion, as to the general debate, as is the custom in regard 
to all general bills, and I asked the opinion of those who oppose the 
bill. One gentleman thereupon suggested that instead of three hours 
the time should be three hours and a half. I accepted that. Another 
gentleman proposed to extend the time to four hours, and another to 
four hours and a half. I accepted that suggestion. Thereupon the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] moved to make it six 
hours. Now, that is the whole history of this effort to limit or ‘‘ gag”’ 
debate. Speaking for the committée I desire tosay that, subject to the 
limitations necessarily imposed upon us by the shortness of this session, 
neither I nor any member of that committee has had any desire to ex- 
elude any gentleman from the expression of his views upon the pending 
bill; but we recognize the fact that there are only twenty-eight days 
of legislative life left, and that there are other appropriation bills press- 
ing for consideration; and subject to the limitations imposed by these 
facts we desire the fullest debate on this bill. 

With reference to the suggestion as to members not being permitted 
to go before the committee, I desire to state, what is known to the 
House, that there were thousands of items to be passed upon by this 
committee. In the lastsession, which was the long session, we invited 
every member, whether he desired to come before the committee or not, 
and all the delegations, because we had ample time tohearthem. But 
at this session, being limited by the law to ninety days, we could not 
have the advantage of the personal presence of all the members of this 
House and the thirty or forty delegations from different parts of the 
country that desired to be heard. Nothing was done for the purpose 
of excluding information. On the contrary, when any member of the 
House informed a member of the committee that he desired to be per- 
sonally heard, we told him the rule that we were compelled to adopt, and 
requested him to put in writing the suggestions he had to make; and 
that was done by all the gentlemen who desired to present anything to 
the committee, including the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. |! 
feel bound to make this statement in justice to the committee. 

I desire to say further that we of the committee are willing to let 
this debate run as long as any member on the floor who is friendly to 
the bill desires; but we believe that in the interest of the bill there 
should be some limit fixed this morning. If the House agrees to that, 
desiring myself to have the fullest debate that can be had, I state to 
the House for its information that, as one member of the committee, I 
shall surrender to other gentlemen all the time allowed to me. I ask 
that by general consent the proposition of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota that the-general debate be limited to six hours be accepted; and I 
now demand the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise toa question of order. My point is that 
the House has just laid on the table the whole subject of limiting de- 
bate on this bill, and that it is not in order at this stage to renew the 
motion to limit debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desired to make the same pointof order. I sup- 
pose we can reach our object by voting down the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If we now lay this subject on the table again, 
can this process be repeated from time to time all day? I move to lay 
on the table the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope this side of the House will,agvee to what 
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I regard as a very reasonable proposition made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This debate is proceeding only by unan- 
imous consent. 


Several members objected and called for the regular order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER to lay on 
the table the motion of Mr. WILLIs, there were—ayes 99, noes 73. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will not consume the time of the House by press- 
ing further this matter. I ask for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is 
agreed to. The regular order is the question upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIs that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] is en- 
titled to the floor for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, ten years ago the country dependent 
on the Mississippi River for transportation of its products to market 
was in the same condition that the country is which is dependent on 
Galveston Bay and that much larger scope of country lying north and 


country lying along the waters of the Mississippi and its tributaries in 
the West is the principal grain and provision producing part of our 
Union, and its markets are in New and Old England. Ten years ago, 
and before that, it was common to hear persons speak about the worth- 
lessness of agricultural products there. However prolific was the yield 
of all the necessaries of life, the obstructions between the producer and 
the consumer were so great that the value of their products was almost 
consumed in the costs of transportation. We were often told that corn 
was being consumed for fuel when Eastern populations were hunger- 
ing for bread. 

I heard some gentleman say here the other day that Mr. Eads had 
said some years ago that the improvement of the Mississippi River would 
cost $100,000,000. I know not what Mr. Eads may have said, but, sir, 


expend their treasure to 


rot and decay were everywhere in their mi 


the river, as I am informed. 


dures the admiration of mankind. The representatives of the 
had confidence in him. They came to Congress and t him 
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northwest of that bay must be in the future. That large section of 


if these walls could have been hung with phonographs, registering and 
preserving the utterances of the human voice, and they could be brought 
before us now, they would tell of hundreds of utterances in these Halls 
that the people of the West would have the Mississippi River open if 
it cost $100,000,000. All her Representatives said it. The people of 
the West were conscious of their power, and they were determined to 
n a way for their products to the markets 
of the world. Why, sir, that river had been under the work and man- 
agement of the United States engineers for forty years. The Govern- 
ment had expended for its improvement during that time more than 
$2,000,000 at its mouth alone. Nothing had been accomplished. Con- 
gress had appointed committees to investigate the difficulties in the way 
of transportation routes to the seaboard. They had labored patiently 
and made large reports of their investigations. But the problem re- 
mained unsolved. Agricultural labor was paralyzed. Stagnation and 
In 1875, when the con- 
tract was made with Eads, after all the large expenditure made by our 
engineers, there was but eight feet of water on the bar at the mouth of 


This was all that was to show for all that money, and science, and 
skill, and learning, which was so highly eulogized by my friend from 
i that 


West Virginia [Mr. Gipson]. Eads had recently accomplished 
great wonder of the world, the ing of the Father of Watersat Saint 
Louis with a great bridge which will remain as longas architecture en- | 





here, 
and he submitted a proposition, which was accepted, for $5,250,000 to 
give thirty feet of water at the mouth of the river. That thirty feetof 


JANUARY 81, 


Mr. Nimmo, in his report, says: 

Mr. Mo also states that upon the opening of navigation in the month of 
March, 1881, and for some time thereafter, the thro rate from Saint Louis to 
Liverpool was as high as 26} cents per bushel on w , while the rate by rail 
via New York and thence by steamer to Li l wasabout35cents. He states, 
however, that since the first rush ended ts have gradually declined, until 
on the 3lst of May the rate from Saint Louis to Liverpool via the Mississippi 
River was only 18} cents per bushel on wheat, whereas at the same time by t 
rail route via Atlantic seaports it was about 30 cents per bushel, a difference of 
11} cents per bushel in favor of the river route. 

Mr. John King, jr., late first vice-president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, in his to the joint exeeutive committee of east-and-west trunk 
lines, under date of April 27, 1881, states that on the 20th of March last the total 

for ing grain from Saint Louis to Liv 1 via New Orieans, 
including river rates, ocean rates, insurance, and transfer chargesat New Or- 
leans, amounted to 46.74 cents per 100 pounds, or 28 cents per bushel, and that at 
the same time the total charges for ng grain from Saint Louis to Liver- 
pool via New York, including rail and ocean rates and all incidental charges, 
amounted to 60.44 cents per 100 pounds, or 36} cents per bushel. This shows the 


charges on the route via New Orleans to be less than the rates via Atlantic sea- 
ports by 8 cents per bushel 


At the time this statement was made by Mr. King the river rate was 8} cents 
per bushel from Saint Louis to New Orleans. It is believed, however, by well- 


informed persons, that grain can thus be transported in barges at a profit for 4 
cents per 1 


The result of the maintenance fora long period of so wide a difference between 
the rates by the river route via New Orleans and the rail route via Atlantic sea- 
rts has, of course, been to deflect to the Mississippi River route almost all grain at 
int Louis intended for exportation to foreign countries. 


Hence the bitter and almost i t opposition to the improve- 
ment of our water ways in the South and West which always comes 
from the East. New York city has shown her political power in this 
House constantly under one pretext and another with both political 
parties against every attempt that seeks to release us from the domin- 
ion of her trade. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to inquire when these rates you speak of 
were made from New York to Liverpool? 

Mr. MILLS. What I have read has been quoted from Mr. Nimmo’s 
report. 

Mr. DUNHAM. But at what time were these rates made? 

Mr. MILLS. As I have already stated, they were made in 1881. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the people of New York and of the Eastern 
States, who have had the great channel of commerce flowing across the 
continent into theirlaps, almost took the hydrophobia a few years ago 
when we were passing a river and harbor bill. It was denounced all 


and even grave Senators, strong in their popularity at home, barely 
saved themselves because they had voted in favor of removing some of 
the obstructions to the navigation of the Mississippi and other rivers 
in other States of the Union. 

And that great journal the New York Herald, that was,so potent a 
factor in striking down the members of Congress who voted for the im- 
provement of those rivers and harbors, now very anxiously, very per- 
oe very laboriously, and very ably presses upon the Congress of 
the United States the necessity of ratifying the Spanish treaty, that 
takes out of the coffers of the Government $25,000,000 of money on 
sugar without reducing the price of sugar one farthing to the 55,000,000 


consumers. . 
I am notat all astonished to find that city still opposing every effort 
that is made by the people of the Western States to get to market 
cheaply. It is not in the constitution of human nature to give up 
these vast advantages which have been flowing into their pockets. 
Say. 20h See: consent to relinquish them, but will exhaust 
every element of political power to compel both Democrats and 
Republicans to bow in obedience to their command. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, what has been the result of the work of the United States engi- 
neers at Galveston? We are told they are men of great learning; that 
they have been educated at West Point by the Government; that they 
are learned and skillful and all that. Their success has been precisely 
nS Se Se eee an Oe eaten, Sap sees 


water has been obtained, and a free way to market has been made for 
the wheat, and corn, and pork, and provisions of that great granary 
and storehouse of the country. 

What, sir, has been the result of that work? Thestagnation and de- 
cay that characterized every inch of that country before now passed away, 
and the hum of active and prosperous industry meets every where. 
And New Orleans, your city, my friend [to Mr. Hunt], that had death 
at her doors, with silence in her streets, with her levees untenanted, 
once more revived with business activity, and to-day, like the eagle, she 
renews her youth and becomes once more the great 
city of the Union. Now, sir, I want to read you some extracts 
the report made by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics about the cost 
of transportation of wheat before that work was accomplished and what 
it was a ae panel San eee oe 
authori r. who was R 
change x Saint —_— oe 
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It was the design of the engineers that the channel should be on | against the interests of the great body of their people. The railroad 
the north side of the jetty, but the water refused, and cut the channel | interest, the vast capital invested in the trunk lines running west irom 
on the south side. The engineers designed that the south side should | New York, are doing all in their power to keep this business. But the 
be shoaled, but the water determined to shoal the north side, and they | interest of the great body of the Eastern people who live by the brea« 
eut a channel from fourto eight feet deep on the south side. The water | and meat they get from the Western States requires that they shall 
was twelve feet deepon the bar when the work began in 1874. In Sep- | have these obstructions removed, so that they may get the necessaries 
tember, 1875, a heavy storm came and ploughed out a channel nine | of life cheaper. Looking at the last report of the Agricultural Depart- 
inches deep. Now they have thirteen feet of water, and there are three | ment for December, 1884, I find the price of a bushel of corn in Maine 
inches of that thirteen feet involved in a contest between the engineers | is 75 cents; in New Hampshire, 76 cents; in Vermont, 65> cents; in 
and the clerk of the weather as to who is entitled to claim it. In ad- | Missachusetts, 72 cents; in Rhode Island, 78 cents; in Connecticut, 65 
dition to the grand success of getting a channel on the wrong side of the | cents. The average price of a bushel of corn in the six New England 
jetty, they have turned the current of the Gulf along the shore of the | States is72 cents. Then look to Iowa, Missouri, K ansas, and Nebraska; 
island, which is cutting it away and threatening the permanent destruc- | the great corn-producing regions of the West, and you find the bushel 
tion of that part of the island and the submerging of houses along with | of corn in Iowa is worth 23 cents; in Missouri, 26 cents; in Kansas, 22 
the jetty in the waters of the Gulf. Such have been the achievements | cents; in Nebraska, 18 cents. The average price of a bushel of corn in 
of our engineers. The people of Texas have no confidence in obtaining | those four States is 22 cents, while the average price of a bushel of 
deep water under their plans, and they look for success only by the | corn in the New England States is 72 cents; a difference of only 50 
adoption of the plans of at the mouth of the Mississippi, and that | cents in the average price of a bushel of corn in those four States and 
is by raised jetties, confining the outflow to the channel and making it | in the six New England States ! 
do the dredging. What I have just been remarking applies also to wheat. There is a 

To obtain the result so much needed and so much desired not only | similar difference, although not precisely the same, in the prices of 
by Texas but by the whole of that vast section between the Mississippi | wheat, hay, and other articles that the New England States want and 
River and the Pacific Ocean and between the Gulf of Mexico and the | our people raise in excess. The prices of these articles are very much 
British Possessions, we come to Congress, and ask you to adopt meas- | higher in the East than in the West; and it is for the interest of the 
ures that will open our way to market, and open it as soon as possible. | poorer people in New England that they should buy them cheaper. 

Why do I say that this vast area of country is tributary to Galveston? | Remove, then, all the obstructions intervening between them and the 
Because it is nearer to the Gulf than it is to the Atlantic. It is nearer | producers of these articles which are the necessaries of life to them! 
Dakota than New York is, and it is nearer to all the people along the | The Representatives of New England should aid us in removing these 
Mississippi River on its west side than New York is. Not only that, | obstructions as far as it is possible to remove them, and thus help their 
but all the people along the farther borders of the Territories of the | people to cheaper food. Suppose it costs six or seven million dollars 
United States must inevitably come to the Gulf of Mexico for their | to do it, what of that? Why, sir, if the price of transportation of a 
markets. They now have three ways open to them by which they may | bushel of wheat should be reduced eight and a quarter cents by open- 
reach the consumers of their products. They may go east to the At- | ing the mouth of the Mississippi River, what is the saving to the wheat- 
lantic, or south to the Gulf, or west to the Pacific. growing regions on 100,000,000 bushels? It will representa sum large 

Washington, Oregon, and California can go to the Pacific. But you | enough, even on the first crop of wheat, to save the whole expense of 
must remember that their customers are not at Honolulu, but in New | that work. If you open the port of Galveston, the State of Kansas, as 
England and Europe. Their products find their markets in eastern | my colleague [Mr. REAGAN] said the other day, will save on her corn 
countries. In order to reach them they can not sail across the isthmus, | crop alone enough to pay for the work. 
for it has mountains and not water. They must go clear around the Why, then, should it not be opened? Why should we not have these 
cape and make a three months voyage to reach England. That will | obstructionsremoved? But some gentlemen say that we ought to leave 
not do. Or they must go clear across the continent to New York, and | this thing to the engineers of the United States; that they can doit, and 
that will not do. Or they must go to Galveston. It is a very simple | that we reflect upon them when we intrust the work to Mr. Eads. Why! 
question to determine. We all know that they will take the shortest | sir, have we cast reflection on the great Corps of Engineers? Did the 
and quickest and cheapest route, because in trade shortness of time and | United States cast reflections upon them when it put in the hands of 
distance are material elements of value. Time and money saved in | Mr. Eads the great work at the mouth of the Mississippi River? Why 
transportation are so much saved to the producers, for the producer has | did the owners put in his hands the constructior? of the great bridge at 
to bear all the charges of reaching an open market. I mean a market | Saint Louis over the Mississippi River? Why was one general after 
governed by the laws of demand and supply. I do not mean markets | another during the war removed from the command of your Army ? 

by acts of Congress, but markets where prices are governed | Why did you put General Grant there? Was it any reflection on the 

the amount of articles to be sold and the amount of demand there | other distinguished generals that stood around him that had marched 

is for their purchase. When the producer reaches the market he must | at the head of your armies and fought with him, or because Grant had 

sell at the market price, and all the cost of getting his products to | great military abilities transcending those of his fellows? Was that 

market must be borne by him. As the people of the Northwest have | necessarily a reflection on the others?. They had been tried and had 

to sell their agricultural products in the open markets of the world, they | failed. He had been tried and succeeded. Why should the Govern- 

have to bear all the heavy charges of transportation. The territory | ment be deprived of the services of a commander who knew how to suc: 
tributary to Galveston contains 2,000,000 square miles. It has more | ceed? 

than 10,000, 000 of people—only five to the square mile. It is popu- Here is a great engineer. We recognize him as standing at the head 

lating rapidly. of all the engineers in the United States, and he is regarded to-day as 

I have some figures to show how fast it is growing. Idaho increased | the greatest in the world. Why, only the other day he made an exami- 
in the last ten years 117 per cent. ; Wyoming increased 127 per cent. ; | nation of certain works at Rio Janeiro, for which the Emperor of Brazil 
Kansas, 178 per cent. ; Washington, 213 per cent. ; Arizona, 217 percent. ; paid him $25,000; and I understand that he was paid $15,000 by the 
Nebraska, 267 per cent. ; Colorado, 387 per cent.; and Dakota, 853 per | Parliament of Great Britain for his opinion on a work involving th: 
cent. f i clearing out of obstructions from some of the waters of Great Britain. 

This shows you the rapid rate at which the West is increasing. It [Here the hammer fell. } 
is le of sustaining a population as thick as that of New York; Mr. MILLS. I wish I had five minutes more. 
and State I believe has 110 or 115 of population to the square mile, Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gentle- 
almost one-half of what Massachusetts and Rhode Island have, and | man ten minutes of my time. 
about one-fourth of what Great Britain has; and all these people have | Mr. REED, of Maine. I move that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

to go to market to the Gulf of Mexico if they are going to market | MILLs] be allowed five minutes more, by unanimous consent. 
products where they will receive the largest amount of benefit for Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman, to any arrange- 


. . ment that may be made of that kind; but I suggest that it be with the 
. Now let me show you the distances of some of the young cities of | understanding that the same courtesy shall be extended to the other 
the West from Galveston. Kansas City, which is the center of this | side. 
great grain-growing country, is 600 miles nearer to Galveston than it is Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
to New York; Denver is 730 miles nearer; Salt Lake City is 750 miles | Jones] has taken the floor and yielded my colleague ten minutes of 
a ae is 650 miles ees 1,000 — nearer; | his time. 

ankton, miles nearer ; Lincoln, miles nearer; Topeka, 550| The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty about that is that the Chair has 
miles; Omaha, 375 miles; San Francisco, 900 miles, and Los Angeles, . a 


already recognized another member of the committee, the gentleman 
Why, then, should they go farther across the continent by rail when 
save 


from Illinois [Mr. Tuomas]. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the gentle- 
they will these distances by striking salt water at Galveston ? ae : 
ee en, and of course their trade will be lost to 


| 







































man from Texas [Mr. MILLs] proceeding for five minutes. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. ! believe I am entitled to recognition after the 
the cities on the Atlantic coast; and of course they will resist under | gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THomAs], and if he will give five min- 
every — = every improvement of these water ways that | utes of his time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mr.ts]I will yield 


from five minutes of my time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THomas}. 
this Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to that. 


Now let me show you how in doing 











1128 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs] will 
proceed. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THoMAs] yields him five 
minutes of his time. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, during the short time that has been 
allowed me (for which I feel very thankful to the gentleman) I want 
to discuss another objection that is raised to this improvement—the 
objection that there is a wharf company at Galveston which charges 
exorbitant rates upon the commerce coming and going through that 
port. There is a wharf company at Galveston. I suppose there are 
wharf companies in all cities on the seaboard—at least there are cer- 
tain regulations about wharves ‘in all such cities. Wharves have to 
be built, and it takes a great deal of money to build a wharf which 
runs ont such a distance that vessels drawing ten, fifteen, or twenty- 
five feet of water can lie alongside. I am speaking now only my own 
individual opinion upon this subject; but I have no doubt that there 
are wharf companies in Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, 
Chicago, New Orleans, San Francisco, and many other places. I do 
not know anything about the rates charged by the Galveston Wharf 
Company, but I do know that the constitution of my State has confided 
to the Legislature full power over all wharf companies and other com- 
panies in the State to fix and regulate their charges. I will read the 
prov iston of our constitution upon that subject: 

Sec.%. The right to authorize and regulate freights, tolls, wharfage, or fares 
levied ar und collected, or proposed to be levied and collected, by individuals, com- 
panies, or corporations, for the use of highways, landings, wharves, bridges, and 
ferries devoted to public use, has never been and shall never be relinquished or 


abandoned by the State, but shall always be under legislative control and de- 
pend upon legislative authority. 

Sec. 4. The first Legislature assembled after the adoption of this constitution 
shall provide a mode of procedure by the attorney-general and district or county 
attorneys, in the name and behalf of the State, to prevent and punish the de- 
manding and receiving or collection of any and all chargesas freight, wharfage, 
fares, or tolls, for the use of property devoted to the public, unless the same shall 
have’ bee n specially authorized by law. 

Spc. 5. All laws granting the right to demand and collect freights. fares, tolls, 
or wharfage shall at all times be subject to ahendment, modification, or repeal 
by the Legislature. 





Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MuLis] whether the legislation authorized by that consti- 
tution has ever been entered upon ? 

Mr. MILLS. I will say to the gentleman that the Legislature of my 
State is now in session; and I see by the public prints that their minds 
have been directed to this very matter, and that they are preparing to 
revise and look into the wharf charges at Galveston. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. When wasthatconstitution adopted ? 

Mr. MILLS. ‘Ten years ago. 

Mr. REAGAN. If my colleague [Mr. MILLs] will permit me, I will 
state that I have seen a comparison of the wharf charges there with 


those in other cities, Showing that the charges in Galveston are lower 
than in other cities. 


Mr. MILLS. And I am informed by mercantile gentlemen who live 
in Galveston, and have to deal with this wharf company, that the 
charges are lower than elsewhere. I have here a paper in which the 
charges are published. I do not know how long they are kept stand- 
ing, but I find them spread broadcast before the world in this news- 


paper. I will not occupy time by reading them, but I will make the 
statement a part of my remarks: 


RATES AND REGULATIONS OF WHARFAGE OF THE GALVESTON WHARF COMPANY, 
APRIL 1, 1881. 


All vessels and their owners landing goods on the wharves thereby contract 
to pay, and are responsible for, the wharfage on the same, according to the fol- 
lowing rates, to be collected from the vessels or their agents: ai 

nts. 
Anchors and chains, per 100 pounds 
Barrels, wet 
Barrels, dry............. 
Barrels, empty, wet... 
Barrels, empty, dry 
Barrel staves, per thousand 
Bacon, per cask............000+0. 
BACON, POT ORBO...000.00cvssceescsensce yenens coders ves soscne sesese chaube Sastenensesesccose 
Bags or sacks in bales, per cubie foot 
Bagging, per cubic f006.............0ssceereeees 
Bagging, per 100-yard roll, each 
Bagging, per 50-yard roll, ‘each.. 
Baskets, per mest.........c...ccesccesees 
Ballast, per tom..............ccc0ssseseseees 
Bales, over 5 cubic feet, per foot..... 
Bedsteads, each.. a eis 
Bedsteads, common, Seach... 
Bedsteads, boxed, per cubic foot.. . 
Bellows, per cubic foot..............0.... 
Bananas and plantains, per bunch... 
Breakfast bacon, per box.. supsnsedditiiiae 
Boxes liquors, cheese, msi ci &e.. 


Boxes, extract coffee, ink, bluing, &c. ss 




















Seen ee ene ceneee te eeeereeeeenes ene 


Pence eee eneeees eeeeeeeerene eee 


ate neeee eeeeeewenene cee 


Brooms, DOP CODER... crocecivrnepsocpscesennccscnevcesece see 
Broom-handles, I ae tecetiten snr erseciccecievenmcarenecnennritinhinntdreensettijnovinis 
Broom-corn, per DAIC.............c0...cceneneceeeeeee 


Brick, fire, per thousand. 
Brick, common, per thousan 


sence beeen eeeeee eeeee 
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Bolts and spikes, riv om, oni, and washers, per keg 
Buckets, per dozen....... 

Buckets, well, per dozen 
Butter, per keg... 
Butter, per firkin. 
Building stone, ro 
Bi , each 

































































B es, boxed, per cubic foot.. 
Carboys, each, full...............00+++ . 
Catbere EE xcnenervenanen 
STIR Asccnpccasdiniaee Sekenencapiextenee 
Casks, hardware, per 100 pounds..... 
Casks, merchandise, per cubic foot... 
SE TT nscntrersemntennncamnncocguscee 
Carriages, each, per cubic foot..... 
I tied tlh iad, cadet nininetipicinttnnntoartanrrnncnanenibeibibbuneh tae 
Castings, hollow or solid, per 100 pounds.............00ccesssseneseeeeneenenes 
ITI I cing’ dil neneautnsiennentenspennennerunscneiginivhenpenesespeasheuste 
Cattle, two-year-olds, each.... 
Cattle. yearlings, each.......... 
Cattle, calves, each... 
€ ‘hampagr ne, in baskets........ 
Ghaken oes per bundle (2 each) 
Charcoal, per sack................ 
Cotton, per bale, landed........ 
Cotton, per bale, enopes psepnnenempennens 
Cotton, per sack.. a 
Coal, dumped i in cars, “per ton of 2 240 pounds. wes 
Coal, dumped on wharf, per ton of 2 240 pounds... 
ie MII cc cocecovasccesencctinnninececesannrencnsoesacooconcoes 
Coaches, stage, each .. 

Corn, per sack.. 
Corn, in shuck, per a ea 
Cotton seed, per ton of 2,000 pounds, cargo. ..... ..........c0sseeereee 
Cotton-seed’ meal, per ton of 2,000 pounds 
Cotton-gins, per cubic foot 





Corn-mills, per cubic foot.. 
Coffee, per sack of 135 un 
Codfish, per drum of 

Cordage per 100 pounds 
Cotton-ties, per 100 pounds (inward 
Cotton-ties, = 100 pease (outward)... 
Copper, per 100 SIT iseiethiiengntinmacouttencngrekyeseesngpala 
UT TP SUNN on. cicrccececsccerssvsnnectee cénss eebebesios 
Coal oil, per CASE.............0000..000 
Cocoanuts, per 100............ 
Collars, horse, per dozen. 
Crates, crockery or merchandise, per cubic foot..... 
Cultivators, each 


Perret irri) 





Dry goods, in case, f er 100 pounds.. a 
Filters, boxed or otherwise, per cubic foot.... 
Fiour, per sack of 100 pounds.................... 
RE rr I ccnke wo vighitacirdechowsesenmecssences boetensssiessrassseccsscbioeee 
Fustic and other icame oods, per ton of 2000 porns. 
Fertilizer or guano, per ton of 2,000 pounds... 
Furniture, boxed, per cubic foot.........2............. 
Groceries, | dry, boxed, per 100 pou 
Grain, for export, including bran, per 100 pounds 
Grind and will stones, per 100 pounds 
Gunny bags, in bales, per cubic foot 
Hardware, per 100 pounds. 


seeeee 


een ee eeeee eee eeeeee 
one ene e eee e een eee eneeneeeeeeeeees 


Horseshoes, per 
Household 


goods per 100 pounds... 


Seee ee eeeeereresseeesteseee 
Seeenees eeeeeeeceeserees 
eee cree eeereneseeee 


eee n eRe Eee EEO ERE TEREST OEE EE EREESEEEEESEESS EEEEEE EOE EEEEESEEE EES SESE SEES 
|e FRO RENEE SEES ED HORE ERE E ED Re Een Stee REE EE TERE EEE ESSERE EEE EE SEES “BE EEe tee eee 


An eee eee ORR EEE EEE EEEEEES EEE EEEEEE EE AES EEEE EES EEEEE EEE EEE UEES ESE SESEES ESE SEESSEES CHESTER OS ESSE EES 


pounds. 

Tron -— water, rton of 2 000 pounds. ..... ...cceceseeees 
Iron shutters and wrought fitti r 100 posi 
Iron, junk and serap, per ton of pounds......... 
Iron, pig, per ton of 2,240 pounds.,...................... 
Iron es, over 3,000 ulapee 100 pounds... 
Iron safes, under pounds, per 100 pounds 
Iron wire, — per 100 — 
— in bales (except iron) 
merchandise 


ae eneeeeeneees 
wenee ene eeeees 
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Mineral ores, per ton of 3 000 POUNAS.........--eee00++ 
es, each 















Oss, pe: 
Matting, per roll. 
Nails, per kee AEE 
Nails, per half keg... 
Oakum, per bale... 
Oats, per sack 
Oil-cake, per fon. of 2, 1) pounds. 
Oranges, per bo: 
Ordnance stores 
Oysters, per barrel..........-.-0-+-+08 
Paint, per 100 pounds. 
Pails, per dozen........ . 
Pails, jour, per nest 
Paper, printing, per manana. 
Paper, wrappins, per ream... 








































Pecans, Per SACK........0<.-+-.eee-ssssenenesenvrenenerenserenenesennencceenennenseanenes wasescnsseneees o 
Pianos, boxed, per cubic foot Dieluphsdudmambedbeastvesessceeneesensestnntes seseuebecceseentoes ot 
Pineapples, per 100... Sill daitidcdanbaatescndanacetedinnnintatewnsevedeeideutitinn tewies 25 
Plows, ench............+ 5 
PLOWS, GALE Y «0... <00.00002 0000-0 s0rsee concee ene 25 
Plow material, k. d., per 100 pounds.. 5 
Potash, per 100 pounds...............0..00+. 1 
i I IIo. ceisonncecnvsintnsrenes cosecacsececsccane srenne senees voncecsenens yocuesesesecese 1 
Powder, kegs .......... titties diastialeamnatlpeanenubteepeghsbnabinds serean obeaveenase.00e 4 
SE IID. <-  cnsnatnnsenccese teseseuscoedvorseseonenatqsece sovscesececes 2 
POWGOE, QUALICO HOGS....00..0000000rerescscccsrscsescrccescoseveesesesccereoneccsesoscosenscaneceees 1 
Railroad material = construction and operation : 
Railroad iron and steel rails, » per ton of 2,240 pounds ) 
Railroad fish-bars, plates, and chairs, per ton of 2,240 pounds >......... 30 
Railroad frogs, spikes, bolts, and nuts, per ton of 2,240 pounds 
Railroad iron brid s, locomotives, per ton of 2,240 pounds ? 1 00 
Railroad trucks, wheels, axles, &c., per ton of 2,240 pounds § “""""""""" 
Railroad iron, for street-railroad, per ton of 2,240 pounds ................. 50 
Railroad passenger Cars, ACH, .............c0ccccseseereeeneenereseeenens 15 00 
Railroad passenger cars, narrow gauge.. 10 00 
Railroad Platform SL cotistenintuiniveconapeesese 8 00 
Railroad platform cars, narrow gauge.. 5 00 
Railroad lumber, per thousand feet....... 30 
Railroad ties, eight feet eae, ¢ each.. 2 
Raisins, per box.. aie ; detachininees 3 
Raisins, per half ‘box... 2 
Raisins, per quarter DOX.....................ccccesseseeees 1 
per bale... 10 
Refrigerators, per ‘eubie foot....... 1 
Rubber belting, per 100 pounds........... 5 
Roofing slate, per ton of 2,000 ponnda 40 
Rope, per 100 pounds. Tia iiinacies hatenindnidaeinaiubeibehnenes 5 
Salt, per sack... 3 
Salt, per sack (cargoes imported). BNE M I aiccih hi crtadsndon Berstacoecomsrecn trsence 2 
Sand or soil, per ene. 5 
orca an dsib capo sesweasvenentenanneqeessocooseibeceveqntece 10 
Sewing- -machines, ne cen cieseiameanmnencncsncsd 10 
Sewing, k k. d., per 100 pounds... or 5 
Seven are 2 a elutiedenee 10 
r joo pounds. SII Ciiettmratishdirhagiidiactenainhienkvnéhabhinventshicwcvsmentebecetersese 5 
Shines, Tt cntiienndtinionsumetpinesnesserybocctannpsnsunshbocetecbresevepgrescessce 10 
SCC CSOSESS SEE Hes KHER Ee EE EE EE EEE EEED SE EO ERE EEE REET EEE SEE ESEE EEE EEEEEE SEES HED SHEETS HER ER OSES ” 
Shook: bam a ensesnnepediesnd 5 00 
Shooks, box, less than car-load, per 100 pounds...................ccccceeeeeeee scenes 2 
Shell, » per ais cova ceeenebbacousssvesons 5 
Soda, in casks and eer III, < ccdaptacuuictupennidietuevisapensictvedeusese 2 
Shovels and open, BO iinincn ccoccnsessese 6 
Spices, per sack........... bjerenanéeees 5 
Stoves, per ouble foot... 1 
Sugar, per hogshead.. 5 
Sugar, per barre} .. mn 5 
. Havana, in boxes........ 15 
Smoke-stacks, per 100 pounds. Se nanan 5 
Stoves and nen dn 100 — ; 5 
Sulkies ............. nipemeniie 25 
Tierces beef. 10 
Tierces lard 10 
Tierces rice .... 10 
Tierces hams .... 10 
Tierces tallow, &c.................. 10 
Tierces with barrels inside . 
Tin plate a) * 
, per a iitnibhiesliibipeteiienses 5 
Tin, pig, per 100 pounds.................... 5 
Tobacee’ amokine per 100 ‘to0 peaenee.-- . 
percu lain hidibaddbenssmvesiwessestiniovverves 
Tiles. pe perton aad zk iss thnks dovspéncosers 50 
filled wi po ppapeendion, eines Liveiniinieaemaes 6 
railroad, per 100 younds.. 5 
T ‘en TR See 
( penex tonne, « and h exapty ¢ cars, free.) 
Wagons, spring CIR 75 
Wi material, k.d., - 5 
Washieae. dozen... rr 
A 
Watermeclon> cach. 1 
Wee diene 2 
oo pounds... 5 
ae RaRGpEESSSSeGentecoeese ro ccosees seccceeceee 5 
SNE: DEP BOD WOURES ....00000000crecsvccccesen ses sescsecesccoesore 5 
Wheels Se ERIE. a cscocecsccsce-soccanedesscvesenes 75 
Wood, per iittala eheaaneenguachuaccuscascoones teveeboqzesesoceseneesoce 25 
Wool, Leer r,s cacdevntenesomnobpreenneseneses 10 
Zine, in roll per a aad eat as SROIAES © See RR 5 
Goods not in above list will seu in meieeioens ¢ say: ‘tin than forty 
_—- to the cubic foot will be c as measurement and charged 1 cent per 
; forty pounds and over to the cubic foot wi!l be classed as weight, and 
5 cents hundred pounds. 
goods articles of every kind landed or received upon any of the 
wharves are thereafter at the risk of the owners, and not of the company, and 
er cee the same day, or, at furthest, thenextday. After which time, 
any of said goods and articles remaining on the wharves, the owners and con- 


a 


~ 


KnowuUagaveueonowr 





signees thereof will be responsible for, and wilt be charged an additional wharf- 
age of one-third the rates specified in the preceding schedule for every day they 
so remain, and may be removed by the wharf company without further notice 

(at the risk and expense of the goods and the owners and consignees thereof) 
to 4 part of the premises, continuing the charge for additional wharfage each 
day they remain on said premises. Cr the wharf company may have the same 
removed and stored elsewhere than on its own premises without further notice 
(at the risk and expense of the goods and the owners and consignees thereof), 

and the same will be held until all charges are paid. Same wharfage to be 
charged on all goods or articles delivered from one vessel to another, provided 


| either of such vessels is fast to the wharf or to any vessel fast to the wharf. 


The company hereby gives notice that they will not be liable for losses if 
caused by excessive and unusual weights, or by piling up heavy articles, such 
as salt, more than four sacks high, and railroad iron more than three tiers high, 
on the wharves. Or by landing articles of extraordinary weight, suc h as loco- 
motives, without special permission (in writing) from the company’s agent; 
but that it will hold atl persons liable fer such damages as may be ox 
by overloading the wharves, without special permission. 

On all shipments from the interior which are to be delivered to a vessel o1 
agent, whether on through bill of lading or not, the carrier placing or landing 
produce, goods, &c,, on the wharf, also the orvner thereof and the shipper, are 
each and all responsible for the wharfage. 

The owners and consignees of all goods delivered on a wharf or levee ofthe 
company thereby become bound to the company for the wharfage thereon. 

All wharfage is contracted to be paid, and is due and payable tothe company, 
at its office in Galveston. 

The company also gives notice that it does not undertake storage 
not be responsible for losses or damage, from any cause 
landed or received on its wharves. 

All vessels of fifty tons and over not engaged in receiving or dischargingwargo, 
or seized by legal process, and lying at the wharf after such seizure, will be 
charged wharfage at the rate of 5 cents per registered ton for each day or part 
of a day. 

Vessels of less than fifty tons will be charged wharfage 
day or part of a day. 


casioned 


, and will 


, to goods or articles 


atthe rate of $2 per 


JOS. AIKEN 


Seerctary. 


I notice that the wharfage charge for cotton is 10 cents per bale and 
for flour 5 centsa barrel. I donot know anything about wharf charges 
myself; this is the only wharf I know anything at all about; but it 
seems to me that these are not exorbitant charges. However, if they 
are, the people of my State through their representatives have full 
power under the constitution to regulate them, and they are now pro- 
ceeding to do it. In conclusion I want to appeal to this House in be- 
half of the vast body of population that is now living, and that is here- 
after to swarm, in the immense territory northwest of the Mississippi 
River, to open up to us the only safe gate by which we can get to mar 
ket with the products of our labor. If you will remove the obstruc- 
tions and let us deliver to our people in the East at a less cost of trans- 
portation you will buy your corn and wheat and provisions cheaper, 
we will sell them higher in the West, and the people in both sections 
will be benefited by the removal. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, as I had occasion to observe in my 
remarks this morning, this is in the main a fair and meritorious bili. 
The committee, early after it met for the first time at this session, re- 
mem bering the shortness of the session and observing the rule laid down 
in other Congresses.at short sessions, determined to make the present 
river and harbor bill as reasonably small as it could be made so that 
the works now in progress should not suffer for want of proper appro- 
priations. Ihave not given myself the trouble to make a comparison ot 
the appropriations proposed from a sectional standpoint; and I am glad 
to be able to testify that from the beginning to the end of the sittings 
of our committee there was not tlfe slightest shadow of sectionalism 
suggested, nor was there the slightest shade of partisanship shown, but 
each measure was taken up and considered duirly, dispassionately, and 
conscientiously, and such appropriations were made for the several proj- 
ects as a majority of the committee determined were right and proper. 

There are some provisions of: the bill which did not meet my ap- 
provalat the time they were adopted, nor dothey now. Looking along 
the southern coast of the United States, we found that from the mouth 
of the Chesapeake Bay to the Mexican line there was but one port 
where an ordinary second-class man-of-war or merchant vessel could. 
enter, and that was at the mouth of the Mississippi River. We found 
that no modern first-class vessel could enter at Charleston, at Savan- 
nah, at the mouth of the Saint John’s, at Pensacola, at Sabine Pass, 
at Galveston, at Aransas Pass, or any other point down to the Mexican 
line. 

It struck us as something strange indeed that after the vast expend- 
itures made by the United States Government under its engineers this 
state of‘affairs should exist; that after all the work that had been done 
on the harbor of Charleston, for instance, and the money expended 
there, it yet remained a fact that a first-class ship*of war or vessel of 
the merchant marine could not enter its harbor. 

When we looked at Savannah, with its commercial interests, the vast 
territory depending upon it as an entrepét for articles from other sec- 
tions of the Union and from foreign countries, and as a seaport for the 
products pot only of Georgia, but of a large section of the Southern 
States, and remembering also the yast amount of money which had 
been expended there, I say we were seriously disappointed and wer 
greatly surprised to find that there was not water enough there for a 
vessel drawing twenty feet to enter its harbor. 

Remembering the growth of Florida, the commerce of the Saint John’s 
River, the frequency with which that sunny land is visited by travel- 
ers and health-seekers, and the vast amount of production that must 
be shipped out and in over the bar, we were surprised to find that no 
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first-class man-of-war or merchant vessel could pass over it. We looked 
at once to see whether we could divine the cause of-all this, whether 
we could ascertain why it was that good, sufficient, and substantial 
work had not been done under the appropriations given for these points. 
We found that the Engineer Corps of the Army, men above suspicion 
and supposed to have been educated in one of the best schools in this 
country, or in the world, were pursuing a line of policy and employing 
methods which the hydraulic engineers of the world have long since 
condemned, and which h»ve never yet yielded success in a single in- 
stance. 

So the committee, believing that something substantial ought to be 
done, that some reasonable and practical plan ought to be adopted 
for the improvement of the harbors of Charleston, Savannah, and the 
mouth of the Saint John’s, as well as Sabine Pass and the other Gulf 
ports, have proposed that there shall be organized a harbor board, to 
be composed of two officers of the Engineer Corps, one officer of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, and fourengineers from civil life, all of whom shall 
be distinguished for their education and bility as engineers. 

It is directed by this bill that this harbor board shall make an ex- 
amination of the principal ports along the southern border and lay 
before Congress at its next session a report as to a proper plan for the 
improvement of these points. They are to review work which has 
been done there and to take into account the amount of plant and 
material on hand. They are to observe whether success or failure has 
followed the effortsof the engineers in charge, are to study the present 
plans, and are to furnish to this House fall and complete information 
not only as to the plan but as to the cost of the several improvements. 

It may be urged here, and doubtless will be, that the Engineer Corps 
of the Army are an educated, cultivated, honest class of men. That is 
admitted. It does not follow, however, because a man is intelligent, 
honest, and high-minded that he is ah ic engineer, that he under- 
stands the principles which should govern the improvement of a great 
seacoast harbor. 

The amount of money involved in the employment of this short-lived 
commission, for it is to last but one year, is a mere bagatelle when com- 
pared with the amount of useful information which it will be able to 
lay before the House; and I hope most earnestly that this provision of 
the bill for the appointment of* this harbor commission will be adopted 
by the House in the interest of economy and common sense. 

During the time of the sitting of the committee, Mr. Chairman, I 
could see no reason why an exception should be made in favor of Gal- 
veston Harbor over Sabine Pass and over the mouth of the Saint John’s, 
over Charleston and Savannah. I believed then, and I believe now, it 
will be infinitely better for the country to await the action of this har- 
bor board provided for before making any large appropriation for the 
improvement of Galveston Harbor. 

We are reminded of the fact, sir, that Galveston is the only feasible 
seaport for a vast extent of territory. Our attention is called to the 
plains of Kansas with their teeming fields of corn, wheat, and other 
productions, and Colorado with its mountains of ore and its other im- 
mense products are brought to mind as arguments in favor of Galveston; 
the widespreading plains of New Mexico are laid open before us; Texas 
with its almost limitless square miles is held up before our eyes as rea- 
sons why this great improvement Should be made. I want to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that Kansas, Nebraska, California, 
and even New Mexico weve made to do duty as arguments in favor 
the improvement of the Mississippi River; to the fact that the great 
agricultural productsof Kansas and Nebraska were cited time and again 


as reasons why the Mississippi River should be improved and a market | | 


by water furnished for these productions. I grant you that the argu- 
ments offered then and the reasons given were good and sufficient; but 
shall we employ these same hackneyed in traverse 
. the fields of Kansas, Nebraska, Califi 

ments in favor of the 

its propriety most seriously. 

Any one acquainted with the harbor of Galveston knows that out 
toward the Gulf it is a shoal, sloping coast, that it is a long dis- 
tance to deep water, and that it is very questionable indeed whether 
ever a good and sufficiently deep entrance can be made to that harbor 
and whether it can be maintained if made. Every one knows it rests 
upon the shifting, unstable quicksands that can be found all along the 
Det, angen ane for sip 

But, i necessity, however, some harbor that 
coast, I was willing that this harbor beard provided for in the bill 
should consider the matter—should look into it carefully and farnish 
this House at the next session with a plan and the cost required. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has there been a comparison made between Gal- 
veston and the mouth of the Brazos? 

_ Mr. THOMAS. There can be no comparison; 
ferent; they are not cases at all. 


vestigation of them, 
and its entrance into the Gulf is made 


which are vely permanent, 
out or worked out in any way will furnish 
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harbor; I have no doubt of it. It has been my opinion from the first, 
after I made a personal examination a few years ago, that Sabine Pass 
was the only point along the southern coast of Texas where a good and 
lasting harbor could be made. But I bowed to the better judgment 
of other men; others who thought they knew more about. it, and who 
doubtless were correct in their opinion, as my conclusion had been based 
on only a superficial examination. 

The work at Galveston Harbor by the engineer in charge has not 
been satisfactory—has furnished very poor water indeed; and I am not 
surprised that the Representatives and the people of Texas demand 
that better improvements should be made there. There is no doubt, 
sir, that something ought to be done, but I can see no reason why we 
should take this harbor out of the general class to which it belongs, 
why we should make an exception of this over Charleston or Savan- 
nah. As I said awhile ago, I believe the true policy would be toawait 
the report of the harbor board before making any very considerable 
appropriation for that harbor. 

It was urged, sir, that the work at Galveston was so unsatisfactory 
that we ought to stop it at once; that we ought to make no further 
ge eam untila proper plan had been formulated and adopted for 
the improvement of that harbor. 

The same statement was made and urged with reference to Savannah, 
and also with reference to the mouth of the Saint John’s River. But 
the committee yielded to the arguments that possibly it was mistaken 
in the matter, and that possibly the work under the Engineer Corps of 
the Army would prove satisfactory and productive of substantial re- 
sults in the end. 

Our attention was called to the fact that only meager appropriations 
had been made from time to time for these projects, and that the en- 
gineers had not been able to press forward as earnestly in the prosecu- 
tion of the work as they might otherwise have done on that account; 
and, as I have said, we thought that our fears might be unfounded, 
and that it would not be good policy to strike out the items for the 
different places mentioned. 

It has been said, Mr. Chairman, in an undertone, that the life of the 
bill might have been endangered if the appropriations for Savannah and 
Charleston and the mouth of the Saint John’s had been left out; that 
there would have been no ‘‘pork in the bill,”’ to use the slang phrase 
of the day, for men living upon the Southern borders, and, as a conse- 

that they would be likely to vote against the bill. Iam! 


priations for any member or not. 
We looked alone to the interests of the harbor under consideration, 


There has been a good deal said about Galveston Harbor. There 
ee ee ae ee eee Saree 
in what is known as the present scheme; and as 
ustrating that I call the attention of the committee to, and ask the 
now to read, an extract from a Dallas paper, one of the leading 
journals of that State. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 


GALVESTON HARBOR IMPROVEMENT—A SYNDICATE PUSHING 
FOR AN APPROPRIATION OF $7,750,000 


Daas, January 22. 


Gao Delies Mecald expeess 
of SAS web wale ta peare dat 
. The salient points of his 


walls 


THE EADS SCHEME 
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iation will have been secured. The syndicate also knew 
tbat this Se could caprretink Ft | by the expenditure of the comparatively 
small sum required to build the north jetty, and that a larger sum would remain 
eal etenatebe has hitherto complained that his work ought not to be 
condemned before completion; but the powerful influence of the press was 
brought to bear upon him, and his ability as an engineer has even been ques- 
tioned. If the Government allows Colonel Mansfield to complete the work it 
will cost, say, from $500,000 to $750,000 If Eads does the work it will probably 
cost the syndicate less, but the people will have to pay ten times as much, 
This is the case in a nutshell. The city of Galveston appropriated $2,500 to the 
use of the deep-water committee now in Washington and an additional fund 
of $25,000 was raised by subscription. If they succeed in getting the Eads bill 
i they know that they can well-afford to be laughed at, on the principle 

hat ‘they laugh best who laugh last.’’ 


In no in his article does the Galveston man accuse Captain Eads directly 
of bei cognizant of the alleged swindle intended by the syndicate, but he 
leaves sort of an implication, and declares it to be the purpose of the syndi- 


to divide from six to seven million dollars between them if the appropria- 
Tin cies by the Eads bill is allowed. — 


Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield for a question; not for a speech. 

Mr. REAGAN. I donot desire to make a speech. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from Illinois if he desires by reading that paper to be 


understood by the committee as asserting that the Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors recommend the adoption of the Eads plan. 


Mr. THOMAS. I will make that perfectly plain before I get through. 
Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask another question: Does the gentle- 


man by reading an anonymous letter propose to make himself respon- 


sible for the statement that a syndicate has been sent here with $25,000 | 
or $2,500 or any other sum to influence legislation by this Congress ? | 


Mr. THOMAS. I will make that perfectly plain in the course of my 
remarks. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman can say whether he docs or does not. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will answer in my own way. 

I know nothing of the responsibility or the irresponsibility-of the 
writer of this article, or the editor of the paper in which the extract 


. Lenl 
Dallas 
Tex. 
was a syndicate formed and that money had been expended to influence 
eer ger pad properly or improperly. I give it simply as an ex- 
the State of Texas, and let it stand on its own bottom. 

The bill introduced in the Senate, which was subsequently brought 
to the attention of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House, 
involved, if the project of Captain Eads, urged by the delegation from 
Texas was adopted, the expenditure of about $8,750,000, of which 
$7,750,000 was for the construction of the works, and $1,000,000 sub- 
sequently for their maintenance for ten years. The committee re- 


that ition; and yet it rejected it only indirectly, forit will 
be seen that it has indirectly adopted it. I say this because this bill 
makes an riation of $750,000 for the purpose of improving Gal- 
veston r ‘‘according to the plans and estimates to be submitted | 
by James B. Eads,’’ and so, indirectly, t!e proposition of the expendi- 


ture of $8,750,000 for this harbor under the direction and according to 
the of Captain Eads is indorsed by the committee. 

engineer in charge says that by building what is known as the 
north 


about 
inthat harbor. That was the reason, sir, I opposed the adop- 
tion of this plan. I thought we had better go slow when the Engineer 


estimated on the one hand that an expenditure of $3,000,000 | 


would complete the work, while on the other hand eight and three- 
quarter would be required under the Eadsplan. I say, I thought 
we had better wait until the harbor board, provided for in another part 
of this bill, should investigate the whole matter and furnish sufficient 
estimates of the cost as a basis for intelligent action and appropriations 


in the fatufe. I thought it better that we should hold on and that it | 


was notstatesmanlike to make an appropriation inthis form. 1 believe 
now that it is impradent to make such an appropriation in this bill, 
taking the plan of Captain Eads, at a cost of eight and three-quarter 
million of dollars, when, as I have said, the engineers report that the 
same facilities for that harbor can be furnished for $3,000,000. Admit- 


that weare not much encouraged by their proniises in view of their | 


in gone by, have we come now toa point where we are ready 
to say that are no other engineers in this country except Capt. 
James B. Eads who are able to submit plans and estimates for the im- 
For myself I think not. 

Captain Eads in higher estimation than I do. I have 
to know him fora number of years intimately 
achievements as an engineer. I remem- 
is bridge. But what has the building of a 
improvement of a harbor? The learning and 
talent that may be required for the one may be comparatively useless 
A man be a splendid bridge-building engineer, 

of ving rivers and harbors. 


the amet say itis but fair to the whole country and 
engineers of this country that the doors be thrown open, and 


know that it does appear as an article in one of the | 
the Dallas Herald; it is a paper published in Dallas, | 
amin no way responsible for the charge made there, that there | 


ion coming from one of the important newspapers of 


and raising above the water the south jetty, at a cost of 
,000, all the water needed for a first-class vessel will be | 


hangman — a -_ A 


| that they be allowed each in his own right to furnish plans, specifica 
tions, and estimates of cost for the improvement of this harbor. If 
| you are not w illing to do that, then I say in Heaven's name wait unti! 
| this harbor board have furnished plans and estimates for its improve 
ment. ‘There is no reason why this extraordinary appropriation should 
be made for Galveston anyhow. 
Charleston is a great port,and yet we gave it but 25 per cent. of the 
| estimate; Savannah is a great port, and yet we gave it but 25 per ceni 
of the estimate. The mouth of the Saint John’s is a great port, and we 
gave it but 25 per cent. of the estimate. Whyshould an exception be 
| made in favor of Galveston? Do we give it an appropriation based upsa 
| any reasonable estimate ? Isay,no. In the first place, neither Captain 
| Eads nor his associates have furnished a plan for the improvement of 
| Galveston Harbor. They have not told us how long the jetties are to be, 
' how high they are to be, how broad they are to be, what materials they 
are to be built of, how they are to be constructed, where the materials 
are to be obtained, what it will cost, nor anything about it. But this 
| appropriation of $750,000 is based upon an entirely speculative esti 
| mate. The Chief Engineer of the Army has asked for $500,000 as the 
| whole amount of the estimate. One-fourth of that, as we gave to 
| Charleston, to Savannah, to the mouth of the Saint John’s, would have 
| made a very much smaller sum than $750,000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a 
question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. When the engineer in his estimate said that 
| he wanted $500,000, was not that for the expenditure in one year and 

not for the completion of the project? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly; and you have provided in this bill for 
$750,000 for one year on a plan which involves $8,750,000. Mansfield 
asks for $500,000 in one year on a plan involving an expenditure of 

| $3,000,000, . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
tion ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. | I ask the gentleman if the estimates sub- 
mitted by the engineers now in charge are not predicated on.a plan or 
theory which the committee utterly rejects as impracticable ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I think they are. That plan is predicated on the 
theory of submerged jetties. _ 1 have gone, however, on the view that 
the Engineer Corps of the Army could learn as other men do, and 
would take warning from failures in other places, and would learn les- 
| sons of wisdom fron: saccess under other systems; and that they would 
adopt a plan which would secure success at one-half the cost proposed 

in this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the gentleman te say that no plan 
in detail has been submitted for this work ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Not one serap, not one line, not ove word, not one 
figure has been submitted in detail. 
| Mr. HISCOCK. I understood the gentleman to say that no estimates 

had been submitted. I draw the distinction between estimates and 
plans. 
|} Mr. THOMAS. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
} 


Will the gentleman yield to me for a quea- 


May I ask the gentleman a question? 





There has been neither plan nor estimate except 
| the rough estimate that the work would be done for $8,750,000 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is that in writing? 

Mr. THOMAS. No, sir; not even that is in writing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It depends on declarations made orally betore the 
committee ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Exactly so. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of [inois. 


I think that is somewhat unfair. 
Mr. THOMAS. 


| 

| 

| In what respect? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illineis. The plan and estimates are to be 
| submitted to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will answer my colleague on that point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My colleague says the estimate is $3,- 
750,000. He includes the amount contemplated for ten years’ main- 
tenance, which makes $1,000,000 in excess. Does my colleague know 
we have got all the plans and all the estimates and all the guarantees 

| in this case that we had in the improvement in the Sotith Pass of the 
Mississippi River ? 

Mr. THOMAS. That is granted. It is granted and admitted that 
we have all the guarantees and all the plans, except that in the case of 
the Mississippi River the committee was fully informed as to the plan 
proposed. 

The South Pass of the Mississippi River was to be jettied with wil- 
lows and piling and strengthened by rubble-stone and concrete; but 
| there is nothing here to show that that sort of material is to be used 

In fact, there is really a provision in this bill that the material shall 
not be the same, for it is known that willows and piling are subject to 
destruction by the teredo, and this bill provides that this work shall 
be built of material that is not subject to the ravages of the teredo. 
Hence it follows that some other material must be used. It is sug- 
gested by my colleague on my right [Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois] that 
my statement places the matter in an unfair light. Let us see. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. THomAs] to yield to me for a question. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield presently, after I have answered another 
question. My colleague, General HENDERSON, suggests that I have 
not put the matter fairly in ag to the plans and estimates. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I dislike exceedingly to interrupt 
my colleague; but if he will allow me I will state the point to which 
I desire to direct his attention. 

Mr. THOMAS. I shall be very glad to answer any question my col- 
league may ask. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. What I intended to object to in the 
gentleman’s statement was this: Hg said that there was a proposition 
to do this work for about eight millions and a half. 

Mr. THOMAS. Eight millions and three-quarters. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, there was no 
such plan accepted by the committee, and they never proposed to accept 
any such plan. The committee determined that if this work was done 
it should not be done by Captain Eads, but.ghould be done by the War 
Department, the same as all other public works. 

The plans and estimates were to be made by Captain Eads and sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of War, but it was stated by the chairman of 
the committee, and I think my colleague [Mr. THomAs] concurred, that 
it would not take any such sum as he has stated to do the work—that 
$4,000,000 would probably cover the entire cost. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the only estimate or shadow of an 
estimate upon which the committee acted or could act was a proposi- 
tion of James B. Eads to do this work for $7,750,000, with another mill- 
ion dollars to maintain it for ten years. I say, therefore, that while 
we did not directly adopt that estimate, it was indirectly adopted by the 
committee and is proposed in this-bill. This bill proposes to make im- 
provementsaccording to plans, specifications, and estimates to be submit- 
ted by James B. Eads. Now, what is the difference ? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I understood the gentleman [ Mr. THoMAs] 
to say that this bill would not compel the performance of the work by 
Captain Eads. I will ask him, does not this bill provide in terms 
that the Secretary of War shall engage the services of Captain Eads? 

Mr. THOMAS. The bill provides that this improvement shall be 
made by the Secretary of War according to the plans and estimates of 
James B. Eads, who is to be employed for the purpose of furnishing 
the plans and superintending the work. It is farther provided that he 
shall receive a salary of $5,000, and $3,000 for each additional foot of 
water secured. Now, if the work is not to be done according to the 
plans of Captain Eads, I want to know whose plans it is to be done by ? 
And if we are to determine what those plans are to cost, how are we 
to arrive at a conclusion about it unless we take what Captain Eads 
says? And he says that it will cost $8,750,000. So I have not put 
the case unfairly, and Iam borne out by the facts when I say that the 
Secretary of War is compelled to do this work not according to the plan 
by which it can be done cheapest, but according to the plans of James 
B. Eads, and James B. Eads says it will cost Sr 750,000 to construct 
the work, and $1,000,000 more to maintain it for ten years—or at least 
he agrees to take the contract for that sum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Tuomas] if Captain Eads has been before the committee to 
explain all this. 

Mr. THOMAS. He has not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


Then how has the committee arrived 
at this information ? 


Mr. THOMAS. There was a subcommittee appointed, which had’ 


an interview with Captain Eads. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then — time to interview Cap- 
tain Eads, but they did not have time to hear members of the House. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. I suppose that some members of the subcommittee 
interviewed liim. In fact I have heard that they did, and I saw them 
in conversation with him. I was a member of the subcommittee 
myself, but I had no interview with Captain Eads on this subject. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the qualia yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois if 
Captain Eads did not address the committee d the last session of 

, and make an elaborate explanation of his plans for the im- 
provement of Galveston Harbor. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have understood that Captain Eads did, though I 
was not present at the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, that argument is printed, 
and there are plenty of copies of it to supply every member of the 
House 


Mr. OCHILTREE. Will the gentleman from Dlinois yield to me 
for a moment? 
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Mr. THOMAS. For a question. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. I wish to ask the gentleman if he, as a member 
of the subcommittee, did not meet the Texas delegation, with Captain 
Eads, in the room of the Committee on Commerce; if he did not then 
and there advise the delegation to accept the modification of the Gal- 
veston item suggested by the committee; and if he did not agree to 
support the measure in the House if they would agree to the modifi- 
cation ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will answer the gentleman. I did not go there 
to see Captain Eads, and I did not see him, and the amount suggested 
by me was not adopted by the committee, and I did not pledge myself 
to support this bill. I did go at the solicitation of my friend to meet 
the Texas delegation, but that was with reference to quite another 
measure; it was with reference to the question whether we would adopt 
the bill that was first brou ght before us. This present measure was not 
discussed at all, but sation fruit of subsequent work of the committee, 
and of several interviews with Captain Eads, as I understand 

Mr. OCHILTREE. The only change was in the amount. The origi- 
nal amount was $500,000. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said all the time that I 
was willing to make any proper appropriation for Galveston. I was 
willing that we should put it exactly on a footing with other harbors. 
I have always been ready to admit and to bear testimony that the work 
down there under the plans of the Engineer Corps was not satisfactory, 
but I thought it was enough to appoint a harbor board to examine into 
the matter and report at the next session of Congress some plan for this 
work, instead of rushing headlong into a scheme which is to involve us 
in the expenditure, if we may judge from the estimates, of eight and 
three-quarter million dollars. I find no fault with Captain Eads. ‘I be- 
lieve him to be a high-minded, honorable man, of irreproachable char- 
acter. I believe him to be one of the greatest engineers that the world 
has ever produced. But I do not think it follows that because he is 
such a man, and because he is my personal friend, and because I have 
such admiration for his great achievements, I should therefore involve 
this Government in the expenditure of what appears to me to be an ex- 
travagant sum of money. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether the scheme proposed includes the proposition to expend $100,000 
a year through all the future to maintain the work, because it is under- 
stood that it takes a million dollars for ten years? 

Mr. THOMAS. That was the plan under the old bill, which was 
rejected. So that is not involved in this. 

Objection is found by several members of the committee to the prog- 
ress of the work on the Mississippi River under the Mississippi River 
Commission. It is believed that the commission have not adhered to 
the plan originally adopted for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River; that they have been engaged in the expenditure of money upon 
questionable projects, upon schemes which, instead of furnishing deep 
water and improving the navigation of that river, have resulted in the 
expenditure of money and that alone. 

I had occasion to investigate the pian of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission as it was originally adopted by Con After a most thor- 
ough investigation I gave it my bearty approval; and I believe to-day that 
if the Mississippi River Commission had adhered to their original plan, 
and had gone on with the improvement of the river upon that plan, 
we would have had very different results from those which confront us 
to-day. Take, for instance, the work done at Horse-Tail Bar, twenty 
miles below Saint Louis. At that point, before the improvement, the 
depth of the river at low water was five feet. The of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission as originally adopted has adhered to in 
reference to this work, and we find over that whole stretch of twenty 
miles from fifteen to seventeen feet of water. 

Take Plum Point reach, ees Ser -two miles on the Missis- 
sippi River, where before this work there were but six feet of water. 
Now, through its whole extent there is a depth of fifteen to sixteen 
feet. Take Providence reach, thirty miles long, which at low water 


had an a’ depth of but six or t feet. There the originally 
adopted by the commission has rons staat ve 


herever adhered 
y. Itis where the commission have fallen into the practice of 
ive improvements, have laid revetment here and revetment 
in an insecure manner, that money has been expended without 
beneficial results. 


Captain Eads being, as will be admitted by all acquainted 
with the facts, the author of the original plan of the Mississippi River 
——_ the committee thought it would be well to recommend 


tack othe erga on that ‘hat wo might so that he might bring them 


subject have stated that it would 
000,000 to complete the work so that a 
of water could come to Cairo. 
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Mr. HUNT. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state what are 
the ‘‘ speculative improvements ”’ in which the Mississippi River Com- 
mission has ind and what amount of money they involved ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will refer my friend from Louisiana to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE), a member of the committee, 
who has made this point a special study, and who will present it to the 
committee. I wish to say that I concur most thoroughly in his con- 
clusions. He will be able to make this question as plain as it can be, 
for he has given it special attention. 

There is another project embraced in this bill which strikes me as 
decidedly questionable; and that is the project for the establishment 
of a great national harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Massachusetts. The 
engineers who were sent to that point to make an examination dis- 
approve of the work and say that it is not needed. Yet the committee 


has put itin; and I must say that at the time, under the influence of 


the eloquent tongue of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Stonr], I voted for the appropriation. After 
looking further into it; however, I have found I was wrong, and I now 
say that since this project involves the expenditure of $4,000,000 to 
a single harbor of refuge I object to it, believing that it is not 
a os. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did I understand the gentleman to say the com- 
mission has estimated that the proposed improvement ofthe Mississippi, 
when completed, will cost $17,000,000 ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Seventeen to twenty millions. 

oer HEPBURN. Will the gentleman tell me where they have said 
that? 

Mr. THOMAS. 


I will, with pleasure. If the gentleman will look 


at the report of the special committee of the Forty-seventh Congress, of 


which Hon. J. C. Burrows, of Michigan, was chairman, he will find 
the testimony of the commission on that point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did not the commission report to the House on 
that subject as follows—— 

Mr. THOMAS. I can not yield for the gentleman to read. 
but a minute or two remaining. ' 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have here the estimate of the commission, plac- 
ing the sum at $33,000,000. 

r. THOMAS. There was a difference of opinion, I remember, 
among the members of the commission as to the amount it would cost; 
and I recollect that their evidence was taken individually. The aver- 
age estimated cost was from seventeen to twenty million dollars. 

Mr. HEPBURN. One of them places it at $66,000,000. 

Mr. THOMAS. I remember that, too. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Including the tive minutes yielded by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana the gentleman has nine minutes left. 

Mr. THOMAS. In the nine minutes left me I can but touch this 
point, and I do not know but that I shall ask, at the end of the time 
that I may be allowed, a few minutes further in which to discuss this 
question. I should like, for instance, to discuss further the project of 
making this national harbor at Sandy Bay. The project involves an 

iture, as I have stated, of $4,000,000, and is intended to furnish 
a harbor of for the ocean-going and coastwise trade of New Eng- 
land. It is admitted there have been a great many vessels lost along 
that coast for the want of a good, safe harbor of refuge; but it isadmit- 
ted at the same time that there are other places where harbors to meet 
all the requirements of commerce could be established for a much less 


T have 


i 


Another point to which I wish to call the attention ef the commit- 
tee is that of reservoirs on the headwaters of the Mississippi. There is 
a small iation put into this bill to complete one of these reser- 


veirs. I will call the attention of the committee to the Janguage of 


the Chief of Engineers on this subject, as it is contained in a few words. 
The Chief of Engineers says, on page 1614 of his report: 
The object of the reservoirs is to collect surplus water, principally from the 
precipitation of winter, spring, and early summer, to be systematically released 
benefit navigation upon the reaches of the several streams below the 
also that of the Mississippi below oie Paul. Alleviation of floods 
ities near the — reservoirs expected to obtain to some extent, but 
of extended or freshets covering long reaches not expected. It 
proper to note here that this office is not responsible for the extravagant 
made me Saenee of the system and appearing in newspapers and 
ns from time to time as to the extended benefits to be derived 
reservoirs under consideration. 
that na’ may be benefited upon the Mississippi above the 
the Saint ix, upon the Saint Croix, the Chippewa, and the navi- 
reaches of the Wisconsin, the system of dams proposed for each must-be 
out, and no benefit of uence to the Mississippi below Lake Pepin 
predicated unless the entire system is built. 


the committee anxious to stop this work if no satisfactory 
were to follow, I concluded, after the expenditure of so large a 
sum of money as the Government had already invested, it was better 
to make the small 
see whether it would work out as was predicted by its friends. The 
engineer states unless the whole system is completed that no satisfac- 
tory results will follow; that the waters of the Mississippi will neither 
be restrained nor increased in volume unless the whole system is com- 
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Mr. WASHBURN. Is not that below Lake Pepin? 
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riation necessary to complete one system to |. 
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Mr. THOMAS. 
by this ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. One hundred miles between Lake Pepin and 
Saint Paul and three hundred miles above; about four hundred miles 
are affected by this system of reservoirs on the Upper Mississippi. 

Mr. THOMAS. It was stated there was that stretch of river to be 
affected directly by the construction of this one set of reservoirs, and for 
that reason the appropriation was putin. Therefore I mention it to 
justify the committee in the amount put in, while I must say I should 
question the propriety of completing the whole project, the whole sys- 
tem of reservoirs, unless this system when completed will show tlie 
navigation of the river can be improved in low water, that the floods 
can be restrained by these reservoirs in time of freshet. 

How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois that by a mistake of the Chair he has already had more time than 
he is entitled to. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask by unanimous consent that I may be allowed 
ten minutes further. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask the Chair to call my attention when five min- 
utes have elapsed, as I have agreed to yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. Chairman, fault will doubtless be found with me for the position 
I have taken in opposition to the improvement of the Galveston Harbor. 
I want to say that while I ama friend to the improvement of tlie rivers 
and harbors of this country, I think we ought to proceed with these 
works as a safe and conscientious business man would proceed with his 
private business, and that we should not allow considerations either 
political, social, or otherwise to control us, except those which point 
out to our judgments the most beneficial commercial results from any 
improvement we make. 

I want again to say that if this appropriation for Galveston had been 
limited, had been put upon an equal footing with other harbors of the 
same character and of the same importance, I should probably have re- 
strained myself and abstained from finding fault with the proposition; 
but when the committee have seen {fit to put its foot upon the estimates 
of the engineer—have seen fit to go on without estimates satisfactory 
to the committee or to the House and put in three quarters of a mill- 
ion for one year on this harbor, I must protest against it. 

I think we had better call a halt. I think we had better wait until 
the harbor board provided for in the bill has examined and reported. 
That, I think, would be a safe plan. It does no harm to Galveston. 
It treats that harbor and its improvements precisely as it treats other 
points, and I can see no justice in making an exception in favor of 
Galveston. 

I admit that by improving the Mississippi River the grain products 
of the great West have found a market abroad much more easily and 
cheaper than in former years. I am aware of the fact that saving in 
transportation alone in one year, since the completion of the jetties at 
the head of the passes, reached more than $11,000,000, which amount 
was saved to the grain producers of the Mississippi Valley. 

Iam aware also that during the last year nearly $28,000,000 was 
saved in freight and in insurance to the grain producers of the Missis- 
sippi Valley by the improvement of the Mississippi River and the im- 
provements at the heads of the passes. 

I have no sympathy with that sectionalism which places the appro- 
priations of one section against those of another. New England gets 
her bread cheaper if the farmers of Illinois, lowa, Missouri, and Kansas 
can get it to the sea cheaper; and so, instead of their suffering by these 
improvements, or by these appropriations for the improvement of our 
rivers and harbors, their poor and laboring classes are benefited by the 
reduction in the cost of transportation and the consequent reduction in 
the price of their food. 

If Galveston or the State of Texas in a smaller degree, with all her 
cattle, woolen, and other interests, can be benefited even in aspropor- 
tionate degree, I should be willing indeed to make any proper appro- 
priation for that State. But if we can get the expenditure down to 
$3,000,000, why pay eight and three-quarter million of dollars to ac- 
complish the same result? If you can get it down to four millions, 
why pay more? If Captain Eads says he can do it for eight and three 
quarter millions of dollars and maintain it for ten years, and the engi- 
neers say they can do it for $3,000,000, would it not be safer and more 
statesmanlike to take the plans of all the engineers of the country and 
see who can do it best and cheapest ? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Minnesota for the five minutes yielded by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, I will not occupy now the time 
yielded to me by the gentleman from Illinois unless I can have unan- 
imous consent to occupy also the additional time that has been as- 
signed to me by other members of the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will have to object to that. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I shall not occupy the time now. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, looking at the House in its 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman to ex- 
plain, now or hereafter, the plan upon which Captain Eads proposes to 
do this work. I have listened faithfully to what has been said upon 
the subject, but so far I have not heard a word of explanation that I 
have been able to understand. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In answer to my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Apams] I will state that Captain Eads was before the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors for more than two hours at the last session of this 
Congress in explanation of his project for the improvement of the Gal- 
veston Harbor, and I hold in my hand a printed copy of his remarks 
and explanations made on that occasion. The time accorded me pre- 
vents me going into a detailed explanation of the work proposed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my other friend from Illinois and colleague on 
the committee [Mr. THOMAS] was mistaken when he said that this 
measure had not been explained to the committee. As I have said, 
Captain Eads himself has explained his plans, and his explanation is in 
printand accessible to any member of the House who applies for it. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. With pleasure. 

Mr. THOMAS. My attention was distracted for an instant, and I 
did not hear distinctly what the gentleman said; but I understood him 
to say that I was mistaken about this plan not having been explained 
to the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Isaid that you were mistaken in saying that 
the project had not been explained to the committee. 

Mr. THOMAS. What I said was that at this session of Congress it 
had not been explained to the committee either by Captain Eads or 
anybody else. 

Mr. REAGAN. Thequestion was not whether it has been explained 
at this session, but whether it had ever been explained. 

Mr. THOMAS. If my colleague, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD], will allow me—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I decline to yield any more just now. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like toask the gentleman one more question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I can not yield further at present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to state to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], going back to the remark of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BUCHANAN], that the port of Galveston is 
one-third larger as regards receipts of cotton than the port of Savan- 
nah, and I have the statistics here to show it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope my friend from Georgia who sits near 
me (Mr. BUCHANAN] has heard the remark of the gentleman from 
Arkansas just uttered. 

Now, gentlemen say that no plans are furnished for this work at Gal- 
veston. When Mr. Eads proposed to make a contract with the Govern- 
ment of the United States for the deepening of the water at the mouth 
of the Mississippi River did he submit any plans? No. A commis- 
sion of engineers had been appointed by the Government to make an 
examination of the mouth of the Mississippi and ascertain what it would 
cost to improve the channel so as to give a depth of twenty-six or twenty- 
eight feet. That commission consisted of Generals Wright, Alexander, 
and Comstock, of the oo Corps; Professor Henry Mitchell, of the 
United States Coast Geodetic Survey; T. E. Sickles, W. Minor 
Roberts, and H. D. Whitcomb, distinguished civil engineers. They 
reported that the cost to the Government te deepen the channel as much 
as twenty-six or twenty-eight feet would be $5,342,110. Yet, when 
Mr. Eads offered to contract with the Government, he said he would 
do the work and achieve the depth of thirty feet for a sum of $90,000 
less than this commission of engineers said it would cost. 

It is a fact that the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi River, as 
erected by Mr. Eads, are only one-third the length of those which will 
be required to deepen the channel at Galveston thirty feet. The jetties 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River, owing to the peculiar conditions 
existing could be and were constructed of willow mattresses. 
We have not destructive marine insect the teredo at the mouth of 
the Mississippi, but it is found in untold millions at Galveston and all 
along that coast; the jetties required to be built at Galveston 
can not be built of or willow mattresses or any material of that 
kind because of the teredo. They must be constructed of stone or con- 
—_ and — be three times as long as the jetties at the mouth of the 

ver, 
_Mr. RIDGE. My friend will find that Captain Eads in 

) _ testimony before our committee speaks of the probable use 
of willows in the construction of the Galveston jetties, without defining 
the extent to which they could be employed. But he has stated to me 
that he never expected he could project that character of work more 
than one-fifth or one-sixth of the entire extent of the jetties; and he 
has has convinced him he would 
not be able to use them at all. As his evidence before the committee 
has te, I desired to make this statement. 

E . Mr. Chairman, I thank my friend from Arkan- 
sas for the statement. When we consider that the work at the mouth 
of the Mississippi River is only one-third the } of that required at 
Galveston ; when we consider that at the mouth of the Mississippi jetties 
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built of stone and concrete; when we consider that we paid Captain 
Eads $5,250,000 for the work done at the mouth of the Mississippi, will 
any member rise here in his place and say on his responsibility that 
$7,000,000 is too great a sum to be expended at Galveston Harbor ? 

How much money has been already expended at Galveston by the 
Army engineers in charge of that work, and what results have they 
achieved? I have the figures here. They have already expended at 
Galveston nearly $1,600,000, with the result of not deepening that har- 
bor more than three inches, according to the reports. Furthermore, 
there are two members of the Conimittee on Rivers and Harbors who, 
during last fall, made a personal investigation of the works of the Gov- 
ernment at Galveston, and I have the aythority of one of them at least 
for saying that those works have well-nigh disappeared; that though 
they were first built up to mean low tide, they are now six feet below 
mean low tide. In other words, the teredo and the storms have swept 
them away, and there is now but little, if anything, to show at Galves- 
ton Harbor for this expenditure of $1,600,000. 

At the mouth of the Mississippi River, before Mr. Eads took charge 
of the work, there had been expended by the Army engineers the very 
large sum of $2,300,000; and with what result? When those jetties 
were commenced a ship drawing seventeen feet of water could barely 
enter the portat New Orleans. Yet, after an expenditure of $5,255,000 
under the direction of Captain Eads, New Orleans ranks to-day as the 
second best seaport in the Union, being only equaled in its facilities ot 
harbor approach by the Golden Gate at San Francisco. 

Now, when this great engineer comes here and tells your committee, 
who are but your agents, that, notwithstanding the failure of the Army 
engineers, he can deepen that harbor to thirty feet at a cost not exceed - 
ing $7,000,000, is that too large a sum to be expended upon so great a 
work? Would the people of the United States be willing to-day for 
a billion of dollars to part with the results achieved by Eads at the 
mouth of the Mississippi? I opine not. If by an expenditure of six 
or seven million dollars Galveston Harbor can be improved so as to af- 
ford thirty feet depth of water, will not the people of the UnitedStates 
sanction the expenditure? Why, sir, when we consider what is done 
by other countries in respect to the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
what we do in the same direction is but a miserable pittance. I have 
here the figures to show that upon a single harbor, that of Cherbourg, 
France has expended in its improvement more than $100,000,000. 

Again, sir, here now while we are talking over this Galveston proj- 
ect, our neighbor Mexico, notwithstanding the fact that her pecuniary 
resources are a mere bagatelle compared with ours, has appropriated 
$10,000,000 for the improvement of the harbor at Vera Cruz, and that 
to be accomplished under a plan submitted by Mr. Eads. 

I desire briefly to call the attention of this House to the very re 
markable statement of what has been done by the little country of Hol- 
land, in Europe, and what I read is taken from a speech of mine during 
the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress: 

The greater part of the Netherlands has been formed of deposits ot 
rivers in the same manner as the Egyptian delta is formed by the Nile 
or the delta of the Mississippi by that great river. The principal rivers 
which have so formed it are the Rhine, including its different branches, 
the Meuse and its branches and confluents, and the Scheldt. 

To establish a firm footing amid so many rivers the inhabitants have 
kept them as far as possible within prescribed channels by embank- 
ments and have formed innumerable canals to receive the superfluous 
waters and to serve as means of internal communication. ‘‘ The sys- 
tem of drainage,’’ says a writer in the Encyclopedia Britannica, ‘‘ of 
what would otherwise have been an immense mud-bank, well deserves 
to be ranked among the wonders of the world. The land thus rescued 
from the rivers is nowhere much elevated above the sea, and in many 
places is even below the sea-level, so as to require still more wonderful 
defenses against the ocean. These defenses are in part supplied by the 
operation of nature casting up sand-hills along great part of the coast; 
but where these have not been formed their place is supplied by dikes 
of vast extent, built in the course of ages, partly of huge blocks ot 
granite brought from Norway and partly of bundles formed of young 
trees reared expressly for the purpose. These dikes stretch for hun- 
dreds of miles along the coast, and with those which line the rivers and 
canals, and with the requisite sluices, drawbridge, and hydraulic works 
of every kind, are estimated to have cost not less than £300,000,000"" 
(equivalent to about $1,500,000,000). ‘‘ They form in so small a coun- 
try a most astonishing monument of human industry, Yet they are 
not greater than the situation requires. They are barely sufficient to 
preserve the country from the dominion of the waters. The motto on 
the arms of one of the provinces, ‘Luctor et EXmergo,’ still describes the 
struggles of the invincible Hollanders requisite for maintaining the 
ground they stand upon.’’ The highways or roads often run for miles 
in a straight line along the summits of these dikes, and are thus at once 
dry and elevated, commanding extensive views. 

Not only have the Hollanders done this, but they have also drained 
and reclaimed Lake Haarlem, containing 42,000 acres. As early as 
A. D. 1643, a proposition to endike and drain the lake was made; 
and similar schemes, notably in 1742 and 1821, were brought forward 
from time to time. But it was not until 1836, when one farious hur- 
ricane, on the 9th of November, drove the waters as far as the gates of 
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Amsterdam, and another on the 25th of December sent them in the op- 
posite direction to submerge the streets of Leyden, that the mind of 
the nation was turned seriously to the matter. In August, 1837, the 

a King appointed a royal commissiop of inquiry; the scheme proposed by 
the commission received the sanction of the second chamber in March, 
1839, and in the following May the necessary law was passed and the 
work commenced. The lake covered an area of about seventy square 
miles, and had an average depth of more than thirteen feet. As it had 
no natural outfall, it was calculated that probably one thousand mill- 
ion tons of water would have to be raised by mechanical means. 

Pumping commenced in 1848, and the lake was dry by the Ist of 
July, 1852. The cost of reclgiming this 42,000 acres was £1 ,080,000, 
or about $5,400,000. The government, however, sold lands to the 
amount of £780, 000, so that the actual cost to the nation was only 
£300,000, or $1,500,000. 

At the time when Holland undertook the accomplishment of these 
gigantic works of internal improvement her resources and her popula- 
tion were insignificant compared with ours. Let us glance a moment at 
them. 

According to the census of that country of 1853, the eleven provinces 
constituting Holland contained a population of only 3,203,232; and ac- 
cording to the budget of receipts and expenditures of the national reve- 
nue for 1686 the total revenue from all sources of the Government was 
£6,099, 255, or about $30,500,000. 

Mr. iene when we consider the small number of inhabitants of 
that country, and the small revenue of the government at the timeof the 
completion of these works, we do not wonder that what they have per- 
formed in the way of protection against the mad waters should excite 
the marvel and admiration of mankind. In the language of another, 
*‘the inhabitants of this little storm-beaten republic, with matchless 
courage and constancy, have literally raised their country from the bed 
of the ocean, through centuries of toil, and advanced it to the foremost 
position in Europe, in commerce, agriculture, manufactures, opulence, 
and arts. All this has been done amid the storms of a frozen ocean by 
a handfu! of people through the instrumentality of their government.’’ 

To this what says this great Republic, with its 55,000,000 of people 
and its annual revenues of more than $300,000,000? * Does it begrudge 
the ten or twelve millions this bill carries? I do not believe it. 

Sir, this is but one showing of what other countries have done in ad- 
vance of us in great works of internal improvement. I hold there is 
more than one clause in the Constitution which justifies large appro- 
priations for the improvement of our rivers and harbors. And, sir, I 
for one, within the just limits of the Constitution, am in favor of imter- 
nol improvements. 

I regret, Mr. Chairman, my time is so limited I can not further dis- 
cuss this proposed improvement at Galveston. I wish now to notice 
the remarks of my colleague of the committee, the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Ginson],in reference to his criticism on the appro- 
priation made in this bill for the improvement of the Mississippi River 
from Cairo to the Gulf. My friend stated, among other things, that ac- 
cording to the plans proposed by Captain Eads for the river it would 
cost $100,000,000 to improve the Mississippi River ffom the head of the 
passes to Cairo. That swift-winged messenger the telegraph flashed 
throughout the country that extravagant assertion of my friend, and it 
overtook Captain Eads on his way to Mexico in the interest of his ship- 
railroad at the city of Dallas, Tex., and I hold in my hand a telegram 
received this morning from him, which I will read: 





DALwas, TEX., January 30, 1885, 
Mr. BLANCHARD, of Louisiana, 
(Care House of Representatives, Washington) : 


Please correct, or ask Mr. Greson to retract, statement of yesterday. I have 
never stated cost of improving Lower we pi at $100,000,000. The plan re- 
ported 7 commission in 1880 was my plan, and if adhered to and judiciously 
executed will not cost $30,000,000. 

JAS. B. EADS. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, against the assertion of the gentleman from 
West Virginia I place the words of Captain Eads himself. He uttered 
that assertion when he was attacking that feature of the Mississippi 
River appropriation, which places Eads in the position of advisory en- 
-_ to the Mississippi River Commission at a salary of $3,500 per 


a desire to say right here, this salary of $3,500 which is proposed to 
be paid to Captain Eads, inorder to get the benefit of hig great services 
as an advisory engineer ‘to the commission, is something he cares little 
or nothing about, for it is a well-known fact that he is a comparatively 
wealthy man. 

I will stop right here to say that he declined to enter into the em- 


of the Galveston Harbor at the price of $5,000 a year and $3,000 con- 
tingent on each foot of depth attained. He said that that compensa- 
tion was nothing like — me offered to him anna. 

But re 
change those fi and they did not for the reason that they had 
confidence and the assurance that the liberality of the of Galves- 
ton themselves would meet the emergency of the case 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











the Government refused to give. 
while his services are in demand at large sums by other countries, he 
will not refuse this work for the Government of the United States at 
Galveston, the people there making up to him if necessary a sum sufli- 
cient to induce his acceptance of the proposition. 


ple there. 
here. 
the Clerk’s desk by my friend from Illinois [Mr. THomas], have a 
counter-statement read from the leading newspaper of Texas relating 
to the improvement of Galveston Harbor, and refuting the statement 
that the project is urged in the interest of any wharf company. The 
charge that the contemplated improvement of the harbor is in the in- 
terest of a wharf compan 
provement, and wielded by them for the destruction of the measure. 


Commission, as approved or amended by the advisory 


ployment of the Government of the United States for the improvement 
Mr. Chairman, the committee did not 


make up to 
Captain Eads whatever of compensation he lacked or demanded which 
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In other words, we believed that 


I cite this in behalf of Galveston to show the earnestness of the peo- 
It is no scheme of any wharf company, as has been stated 
I could, if I had time, as a contrast to the paragraph read from 


y is the invention of the enemies of the im- 


Not only have the people of Galveston shown their earnestness and 


liberality in this matter by offering that if Congress will pass this bill 
and give them the depth of water their commerce demands they will, 
in order to secure the undertaking of the work, sa 
themselves in the matter of compensation, but. they 
shown even greater liberality and spirit of saloon in matters per- 
taining to the improvement of their harbor. 
Forty-seventh Congress failed to passa river and harbor bill,and by rea- 
son of that failure there was no money to prosecute Major Mansfield’s 
work at Galveston. 
$100,000 for the purpose of carrying on those works, and thus the defi- 
cit which had been brought about by the failure of Congress to pass 
the river and harbor appropriation bill of that year was met. 


any. ae Eads 
ve heretofore 
The last session of the 


In this emergency the city of Galveston raised 


Again, as I am informed, prior to that time these same people raised 


and expended another hundred thousand dollars in aid of the works of 
the Government looking to the improvement of their harbor. 


Now 
when I tell this House this I think they will agree with me that the 
Galveston appropriation in this bill is put there to meet the great de- 
mands of that city and section for a deep-water harbor. I think they 
will agree that it is no scheme, no job of any sort whatever; and in proof 
of that I point to what those people have done and are proposing to do 
themselves toward the attainment of that end. 

Now, sir, coming back to the remarks of the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Grsson], who I regret to see is not now near me, I de- 
sire to answer his argument that the clause of the Mississippi River 
appropriation which places Mr. Eads in the capacity of advisory engi- 
neer to the commission “‘ is unconstitutional and unprecedented.’’ He 
stated that he could not vote for such a proposition for the reason that 
it was unparalleled in the history of our country and was not sanc- 
tioned by the Constitution. Why? Because, as he insisted, it at- 
tempted to take from the olin of the Republic the power ‘of ap- 
pointment conferred upon him by the Constitution. I will state right 
here in this connection what this clause of the bill is, so that gentle- 
men may judge for themselves. 

It is that the work to be done on the Mississippi shall be done under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, 
specifications, recommendations, and estimates of the Mississippi <x 
eer, whic 
office is hereby created at a salary of $3,500 per year, it is recom- 
mended to the President to appoint to that position James B. Eads. 

There is no appointment in the bill of anybody to any office, and in 
that particular no part of the bill, certainly, is amenable to the criti- 
cisms passed upon it by the gentleman. I desire to say further that 
he is mistaken when he states that there is no precedent in the legisla- 
tion of this country for such a provision. 

Mr. LONG. Let me ask the gentleman, would you have recom- 
mended the appointment of an advisory rif the committee had 
EP RLANCHA body else was to be appointed than Captain Eads? 

LANCHARD. I will state, in answer to the question of my 
friend from Massachusetts, that this bill does not t anybody. 

Mr. LONG. But I ask the question in geod faith, would you = 
recommended the creation of such an office if the committee had be- 
lieved that an, sR aggdh ee pam ginger oe Captain Eads? 

Mr. BLAN And I answer the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts in equally good faith that in my own we would not. But 
itis certainly within the enmereral pver of the President in mak- 


oS to disregard the recommendation ef Congress. 


He could t Captain Eads under that Sool cmchents 
But further than that, I wish to say that there are plenty of precedents 
for the action proposed to be taken. 

Seer nese: er peence a tree ons Cteniy, hocents £0 me, 
without having looked it up at all, that during the administration of 
the elder Adams, and when it was het oy, < Baer, Sargent 
sil Feammending that General W the United States passed 
phar bear pommccsnie iy naw, then in retirement, be 
od enaeninieaaet and navies of the United 
States, and it was done. Dat evn Tees cee steh tad eal 
see the gentleman from, West V before me now I desire to call 
his attention to a measure which passed in 1860. I refer to 
the act entitled ‘‘An act for civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1961,’’ 
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approved June 25, 1860, by President Buchanan. In that act appears 
the following clause: 


For the completion of the Wash: mn Aqueduct, $500,000, to be expended ac- 
cording to the plansand estimates o Captain Meigs, and under his superintend- 
ence, } 

This is not only the making of an appropriation, but the designation | 
of an officer under whose direction it should be expended. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Did you say that Buchanan signed it? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I repeat, this was not only an act of Congress 
making an appropriation of half a million dollars—quite a large sum at 
that time—but actually appointing a man under whose superintendence | 
that money was to be expended. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question’? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not now. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will not the gentleman allow me a moment, since I 
submitted to his interruption during my remarks ” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I can not yield now. 

There, I say, is the provision of the law, and it meets the very case 
the gentleman denied existed ; and apropos to that I will read from the 
message of President Buchanan transmitting to Congress his approval 
of the act and the reasons he gave for signing the bill. I will notread 
it all, but will referto a clause relating to the appropriation for the con- 
struction of the Washington Aqueduct: 

It has been alleged— ~ 


Said the President— 


I think, without sufficient cause, that this clause is unconstitutional— 


That is to.say, the clause appointing Captain Meigs— 
because it has created a new office and has <eesnaee Captain Meigsto perform 
its duties. If it haddone this it would have na clear question, because Con- 
gress has no right to appoint to any office, this being especially conferred upon 
the President and the Senate. It is evident that Congress intended nothing 
more by this clause than toexpressa decided opinion that Captain Meigs should 
be continued in the employment to which he had been assigned by competent 
authority. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Congress in this bill, if this bill becomes a law, 
does nothing more than to designate to the President in the way of a 
recommendation Captain Eads for the position of advisory engineer of 
the commission. 

Mr. GIBSON. Willthe gentleman yield to me now? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. I now yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GIBSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Louisiana if Cap- 
tain Meigs was not at that time an officer of the United States Army 
serving his Government, if he had not been already assigned by the 
Government to carry on a special work, and if this was not an appro- 
priation to carry out ifications which he had made in his report to 
the Government previously; and I want to ask him if there is any 
analogy between that case and that of employing James B. Eads to 
overlook the officers of the Government. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Answering the last question of the gentleman 
first, I will say if he can not see the relevancy of this citation to the 
case at bar, then I can not make it any clearer to him. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Answering the first question the gentleman 
put to me, I will state that Captain Meigs was an Army engineer. I 
will state further, just as Mr. Buchanan does, that he had been pre- 
viously, by competent authority, assigned to that work. But, Mr. 
Chairman, the President the very next day could have ordered, by vir- 

position as Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of 
the United States, that officer of the Army away from that work; and 
for fear he would do it the Congress of the United States, in making at 
that time a very large a iation—— 

The CHAIRMAN. me of the gentleman from Louisiana has 


“—— 

r. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to 
proceed for ten minutes more. : 

REED, of Maine. I hope if the extension of time is allowed 
gentleman from Louisiana he will remember it when an exten- 
be asked for others. 

D. The gentleman from Louisiana did not object 
to an extension of time being granted to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. THOMAS] awhile ago. 

The -_ Is there objection to the request that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana have his time extended for ten minutes? 

There was no objection. 

- Mr. BLANCHARD. The President could have ordered Captain 


S 
gr 


—— away from that duty; but in order that he might be there to’ 


that work the Congress of the United States recommended, in 
stronger 1s than we use in the present bill, that Captain Meigs 
continue in prosecution of the work. Do we do more? I submit 
in all candor that we do not. a tleman here if there 


Sey nase ia: this Sates the a@ mere recommen- 
dation to the President to appoint James B. Eads to fill the position of 


een the act? And I repeat agai 
that Sas beneieeindiaes the Pontes ees 


to appoint Eads and could another. Therefore, that 
Bint is not to the criticism of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [| Mr. Greson] that this isan unconstitutional 
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and unheard-of provision, because Congress thereby attempts to exercise 
the constitutional prerogatives of the Executive. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will my friend from Louisiana yield to me fora 
moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sit 

Mr. PERKINS. Does this do anything more than provide jor the 
employment of Captain Eads for this purpose ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It does not. 

Mn PERKINS. And has any court ever held that Congress has no 
right to’authorize the employment of a man for a particular purpose ’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No, sir; and-that is all there is in this propo- 


| sition. I thank my colleague for his valuable suggestion. 


Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRicE], whom I do not 
now see in his seat 

Mr. PRICE (inanother part of the Hall). [I am here. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam glad to see that the gentleman is present 
In the few remarks he submitted to the House the day before yeste: 
day he took occasion to sectionalize this bill, if I may so express it 
He took occasion, and I am glad he isthe only member on this floor who 
has done so, to ascertain how much was given to the East, how much 
to the Northwest, how much to the West, and how much to the South: 
I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin, and I say it with gladness} 
that the question of sectionalism, whether political or otherwise, never 
entered into consideration in the River and Harbor Committee. I say 
we rose to a plane superior to that; and I am sorry to see «hat the 
gentleman himself did not do the same. 

Mr. Chairman, I exceedingly regret that I have not the time to have 
read from the Clerk’s desk some figures, since the gentleman from Wis- 
consin has interjected the sectional issue into this discussion. Noone 
regrets that he has done this more than I do. I for one want to know 
no North, no South, no East, no West in considering great questions 
affecting our common country. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No, sir; I have only ten minutes. I regret ex- 
ceedingly that that issue was brought in here, but since it was brought 
in by the gentleman from Wisconsin, I must be permitted in the few 
moments allotted me to meet him on that question. And, I repeat, not 
having the time to have read from the Clerk’s desk these figures, I will 
take occasion to have them printed with my remarks. 

In this connection I will state that the gentleman’s own State of Wis- 
consin ranks very high up in the aggregate of appropriations made for 
the improvement of its rivers and harbors. It comes next to New York 
and Michigan, or third on the list. ‘Therefore, sir, it comes with an ill 
grace from a Representative of that State to object to this bill in the 
face of these facts. Because, forsooth, with $750,000 in this bill for 
Galveston Harbor, a little more is given to the Southern than to the 
Northern section of the country, he makes up his mind to fight the bill: 

Mr. Chairman, ours is a great country. It has the longest and great- 
est rivers, it has the greatest lakes, and it has the longest line of sea- 
coast of any country on the face of the globe. Itis too great and grand 
and glorious for a narrow sectional spirit longer to be tolerated. 

Why, sir, there is within the limits of the United States one-sixth of 
the world’s entire wealth; and it is a fact, sir, that we as a people are 
increasing in wealth at the rate of $2,000,000 a day—-more than twice 
as rapidly as our nearest rivals Great Britain and Germany, and nearly, 
six times as rapidly as the greatest of our other rivals. It is a further 
fact, and I call the attention of this House and of the country to it, 
that we as a people pew are doing one-third of the world’s entire 
mining, one-fourth of the world’s entire manufacturing, one-fifth of the 
world’s entire agriculture, and one-sixth of the world’s entire banking 
on a territorial capital of but one-eighteenth of the world’s land area, 
and that, too, but partially reduced to use. 

Sir, I say, in conclusion, let us continue to present the example of a 
continental republic, possessed of every variety of climate and, produc- 
tion, whose people are as one again—loyally devoted to the perpetuity 
of the Union, fearing no foreign foe, following the pursuits of peace, 
and solving practically the great problem of self-government. [Ap- 
plause. ] 








APPENDIX. 


Executive Document Nga. 64, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, issued by the 
United States Engineer Office, gives the entire amount appropriated by the 
Government for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of this country from 
the day the very first appropriation was made. This, includingall the repairs, 
surveys, dredging wnaell nes, and other machines and materials used, amounts 
to $105,796,403, comparatively moderate, if we consider thé sums expended by 
other powers of far less extent than this. 

Viewed sectionally, the Eastern States have no cause to complain, New York 
least of all. That State stands at the head of the list in appropriations, having 
foemeed no less than $9,539,973.95 for rivers and harbors situated entirely within 

imits. 

The South, on the other hand, has some cause to protest. There isa greater 
extent of water front in the South than any portion of the Union, and more 
rivers, yet it falls far in the rear, and the Southern State which has fared best 
ranks only eighth in the list, as follows: New York, $9,539,973; Michigan, $7,915,- 
$56; Wisconsin, $6,675,795 ; Illinois, $6,277,080; Ohio, $3,832,761; Delaware, $3,043,- 
636; Massachusetts, $2,928,779, and Texas, $2,569,372. Divided sectionaily, it is 
found that the eleven Eastern States have obtained $24,742,717, or about $2 to 
each inhabitant; the twelve Western States, $38,033,533, or $2.15 to each inhabit- 
ant, and the thirteen Southern States, $27,176,222, or $1.50 to each inhabitant: 
Two States, Colorado and Nevada, have secured nothing for harbors. It is dis- 
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covered further that the little mountain State of Vermont has received very 
nearly as much as South Carolina, and that Connecticut's harbors and rivers 
have cost more to improve than those of Alabama, Georgia, Florida, Kentucky, 
South Carolina, or Tennessee, including their share of the improvements in the 
Mississippi, Ohio, and Tennessee Rivers. 

Mr.BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I have frequently heard debates on the 
river and harbor bill in the House and in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and in most cases the attacks made upon the 
bill were directed against the small appropriations. Thus far the criti- 
cism of this bill has avoided the small appropriations and has been di- 
rected to the large ones. After an examination, in connection with the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, of the various recommendations for 
rivers and harbors throughout the country, I have come to the conclu- 
sion that these much-derided small appropriations are in the main more 
profitably expended than the large ones, and that commerce is aided 
more by the small than by the very large appropriations. 

To my mind the objectionable features of this bill are not the small 
appropriations. I have no doubt that there are such appropriations 
made in this bill for undeserving items, but in the preparation of a 
measure of this kind, with the information available to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, it was simply impossible for that committee to 
judge intelligently of all the various schemes presented for its consid- 
eration. 

There are in this bill ninety-five appropriations of $5,000 and less; 
ninety-four between $5,000 and $20,000; forty from $20,000 to $50,000; 
nineteen from $50,000 to $100,000; eighteen from $100,000 to $200,000; 
eight from $200,000 to $500,000; one between $500,000 and $1,000,000; 
between $1,000,000 and $2,000,000, none; and between $2,000,000 and 
$3,000,000, one. 

if the members of this House will carefully scrutinize these items 
I believe that in the appropriations made for the small streams—ap- 
propriations of $5,000 and less, those between five thousand and twenty 
thousand and those between twenty thousand and fifty thousand— 
they will find but very few objectionable ones, and they will find that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, so far as it has had opportunity 
and facilities for examining into these cases, has given a fair and con- 
siderate judgment in dealing with the different rivers and harbors. 

The present method of making appropriations by Congress for these 
purposes is radically wrong. Under it the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and the House can have no adequate information as to whether 
an expenditure of money for any particular stream should be made or 
not. With the information accessible to the committee under the pres- 
ent system it is impossible to say with anything like precision or ac- 
curacy that agiven sum should be applied toa particular improvement. 
As I have said, the method is radically wrong. If you will take up the 
last report of the Engineer Department you will perceive how defective 
the method is. The Chief Engineer in his report to Congress says: 

In view of the misapprehension that seems to prevail regarding the annual esti- 
mates, it may be advisable here to go somewhat into detail. . 

After an interval of more than ten years an act was passedand approved June 
23, 1866, ‘* making apprepriations for the repair, preservation, and completion of 
certain public works, heretofore commenced under the authority of law, and for 
other purposes,.”’ (Statutesat Large, volume 14, page 70.) Thisact made provis- 
ion by specific appropriation for more than fifty works of improvement and di- 
rected that examinations or surveys be made at morethan thirty other localities 
with a view to theirimprovement. It was quite full, and expressed with much 
detail the manner in which the sums ap riated were to bc apptied. Itatso 
made provision for reports both spout oad annual (to be submitted to Con- 
gress) in relation to the various improvements and surveys therein provided for. 
quan other things set forth in the act as necessary to be reported to rt 
it required that the annual report shall be acco ied “ with a statement o 
the amount and date of all former appropriations foreach work, and a full esti- 
mate for its entire and permanent completion, with the amount that can be 
prefitably expended in the next fiscal year."’ 

In the ene yess an act wasapproved March 2, 1867 (volume 14, page 418), 
making provision for sixty works of inprovement and eighteen examinations 
or surveys, and containing the same general and specific requirements as to 
expenditures, reports, estimates, commercial , &e. 

t is proper to state (hat these annual estimates are made in compliance with 
the above-quoted requirements of law, and are not to be conside as carryi 
with them a recommendation of the officer in charge of the district or of th 
office, either in respect to the commercial value of the improvement or to the 
amount to be appropriated, other than for the most economical ad 
of works, the prosecution of which had already been approved by, Congress, 


The preliminary step is taken by Congress when it authorizes a 
survey, and any gentleman on this floor by simply requesting the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors to insert in the river and bor bill 
authority for the Engineer De: t to make a survey can have such 
a proposition inserted in the bill. Then the Department 
will make the survey, and the Chief Engineer will make a report and 


estimate as to the amount of money that will probably be required to 
make the stream thus surveyed navigable. 


That report comes before us as a recommendation from the Engineer 
Department, or rather it has been so treated by —. In point of 
fact, as gentlemen will see, the Engineer in Chief 


making an. 
such recommendations in these estimates that he sends to Congress. So 
you see we are pursuing a method wholly embraced in most cases within 
a circle, whose confines do not contain sufficient data on which to act 
intelligently on so important a subject. Congress authorizes the sur- 


vey of thestream; the t surveys the stream and 
makes a report to with an estimate; Congress makes an appro- 
priation because the Department made the survey and 

mated the cost; and the Engineer Department made the survey and 


estimated the cost because Congress authorized it so todo. There you 
have the long and short of the entire proceeding. 

Therefore the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was compelled, in 
the exercise of a wise discretion, to reject many of these recommenda- 
tions, and about one hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty of 
the streams embraced in the reports of the Engineering Department for 
this year were rejected upon such knowledge as the committee could 
obtain out of the Book of Estimates. Now, what kind of a basis is that 
u»on which to make these appropriations? Of course the committee 
is often aided by members of Congress, but the information thus ob- 
tained varies. Some members of Congress are happily endowed with 
a very vivid imagination. They can point out the great advan 
to commerce which are to result from the improvement of a given 
stream. Others are matter-of-fact individuals, not specially endowed 
with powers of imagination; so they make statements not so attractive 
and often not so influential, and are quite unable to make the worse 
appear the better reason. Others, again, have much argumentative 
fertility and can make words appear to be things, and can wholly ob- 
literate, when necessary, things by words. 

The information coming in this way is impelled doubtless by an 
honorable desire on the part of the members that an appropriation 
should be made. Their fellow-members, anxious not to impute to 
them any intention to misrepresent the facts, take their word, and the 
appropriations are made. Then you find members of Congress who 
appear before the committee and argue, ‘‘Oh, if you will improve this 
stream in my section of the country you will build up a vast commerce; 
there are hundreds of thousands of acres of fine timber land and fine 
coal land; all that is needed to develop the resources of that section of 
the country is to make an appropriation.’’ Others say, ‘‘ We do not 
want appropriations made except so far as commerce may demand it.’’ 
That is a principle to which I agree. That is the policy for which I 
contend, that no appropriation should be reported by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors or passed by this House unless the actual present 
demands of commerce require it. I do not believe in appropriating 
money for particular streams with the view of developing a commerce 
that-may ultimately come from that district. Sufficient unto the day 
is the necessity thereof. 

Thus, in considering these propositions, the Committee on Rivérs and 
Harbors and the House are not advised as they should be with refer- 
ence to the amounts which ought to be appropriated for particular 
streams. I am notsurprised that gentlemen rise on this floor and crit- 
icise with just severity the report of the Committee on livers and Har- 
bors, because it is open to such criticism from the very necessities and 
exigencies of the case. 

It was hoped that some responsibility for river and harbor expend- 
itures would be placed somewhere. It was thought that this responsi- 
bility ought to be fixed in the Secretary of War, or if not in the Secre- 
tary of War, in the Chief of Engineers. But when we come to the 
Secretary of War, what have we? We have from that officer, as a gen- 
eral thing, a mere submission of the estimates made by the Engineer 
Department, without any specific recommendations. 

Secretary Lincoln, a man of the highest integrity and character, un- 
dertook in a letter to the Forty-seventh Congress to point out various 
small streams which were provided for. Some of these appropriations 
were carried through, some were defeated. But on went the work of 

nding monewp for stream after stream, notwithstanding the fact that 
is information had come from the Secretary of War. 

On this occasion the Secretary of War has recommended an appro- 
priation of $8,000,000 for the river and harbor bill. My friend the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. WILLIS] was 
in error when he said that this bill contains but one-third of the amount 
This bill appropriates more than $4,000,000 
in excess of the recommendation by the Secretary of War to Congress. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam sure my friend does not desire to misrepresent 
me; and as I see a similar statement in,one of the New York papers of 
this morning, I hope he will allow me to say that, as he knows and I 
know, the Chief of Engineers submits annually to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors a vv amount which can ee 
expended on these works during the coming fiscal year. e estimate 
thus submitted by him for the next fiscal year is $34,000,000; and that’ 
is what I.stated. This amount is not what will complete the existing 

j but the amount which he states can be profitably expended. 
t is all I said. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not wish in any way to misrepresent the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Therecan be no difference of opinion upon that point. 
There is only one side to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the engineer recommend that the amount be 


Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Or does he say that it could be ? 

Mr. WILLIS. He recommends the expenditure. subordinate 
engineers often submit estimates which the Chief of Engineers cuts 
down, as he has done in this case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My recollection is that he states the amount which 
can be expended, if the work goeson; but he does not indorse the work. 






1885. 


Mr. WILLIS. Headvises¢ that at these various points he can 
profitably expend—‘‘ profitably ”’ is the word—these various amounts. 
Mr. GUENTHER. May I call attention to the fact that the Secre- 
tary of War says that $500,000 can be profitably expended for the im- 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, yet the committee has not 
reported an appropriation of one solitary cent for that purpose? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is true. 

Mr. BAYNE. The chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors is mistaken in saying that the Engineer in Chief recommends the 
appropriation of $34,000,000. If the gentleman had paid attention to 
what I have been reading he would have discovered that the engineer 
disclaims in specific terms any responsibility for these estimates put in 
by the subordinate engineers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Here is a column on page 164 in regard to rivers and 
harbors, in which all the rivers and harbors recommended to Congress 
are stated. In the last column are the words “‘ the amount that can 
be profitably expended in the next fiscal year as reported by the Chief 
of Engineers.””  , 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Read the note on the same page. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not yield, and I hope gentlemen will not inter- 
rupt me. Now, Mr. Chairman, the note on page 164, referring to the 
very statements put in by the Chief of Engineers, is as follows: 

Norr.—The following statement is not furnished as a part of the “‘ annual es- 
timates for the pubiic service’' required by the act of March 3, 1875 (18 Statutes, 
370), to be furnished by the Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but is inserted as a convenient and customary summary of items taken 
from the annual report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1884, showing, 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1867 (14 Statutes, 
page 421), “ the amount that can be profitably expended in the next fiscal year"’ 
on each of the uncompleted works mentioned. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is precisely what I have said. 

Mr. BAYNE. Immediately before that, on page 164, my friend the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors will find that the 
Secretary of War recommends an appropriation of $8,177,000 for the 
rivers and harbors of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is not in conflict with the other. 
conflict? 

Mr. BAYNE. 


Where is the 
I say, Mr. Chairman, that I do not wish to misrepre- 


nothing further from my intention than that. 

Mr. WILLIS. I am aware of that fact. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, I understand him tosay that a recommendation 
had come in here from the Secretary of War for $34,000,000, and that 
we had appropriated about one-third of that recommendation. I say 
the Secretary of War has recommende@l but $3,177,000 to go into the 
river and harbor bill for this year, and not a dollar more. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no conflict between the gentleman and my- 
self. I repeatagain, that the Chief of Engineers, the officer in charge 
of these works, -has recommended to Congress he can profitably expend 
$34,000,000, that the Secretary of War hasscaled that down to $8,000, - 
000, arid the committee has scaled it down to $12,000,000, are matters 
we know, but it still remains not that $34,000,000 will complete these 
works, but that if Congress will give him the money he can profitably 
expend that amount; and that amount is a reduction, as the gentle- 
man knows, on the estimates of the local engineers in charge of the 
different works. | 

Mr. BAYNE. All I have been trying to do, and the gentleman’s 
statement confirms it, is to show that Congress has no adequate infor- 
mation on which to make these appropriations. You hear my friend 


saying that the Engineer Department recommends $34,000,000 in round 
num 


Mr. HISCocK rose. 

Mr. BAYNE. I can not yield. I have more than I can get through 
with. I would permit my friend as soon as any other cheerfully if I 
had the time. 

Now, the Department estimates about $34,000,000. The 
Engineer in Chief has trimmed it down—how much Ido notknow. The 
Secretary of War has diminished it to a little over $8,000,000. 

But I have a number of other matters to mention here before I take 
my seat. There are, as I have said already, some objectionable meas- 
ures in the bill. One is Sandy Bay, on the coast of Massachusetts, for 
which an appropriation of $100,000 is put in to begin a work that will 
cost from six to eight millions of do}lars for a harbor of refuge; and that 
pin, meee pe here in the face of the recommendation of the 
which went there to examine into the proper place to Io- 
cate a harbor of refuge. That measure ought to be stricken out of the 
bill. Until the unite or the commission appointed to report 
whether a harbor is necessary and select a locality other than that 
or agree upon that, there should be no money advanced for that purpose. 

Another objectionable measure Yn this bifl is the Hennepin Canal; 
not because it is objectionable in my mind per sc, for I think it would 
facilitate commerce to construct that canal. I believe that it isan hon- 


— Se ne. I do not believe there 
back any respect, I opposed to incorporating 
an the river‘and hasbor appraptiotion | = 


bill. If you put this one 
in you will put another and another, and in a few years hence you 
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may have thirty or fortycanals in your river and harbor bills. There- 
fore I think this canal should stand upon its own footing and be re 
ported by the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Another scheme objectionable in this bill, and which involves a vio- 
lent departure even from the methods the committee has always here- 
tofore employed in the way of making a bill, is one of $750,000 for 
Galveston. That appropriation is made without any plans, specifica- 
tions, or estimates having been furnished to Congress. No man here 
knows what the scheme of Captain Eads may be for the improvement 
of that harbor. 

No man can undertake to say that.it will prove successful. Thatap- 
propriation is made in a spirit, in my opinion, of blind faith in Captain 
Eads and without anything else in the world to recommend it. It has 
been cited on the floor here often and over again that Captain Eads 
achieved wonderful engineering exploits; that he built the Saint Louis 
bridge and improved the mouth of the Mississippi River. Mr. Chair- 
man, the Saint Louis, bridge, as has been said by my colleague | Mr. 
TrHomAS], has nothing whatever to do with engineering skill in pro 
viding water ways. ‘The work on the passes at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi River, I declare to you to-day, is butanexperiment yet to be tried, 
with the chances largely against its ultiniate success. 

Mr. KING. Where does the gentleman get his authority ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will give my authority. In the first place, if any 
man will go beyond the mouth of those passes and make the necessary 
soundings he will find a bar beyond the mouth of the passes; and let 
the Engineer Department of the Government meke.-that investigation, 
and my word for it they will find that result 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Icannot yield now. I say they will find that result, 
and that for this and another reason which I will cite the jetty system 
is a failure. 

Mr KING. That is not true. 

Mr. BAYNE. Another fact is also apparent, that this pretended jetty 
system is a failure at the mouth of the Mississippi River for the reason 
that whereas ten, twelve, or fourteen years ago the Atchafalaya Bayou 
was a narrow, unpretending water way, fordable at many points, with 
but little water in it, now it has become quite a stream, and the 


| waters of the Mississippi River have been diverted by the jetties into 
sent the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; there is | 


that bayou; and the danger is now that all the waters of the Mississippi 
River will eventually: take that course to the ocean 

Now, the plan, as I understand it, is to get Mr. Eads back of the 
Mississippi River Commission in order to do what? At a salary of 
$3,500 a year he is placed there in order that he may throw a dike across 
the Atchafalaya, and thus make the waiters of the river pursue their 
course to the sea through the jetties at the mouth of the rive 
an express appropriation of $65,000 for that purpose. What is the ef. 
fect of this plan? The effect is as certain as that rain falls, to fill up 
the river between the Atchafalaya and the passes at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River. That part of the river is gradually filling up, and, 
unless the waters of that stream are again deflected into the Mississippt, 
they will so fill up that water way that it must become unnavigable. 

On the other hand, if you fill that place up, throw a dike across the 
Atchafalaya River, you are simply inviting the floods of the Mississippi 
River to make their way through some other bayeu—to open up some 
other water course for them—and they will reach the ocean through 
such pass as they are reaching it through the Atchafalaya, and as they 
will continue to reach it in graduaily increasing volume if they are not 
shut out by a dike across that river. Why is this true? Simply be- 
cause the jetty system implies a species of damming up the water. 
They talk of getting ‘‘ accelerated velocity’? in order to scour out a 
channel and deepen it. 

How do they get it? They dam the water to get the greater fall. 
These jetties are constructed upon that principle, and there is no more 
certain thing in this world than that those low alluvial lands about 
there will be broken through at different points by these great floods 
down that river, and no man’s ingenuity or skill in this world can con- 
fine these vast quantitjes of water within the banks of the Mississippi 
between the Atchafalaya River and the Gulf. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will, for a question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Does not my friend from Pennsylvania 
know that the flood-head at the South Passis nearly a foot iower to-day 
than when the jetties were built? The effect of the jetties has been 
to lower the flood-head, not to elevate it, as the gentleman stated. 

Mr. BAYNE. There may be records going to indicate that fact, and 
it is possible that it is attributable to the fact that a greater volume of 
the water is going down that unnamable river, and thus lowering the 
water at the . That is in all probability the cause of it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But my friend said that this jetty system 
had dammed the river up. 

Mr. BAYNE. And there is nothing more certain than that the jetty 
system is damming it up now to a certain extent, and the water that 
formerly went through the passes has been deflected and is passing 
through the Atchafalaya River. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But how do you account for the fact that 
it has lowered the head of water at the passes? 


There is 
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Mr. BAYNE. It has not lowered it above. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But it has lowered it at that point. 
Mr. BAYNE. That is true; but not above. Where you confine the 


channel and increase the velocity of course it would secure a deepen- 
ing of the channel in time; but the water above has been dammed up 
by these jetties, and the consequence is the flow and push of the water 
is not so great above as in the jetties, and the sedimentary deposits 
will gradually fill up the channel above the jetties, which result is go- 
ing on at this very moment, and I predict with what little knowledge 
I have on this subject, and it is not very great, that this jetty system 
will ultimately prove a failure 

‘There will be only one way to obviate it, and that is to build jetties 


all the way up the Mississippi River, and thus confine its waters within | 


one channel, and within jetties so powerful and secure and so well 
built that the waters of this great stream can not undermine them or 
wash them away 

It would require hundreds of millions of dpliavs to do that thing. 
Now they want a channel made at Galveston. Galveston has my cor- 
dial sympathy. I will appropriate a million or two millions or three 
millions or five millions to give you an assured harbor at Galveston. I 
do not want to deny Galveston the chances of putting out its commerce 
and receiving into its harbor the largest vessel we float. J am notonly 
willing but I am anxious that it should be done. But why do it ac- 
cording to the plan of Captain Eads’ How do you know it is going to 
succeed ? I say the reasons against success are infinitely stronger there 
tian they were against the success of the jetties at the mouth of the 
Mississippi 

Why? Because you have four hundred and fifty square miles of water 
above the harbor in an almost stagnant condition; and the only way you 
get an outflow is when the tide rises and pushes a body of water in 
which must run out, or where there are heavy rains in that section which 
contribute to those streams and the water comes down those streams. 


You can not create the velocity of flow that you have at the mouth of 


the Mississippi River; and for that reason the scheme proposed by Cap- 
tain Eads, if we know what it is, will prove a failure at Galveston; and 
the engineer talent of this country, including Captain Eads, has not 
yet discovered the method of giving a 30-foot channel at Galveston. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now, with thegentleman’s permission, I would like 
to ask him a question: How does he know that to be the-plan of Cap- 
tain Eads? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will tell the gentleman how I know that to be his 
plan. Captain Eads was before the committee, not at this but at the 
last session of Congress, and he was interrogated by myself respecting 
his plan. I hada curiosity to know what his plan was. He expati- 
ated with elaborate eloquence on his theories; but I wanted to know 
something about the practical plan. So I put the inquiry to him: 

Mr, Bayne. Is your present plan for improving Galveston Harbor similar to 


your plan for the jetty work at the mouth of the Mississippi River? 


Captain Eaps. Itis based upon the same principles precisely. The location 
of the works must be quite different, of course, 

Mr. Baywe. And it is to make a channel 1,000 or 1,500 feet wide”? 

Captain Eaps. The channel at Galveston would be wider than that, but it 
would be nothing like the width that the Government engineers propose. 

Mr. Bayne. Nothing like 12,000 feet’? 

Captain Eaps. That isa matter I should take into serious study before I should 
determine what particular width and direction | should give, but I do not think 
ii would bé over 3,000 feet. 

Mr. Baywxe. Is there a similarity of conditions between Galveston and the 
mouth of the Mississippi? 

Captain Favs, Only in so far as this is a bar composed of material that is 
brought there by the action of the current? 

Mr. Breckixeipce. At Galveston the bar is formed by material brought there 
by the action of the Gulf currents, and at the mouth of the Mississippi the mate- 
rial was brought there by the action of the Mississippi currents ? : 

Captain Fans. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Bayxer. Have you madéa personal examination of the harbor at Galves- 
tou? 


Captain Eaps. I have been there several times. 


With a diplomacy worthy of the gentleman, whose abilities are ac- 
knowledged, he declined to say that he had made such an examination 
as would enable him to tell what his plans were, where he would place 
his jetties, how far apart they would be; and to this day and hour he 
has not stated that plan. And yet Congress is asked to appropriate 

750,000 without knowing how he is to expend one dollar of that money. 

Then one word more in this connection. Mr. RANKIN inquired: 


Mr. Ranks. As I understand it, there is nothing in this plan of yours that is 


not open to the world, Is there anything to prevent the Government engineers 
from adopting it? 


Captain Eaps, No. 

Mr. RANKIN. Suppose the city of Galveston should accept yours as a business 
proposition—-and I direct this question more to the representatives of that city 
who are now present than to you. If that plan is adopted by the Government 
why would it not be better to appropriate a certain sum for cach year than to 
appropriate four or five millions in one sum for the whole number of years? 


The committee are now asked to recommend thisappropriation to do somethi 


for which we have no estimate, They generally manage to get the money ou 
of it some way. 


Mr. THOMAS. 
question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. THOMAS. Were the provisions of this bill or the other bill 


that came to the committee before the committee at the time Captain 
Eads was there? 


I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
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Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; neither the provisions of this bill nor the bill 
that has since been presented was before the committee at the time 
Captain Eads was there. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My friend isinerror. The bill introduced 
by Judge REAGAN was at that time before our committee and under 
consideration. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. And it was because that bill had been introduced 
that Captain Eads was present. 

-Mr. BAYNE. My memory may beatfault. I do notremembersee- 
ing the bill till I saw it this session of Congress; and I am sure I could 
not have seen it, or at least examined it, or I would have a vivid recol- 
lection of its existence; because of all the marvels presented to any 
legislative body for its action I never found the equal of that bill 
which was presented for the improvement of Galveston Harbor in the 
interest of Captain Eads—a bill appropriating $1,000,000 for the first 
foot, $1,000,000 for the second foot, $500,000 for the third foot, $500,000 
for the fourth foot, $350,000 for each of the next six feet, $400,000 for 
each of the next two feet; all that vast —— to be given to 
Captain Eads for securing eleven or twelve feet of water—which any- 
body could have secured over that bar by the simple use of dredge- 
boats—and without a single solitary guarantee to the Government that 
that contract would be performed and that work done except the with- 
holding of $500,000 for ten years, on which the Government was to pay 
interest at the rate of 4 per cent. 

Mr. KING. ‘There is no such provision in this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I never saw such a measure in all my legislative ex- 
perience. I doubt whether anybody anywhere ever saw the like of it 
before, and I hope the American Congress will never see its like again. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is that provision in this bill ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; it is not in this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ah! Itisa man of straw. 

Mr. BAYNE. That was the original bill, and it is very properly 
used as a measure of Captain Eads’s fertility of resource and as an indi- 
cation of the things he may do, and in fact the reason he did not do it 
was because the Committee on Rivers and Harbors would not have itso. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania this 
question: If Captain Eads would so deal with the Government in re- 
gard to Galveston Harbor, how would he be likely to act with un- 
limited power as to the Mississippi? 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the committee 
is better by far than the original proposition, and yet the proposition of 
the committee ought to be voted down. To make a vast appropriation 
of $750,000 for this work without a plan, without estimates, without 
knowing how itis going to be applied—to say to one man, ‘‘ Take this 
money and expend it as you please and secure a certain number of feet 
of water ’’—to leave it all to him, the Government exercising no scru- 
tiny, no judgment about the matter, is a proceeding which as a mem- 
her of this House I can not countenance. 

I think Congress ought to have sufficient data on which to form an, 
intelligent judgment before making such an appropriation as this. I 
think Congress ought to know where this money is going, and how it 
is going to be expended, and upon what plan. 1 think Congress ought 
to have the opportunity of submitting the plans for this work to the 
rigid scrutiny of other engineers, in the service of the Government and 
elsewhere. I think these plans ought to be published in the news- 
papers, so that all the world might see them and see what was proposed 
to be done, and then, perchance, Congress might get such enlighten- 
ment in the way of criticism upon the plans as to lead gentlemen to 
say, We will not appropriate this money to be expended in this way, 
because we believe that if we did it would be lost. 

Inasmuch as the gentlemen from Texas have such an abiding faith 
in Captain Eads I am willing to reeoommend his employment by the 
-Government, but I am unwilling to appropriate any more money than 
will be required to get out the necessary plans for the work. Then I 
want those plans and specificatious brought before Congress, that it 
may examine them and see whether the money should be expended in 
that way or not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the next great appropriation in this bill is that 
for the Mississippi River. I can recollect very well when on the floor 
of the House gentlemen rose in their places and said, ‘‘Give your ap- 
propriations for the grand Mississippi River; make liberal appropria- 
tions for the Mississippi, but strike out a}l the creeks and rivulets and 
the runs.’’ 

Gentlemen criticised the river and harbor bill perhaps with just se- 
verity, but very often I believe with an undiscriminating judgment that 
did not do them credit. But in that way they created a volume of 
public sentiment in favor of making large appropriations for the Mis- 
sissippi—a sentiment almost as vast in extent as the body of water in 
that great river at high flood. So, on the present occasion, we are 
asked to make another great apprpriation of nearly $4,000,000 for the 
Mississi 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has been the result of the work that has 
been done so far on that river? Sir, it has proved a complete failure, 
and the Macedonian cry has come to us, ‘‘Give us Eads that he may 
help us!’’ “Help us or we sink !”’ 

tr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It was Cesar that said that. 
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Mr. BAYNE. Yes, it was Cesar that said that; but it is the same 
thing. It is what the Mississippi River Commission is likely to say. 

We have here a @emand for nearly $4,000,000, and, after having made 
some examination into that subject, I say here that every dollar of that 
money, if it is expended on that river—except the portion of it that may 
be spent for dredging—will be money absolutely thrown away. 

Ilas any gentleman here a fall knowledge of the dangers besetting 
the channels of that river at high flood? 
formed that the water will undermine the banks so that at times as 
much as four or five or six acres of land will drop into the stream at 
once—land having great large trees on it, with roots running deep down 
into the ground, and, therefore, a far stronger and more powerful ob 
stacle to resist the action of the water than any piles that can be driven. 
Yet that land with those great trees upon it, with their great roots, is 
undermined and swept away almost ina moment. Nevertheless you 


Why, sir, I am eredibly in- | 


| 


| telegram on this subject from 


have a “commission ’’ down there driving in their little piles, and get- 


ing up their little mattresses, and hauling their little cart-loads of stone, 
and putting that material down, and undertaking to check the course 
of that mighty stream at high flood. It is the finite fighting the in- 
finite. It is simply an impossibility. 

Tennyson says somewhere: 

Possibles do and impossibles dare 
And gallop in spirit everywhere, 

This is but the daring of the impossible. 
good sound sense; it is not the conclusion of practical knowledge. It 
is the daring, the hope, the dream, the expectation of vivid imagina- 
tions that something can be done; and therefore, as I have said, this 
cry has gone up from the Mississippi River people—‘‘ Give us Eads, or 
we shall fail inour undertaking !’’ Sir, they have failed in their under 
taking. 


. . | 
It is not the conclusion of | 





Liat 


Mr. BAYNE. Notonly so, but it is confessed all around that t) 
plan pursued by the commission is the plan which Eads suggested 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Oh, no; that is not conceded at all. 

Mr. BAYNE They may change their plan now; but the plan of 
Mr. Eads was to narrow the channel and put into operation the scour- 
ing-out process. He himself says over and over again that this is his 
plan—to narrow the volume of water, thus encouraging the scouring- 
out process and securing a deep channel 
I can not elaborate it or put it in 
that is the plan. 

My triend from 
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That is the whole system 


scientific terms. In plain language 
New York | Mr. Hiscock} has 


the War Department. 1 


handed mea 


will read it 


WAR DePARTMENT, Ja 

Hon. F. Hiscock 

Your telegram received, ¢ etal Engineers reports that the only damage re- 
ported is that mentioned in Captain Sears’s letter of January 26, which is said 
to have occurred i7th of January, and is reported ‘as follows: “On the 17th in 
stant a cave occurred two hundred and fifty feet in length and one hundred feet 
leep about 1,000 fect above range 20. It took place in a pocket, making it 
larger rhe current is too strong and the river too high to admit of makin, 
another mat. It is proposed to float a string of piles, prepared for experimental 
pile revetment, and sink them in this pocket Coe brench is stated to be near 
Pilcher’s Point, about eighteen miles above Lake Providence Furthe: 


re port 


I} be called for by telegraph from the officers in charge 


ROBT, 'T. LINCOLN, S fary ih 
Phis is a recent report, and it coniirms the report of the commission 
that these banks are caving at one point and another, that revetments 
have failed, that piles have fiiled, that dikes have failed, that every 
thing has failed. And it is in the nature of things that everything 
must fail, because no practicable human ageney can cope successfully 


| with the great flood tides of the Mississippi River; and the sooner we 


And now is Congress going to vote three or four million dol- | 


lars more for this Mississippi River improvement to be wasted in the | 


same way? 

The plans of the commission are all ready to goon. Those plans 
have been submitted. The members of the commission themselves 
have the integrity and the candor to say that their plans have failed. 
The report of the commission tells of the diflieulties they have en- 
ecountered—a caving bank here, another caving bank there, and an- 
ather there; and if any gentleman will take up that report and mark 
the number of cases of caving banks, I venture to say that he will find 
at least ten or twelve such places where the banks are stated to have 
caved. 

Why, sir, I heard only last night that a lot of piles had been driven 
at one _— on the Mississippi River for the purpose of narrowing the 
¢ —carrying out the scheme of the Mississippi River Commission ; 
that the water had washed the sand away; that the piles had toppled 
over, and that one of them had come in contact with the wheel of a 
steamboat andbrokenit. These are resultsof the efforts youare making 
to narrow the channel of the Mississippi River and to improve the 
river at an expenditure which must ultimately reach hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars, because every million you put in there will require 
another million or more to undo the mischief your system is causing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the gentleman allow me to corect an 
error of fact? The Mississippi River Commission does not state that 
this work is a failure; the majority of the commission state that it is 
a success, and ask for liberal and prompt appropriations to prosecute 
the work. My friend knows very well the serious difference of opinion 
that there is in regard to some things in that report; but his statement 
just now with regard to the report of the commission was, I presume, 
an unintentional error, and therefore I decided to correct it right here. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, if there is any dispute on this point, I call at- 
tention to the report of the Mississippi River Commission. On page 3 
it speaks of a caving bank; again on page 4 it speaks of a caving bank, 
and again on page 7 and page 8. On page 9 two are mentioned, and 
again caving banks are mentioned on pages 10 and 12. Thus you can 
go through this report page after page and find nothing but “ caving 
banks ’’ and other difficulties. And finally the commissioners ‘‘cave,”’ 
and must have the assistance of Captain Eads! There is this blind 
belief on the part of some men that Captain Eads can go there and get 
that commissién out of its difficulty. Eads is a great man, but he is 
unequal to that emergency. 

A MEMBER. And you are not willing to let him try ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; I voted to put in Captain Eads as an advi- 
7 Se the commission. I am willing to give the utmost facili- 

es for securing whatéver result is possible; I am willing he shall 
there and advise with that commission. Bu is 
Cures Sere nearly $4,000,000 to be thrown away on that 

_Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him whether the very same gentlemen who are now urging the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Eads were not absolutely certain in 1882 that this Missis- 
sippi River Commission was all that was needed to manage the improve- 
ment of that river? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, it was thonght so. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. They were then just as sure that the 


commission was all that was necessary as they now are that Captai 
Eads is the desideratum. ™ 4 . mt 


| 
| 
| 
| 





But I do protest against this: 





make up our minds to that facet the better it will be for us all and the 
better ic will be for the Treasury of the United States, Everything 
has failed but the Treasury and the water. The water is still there; 
and the ‘Treasury is still at the other end of the Avenue. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | have here pointed out what I believe to be 
grave objections to this bill. I believe this vast appropriation tor the 
Mississippi River is an objection, and an insuperable one. I believe 
the appropriation for the Mississippi River should be somewhere in 
the neighborhood of $500,000 forthe purpose of dredging and alleviating 
the dangers that beset the navigation of that stream. I thinkonly about 
fifteen or twenty or twenty-five thousand dollars should be appropriated 
for Galveston Harbor, to include Captain Eads to prepare plans and speci- 
fications to be submitted to the next Congress. And if Captain Eads can 
convince the next Congress he can give Galveston a channel twenty-five 
or thirty feet in depth, I say employ him to go on and supervise that 
work under the direction of the Secretary of War and have that work 
done. 

I know the difficulties that the people of the South Atlantt: coast 
labor under in reference to harbors; I know the great number on the 
North Atlantic coast. I appreciate the difference, and I for one am 
anxious to help them out. I want to help them out wherever I can 
and whenever | am convinced an appropriation will effeet that object I 
will give it cheerfully; but I am unwilling to vote these vast sums out 
of the Treasury for that purpose when we have no assurance at all this 
money will secure the results predicted. 

Mr, Chairman, I ask leave to incorporate in my remarks some mitter 
I have not had an opportunity to deliver. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly 

[Efforts have been made to discredit the capacity of the officers of the 
United States Engineer Corps. It has been said that their education 
is limited in the science of civil engineering. Having the highest con 
fidence in the honor and integrity of these oflicers, I desired to inform 
myself as to their opportunities for qualifying themselves for the im- 
portant service they are.required to perform in relation to the improve 
ment of rivers and harbors. So I wrote to General Newton, Chief of 
Engineers, who replied, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS 
UNITED STATES ARMY 
s Washington, D. C., January 27, 

Sir: In reply to your letter of the 26th instant, I have the honor to say that 
all officers of the Corps of Engineers, in addition to their military duties at the 
United States Military Academy, are there instructed in mathematies, natural 
and experimental philosophy, astronomy , chemistry, mineralogy, and geology, 
electricity and magnetism, civil engineering and drawing, in all of which they 
must take a high standing. This course requires four years’ hard study. 

Immediately afier graduation the officers assigned to the Corps of Engineers 
are ordered tothe Engineer School of Application at Willets Point, N. ¥., where 
for two and a half years their practical and theoretical instructions are con- 
tinued, and they become familiar with surveying, astronomy, 
well as the important portions of military engineering. : 

With this preparation these officers are then assigned to duty as assisianis t 
officers engaged upon river and harbor works, and as such assistants have prac 
tical instructions in work of this character. After serving as assistants foi pe 
riods varying from four to eight years, sometimes longer, they are assigned at 
first to the charge of districts of minor importance and in time to the more in- 
portant works now in charge of the Corps of Engineers. 

From the commencement of operations looking toward the improvement of 
rivers an d harbors, about the year 1823, until such work ceased from lack of ap- 
priations, about 1839, the Corps of Engineers had entire charge of these works 
of improv ement, and again in 1844 and 1852 they were committcd to their super- 
vision. 

In 1864, when operations by Government upon river and harbor works were 
again resumed, these were placed in charge of Officers of the Corps of Engi- 
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neers of the Army, and forthe past twenty years the work has progressed under 
their care and control. 

They alone, aided by such assistants as the extensive operations in this field 
devolving upon them rendered it necessary for them to call to their aid, have 
for the past sixty years, whenever money was available, carried on these im- 
portant works, and if the conditions of these rivers and harbors when work 
commenced could be compared with the results obtained and spread before the 
country in a tabulated form, the result would demenstrate the skill_and fidelity 
of the corps. 

With facts so patent as those which have been enumerated in relation to the 
preliminary education required at West Point and Willets Point, and the long 
experience almost amounting to an exclusive control of the river and harbor 
improvements for the past sixty years, I mustexpress my astonishment at learn- 
ing that it has been proclaimed in Congpeestonnl committees that the officers of 


the Corps of Engineers of the Army have but a limited education in civil engi- 
necring. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
JOHN NEWTON, 
Chief of Engineers, Brigadier and Brevet Major General. 
Hon. Tuomas M. BAYNE, 


House of Representatives, Capitol. 


The following was received by me from Col. W. E. Merrill, one of 
the most accomplished engineers in the United States Engineer Corps: 


The paper on the South Pass jetties, printed in the October number of the 
Transactions, by Mr. E. L. Corthell, is a valuable and interesting one, but there 
are some errors in it which are worth noting, and it contains certain sugges- 
tions that shonld not be permitted to pass without comment. 

The South Pass jetties have given an excellent mouth (to the Mississippi 
River, and their success has been such as to warrant the United States in paying 
for them a large bonus over the cost of construction; but it should not for- 
gotten that the engineer who built them contracted with Congress. to give a 
depth of thirty feet for a width of three hundred and fifty feet for a total sum of 
$7,250,000 on the principle, widely advertised, of * no cure, no pay,”’ and failed to 
secure the depth. As a matter of fact, he only earned under his contract the 
first three installments of half a million each, with a quarter of a million for 
maintenance, making in all only $1,750,000, The fourth installment of half a 
million was not payable until a‘channel had been secured having a depth of 
twenty-six feet with a width of three hundred feet, and no such channel has 
even yet been secured. Inorderto be sure of the exactfactsof the case I to-day 
(January 21, 1885) telegraphed to the inspecting officer to know the exact width 
of the 26-foot channel, and have just received the reply that ii is two hundred 
and ven feet wide. 

In March, 1879, Mr. Eads procured the passage of an act of Congress peosing 
the required width of the 26-foot channel from three bundred to two hund 
feet, abolishing the clause requiring the 28-foot and 30-foot channels, and redis- 
tributing the payments, so that he should receive the same sum, $7,250,000, for 
the 26-foot channel as he was to have received for the 30-foot channel. It is true 
that a provision was inserted requiring a central depth of thirty feet regardless 
of width, but this clause added nothing to his obligations, as it was hardly ible 
to secure the required depth of twenty-six feet over a width oftwo hundred feet 
without having a central depth at least four feet greater. His original contract 
fora channel thirty feet deop. with a width of three hundred and fifty feet, would 
probably have carried with it a central depth of thirty-five feet. 

I mention these facts not in the way of criticism or personal allusion, but 
merely to show the great difficulty of making results tally with predictions 
when dealing with large bodies of water in motion, and to show that iron-clad 
contracts with the Government can sometimes be set aside. In my judgment 
there was much more engineering ski and fertility of resource shown in the 
works at the head of the South Pass than at the jettiesthemselves. There were 
abundant precedents for the latter, but none that I know of for the former. 

The lessons which Mr. Corthell draws are nine in number and on them I would 
like to make a few comments. 

In his condemnation of the “outlet” theory, as applied to the Mississippi 
River, I fully agree; but my acquiescence comes from astudy ofthe river above 
New Orleans, and I do not see that experience at the jetties has any particular 
bearing on the subject. No engineer has ever disputed the fact that by con- 
tracting a stream you can deepen #; in fact it is an elementary principle, and it 
has been applied on the-Ohio River with moderate success since 1825. I say 
* moderate’’ success, because local deepening is often followed either by the 
formation of a new bar below the contraction or by a decrease of depth on the 
bar next above. 

I do not think that the criticisms on the work at Galveston and at Charleston 
are justified by the facts. In building jetties upon movable sands the lower 
courses must necessarily be built first, and, from nature of their construction, 
they can subsequently be widened or heightened as occasion may demand with- 
out making the ultimate cost of the ey seaeeine greater than if the inten- 
tion to build it above the sea-level had ‘n proclaimed from the beginning. 
Nothing has been done at either locality except what would have had to be 
done in any event. It seems to me that a wise and prudent engineer, dealing 
with such a difficult em as tbe improvement of a harbor ona sandy shore, 
would p cautiously, feeling his way by degrees, prepared to change his 
plans whenever their effect seemed unfavorable. 

I am disposed to believe that asa rule jetties should be above the level of the 
sea, as they are at Ymuiden, the mouth of the Maas, Port Said,and many other 
localities ; but in spite of the belief I should cértai try first to build two sub- 
merged jetties and see how they worked, because it is quite possible that one or 
the other might require removal. It is also possible that in some localitiesjsub- 
merged jetties may answer every purpose, at a great saving in cost; in other 
places jetties above water may confine storm-tides too much, and may cause too 
violent an action within the jetties and create a shoal bar in the open sea be- 
yond them. To illustrate the necessity of making haste slowly, and the d 
cult nature of the general problem, I would refer to the sandy harbors ——- 
northeast coast of France and the north coast of Belgium, where jetties have 
peoves a practical failure,even with the aid of large flushing basins and high 
tides. 


In spite of the large experience of the French and Belgian engineers with this 


3 


lass , the King of the Belgians a few years ago offered a large prize, 
en to the engineers of all nations, for the best essay on harbors on sandy 
coasts, The it of the competition I have not learned; but it is clear that 


the engineers Who have had most experience with these harbors 
problem a very difficult one. The failure at the mouth of the Maas is 
proof that it is net always possible to predict the results of jetties on 
shores, even though a large river flows out between them. 

In reply to the criticisms on Galveston Harbor contained on page 326 I 
submit the following statement from Colonel Mansfield, the engineer in 
to whom I forwarded Mr. Corthell's article, with the request that he would 


mea repl : 

Colonel Mansfield quotes the paragraph beginning on the third line of page 
oT fais Ualawt of exeera, ond theemene Qitews regards results, may be 
™ uu of errors, @ errors ng, as may 
best answered by giving a brief account.of the work at Galveston, so far as ex- 


ecuted, with accompanying results, and stating what is intended to be done in 
the line of further im 


vement, 
“] will right here call attention to a most important consideration which seems 


it 
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to be entirely overlooked, namely, the condition of the two problems—the one 
the removal of a bar formed by the déiritus from a at river, where imme- 
diately beyond the crest of the bar and the jetty-heads is the deep water of the 
Guif ready to receive the material brought down by tle current and scoured 
from the bar, where it can no longer obsiruct navigation; the other the remoyal 
of a bar formed by sand drifted sive the coast and heaped up by the sea at the 
entrance to a bay into which no rivers of any size enter. 

“There is no parallelism in the case of the South Pass, Mississippi River, and 
Galveston Bar. The problems being so entirely dissimilar, they must be treated 
separately and upon a careful study of all the conditions surrounding each. A 
treatment that would solve the one might not solve the other. 

** Galveston Bay has an area of four hundred and fifty-one square miles, form- 
ing an immense reservoir, whose surface is known to have been raised toa 
height of ten feet in a great storm, and not infrequently raised three, four, five, 
and even six feet by easterly winds, though the average range of tides is but 
one and one-tenth feet. The discharge of accumulated waters of the bay under 
off-shore winds, which usually follow easterly blows, creates strong currents 
through the go maintaining hese forty feet of water, and the momentum of 
discharge is su lent to excavate and maintain a channel of thirty feet to a dis- 
tance of over a mile, twenty-five feet a distance of two miles, and twenty feet 
over three miles out from the gorge. 

“Thecrest of the bar is about four miles out, and the distance across from 15’ to 
18’ is about one and one-quarter miles, and beyond the exterior 18-foot curve 
the bottom of the Gulf deepensat the rate of about one fathom to the mile. Be- 
side the outer bar, obstructing the entrance to the bay, there was an inner bar 
obstructing entrance to Galveston channel, along which the wharves are lo- 
eated. Upon this inner bar there is now twenty-six feet of water at low tide, 
where formerly there was but about nine feet; and the depth of water over the 
outer bar has been improved, so that navigation has been benefited to the ex- 
tent of about two feet, and this has been accomplished by the Government works, 
which consist of an incompiete jetty ranning from Fort Point out to the crest 
of the bar a distance of four and one-quarter miles. 

“The project contemplates the raising of this work to a greater height if nec- 
essary and the construction of a jetty on the north side, the position of which 
is yet to be determined. . 

“ Previous tomy taking charge in 1880, Major Howell had expended $527,000, 
and secured asa result twenty feet water on the inner bar. I have expended 
since in the construction of the jetty $975,000. 

“This structure is a most substantia! one, and is not likely to deteriorate 
much ; that it hag been an economical one the records will plainly show. 

“Should it be necessary to raise this jetty above high-water mark, it can be 
done for less than $1,000,000, while the jetty upon the other side, equally high, 
may be built for less than $2,000,000. 

“My opinion is that it will not be necessary to raise the jetties toa height 
above overflow. To be sure, the greatest effect will be produced thereby, but 
the question, ifany, is, will it be necessary in order to secure the required depths 
ofchannel? I think not; nor will it be necessary to raise the jetties so high, in 
order to guard the channel against filling from wave action. Let me give yeu 
my experience. 

“At Arkansas Pass Bar, my jetty, nearly a mile in length, originally brought 
near to the water surfacé at mean low tide, but since comp so that there 
was an average of more than four feet over its entire length, caused a channel 
to cut where desired through the bar eleven feet deep where there was but four 
and a half feet before, and this channel bas been maintained a long time and is 
improving. lI am now raising this jetty above overflow. 

“Here is a single jetty, not on the side whence the drift comes, but on the 
other side, and nothing in the way of a jetty to prevent the whole drift of sand 
along the coast from coming into the channel. 

“It would seem that Mr. Corthell has yet much to learn on the subject of the 
improvement of river and harbor bars. No two rivers or harbors are precisely | 
alike, and to lay down in advance a law that shall be rigidly “pores to ail 
— without regard to the varying cirumstances, would be the height of ab- 
surdity.” 

The statement of Mr. Corthell that there is to be two and one-fourth miles be- 
tween the jetties is positively denied by the Chief of Engineers and by the resi- 
dent engineer, both of whom state that the north jetty has not yet been located. 
Mr, Corthell asserts that “lateral outlets were left near the land, ostensibly to 
let the tides into the bay,”’ and he vigorously condemns this method of con- 
struction. I agree with him, but I can find no authority for the existence of 
these outlets; nothing of the kind appears in the last official map of Galveston 
Harbor. There is a bow place in the y about three miles from the shore, but 
this is nowhere “ near the land,” it appears to be merely a place where the 
work is incomplete. The map shows that the shore end of the jetty, for at least 
a mile from the shore, is above the water surface. 

The total expenditures made by United States engineers on the improvement ot 
the outer bar at Galveston is a little less than a million. This is just one-eighth 
of the sum that Mr. Eads asks Cope to appropriate in a lump for his project. 
I would like to ask the author of t paper if he orany one else could have done 
any more with the sum allowed by Congress than Colone] Mansfieid has done, 
and how he or any one else could have completed an eight-million job for one 

to build a pair of jetties, just 
ith an eight-million appropriation he 
a Government officer with two hun- 
dred thousand a year; but the nature of the problem is such that in any event 
he must do about the same amount of work in pretty much the same way. 

The only possible variation is in the location and length of the jetties, and as 
his location has not been divulged it can not be criticised. Experience gained 
in the existing south jetty shows that it can be raised above water-level 
for one lion more. The north jetty can be built at the same cost as the south 
jetty, and the entire improvement can be completed for $3,000,000. 
should the United States give any one a bonus of four millions for what can be 
“——-t as well by its own officers at and without any*bonus at all. 

If nited States is not satisfied to use its own officers to duthis work, then 
I submit that the matter should be we ae to public competition, and all 

of rs have an opportunity to submit 

ao. It is more le that competent engineers and contractors 

found who will guarantee twenty-six feet of water for a much less profit 

passed laws requiring that contracts be given to 

find that Congress is seriously discussing 

the man out of the whole nation, and giving him, 

without competition, an enormous contract at more than double the estimated 
cost 


The practical effect of such a contract is to make an immediate appropriation 
r Tad leas 


of ere Se eo nt of Galveston Harbo: 
than ha sum been eee ern nant Geer bat beana, the 
a 


. Mr. Corthell’s statement that one 
been expended on Galveston bar (meaning the outer 

bar) is incorrect ; a very large amount heaving been ex on the inner bar, 
work, but wholly disconnected with outer bar. The ext 

pny my ag, bet pe te ape rent le weed 
‘ enunciates is that civil-engineeri 
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He makes a plea that “the doors be thrown open rr to all engineers fitted | 
by education and experience for the service required.” To this I make no objec- | 
tion; but there is a wide difference between an engineer and a contractor, and 
while he talks of throw open the doors ‘‘to all engineers,” his whole paper | 
is written in the interest of a single favored contractor. _ 

If Congress should choose to select Mr, Eads as the engineer of the works at 
Galveston Harbor I should not raise a word of protest, for I have as high an ap- 
preciation as any one of his genius as an engineer; but when he is brought for- 
ward as @ contractor in such a contract the matter stands on a different footing, 
and I feel it my duty to point out the objections. ‘ 

In conclusion, I would call Mr. Corthell’s attention to his error in asserting 
that in no other country are military engineers employed oncivil works. Great 
Britain makes exactly the same use of her military engineers as does the United 
States. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. WILLIS, who moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having resumed 
the chair as S er pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported.that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors; and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


| 
PATENT OFFICE BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid beiore the | 
House report from the Commissioner of Patents of the business of his 
office for the year ending December 31, 1884; which was referred to the 

Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of | 


ness. 
GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House joint resolution (S. 104) providing for printing and distribution 
of the Descriptive Catalogue of Government Publications; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, by unanimous consent, reported back with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 7523) defining the duties of the Supervising Architect, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MOUNT. DESERT FERRY. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8146) providing for the establishment of a port of entry at Mount Desert 
Ferry, in the town of Hancock, in the State of Maine; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Cox, of North Carolina (at 5 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
_ By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of citizens of Waterville, Kans., ask- 
ing for such amendment of homestead law as will enable settlers within 
railroad limits to take homestead on additional 80-acre tracts—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. W. W. me yom me - 7 Philadelphia Commercial 
pra, for of the krupt law— - 
ae en jolideay. passage nkrupt law—to the Com 

Also, memorial of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, 
praying for the certain scientific books on thé free-list—to the 
Aba seempenndelitee dnetione pea 

i National Board of Trade, urging the eof 
the Senate bankrupt bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. mi 
By Mr. IN: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 


of na - - raga ea of alien laborers under con- 


By Mr. DEUSTER: Petition of business men of Milwaukee, Wis., 
asking that the United States shall acquire the title to the two canals 
mittee on oe pie, Mitton, wi ke Superior—to the me 

- ERMENTROUT: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadtpiia for passage of Senate bankrupt bill—to the Committee 

‘Also, petition of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, to 
place on the free-list books cupipeieal, natural, and medical science 
and the Committee on Ways and Means. 

. ee ——- Sa the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, urging passage Senate bankrupt bill—to the 


Also, resolution of Produce Exchan i i 
oe phia xchange, favoring national 
Also, petition of the New York State cider and cider-vinegar makers, 
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for repeal of so-called ‘* vaporizing act of 1879 ’’—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition and papers of Susan Wilson, widow of 
Benjamin I. Wilson, deceased, late of Cherokee, Ala., asking for reter- 
ence of claim for property taken by the United States Army during the 
late war, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition and papers of Rebecca Riggers, widow of Robert Rig- 
gers, deceased, of Cherokee County, Alabama, asking reference of sim- 
ilar claim to Court af Claims—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Academy of Natural Sciences 
of Philadelghia, in favor of placing on the free-list books pertaining to 
physical, natural, and medical science, and apparatus 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the board of directors of the Commercial Exchange 
of Philadelphia, in favor of the Senate bankruptcy bill—to the Com- 


to the Commit- 


| mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. KEAN: Petition of citizens of Elizabeth, N. J., calling at- 
tention to the rapid spread of Mormonism, and asking early action to 
prevent same—to the same committee 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of John G. Wamen and 48 others, pray 
ing for the passage of a bill granting a pension to Anthony Peterson, of 
Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Memorial of Richard S. Kirk, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland, asking compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of Henry C. Mumma and Samuel Mumma, executors 
of Samuel Mumma, deceased, of Washington County, Maryiand, for 
compensation for property taken by the United States Army during the 
late war—to the same committee. 

3y Mr. PHELPS: Petition of citizens of Morris County, New Jersey, 
and others, favoring legislation for the Territory of Utah—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the iron-ore men of the Northwest, against the ratifi- 
cation of the Spanish treaty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRYOR (by request): Petition of James Clendinnin, of Jack- 
son County, Alabama, asking compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

3y Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange of 
the city of Buffalo, in favor of the purchase by the United States of the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-canals—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Merchants’ Exchange of the city of Buffalo, in 
favor of the passage of the Senate bankrupt bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of James A. Powlett, relative to the 
loading of heavy ordnance—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Monticello, Ind., asking Congress to sup- 
press Mormonism in the Territories—to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: Resolution of the Academy of Natural 
Sciences of Philadelphia, in favor of putting on the free-list scientific 
books and apparatus—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, in 
favor of the passage of the Senate bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of 67 citizens of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, 
against the ratification of the reciprocity treaty with Spain—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Henry T. Hartman, of Lexington, 
Va., to extend the time of patent, &c.—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WAIT: Petition of Stephen M. Kellogg, of Waterbury, 
Conn., for the purchase by the United States of the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior Canals—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of W. A. Hartly and others, of Bennet, 
Nebr., asking for increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. J. S. WISE: Papers relating to the claims of John W. Con- 
ard, Ebenezer J. Conard, Oliver G. Butts, George Cooper of John, all 
of Loudoun County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 





The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. FORAN: Of 393 citizens of Pike, Brown, and Fayette Coun- 
ties, Ohio. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of soldiers of Dale, Ind. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Of 30 citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of J. E. Baird and others, of Indian Territory. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Of William H. Jordan and others, of Bourbon, 
Ind. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of J. S. Hutson and others, of Trumbull 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. WARD: Of citizens of Anderson, of Zionsville, of Jamestown, 
and of Elwood, Ind. 

By Mr. WELLER: Of citizens of Bassett, Iowa. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, 


February 2, 1885. 
Prayer by Rev. J. De Wirt MILLER, of Philadelphia. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. | 


CREDENTIALS | Supposes, as the papers are very voluminous, consisting largely of re- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the ¢ re dentials of John C, 
Spooner, chosen by the Legislature of Wisconsin“a Senator from that | 
State for the term commencing March 4, 1885; which were read, and or- 
dered to be filed. 

He also presented the credentials of GEORGE G. Vest, chosen by the 
Legislature of Missouri a Senator from that State for the term commenc- | 
ing March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered to be filed. | 

MILITARY INSTRUCTORS IN COREA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read and 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: | 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


I herewith transmit a communication from the Secretary of State in regard 
to the desire of the Government of Corea to obtain the services of one or more 
officers of the United States as military instructors in that country, and rec- 
ommend the adoption of a joint resolution authorizing such officers as may be 
conveniently spared, ond who may be selected for that duty, to proceed to Corea 
for the purpose indicated 

CHESTER A, ARTHUR, 

EXPCUTIVE MANSION, | 

Washington, D.C., January W, 1885 








rHE ALERT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President.of the United States; which was read: 


Jo the Senat 


and House of Representatives 


i 
When the expedition for the relicf of Lieutenant Greely and his party was 
being prepared in the early part of the year 1881, and a search for suitable vessels | 
was being made, the Alert, then the property of Great Britain, and which had 
been the advance ship of the expedition under Sir George Nares, was found to 
be peculiarly fitted for the intended service, this Government immediately 
offered to purchase that vessel; upon which Her Majesty's Government gener- 
ously presented her to the United States, refusing to accept any pay whatever 
for Mhe vessel, The Alert rendered important and timely service in the expedi- 
tion for the relief of Lieutenant Greely and party, which, in its resulta, proved so 
satisfactory to the Government and people of this country. | 
I am of the opinion that the Alert should now be returned to Her Majesty's 
Government, with suitable acknowledgments for its generous and graceful acts | 
of courtesy in so promptly putting the veasel at the serviceof the United States, 
and I therefore recommend that authority be given me by Congressto carry out lk 
this purpose 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. | 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, . | 
Washington, D. C., January 30, 1885. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Hoag in the chair). If there be 


no objection, the message will be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and printed. 


Mr. CONGER. That seems to be a question of courtesy between 
nations. In that respect it is immaterial to the people of the United 


States or the Navy whether the vessel is returned or not returned. If 
it relates to the comity of nations, the courtesy, and the recognition of 
their tender of it to this nation, and the return of it after its valuable 
service to the country, the question should go to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that motion ? 

Mr. CONGER. i do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan moves that 
the message be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The ra0tion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the 21st ultimo, certain documents relating to the collec- 
tion of the tax upon distilled spirits; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was, on motion of Mr. WILSON, referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Ife also laid before the Senate a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Patents, submitting, in compliance with the requirements of 
section 494 of the Revised Statutes, a report of the business of the Pat- 
ent Office for the year ending December 31, 1884; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Semate a@ communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 232 of the Revised 
Statutes, an abstract of the organized and unorganized militia force of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secreta 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
ultimo, copies of all the papers on file in his Department relati 
the condition of affairs at the Kiowa, Comanche, Wichita, and pales 

If there be no objection, the com- 


Does the Senator from Michigan make 


Indian agencies; which was read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| printed ? 


») 


=) 


FEBRUARY 





| munication will be printed and referred to the Committce on Indian 
| Affairs, with the accompanying papers. 
Mr. CONG ER. By that reference will the accompanying papers be 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. They willnot. The letter of the Sec- 
retary will be printed without the accompanying papers. The Chair 


ports which have already. been printed, it would be well to refer the 
papers without printing to the committee, and they can request the 
| printing if they see fit. 


Mr. CONGER. Very well. The committee can ask for their print- 
ing if it is deemed necessary. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting sundry communications, in the 


| nature of petitions, from infantry oflicers of the Army, urging the pas- 


sage of Senate bill 2442, to increase the efficiency of the infantry branch 
of the Army; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompa- 


| nying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also presented the petition of J. F. Halloway, president, and 12 
others, of New York city, on behalf of the Socicty of American Engineers, 
praying such legislation as will increase the efficiency of the Patent 
Office and secure a prompt determination of the causes considered therein ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of W. D. Graham, of Wesson, Miss., 
praying for the substitution of the seventh for the first day of the week 
as a day of rest and devotion; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present, in the nature of a petition, resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of the National Board of Trade held recently in 
this city, in which they respectfully pray for the passage of the bill en- 
titled ‘An act to amend the laws relating tothe entry of distilled spirits 
in distillery and special bonded warehouses,”’ submitted recently by 
Secretary McCulloch, claiming that the measure will afford a greatly 
needed remedy for the existing oppression to an important branch of 
industry. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of A. W. Colton, M. D. Car- 
rington, J. Lf. Bowman, and 50 other citizens of Toledo, Ohio, and two 
—— of citizens of Cleveland, Obio, praying that the United States 

Government shall ac quire the ownership of the two canals e rossing Point 

Keweenaw, Lake Superior, Michigan, as recommended by the Secretary 
of War; which were refe rred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Toledo, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of an act granting one hundred and sixty acres 
of land to all honorably discharged soldiers of the late war: which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER presented a memorial of the Marine City (Mich, ) Stave 
Company, by C. McElroy, president; the Detroit Stave and Heading 
Works, by R. S. Keys, secretary; the Saint Clair (Mich. ) Timber Com- 
pany, by John T. Sill, secretary and treasurer, and other citizens of 
Michigan, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed Span- 
ish reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the islature of Michigan, 


in favor of the passage of the House bill prohibiting the importation of 
contract labor; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Mich- 


igan; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as 
follows: 


Preamble and concurrent resolution adopted by the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Michigan. 


LANSING, January 29, 1885, 

Whereas the Senate of the United States did pass a resolution of the date of 

April 22, A. D. 1884, instructing the honorable Secretary of War to cause an in- 
quiry to be made as to the cost of construction of the Lake Superior Ship Canal 
and the P; Lake Improvement Company Canal; and also to inquire — 
what terms canals might be purchased by the U nited States, and make 
water ways to the commerce of the great lakes; and 

Whereas the honorable Secretary of War did ‘designate Col. 0. M. Poe, of the 
United States Army, tomake such examination and report, in conformity to said 

Whavene the honorable Secretary of War did report, on or about January 5, A. 
D. 1885, that Colonel Poe had made such examination, and on whose report did 
recommend that Congress take steps to purchase the same, and make them free 
water ways to the commerce of the lakes; and 

Whereas | the tolls collected by these canals are a serious burden toa numerous 
people and a very large todustey embraced inside the limits of the territory sup- 
plied by these canals ; and 

Whereas these water ways should be made free channels to the great traffic 


oe ss is now clic Hallron with Minnesota, Io and the country along the 
a — af — passes through Lake Superior, tinding an eutbet 
io 


ie eadancnsiinav anton stints 9 rior may be greatly less- 
ened by the improvement of this water way, SS 9 cnie tater Oh _ 


where the of this lake are the greatest, and most serious disasters 


orBeTeslrd bythchnal of the Sete of Michigan he house concurring), Ta 
n concurring), our 
Representatives in Congress d they are hereby, uested to 
ioe by Congress as wil reeult in 


Senators and 
use their best endeavors to secure such legi: 


1885. 


the Unitad States acquiring, upon fair and reasonable terms, title toand owner- 
shipof the Portage Lake and River Improvement Company and Portage Lake 
avd Lake Su : 
Keweenaw Bay through Portage River, Portage Lake, and the Portage Lake 
and Lake Superior Ship Canal and Railway Company w ith the waters of Lake 
Superior, for the purpose of making them free to the commerce of the lakes, and 


»ecrior Ship Canal and Railway Company, connecting the waters of | 


j 
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securing a commodious harbor of refuge for that commerce ate point on Lake Su- | 


perior most dangerous to it. 
Resolved, ‘That the secretary of the senate be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
forward a copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in 


‘ongress 
a ARCHIBALD GRATTAN, 

President of the Senate. 

LEWIS M. MILLER, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

NEWCOMB CLARK, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

D. E. CROSSMAN, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. WILSON. I present the petition of D. MeKay and other cit- 
izens of lowa, praying for the passage of the bill forfeiting what is 
known as the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railway Company land grant, 
being in amount85,957 acres, located in Northwestern Iowa, and which 
the State of Iowa has withdrawn from that railroad company. As that 
bill has been reported, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| Clerk, announced that Hon 
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laborers employed by the board of public works of the District ot 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
| Columbia 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOWS! 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Josepit C. S. BLACKBURN, a Representa- 
tive from the State of Kentucky, had been elected Speaker pro te 
during the temporary absence of the Speaker. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H 


pore 
i 


Rh. 7131) to authorize 


| suits for damages where death results from the wrongfui act or neglect 


of any person or corporation in the District of Columbia, asked a con 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


| thereon, and had-appointed Mr. L. P. POLAND of Vermont, Mr. J. R 
TucKER of Virginia, and Mr. WILLIAM DoRSHEIMER of New York 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of General | 


7 it} ’ Ce Pg ‘leartic ‘o ies, | 7 ' : 
James A. Beaver and others, citizens of Centre and Cleariicld Counties, | ceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel, United States Army 


Pennsylvania, praying that an appropriation be made for the improve- 
ment of the Susquehanna River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Osceola and Plymouth 
Counties, Iowa, praying for an amendment of the bill (If. 2. 7299) pro- 
viding for the forfeiture of certain unearned lands granted to the Sioux 
City and Saint Paul Railway Company which will protect the rights of 
persons who have in good fiith purchasetl lands trom said company; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the managers and oflicers of houses of 
refuge and refurmatories for children in various parts of the United 
States, praying for an appropriation toenable the Bureau of Education 
to publish an annual digest of information as to the work of reforma- 

. tory institutions for children; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented 4 memorial of 58 citizens of Iowa, remonstrating 
against the proposed Government control of the telegraph system; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a petition of Mast, Crowell & Kirk- 
patrick and other publishers of Springfield, Ohio, praying fora reduc- 
tion of the rate of postage on second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
the State of Oregon, praying for speedy legislation declaring Jands in 
Oregon end Washington Territory included within the grant to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of its 
main line from Wallula Junction to Portland, and which have not 
been earned by the construction of its road, withdrawn from the opera- 
tion of said. act; which was read, as follows: 

House Joint Memorial No. 5. 


Introduced by Mr. Cox in the house January 15, and read and adopted. 
Read in the senate and concurred in January 16, 1885. 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That the annexed memorial be di- 
rected to the Senators and Representatives from this State in Congress assem- 
bled, and that they be instructed to urge upon Congress an carly action thereon: 


To the honorable the Congress of the United States : 

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, respect- 
fully represent: That within the grant of lands made by Congress tothe North- 
ern Pacific Railroad praney. to aid in the construction of its road, there is a 
vast area of excellent agricultural land lying within the State of Oregon, and 
to the west of Wallula, in Washington Territory, which, by reason of said gant, 
fas been for years, and now is, withheld from settlement, to the great detri- 
ment of the public interests of the State. 

That, in the judgment of your memorialists, the said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, by its failure to construct so much of its road as lies through 
such lands, in accordance with the conditions upon which such grant was made 
to it, has justly incurred a forfeiture of such portion of its grant. 

Therefore, your memorialists, on the part of the people oft the State of Oregon, 
urge upon your honorable body, as a matter which the peuple of this State may 
justly demand as a right, to adopt some speedy legislation declaring such lands 
withdrawn from such grant, and that the same be thrown open for settlement. 

f UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF OREGON, 
Office of the Secretary of State, Salem, January 22, 1885. 

I, R. P. ——, do hereby certify that I am the seerctary of the State of 
nea jan of the ee seal thereof; that the foregoing transcript of 
the oe memorial No.3 has been by me compared with the original copy 
of the house joint memorial No. 3 now on file in this office, and that it is a 


true and correct transcript thereof, and the whole of said original house joint 
memorial No. 3. 


In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto the 
— seal of State of Oregon. Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 22 
of January, A. D. 1885. 


SEAL.] rk. P. EARHART, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. DOLPH. As a bill bas already been reported on the subject, I 
move that the memorial lie on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BECK presented the petition of John A. Fairfax, of Loudoun 
County, Virginia, praying compensation for board furnished certain 





managers of the conference on the part of the House 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs 
Eaton; 

A bill (S. 111) granting an increased pension to Sally Rodman, widow 
ot General Isave P. Rodman; and 

\ bill (S. 2278) correcting the military record of Wickliffe Cooper, de- 


Mary K.S 


The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


| Senate: 


| 


» 


A bill (H. Tl. 252) granting a pension to Peter M. Hagler; 

A bill (HL. Rt. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet Leet, widow, and the heirs 
of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized 
by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, Brazil; 

A bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Emeline L. Fitch; 

A bill CHL. R. 1091) granting an iverease of pension to Sophia A. Mor- 
gan, widow of the Jate Charles Il. Morgin, a brevet brigadier-general 
in the United States Army; 


A bill CH. R. 2158) for the benefit of John C. Herndon; 

\ bill (HL. R. 2540) granting a pension to Priscilla J. Small; 

\ bill (H. R. 3052) for the relief of John C. Clark; 

A bill (HL. R. 3185) granting a pension to David Peterson; 

A bill (HL. RR. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. Olive W. Varker; 

\ bill (H.R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis; 

A bill (IT. R. 4685) for the relief of Robert Tally, colored; 

A bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 4687) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; 

\ bill (H. R. 4688) for the relief of William Clift: 

A bill (H. Rt. 4766) granting a pension to David Compropst; 

A bill CH. 2. 5929) for the relief of Abigail Honey; 

A bill (EL. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline; 

A bill (IL. R. 6948) granting a pension to George W. Eagles; 

A bill (IT. Rt. 7000) for the relief of Clark G. Maine; 

\ bill (HL. R. 4216) granting a pension to David N. Bryan; 

A bill (IT. R. 7256) granting a pension to John A. Vanderhoff; 

A bill (IL. R. 7386) granting a pension to Eliza M. Byers; 

A bill (10. R. 7524) granting a pension to Lavisa Heth; 

A bill (If. R. 7602) to grant a pension to Harriet M. Baily; 

A bill (IL. R. 7672) granting an increase of pension to Elbert Hewitt; 

A bill (H. R. 7722) granting a pension to Almira K. Parker; 

A bill (HL. R. 7724) granting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee; 

A bill (H. R. 7769) to grant a pension to Joseph R. Dodds; 

A bill (H. R. 7803) granting a pension to L. W. Pitts; 

A bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. Vincent Phelps; 

A bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to Mark Spencer Van Loan; 

A bill (H. 2. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; 

A bill (Hf. 8. 8033) granting an increase of pension to Ceorge W. 
Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts; 

A bill (Hf. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to George S. Haw- 


ley: 

Abill (H. R. 
A. Queen; 

A bill (H. R. 8135) granting a pension to Thomas McGill; 

A bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the estates of Hugh and Byrd 
Douglas, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 8037) to amend the tenth section of the act to remove 
certain burdens on the American marine, &e.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late William A. Duncan, 


8152) to restore to the pension-voll the name of Rachael 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6220) regulating appeals from the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia and the supreme courts of the several Ter- 
ritories, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.'7895) for the regulation of the prac- 
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tice of dentistry in the District of Columbia, and for the protection of | and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili- 


the people of said district from empiricism in relation thereto, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 5650) for the promotion of anatomical science and to prevent the | 
desecration of graves, reported it without amendment, and submitteda | 
report thereon. 

INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies 
of the inauguration of the President, and for other purposes, direct me 
to report the same back with sundry amendments. If the Senate will 
indulge me a single moment, I desire to say that inasmuch as this bill 
must becofne a law before the 20th of this month if it is to perform its 
purposes, I ask the Senate to consider the bill at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Chief Clerk to read the amendments I have | 
furnished him, that the committee recommend. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendments will be announced 

in their order 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments, which were, in line 3, be- | 
fore the word ‘‘sum,’’ to strike out ‘‘the’’ and insert ‘‘such;’’ in the 
saine line, after the word **sum,’’ tostrike out ‘‘of $6,000, or so much: | 
thereof ;’’ in line 4, after the word ‘‘ necessary,’ tostrike out “‘ (one-half | 
payable from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
and one-half from the revenues of the District of Columbia),’’ and in- 
sert the words ‘‘not to exceed $8,000;’’ in line 6, after the word *‘* a; 
propriated,’’ to insert ‘‘out of any money in the Treasury not othe: 
wise appropriated;’’ in line 9, before the word ‘‘day,’’ to strike out | 
‘‘twenty-fifth’’ and insert ‘‘twentieth;’’ in line 12, after the word 
‘fall,’ to insert the words “‘ reasonable and;’’ and in line 15, afterthe 
word ‘‘period,’’ to strike out: 

And to prescribe penalties for the infraction of such regulations; and such 


rules and regulations made as provided shall have the same force and eftect 
within the District of Columbia as if enacted by Congress— 


And to insert-— 


Any person violating any of such rules and regulations shall be liable to a fine 
in the police court of the District of Columbia not to exceed $25, 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That such sum as may be necessary, not to exceed $8,000, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to enable the commissioners to maintain public order and to protect life 
and property during the ceremonies of the inauguration of the President, from 
the 20th day of February to the 6th day of March, 1885, inclusive; and the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized aid required to 
make all reasonable and needful rules and regulations for preserving public order 
and protecting iife and property,and for regulating and fixing fates by public 
conveyances, during the aforesaid period. Any person violating any of such 
rules and regulations shall be liable to a fine in the police court of the District 
of Columbia not to exceed $25. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
_ The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (8S. 2604) for the relief of Russell 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2605) granting a pension to George G. 
Early; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 2606) granting a pension to Lewis 
P. Howard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (8S. 2607) granting a pension to 
Mary B. Holmes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2608) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M. Dickey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted amendments intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That W. Grosch have leave to withdraw his petition and papers from 
the files of the Senate. a 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
6771) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a 
tailroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 


tary, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1,1862; also to amend an act 
approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in 
amendment of said first-mentioned act. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on the Judiciary as a substi- 
tute. 

Mr. HOAR. I am authorized by the Judiciary Committee to propose 
a few amendments to the substitute reported by the committee, and I 
ask to,have them adopted in order that they may become a partof the 
substitute, and that the substitute so amended shall be treated as the 
report of the committee. I do not know but that it is proper to ask 
unanimous consent for that, the Senate having taken no action upon 
the original report except to hear it read. I should like to have these 
amendments inserted as a part of the substitute. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore: The Senator from Massachusetts 
unanimous consent that certain amendments which he now re- 
ports from the Committee on the Judiciary to the original amendment 
reported from the committee be inserted to stand as a part of the 
amendment for the action of the Senate. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The Senator from Massachusetts will send to the 
desk the amendments of the committee to be inserted. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps before the Chief Clerk reads the amendments 
which I send to the desk, I may be permitted to state what they are in 
a word 


the Sioux City road wag treated as one of the dependencies of the 


Was 


' Union Pacific Railroad, and the Union Pacific Railroad was required 


to issue its bonds for the debt of that road; but it turns out that that 
road has no connection whatever with the Union Pacific, and is in fact 
a rival road. The mistakesrose in this way: The Union Pacific Rail- 
road was originally authorized to build the track, in the statute of 1862; 
but afterward, not doing it, a statute was passed authorizing such cor- 
poration to build it as the President of the United States should desig- 
nate, and he designated this corporation; so that the amendment puts 
that road in and makes it responsible for its own debt. 

Then the substitute as drawn was left somewhat obscure as to 
whether it added the interest on the principal into the bonds and spread 
the payments over the term of sixty years, or whether it required semi- 
annual interest to be paid on the whole debt from the beginning. The 
committee recommend the latter course, which is most favorable to the 
United States. The other course would postpone for an average of 
thirty years the payment of the interest, and the substitute is amended 
to make that clear. 

The third amendment is that the committee substitute 40 per cent. 
of the net earnings as the sum to be paid instead of 35 per cent. of the 
gross earnings in lieu of 25 per cent. of gross earnings under the Thur- 
man act, if this act is not accepted. 

The Chief Clerk will please now read the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the amend- 
ments submitted by the Judiciary Committee as a part of the original 
amendment. 

The Curer CLERK. In the second subdivision of section 1, line 26, 
strike out *‘and;’’ in line 27, after the word ‘‘ Company’”’ insert ‘‘ and 
the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company.’’ 

At the end of line 2.of section 2 strike out the word ‘“‘ and,’’ and after 
the word ‘‘Company,’’ in line 3, insert ‘‘ and the Sioux City and Pacific 
Railroad Company.’” 

In section 2, line 15, after the word ‘‘ Pacific,’ insert the word 
“‘and;”’ in line 16, after the word ‘‘ Pacific,’’ insert the word “ rail- 
roads;”’ in line 17 strike out the letter ‘‘s’’ in the word “ railroads,’’ 
and after that word insert ‘‘shall issue its bonds for its debt due the 
United States,’’ and in line 22, after the word “‘ascertained,’’ strike out 
the words ‘‘each of said bonds shall be payable semi-annually, with in- 
terest at 3 per cent. per annum, in lawful money of the United States,’’ 
and insert: 

The principal and interest of said bonds shall be payable in Jawful money of 
the United . The interest on each, at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, 
shall be je semi-annually from and after its date, and the principal shali 
be payable as follows. 

In section 3, line 16, after the word ‘‘ Pacific,”’ insert ‘‘and Sioux City 
and Pacific Railroad.”’ 

In section 4, line 27, after the word ‘‘ companies,’’ insert ‘‘ or of this 
act.’’ 

In section 8, line 7, strikeout ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ and 
in the same line strike out the word ‘‘ gross’ and insert ‘‘net;’’ so as 
to read: 

Forty per cent. of their annual net carnings. 

After section 9 add a new section, as follows: 

Sec. 10. That nothing in this act contained shall operate to discharge, 


ish, dimi affect the of the United States in the pro) now be- 
Sek ease se Snes ty ces of eee atin rege 
any person or corporation who may have seguized ov shall acquire 
Fe tn ee eee ener the ciniee, i ee = or 

way diminish or affect any, of such person On « 
to re auch property or be substituted thereto on paying tbe debt due to the 
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Mr. BECK. I should like to understand if it is proposed to take a 
vote upon the amendments of the Judiciary Committee to-day. I ask 
the Senator from Massachusetts. —— = 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; that is thé desire if there is no objection. It was 

i lly the other day. 
“— NECK. I read what “The Senator said the other day, and I sup- 

that the amendments now being made to perfect the substitute 
of the Judiciary Committee would be printed, and that we should have 
a right to look at the proposition as amended. I propose atsome time 
or other to show why the House bill should not be disposed of in the 
way now p and this taken as a substitute. I think there are 
an:-ndments that ought to be made to the House bill, and to my mind 
the only chance to do anything is to amend the House bill. I want to 
do something, and I believe that the adoption of the substitute of the 
Judiciary Committee is just equivalent to saying that nothing will be 
done; the two Houses will be so far apart that there will be no chance 
to do anything. I had not expected to argue the question to-day, and 
I do not want to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the desire of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

Mr. BECK. I supposed when these amendments were all printed we 
should fix a day for the discussion. I do not think the bill can be dis- 
cussed in half an hour or so, and I hope unanimous consent will be 
given themoment the Senator from Illinois gets through with the inter- 
state-commerce bill to take this up daily at 2 o’clock, and let it remain 
as the unfinished business until disposed of. 

Mr. HOAR. While that would suit me very well as having the bill 
in charge, I am quite sure it would not receive unanimous consent be- 
cause there are so many other measures in the Senate that are special 
orders. 

Mr. BECK. This is one of the most important measures before us. 

Mr. HOAR. It would result, I am afraid, in our getting no action. 
But I would suggest to the Senator from Kentucky whether this would 
not answer his purpose for the present: Let this bill go over until to- 
morrow morning standing asitdoesnow. Will he not be able to argue 
the question to-morrow at this hour after the morning business? 

Mr. BECK. LIhope so. I will endeavor to present my views to-mor- 


row morning, but I am not a member of the committee and the amend- | 


ments which are being made require very careful examination. I have 
read the report of the Railroad Commissioner, the report made by the 
committee, and the bill as it came from the House, and there has been 
a great deal of discussion in regard to it. Of course I am familiar with 
the Thurman act and the object of it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. BECK. I will endeavor to be ready by to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HOAR. The amendments just put in amend the committee’s 
proposition in three particulars. First, the Sioux City road was sup- 
-_ by the draughtsman of the measure to be a part of the Union 

ific Railroad system as a dependent. It turns out to be entirely 
independent and indeed a rival road. Therefore it is put into the bill 
in its own name. That is certainly as well for the United States. 
There will be no objection, I am sure, to that in any quarter on any 
theory of the proper remedy. 

Then the amendment as drafted left it possibly doubtful whether the 
interest on the bonds was to be added to and made a part. I do not 
think the whole Judiciary Committee would agree that there was any 
doubt before; I would not for one; but as drawn it left it possibly 
doubtful whether the meaning was not to add in the interest on each 
bond and make it payable at the maturity of the bond. The effect of 
that would have been for an average time of half the length of these 
bonds to the payment of interest. One amendment made to- 
day makes it perfectly clear that the whole debt is to have its interest 

semi-annually from the time the new arrangement ismade. That 
saves the United several millions of dollars. That makes clear 
what was intended by the committee to be the meaning of the measure 
as . 

Mr. B - One of the objections I saw, which perhaps is obviated 
now, was that the first payments which were to be made under the 

bill were to be much smaller than those made afterward. 

Mr. HOAR. No; it is just as if the Senator from Kentucky had a 
debt against me of $10,000 and he said to me, ‘‘ Ray that a thousand 

ing me semi-annually interest on the whole from 


—— a year, paying 

Mr. BECK It is now made so that the payments shall be of the 
i RoR ye 

r. es, proper proportion each year. 

Mr. BECK. Not postponing the largest payment until the latest ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; each year pays exactly its proportionate part 
ofthe debt. It is made clear now; and it was intended to mean so 
but in my judgment it was doubtful. 
have been an objection to the bill in‘some minds. 
HOAR. That isall. The third amendment is this: The bill 
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earnings, 
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Cnet under the Thurman act as to the meaning of the term 


” ynade a provision that if the roads did not accept this 





That removes what | 


A simple illustration, I may say, of the doctrine of | 
sent from it. 


by the committee, in order to avoid the question which | 
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bill, but went on under the Thurman act, the Thurman act should be 
amended so that they should pay in 35 per cent. of their gross earn 
ings every year. The railroads said that 35 per cent. of the groas earn- 
ings would not leave them profit enough to pay the running expenses, 
such as taxes and certain fixed charges. Therefore the committee leave 
the net earnings to be paid as before, but raise the amount from 25 te 
35 percent. If this new scheme is adopted that is immaterial, but 
if these railroads, or any one of them, refuse to accept this new scheme 
and go on under the Thurman act, they are obliged to pay 35 instead 
of 25 per cent. of their net earnings. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The report this morning is to make 
that 40 per cent. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; 40 per cent. of the net earnings, instead of 35 
am obliged to the Chair. 

Now, if the Senator from Kentucky desires it, I will consent that the 
bill shall go over to this hour to-morrow morning, to be taken up then 
and subject to the disposition of the Senate then as it is now, unless 
some other Senator would like to address the Senate at this time. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would suggest, in the absence of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
that notice was given that a bill, perhaps of greater importance than this, 
a bill relating to the coinage of silver, which was brought in a few days 
ago, was to be called up to-morrow, and I should be sorry to see a col- 
lision occur for precedence between two measures, both of which are 
important, and the silver bill is considered the more important of the 
two. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps these amendments will remove the objection 
of the Senator from Kentucky so far that he will not desire a postpone- 
ment. But I do not think we ought to ask any Senator who has pre- 
pared: himself to speak upon it to vote upon this measure against his 
will without giving at least one day’s opportunity. I therefore wish to 
do what is agreeable to the honorable Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, If the Senate will bear with me a moment, I 
desire to say a word. This bill has been before the Senate only a few 
The report of the Senate committee was only laid upon our 
table on Friday, I think. Itisa very important measure, and one that 
Senators have probably had time to give but little attention to so far. 
For myself 1 have not had time to look it over carefully to know fully 
what it does provide. I should like to have the bill go over a sufficient 
time to enable us to investigate the subject carefully. With my pres- 
ent views of the question, 1 am totally opposed to giving further time 
to the Pacific railroads. They have paid millions upon millions of dol- 
lars to stockholders by way of dividends without paying the Govern- 
ment or making any arrangement, by sinking funds or otherwise, to 
take up the bonds issued by the Government... I am not in favor of ex- 
tending to them any further privileges, and with my present view of 
the case I shall so vote. However, I would like an opportunity to in- 
vestigate the subject more carefully. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator will be satisfied on such investiga- 
tion that this bill is drawn solely in the interest of the Government, 
and that whether the railroads are to be considered as having rights of 
property to be protected, or no rights of property which deserve to be 
protected, the interest of the Government is the same. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I look uponit that thé officers and managers of 
these railroads are entitled to but very little consideration from the 
Government, and I do not know that the Government is wise in ex- 
tending the time and increasing its own debt against these railroads in 
the manner and form provided in this bill. Iam of the opinion that 
it is the duty of the Government to take possession of the property and 
dispose of it. 

Mr. HOAR. I am myself—lI will not say unalterably, because that 
is not a word to be used in legislation—but I am opposed earnestly, 
decidedly, to having the United States run the great railroad systems of 
this country that lead from the Atlantic to the Pacific. I am opposed 
to having the Government take possession of these roads and sell them 
in the market at any time within the next ten years, provided we can 
escape both these calamities by getting within a reasonable time every 
dollar of the principal and interest of our debt paid. I think we can 
do that under this bill. I think we can get every dollar of the princi- 
pal and interest due us paid, and escape both these calamities, and with- 
out this bill we can not do it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. What right has the Senator to assume any such 
thing, that we can get both principal and interest paid? We propose 
under the bill to reduce the interest. 

Mr. HOAR. But we propose to more than double the security; we 
propose to continue the debt at the same rate of interest which the Gov- 
ernment itself pays; and I have the right to assume that which any Sen- 
ator has who enters into an investigation and comes to a conclusion; 
that is my opinion. I do not assume it with any other positiveness 
than that which is the result of investigation. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If it is only the Senator’s opinion, I must dis- 
I do not believe in the Government running railroads; 
I agree with the Senator in that respect, but I am not in favor of the 
Pacific railroads or any railroads runningsboth the railroads and the 
Government any longer. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
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that when he asked to have the bill go over until to-morrow morning 
J wes aware of what the Senator from Delaware has suggested, that 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL1], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], on the 
Finance Committee, expect to-morrow morning to bring up the ques- | 
tion about the trade-doilar and silver coinage, and being a member of 
that committee I have taken some irverest in that question and have | 
endeavored to look into it. I did not want to antagonize that. 

This bill came from the House at the close of the last session, and I 
examined it then somewhat, as it was argued by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. VAN Wyck] and others, and I saw defects which I thought | 











ought to be amended. I agree with the Senatorfrom Massachusetts 

that I would rather give away the road than have the Government at- 

tempt torun it. I do not want the Government to run a railroad, and 

yet I want to save all I can. I have been looking into the report; I | 
have examined as carefully as I could the action of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, trying to ascertain its temper as well as its action, seeing 

what we are likely to agree about before Congress adjourns, and not 

being prepared to criticise the action taken by the Judiciary Committee, 

and not desiring to do soif I can avoid it, all I want is reasonable time 

to look inte the whole subject. After the bill islaid before us with the 

committee’s substitute and the amendments of to-day, which I think 

modify the former action and remove some of the diffienlties I had, I 

suppose, now if we can get it called up, say on Wednesday morning, I 

shall be able to say what I desire to say. I do not wish to consume 

time or throw obstacles inthe way. I desire to agree with the com- 

mittee if I possibly can; but let the Finance Committee dispose of its 
matter if it can to-morfow, and I shall ask no further time than till 

Wednesday at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, then; I will agree to let this matterstand 
off and call it up again on Wednesday morning. 

Mr. BECK. [shall not ask any further time, and perhaps I may 
not speak at all after I have read the amendments. I have no desire 
to consume time. 

Mr. WILSON. I did not understand the statement of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kentucky desired to have this bill 
stand until Wednesday morning, that he might be prepared to address 
the Senate on it if he should then desire todo so. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to state that, notwithstanding I greatly re- 
gret what seems to be a demand that I shall say something on this 
measure, I still feel that the conditions of the case and the cireum- 
stances surrounding it will impel me so to do. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator ready to proceed now ? 

Mr. WILSON. I do not wish to interfere with other business. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall be delighted to have the Senator proceed now 
with his remarks, if he is ready. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] I believe | 
desires to proceed with another matter. 

Mr. HOAR. That is a private matter, which we can yield to the 
Senator from Kansas without any trouble. 

Mr. WILSON. If that can be disposed of, I have no objection to 
this bill being taken up after that. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I will ask unanimous consent that this be laid 
aside informally for the measure of the Senator from Kansas, so that 
the Senator from Iowa may proceed to-day; and then if the Senator 
from Kentucky is not ready, let it go over until Wednesday. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire that the regular business, which is now be- 
fore the Senate in the morning hour, shall not be displaced by unani- 
mous consent. I think the first case on the Calendar, which the Senate 
decided to take up—— 

Mr. WILSON. ‘That is my desire also. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of Order of Business 396, being the bill (8. 1886) to quiet title of 
settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has made 
® motion which the Chair will state. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kansas withhold his motion for 
a minute ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senate to allow this matter to go over until 
Wednesday morning. I move that the pending bill be postponed until 
Wednesday morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the further consideration of the railroad bill be postponed 
until Wednesday next. 

Mr. HOAR. After the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not put the motion 
precisely in that form. 

Mr. HOAR. It makes nodifference. I shall have the right to move 
to take it up then. 

The PRESIDENT pro éempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the further consideration of the bill be postponed until 
Wednesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 


ment reported from the Committee on the Judiciary will be reprinted 
as amended for the use of the Senate. 


SUITS FOR DAMAGES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator from Kansas 


makes his motion the Chair will lay before the Senate a bill from the 
House of Representatives, being the bill (H. R. 7131) to authorize suits 
for damages where death results from the wrongful act or neglect of 
any person or corporation in the District of Columbia. 


The bill passed the House of Representatives and was sent to the 


Senate, amended in the Senate and returned to the House of Represent- 
atives. The resolution of the House on the amendment of the Senate 
will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, January 31, 1885. 
Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendment of the Senate to the 


bill (H. R. 7131) to authorize suits for damages where death results from the 
wrongful act or neglect of any person or corporation in the District of Colum- 
bia, and ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Ilouses thereon. 


Ordered, That Mr. PoLanxpn, Mr. Tucker, and Mr. Dorsu FIM ER be the managers 


on the part of the House. 


Mr. HARRIS. 1 move that the Senate insist upon its amendment, 


and grant the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HARRIs, Mr. 
INGALLS, and Mr. RIpDDLEBERGER were appointed. . 


: DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up Order of Business 396, being the 


bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, 
in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Kansas will not press 


that motion this morning. The Senator from New York who sits near- 
est me [Mr. LAPHAM] has taken a very great interest in that bill, and 
he is indisposed this morning, so unwell that he is unable to come to 
the Senate Chamber, and he desires to have this matter laid over until 
he can be in the Chamber. The Senator’s colleague [Mr. MIL.Er, of 


New York] also, I think, is absent this morning, and both feel an inter- 


est in the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pio tempore. Debate is not in order. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. If I were certain that when the Senator from New 
York came here we should not then be obliged to open this case at very 
great length, I should not object; but I fear that some dilatory tactics 
may be employed to prevent a consideration of the bill, and that in the 
hurry and push of matters which undoubtedly will engage the atten- 
tion of the Senate in the last days of the session its consideration will 
be prevented. All I want is that the Senate shall say by a yea-and- 
nay vote whether it means to give these people the relief called for in 
this bill. I,do not want it to be pushed over so that that result can 
not be reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chaiy will again state that de- 
bate is not in order. Does the Senator from Kansas withdraw his 
motion ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir; I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask permission to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent to hake remarks on this subject. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hearsnone. — 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion with the understanding that 
I shall renew it in the morning and at that time call for a vote. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish simply to say to the Senator from Kansas 
that while I am with him in getting up the bill at the proper time, I 
told both the Senators from New York that I would see to it that it 
was not taken up in their absence. 

Mr. PLUMB. In calling it up now I only designed to have the re- 
port read and to g@t that routine at least cleared out of the way; but I 
will let the matter go over until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kausas withdraws 
his motion. a 

UBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up for consideration Order of Business 
1001, being the bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the 
re-emption of the public lands and the laws allowing entries for tim- 
~ culture. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agrecing to the 
motion of the Senator from 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


en 
The was reported from the Committee on Rublic Lands with 
amendments. The first amendment was in section 1, line 3, after the 


word ‘‘ thirty-two, ’’ to insert ‘‘ excepting sections 2275, 2276, 2283, 2286, 
and 2288;”’ in line 7, after the word “ ,” to strike out “‘sectiona’* and 
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insert ‘‘ section ;’ in line 8, after ‘‘ twenty-two hundred and ninety- 
nine,”’ to strike out “ and twenty-three hundred and nine;’’ so that as 
amended the clause will read: 

That chapter four of title thirty-two, excepting sections 2275, 2276, 2283, 2286, 
and 2288, and section 2299 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and all 
other laws allowing pre-emption of the public lands of the United States, are 
hereby repealed. 


Mr. DOLPH. The bill as it came to the Senate repealed the whole 
of chapter 4 of title 32 of the Revised Statutes. On examination of 
that chapter it was found that there were-certain sections incorporated 
in it which contained general legislation, and did not relate entirely to 
the pre-emption laws—sections which ought to be continued in force. 
The sections are those named in the exception in the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. If any Senator desires an explanation of 
the sections that are retained, I am prepared to give it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in thechair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, after 
the word “ repeal,’’ in line 11 of section 1, to strike out the following 
proviso: 

+ Provided, however, That all persons having the right of pre-emption who have 
heretofore, in faith and in the absence of fraud, made settlement on the 

ublic lands of the United States conformable to the pre-emption laws hereto- 
fore in force, shall be permitted to make final proof and entry of the land so set- 
tled upon, not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, conformable to existing 
pre-emption laws. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Provided, however, That this repeal shall not affect any valid rights heretofore 
accrued or accruing under said laws, but all bona fide claims lawfully initiated 
before the passage of this act may be perfected, upon due compliance with law, 
in the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions and subject to the same 
limitation, forfeitures, and contests as if this act had not been : And pro- 
vided further, Thatany person who has not heretofore had the benefit of the pre- 
emption law, and who has failed, from any cause, to perfect title toa tract of land 
heretofore entered by him underthe homestead laws, may make a second home- 
stead entry in lieu of the pre-emption privilege hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the following 
‘words: 


Sec, 2. That sections 2464, 2465, 2466, 2467, and 2468 be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed: Provided, That such repeal shall not prejudice the rights of those who 
have in good faith made entries under the law and complied with the require- 
ments thereof: And led further, That whenever, from any cause, any per- 
son legally eligible thereto entered and located a homestead, and subse- 
quently loses the same in consequence of any grant previously made, or by any 
means whatever, without faulton his or her part, such person, upon satisfactory 
pos made thereof, enter another homestead upon any of the lands of the 

‘nited States subject to d. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

» Vv Sec. 2. That an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to en- 
courage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,’ approved June 14, 1878, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, however, That this repeal shall 
not affect any valid rights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, but 
all bona Jide claims lawfully initiated before the passage of this act may be per- 
fected, upon due compliance with law, in the same manner, upon the same 
terms and conditions, and subject to the same limitation, forfeitures, and con- 
tests as if this act had not been passed. 

e ‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Is not the question on striking out and inserting 
put separately ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | No, sir; itis nota divisible question. 

Mr. CONGER. I was not aware of the nature of the motion. I 
hope the Chair will put the question again on the amendment just 
acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment just acted on will be considered as not disposed of, but pending. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment is pending. 

_Mr. DOLPH. I inasmuch as this bill embodies several dis- 
tinct propositions, the repeal of the pre-emption law, the repeal of the 
timber-culture act, and the repeal of the desert-land act, and amend- 
ments to the homestead law, that unanimous consent be given that the 
vote be taken separately on each section after it is amended. That is 
to say, after the sections are put into shape, let the question be, whether 
the section as amended be adopted. I think that will facilitate the 
ai tion of this bill. 

is amendment is necessary because the bill as it came from the 
House undertook to certain sections of the Revised Statutes which 
had been superseded by a subsequent act. The amendment is only in- 
— te —— oan to — ea in force at this time. I 
8 now we go ect this bill by adopting stich 
amendments as the Senate concur in, and then by unanimous consent 
that a vote may be taken separately on the section repealing the pre- 
emption law, on the section the timber-culture act, and on 
the section repealing the desert- act, so that the debate on the merits 
of the bill all come in after the several sections have been amended. 


< 


Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman in charge of the bill desires that 


course and that still leaves it open for remark on this particular amend- 


ment on which I wish to comment, I shall have no objection. If the 
Proposition of the Senator from Oregon is acceded to, the question on 
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the adoption of this amendment is postponed until we go through the 
bill. 


Mr. DOLPH. The question will be finally on the adoption of the 


section as amended. Certainly there can be no objection to the amend 
ment because it strikes at the existing law, whereas the bill as it came 
to the Senate referred solely to the old sections of the Revised Statutes 
which have been superseded. I can not see that there can be any ques 
tion raised as to the propriety of the amendment, and [ask unanimous 
sonsent. that we have a vote on each section as amended. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senato1 


from Michigan that while a proposition to strike out and insert is not 
divisible, pending that question it is in order to amend the part pro 
posed to be stricken out or the part proposed to be inserted. 


Mr. CONGER. The remarks which I propose to make are against 


the repeal of the timber-culture act, which is in section 2 reported here 
If there shall be any subsequent opportunity to speak upon it before 
a vote occurs, either in committee or in the Senate, I will wait until 
that time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be open in the 


Senate as it is in committee. The question ison agreeing to the amend 
ment reported. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was to strike 
> 


out section 3, as follows: : 


Sec. 3. That every homesteader shall make final proof, by two credible wit 


nesses, that he has continuously resided upon and cultivated and permanently 
improved his or her homestead for four consecutive years next succeeding such 
entry. Such proof shall be in duplicate, and filed, one set in the local land office 
and one in the General Land Office, for one year; and if no contest be filed 
and no notice given, supported by affidavit made before some officer, State or 
Federal, authorized to administer oaths, charging and specifying fraud either 
in the original entry or the proof made and filed as aforesaid, before the expira 
tion of that time, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause the patent to issue on 
the entry; but if a contest be tiled or affidavit be made as aforesaid, or if there 
be, from any cause, reasonable ground to suspect fraud in the case, the Secretary 
of the Interior shall cause the Commissioner of the General Land Office to in- 
vestigate the same and make such order as shail be just and lawful. And an 
act entitled *‘An act to provide additional regulations for homestead and pre- 
emption entries on public lands,’ approved March 3, 1879, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DOLPH. I ask leave to recur to section 1 for the purpose of 


offering an amendment to save pre-emption rights on lands purchased 
of the Ute Indians. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the Sen 


ator from Oregon that the amendments reported by the committee 
should first be disposed of, after which he will have an opportunity to 
offer any additional amendments. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in sec- 


tion [5] 4, after the word ‘‘repealed,’’ in line 4, to insert: 


Provided, however, That this repeal shall not affect any valid rights heretofore 


accrued or accruing under said. Jaws, but all bona fide claims lawfully initiated 
before the passage of this act may be perfected, upon due compliance with law, 
in the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to the 
same limitation, forfeitures, and contests as if this act had not been passed 


Mr. DOLPH. This amendment is necessary, because as the bill 


came from the House existing rights were not preserved—rights of per- 
sons whose claims had been initiated—which was an oversight. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire what has become of the amend 
ment proposed by the committee in line 7 of section 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has just been informed by 
the Secretary that he overlooked the amendment referred to by the 
Senator from Alabama. He will now read it. 

The SecRETARY. In section [4] 3, line 7, before the word *‘calen- 
dar,’’ the committee propose to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’’ and insert ‘‘ eight- 
een;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That section 2301 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 2301. Nothing in this chapter shal! be so construed as to prevent any 
person who has availed himself of the benefits of section 2289 from paying the 
minimum i for the quantity of land so entered at any time after the expira- 
tion of cighteen calendar months from the date of such entry, and obtaining a 
patent therefor, the proofs of actual settlement and cultivation thereof to be filed 
at least six months prior and as preliminary to the application for the patent 


and in the same manner and to the same effect as is provided and required*in 
section 3 of this act as to final proofs and the issuance of patents." 


‘Mr. MORGAN. I doubt the wisdom of that change. I think we 
had better go back to the House bill on that subject. One of the ob- 
jects of the homestead law, to which we are now confining all entries, 
is to secure a home for a bona fide settler, and it is also to cut off the 
men. who float settlements upon public lands for speculative purposes, 
persons in the neighborhood of great iron works and in the neighbor- 
hood of coal works and various other public works of that kind. The 
reports from the Secretary of the Interior show a most extraordinary 
list of frauds that have been perpetrated under the homestead and pre- 
emption laws in different parts of the Union. ‘Thousands and thou- 
sands of alleged fraudulent cases, and cases that are shown to be fraudu- 
lent, have occurred in consequence of pre-emption claims and homestead 
claims being set up by persons who never had a bona fide intention of 
acquiring a homestead. 

We permit under the laws after a certain lapse of time that any home- 
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steader shall commute his homestead settlement into a pre-emption 
claim, and by paying the minimum price of a dollar and a quarter an 
acre get a patent for the land; and then his capacity to sellit is entirely 
restored and he can put it into the hands of the person he may wish to 
dispose of it in favor of. That is a very great temptation to persons 
who wish to build up large establishments; as, for instance, around iron 
mines, iron manufaetories, iron furnaces, men will take their laborers 
and locate them in different places on the public lands as homestead 
settlers, and after a brief interval of time these persons, notwithstand- 
ing they had made affidavit that they intended to settle there for the 
purpose of a permanent home, would under the pre-emption laws pay 
for the lands at the minimum price, get a patent, and dispose of them 
of course to the person who put them there. It is really giving a pre- 
emption to the speculator on the public lands under the guise of a 
homestead settler. 

The House of Representatives, in order to obviate that, required that 
the homestead settler under the provisions of this amended law should 
remain on the land thirty calendar months. The Senate Committee 
on Public Lands have reduced that period to eighteen calendar months. 
I believe thirty is the safer period. If a man is required to remain on 
his homestead thirty months, cultivate the soil, experience the reality: 
of living upon it, there will be very much less temptation to fraud. I 
hope the Senate will return to the House propositions on that subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. The pre-emption law was passed in 1841, as I recol- 
lect. It was amended in 1843. As it was passed it only applied to 
surveyed lands. Some time after 1850 it was made to extend to un- 
surveyed lands. It has no doubt accomplished a very beneficial pur- 
pose, and it is in force at this time, and under it the settler may acquire 
title to one hundred and sixty acres of land, and under this provision 
for commutation of homesteads an additional one hundred and sixty 
acres of land by paying the minimum price therefor. Under the home- 
stead law as it stands at present, at any time after six months and be- 
fore the expiration of five years from the date of settlement a home- 
stead may be commuted, the minimum price paid for the land by the 
homestead settler, and title acquired. It is proposed by this bill to re- 
peal the pre-emption law so that title can be obtained by one settler 
hereafter to only one hundred and sixty acres of agricultural land. 

There are some members of this body and there are many people who 
are opposed to a repeal of the pre-emption law. It was proposed by 
the House bill not only to repeal the pre-emption law, but to require 
thirty months’ residence by a homestead settler before he could com- 
mute for his homestead claim. It is said, and I think well said, that 
in a great many instances before the thirty months expire the settler 
on the public land will be in need of money, and that he ought to be 
allowed to obtain title in less time than that if he chooses to pay for 
his land at the minimum price in order that he may use it as the basis 
of credit for purchasing teams and the other necessary appliances for 
improving his homest@ad and making a home. 

This amendment as proposed by the committee was a compromise of 
the different views entertained by members of the committee upon 
this subject. I think it is not well to make so radical and sweeping a 
change as at once to repeal the pre-emption law, and then extend the 
time of residence required before a commutation of a homestead can 
be made from six months to thirty months. The bill as reported by 
the committee requires a residence of eighteen months and extends the 
time twelve months in addition to the residence required under the pro- 
visions of the existing law. 

Mr. MORGAN. One of the results of this bill will be, whether it is 
the object of the bill or not, to restrict very much the disposal of the 
public lands. After this bill shall become a law, except in a few excep- 
tional cases, no one can acquire a title to public land except under the 
homestead feature. He must become an actual settler on the land, and 
must be qualified to take a homestead under the law. Those qualifi- 
cations as they exist at present are very strong invitations to immigra- 
tion from foreign countries to come and take up the lands of the United 
States. I donot object to that, because it increases our population, and 
of course all population that is worth anything at all increases the pub- 
lic wealth and the strength of the country. But when weare 
our own citizens to this as the only means of getting homestead entries, 
it seems to me well enough that we should put some limitation on the 
period of residence, so that those who come from abroad can not com- 
































shorten the period is merely to invite people who come from abroad to 
stay here and acquire titles to our before they really get an intro- 
duction to a knowledge of our institutions and laws and our system of 
government. I do not know that I should be willing to emburrass or 
check the further immigration that comes here. I desire the country 
to remain free to access for all good people from all parts of the world; 
but when they come here I do not desire to give them the heritage that 
belongs rightfully tothe people who have descended from American 
ancestors in this country until they have established homes here and 
have signified in that practical way a determination to become part of 
the community. 

Now, sir, suppose that foreign landlordism, which is very much com- 
plained of by some persons, and I think rightfully complained of, 
should take it into its head to establish very large settlements in this 
country, the foreign landlords could send their tenants from other 
countries to this, and after the persons had come here and remained a 
brief space of time on public lands under the guise of a homestead en- 
try, the landlords could supply them with money to pay for their lands 
at a dollar and a quarter an acre. They can very well afford to do it, 
and in that way they can aggregate very large holdings, and unless we 
pass laws that no foreigner shall own lands in this country or shall ac- 
quire lands above a certain number of acres in one body or in one 
county or in one State orin one Territory, this law can be easily evaded 
by men who will come here or send their tenants here for purely spec- 
ulative purposes. 

Suppose a man wants to take up an extensive cattle range or an ex- 
tensive sheep range, what has he to do but send his herders and shep- 
herds here and locate them abont these lands and let them engage in the 
raising of cattle or sheep, work for him, and after each has had the land 
in possession for some little time go and buy it out and acquire the ab- 
solute title? Whatistopreventthat? Nothing. I donot know that 
we can prevent it at all; but it seems to me that the House provision 
would be some check upon it; that by deferring the realization of the 
speculative adventure for thirty months we should better subserve the 
interest of this country than we should by deferring it for eighteen 
months. If we could defer it for five years it would make no difference, 
because when 2 man goes on a tract of land and settles there, the pre- 
sumption is that he wants to make a home for his family; he wants to 
live there continuously. It is no hardship on such a man that he may 
be compelled to remain in possession of the land he takes up even for 
five years; if he expects to make a home for himself and his family, 
there it is only a benefit to him that he can occupy it for five years be- 
fore he is compelled to pay the final fee and take out title. 

The Senator from Oregon suggests that perhaps the man may be poor; 
he may want to make a mortgage on his land, to make some pledge of 
it to raise money to buy stock or improvements. I would sympathize 
with a man in that condition very much. At the same time if he has 
a homestead and is a good laboring man, an honest, industrious citi- 
zen, he will not want credit. He need not obtain credit by the mort- 
gage or pledge of his land. The fact of his being there permanently 
with his family, of his improving his land, will give to his creditor who 
wishes to provide him with a horse or a wagon, or whatever it may be 

2 for his business, encouragement to advance him the money, 
to give him credit. 

So I think the suggestion made by the Senator from Oregon is not a 
very important one as compared with the suggestion which I make, 
that if you shorten up the period at which the party by commutation 
can take these lands at the minimum price from the Government you 
thereby endanger the country with that flood of immigration which we 
are now trying really to resist in some form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 

by the Committee on Public Lands. 


mute their homestead settlements into absolute titles within a very brief | except military or other 

period of time and enter into a speculative sort of dealing with the he migst wa Iooa! application, shall be sold at public suction ~ 

public domain. to private entry; and all offered public are withdrawn 
If we find that the public domain is really going too fast and that | frommarket, and be disposed of as unoffered 


we must put some réstrictions upon its disposal, those restrictions ought 
to extend thelpapedtell amstite vo punsunenn Uaeat American origin, 


whether of American ancestry or not. We have a great many people| Mr. DOLPH. I suppose every Senator is aware that from a very 
in the different cities of the Union who would realize great biess- | early period in the history of the disposal of the public lands by the 
it was the custom as soon as the lands were sur- 


ings if they could ee 
onto the public lands and there establish themselves in farming, or ac- 
quire homes at all events; and inasmuch as we are taking up the sys- 
tem and reforming it, it seems to me that is a necessary of the 
reformation which we ought to adopt. The House, I was right 
when it insisted that a man should not acquire the to an absolute 
fee iu the land until! after he had resided upon it for months. To 








Er of 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





There is remaining unsold now in the United States, subject to sale 
at ordinary private entry, mainly situated in the States of Missouri, 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Louisiana, Alabama, and Florida, and the north- 
ern portionsof Michigan and Minnesota, a large amount of public land. 
The amount is probably about 2,000,000 acres in Mississippi; 1,000,000 
in Florida; 500,000 each in the States of Alabama, Arkansas, and 


Louisiana, and 200,000 in Missouri; in the northern portion of Michi- | 


gan and Minnesota about 500,000 avres each. There are, perhaps, 
50,000 acres in Wisconsin, Colorado, California, and Oregon. There 
are about 50,000 acres in each of the Territories of New Mexico and 
Washington. 


These offered public lands subject to private entry are, in part at least, | 


agricultural lands. The bill as it came from the House undertook to 
repeal by wholesale all the laws for the disposition of the public lands 
except the homestead law. Upon examination it was found that the 
provision for that purpose was so imperfectly drawn that the commit- 
tee could not with safety adopt it. Without great difficulty and much 


labor it could not be ascertained what laws were repealed by it; but | 
supposing that the main thing intended to be accomplished was the pre- | 
vention of the sale of public lands at private entry, the committee sub- | 
stituted the section under consideration to forbid the offering of lands | 
at public sale hereafter and to withdraw all the public lands known as | 


offered lands from private entry. That is the object of the section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon if 
the public lands in Missouri have not been open and subject to private 
entry for a long time? 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatisso. I think very few lands have been offered 
at public sale in any except the Southern States within the last twenty- 

years. It lias not been the policy of the Government to offer lands, 
consequently the land referred to must have been in the market for 
twenty years at least. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All the lands in Missouri have been in market 
and have been once offered and are now subject to entry. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand that to be the case. 

Mr, COCKRELL. It would be a great wrong to that State to take 
those lands out of the operation of the existing law and make them so 
that nobody but a homesteader could take possession of them, because 
they are notagricultural lands. They arehilly, broken, timbered lands; 
they are fit only for grazing, and it would simply be to say that no- 

else shall settle in that portion of Missouri whtre those lands are. 
There they are; they have been open to private entry at a dollar and 
a quarter an acre for the last twenty years, and the people right there 
have not taken them up at that price. It is only recently that they 
have commenced taking them up for grazing purposes, for cattle and 
sheep, and it will be many, many long years before they are taken up 
even for that purpose. I should move that an exception be made in 
regard to Missouri of lands situated in that State. 

. DOLPH. The present policy of the Government appears to be 
to preserve all the public lands for actual settlers, and, as I said before, 
it is not the present policy of the Government to offer lands at public 
sale. The amount of lands subject to —_ entry in many of the 

blic-land States is very small and will continue to grow less. The 
hardships the Senator speaks of in reference to his own State exist in 
regard to those States where there are no great bodies of public land 
subject to private entry. It will be understood that any one person 
may purchase at one time all the lands subject to private entry in the 
United States at the minimum —_ of a dollar and a quarter an acre. 
The committee believed that the time had come when these lands 
ought to be withdrawn from private entry and reserved for homes 


“because portions of them at least are agricultural lands; and if at any 


future time any further legislation is required for the disposition of 
such lands as are not agricultural lands, that legislation should be had. 
I propose to offer as an amendment to this measure a bill reported 
favorably from the Committee on Public Lands amending the law au- 
thorizing the sale of timber lands in California, Oregon, Nevada, and 
Territory for commercial purposes, and I think perhaps 
the provisions of that bill might properly be extended to the Btate of 
Missouri and other States where there are timber lands or lands of the 
class referred to which are not agricultural lands; but the object of the 
committee in proposing this amendment, which is not a change of the 
that respect from the House bill, because as I understand it the 
section of the bill to be superseded by this amendment as it came from 
the House repealed the law authorizing the sale of lands at private en- 
try; the object of the committee is to repeal the law by which agri- 
cultural lands may be now entered at private entry. As I have said, 
if any further ion is required in regard to the remnant which 
homes have been taken out of the public domain 
legislation can be had. 
I should like to ask the Senator this question: 
lands in Missouri that have been open to homestead 
settlement and also to private entry ryt one 
taken up yet—why take them and place them so 
had except by homestead? You absolutely place 
trol of any one who would desire to settle upon 
undertake to settle upon one hundred and sixty 
That would not be sufficient in quantity and 
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| 

area to graze stock sufficient to support a family. I can not see why 

| Missouri should be excepted. There is no complaint about the exist- 
ing law there now. Everybody seems to be perfectly satisfied with it. 
The only question is as to whether the terms of acquiring title to the 
land should not be relaxed to some extent and the price graduated to 

| certain of the lands. 

I must confess that there has been no abuse there of the present law ; 

| there has been no effort to keep large areas of the Jands and monopolize 

| them in any way, or to inclose them and exclude small cattle-men o1 

| small sheep-men from the use of them. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 20'clock having arrived, 

it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 

business, being the bill to regulate interstate commerce. 

| Mr. CONGER. Before that is proceeded with I wish to have an op 

| portunity for my colleague to offer an amendment to the bill just under 

| consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that being received. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the proposed 


} amendment will be received, printed, and laid on the table. 
Mr. PALMER. I offer a new section to the pending bill as to public 
| lands, and ask that it be read for the information of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
| ment suggested by the Senator from Michigan will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol 
lowing: 


Sec. 7. That wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale or disposition on 
the part of the United States by reason of grants made to aid in construction of 
railroads or other works of internal improvement, and such withdrawals have 
been terminated by act of Congress, executive order, or order of the Land De 
partment, or where lands have been, by operation of law, reduced in price to 
| $1.25 per acre, and said lands have been purchased, in good faith, at said price, 

or entered with warrants or scrip, and the officers of the Land Department have 
issued certificates or patents thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry, 
without such lands having first been proclaimed by the President and offered 
at public auction, and where, on the 2thday of January, 1585, there are no con- 
flicting claims thereto, all such entries, and the certificates and patents issued 
thereon, are hereby confirmed and declared valid and legal. 


Mr. PALMER. Iask that that amendment be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be printed and laid on the table. 





some amendments to the bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing 
for the pre-emption of the public lands and the laws allowing entries 
for timber-culture for the purpose of their being printed. The bill was 
partly considered this morning, and I think the amendments are so 
important that they require to be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro t&’mpore. The amendments will be received 
| and printed. 


} 
Mr. DOLPH subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent to offer 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 1339) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the erection of the public building at Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 31st ultimo, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1144) granting a pension to John W. Wright; and 

An act (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5461) to regulate interstate commerce and to prohibit 
unjust discriminations by common carriers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] moved a substitute for the House bill, 
pending which the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] proposed an 
amendment, and the question now is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky to the original bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“*reasonable,’’ in line 14, section 1, down to and including the word 
“*person,’’ in line 31; as follows: 

And any person or persons having purchased a ticket to be conveyed from 
one State to another, or paid the required fare, shall receive the same treatment 
and be afforded equal facilities and accommodations as are furnished all ether 

rsons holding tickets of the same class, without discrimination ; but nothing 

n this act shall be construed to deny to railroads the right to provide separate 
accommodations for passengers as they may deem best for the public comfort or 
safety, or to relate to transportation relating to points wholly within the limits 
of one State: Provided, That no discrimination is made on account of race or 
color; and that furnishing separate accommodations, with equal facilities and 
equal comforts at the same charges, shall not be considered a discrimination. 
Nor shall any railroad company or its officers charge to or receive from any 
person who is to be conveyed from one State or Territory into another any sum 
exceeding 3 cents per mile for the distance to be traveled by such person. 

Mr. INGALLS. This is an amendment to the part proposed. to be 
stricken out? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment to the House bill, to 
the part proposed to be stricken out. 
Mr. CULLOM. Idesire tosay, Mr. President, that, as [am informed 
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by the Committee on Appropriations, there are two appropriation bills 
ready to be considered by the Senate coming from that committee. 
There are two others, as 1 am informed, about ready for consideration. 
In view of that fact and of other pressing business demanding action 
by the Senate, I desire to say that I am exceedingly anxious that this 
bill shall be finished to-day. If it is not, however, I shall ask the 
friends of the measure to remain here to-morrow until it is finished, 
and shall consider a declination on the part of the Senate to doit asan 
evidence that there is no diposition to pass a bill at all on the subject. 
I hope, therefore, that we shall proceed with the consideration of this 
bill and complete it to-day if it is possible to do so consistent with the 
time that we have for consideration; but if we do not, I give notice now 


that I shall ask the Senate to remain here to-morrow until the bill is 
concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. DoJ understand the Senator from Lilinois to sug- 
gest now that if this bill is not completed to-day, he will resist an ad- 
journment to-morrow until it is finished. 

Mr. CULLOM.: Until it is concluded. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, it is not my intention to discuss 


the pendingamendment, but rather to make some general remarks upon 
the subject of interstate commerce, more particularly in the direction of 
a comparison of the two schemes for regulating that commerce which 
are suggested by the House bill and by the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Railroads of the Senate. 

There seems to be a disposition in some quarters to limit the discre- 
tion of the Senate in the consideration of the merits of these two bills. 
We were advised by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck], and in 
effect by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cokr], that it would be impos- 
sible to get any legislation upon this important subject unless the Sen- 
ate should consent to accept the House bill known as the Reagan bill. 
The Senator from Kentucky was not quite willing to impute to those 
who favored the Senate bill a disposition to defeat all legislation upon 
this subject. He formally conceded to them good faith in the mainte- 
nance of their views, but suggested that practically they were doing 
the work of the railroad monopolists in insisting upon the Senate as 
against the House bill. 

I do not know what right any Senator has to say that the House of 
Representatives, or the conferees of that body, if the amendments of 
the Senate shall go into a committee of conference, would not be dis- 
posed to meet the conferees on the part of the Senate in a full and free 
discussion of the differences between the two bodies. Noone has aright 
to say that the views of the Senate upon this measure as they shall 
ultimately be expressed by the amendments adopted to the House bill 
will not have in such a conference committee fair and respectful treat- 
ment; that they will not be met there with a disposition to harmonize 
differences and to agree upon some measure that shall express, not the 
willof a single branch of Congress, but the conjoint and concurrent will 
of the two equal and co-ordinate hodies. 

There are points of agreement in the two bills which it seems to me 
any conferee on the part of the House really desiring to have legisla- 
tion in the interest of railway shippers would be willing to accept, 
though that acceptance should involve the surrender of some features 
of the House bill. Both of these bills prohibit any discrimination be- 
tween shippers; both declare the exaction of an unreasonable rate to 
be extortion; both prescribe a heavy fine for extortion and unjust dis- 
crimination, and provide for prosecutions in the courts of the United 
States. So far the bills run together. 

But I can not for one surrender my judgment as a member of this 
body to any suggestion as to the temper or disposition of the House of 
Representatives upon this question. While willing to do whatever I 
may to bring the two Houses in agreement, that we may accomplish at 
this session of Congress something in the direction of the restraint and 
control of the railways of this country, I must in the first instance ex- 
press my own judgment in my votes here. 

It has been assumed, the Senator from Texas so told us, that the 
Reagan bill is the people’s bill. Mr. President, I do not know that the 
Senator from Texas holds any other or fuller commission to speak for 
the people of this country thanI do. I deny that the Reagan bill has 
received the sanction of a general popular approval in this country. So 
far as I know, it is not the statute law of a single State in the American 
Union to-day. 

I notice in the press dispatches of this morning that the Reagan 
bill has been introduced into the Legislature of Texas and that it was 
not probable that it would receive the sanction of that body. So it 
appears that in the State from which the distinguished author of the 
House bill comes the Legislature is unlikely to adopt that scheme for 
the reform of railroad abuses which is heralded here as the only onein 
the interest of the Fee e. 

Mr. COKE. Wi he Senator state who sent the dispatch to which 
he refers? 

Mr. HARRISON. It was an Associated Press di 
course, know the name of the press agent. It 
ment by the gentleman who introduced the 


ch. Ido not, of 
to be a state- 
in the Texas 


ture. But, Mr. President, if we are to look to State jon as ex- 
pressive of the popular view upon this question, then I am told that 


out of thirty States that have undertaken to legislate for the 
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of railway transportation twenty-five have adopted the commission 
plan. 
ment, but I have here a long list of States, embracing the leading 
commercial States of this Union, which in their legislation upon this 
subject are very nearly in accord with the Senate bill. 


Iam not able to vouch for the exact correctness of this state- 


Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, I will suggest that the 
Reagan bill ought not to pass the Legislature of the State of Texas or 


any other State, because it purposes to regulate only interstate com- 


merce. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, does the Senator suppose that there 
is in the Legislature of Texas a man so ignorant that if he were to intro- 
duce there the Reagan scheme would not adapt its provisions to the 
regulation of State commerce instead of interstate commerce? I did 
not mean to suggest that any Texas legislator had conceived the ideaof 
regulating interstate commerce by a State law. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator’s assertion with reference to this dispatch 
was that the Reagan bill had been introduced, not the Reagan bill 
changed or adapted to any other conditions, but that the Reagan bill 
had been introduced in the Legislature of Texas. 

Mr. HARRISON. I supposed every one would wnderstand when I 
spoke of the Reagan bill being introduced in the Texas Legislature that 
I meant the schenie or frame of that bill adapted to the regulation of 
State traffic, and not interstate traffic. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, I will suggest to him 
that any adaptation of a bill to the regulation of State commerce would 
be an elimination of all the features of the Reagan bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator has not weil studied 
the Reagan bill. The prohibition of pooling between points in the 
same State might be made just as well apply to State commerce as to 
interstate commerce. Its prohibition of rebates would apply just as 
well to State as to interstate commerce, and almost every other feature 
of the bill is equally applicable to State commerce as to interstate com- 
merce. 

Mr. COKE. Then, if the Senator will permit me, I will say that 
the constitution of the State of Texas forbids unjust discriminations 
by the railroad corporations, and also forbids consolidation of com- 
peting railroad lines, which means a prohibition on pooling. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the point I was making was this: 
that if we are to look to State legislation as indicating what the popu- 
lar judgment is a& to the best method of dealing with this great ques- 
tion, the overwhelming weight of evidence is in favor of a commission 
bill. And yet Senators assume here, without any higher commission to 
represent the people or any more sincere interest to protect them than 
I clasm for myself, to label the one bill as the people’s bill and the other 
as a bill favorable to the railroads. But for this suggestion I should 
not have addressed the Senate upon this question at all. It is my pur- 
pose in what I shall say to maintain that the Senate bill contains the 
more efficient scheme of exposing and repressing the discriminations 
and unjust exactions of railroad companies. 

What is it that the people complain of? Whatis the just grievance 
at the bottom of = both th popular clamor against the railroad compa- 
nies? I think, as these bills admit, just two things: First, extor- 
tion, the charging y for local freights, of unreasonable rates, 
thus unduly burdening the nest traffic for the maintenance of the rail- 
ways; and secondly, and chiefly, discriminations between shippers of 
the same class. 

Mr. President, I do not stop to prove the existence of these evils. 
They are confessed of all fair men. I do not stop to prove, for proof is 
not needed, that. the railroad companies by these discriminations be- 
tween individuals and between localities, and by the unrestrained ex- 
ercise of the power to establish rates, have assumed and do now exercise 
a most dangerous and unwarranted control over the commerce of this 
country. 

A few years ago I was in the Territory of Montana, and while there 
became aware of an incident in connection with railway ment 
that illustrates the arbitrary character = the ‘control which has been 

rations. The Union Pa- 
2 Sidenin, to Ogden, in Utah, 
was also the owner of tee Uta Utah and Northern Railway, a narrow- 
from Ogden northward th Idaho and into 
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vantage; you shall not select your own market, East or West, as may 
please you; we take control of that matter, and we say to every mer- 
chant in Montana who deals in rice orcanned goods, ‘ You shal! not buy 
them in San Francisco, but in Omaha or Chicago.’ ’’ 
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I give this as a spegimen, Mr. President, of the business discrimina- | 


tion and tyranny which some of these railroads have exercised. — Tam 
glad we have come toa time in this discussion when no one in the 
Senate denies that the power of Congress over this question of interstate 
commerce by railway is as ample as over that by the sea. It may be, 
as the Senator from Kentucky said, that some attorney of a railway 
company, in the committee-room, may yet maintain the doctrine that 
Congress has no power over this subject, but in the discussion here no 
one has expressed the smallest doubt of the right of Congress to control 
and regulate by wise provisions of law these great channels of inter- 
state commerce. 


Mr. President, intelligent legislation of a curative or remedial char- | 


acter will always be directed to the evils to be cured, and the intelli- 
gent legislator will always desire to have a clear understanding of the 
evils which are to be remedied before he drafts his bill. I think we 
have a clear and definite understanding of the evils to be remedied by 
this legislation. They are extortion, the exaction of unreasonable 


rates from shippers; they are discriminations between localities or | 


between shippers at the same locality. I believe there is not a Senator 
here who will not agree if we can so legislate as to make every railroad 
tariff reasonable and to make those reasonable rates apply without dis- 
crimination to every locality and to every shipper that we shall have 
effected a radical, thorough, and lasting cure of this railroad trouble. 

Mr. President, do these evils have their origin in the fact that there 
is now no law restraining them? Do these practices prevail because 
they are lawful? Do railroad companies extort because there is no 
limitation upon their discretion in fixing rates? Do they discriminate 
because the law allows it? No, Mr. President; both of these things 
are prohibited now by law. TheSenator from Texas undertook to show 
the other day that the Reagan bill was a simple codification of the 
common law now in force-in all of our States. The fact is, that any 
shipper from whom an unreasonable rate is exacted has now the am- 
plest legal right to recover back the excess. The fact is, that any ship- 


right now to recover the damages he suffers by that discrimination. * If 


. per against whom a discrimination is practiced has the amplest legal | 


that be true, it is not more law we want; it is nota statute which shall | 


codify the common law simply, because statute law is no more self- 
executing than common law. Statutory rights and statutory penalties 
ean only be enforced as common-law rights are, by resort to the courts. 

One is of as high sanction as the other. So I would regard it as an 
utterly fatile piece of legisiation if we should pass here a bill simply 
declaring the common law upon this subject. 

What is the trouble? It is that the shipper needs to be re-enforced 
in his contest with the railroad companies. If some one should ask me 
why it is, if the exaction of an unreasonable rate is now unlawful and 


the excess may be recovered back, that shippers do not recover it back; | 


or if one should ask me why it is, if discriminations are illegal, that 
shippers do not expose them and recover their damages, my answer 
would be that it is an unequal contest to which the shipper is invited. 

I think then I may declare, with the approval of those who listen to 
me, that legislation upon this subject to be efficient must re-enforce the 
shipper in his contest with these great railway corporations. The Rea- 
gan bill does not do that in the smallest degree. To be sure it gives 
him smart money in case of a recovery, but he can not get his smart 


money until he has established his case in court, and in the work of 


ascertaining the facts or in prosecuting his claim the Reagan bill yields 
him no help, but leaves him as he is now, a weak and feeble contestant 
with these rich and powerful corporations. : 

So, if I wanted tocorrect these evils in railway management, I should 
address the legislation to that icular point. I would help the man 
in his contest with the rai company. 

Let us look for a moment further at this question. Let me suppose 
that a shipper at the city of Indianapolis makes a shipment of freight 
over the line of a certain railway company to New York. Another man 
engaged in the same business at the same place is shipping over the 
same road atthe sametime. The first shipper can not know what rate 
the other man is paying. __ He knows what rate he is paying. He may 
be suspicions that the railway company is giving his rival in business 
a favored rate which enables him to get his produce to the seaboard 
cheaper than the other can. ae the man thus discriminated against 

udes to bring suit, what is the first thing he must do? He must 
prove the existence of a grate in favor of his rival. How 
about it? He goes to the local freight agent and 

the bill of lading, but the rate indicated on the bill is pre- 
the rate paid-byhim. He &sks the local freight agent, ‘‘ Has my 

rival a contract for a drawback?’’ The answer is, ‘‘No;’’ and that an- 
Swer may be perfectly true, for the t for a rebate is made by 
some one else. It is paid at the other end of the line. How utterly 
calenl te man is to discover the fact that he has been discriminated 
ae i! See ee ns malty. 8 can only be had by 
examination of the officers there rbooksand papers. That 
man needs to be helped to find out whether a discrimination is made in 
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favor of his rival. Legislation should provide some agency at the pub 
lic expense which would ascertain that fact for him by an inspection 


| of the books of the railroad company and a careful analysis of all thei: 


cash expenditures. 

But that is not the orly disadvantage under which the shipper labors 
He knows that if he goes into such a contest the railway company has 
it in its power to further oppress him in his business by such other dis 
criminations as might be suflicient to ruin him. -Let me suggest buta 
single method. When large ameunts of freight are moving there i 
® great demand for cars. This shipper who has entered into a lega 
contest with the railroad company wants cars. How easy it is for the 
manager to say to him, ‘‘We can not furnish you any; our cars are en 


’ 
i 


gayed;’’ or by other vexatious methods to delay and impede his ship 
ments. Therefore it is that the shipper does not often undertake this 
unequal contest. Therefore it is that he submits to existing wrongs 


in fear of greater that may follow if he attempts their redress. 

The Reagan bill leaves the shipper absolutely without any help, ab 
solutely without any re-enforcement in this contest with the corpor- 
ation’. To be sure it denounces penalties, but he can not recover the 
penalty until he has proved his case. He can not prove his case except 
by forcing his way into the recesses of the accounts of the railroad com 
panies in distant cities. He can not urge his case without the risk of 
being further discriminated against. 

There is another point in which the shipper is weak in this contest 
He can not get the public ear. He can not concentrate public opinion 
upon his individual grievance. He may talk about it; he may possi 
bly get some local newspaper to mention it; he may even excite some 
interest in his favor in the community where he ives, but his voive is 
unheard by the great mass of the peoyie of this Country. He can not 
reach the public ear, and he can not concentrate the mighty power ot 
a wide public sentiment against the wrong. The Reagan bill leaves 
him just as helpless as he is now. It leaves the battle to be fought 
out between the individual shipper, with ali the limitations, with all 
the elements of weakness that invest and surround his case, and the 
great power of the corporations. 

The view’l have expressed is not held by me alone. I think if the 
Senator from Texas has read the testimony and arguments belore the 
House committee upon this subject he willagree with me in the state 
ment that the argument and statements of Mr. Chittenden, of New 
York, showed a familiarity with the question in all its phases and a 
fairness of judgment that was not equaled, certainly not excelled, by 
any other man who appeared before that committee. This gentleman 
was no railroad lawyer. He was a representative of the Anti-Monop 
oly League of New York. He was one of those who had been most in 
fluential in the fight with the railway companies in the State of New 
York which resulted in the passage in 1882 or 1883 of their present 
railroad-commission bill. No one can read his statement without see 
ing how careful and how wide his study of this question has been. He 
was familiar with the British commission and with all the English 
cases upon this subject. I shall read what he says upon this subje 
in support of the proposition I am arguing, that our legislation should 
be in the direction of re-enforcing the shipper in his unequal fight. 

Mr. COKE. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I ask himif Mr. Chitten 
den was not advocating the adoption of the Reagam bill before the com- 
mittee of the other House ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Exactly; 1 am glad the Senator has called my 
attention to that fact. I read now the testimony of a man who on the 
whole favored the Reagan bill, and I ask the Senator to keep that in 
mind while I read some extracts from this same gentleman on another 
point that I shall reach presently. Here iswhat Mr. Chittenden say 
at page 114 of this book: 

I have stated three propositions. Ifthe Reagan bili goes beyond them, if it in- 
volves any new principles of common law, [ am not in favor of it. I do not 
think the country calls for any change inthe common law. The peopledo call 
for some more effective means of enforcing the rights of the citizen at common 
law, for-every lawyer in active practice knows that it is impossible for the cit 
zen, as matters now stand, to enforce these rights in the courts of the country. 

This gentleman says we do not want any more law; the common law 
covers the whole ground; if the Reagan bill goes further he is not for 
it; but what we do want, as he expresses it, is ‘‘sume more effective 
means of enforcing the rights of the citizen atcommon law;’’ something 
that will re-enforce the citizen in this contest with the railroad compa 
nies. Let me read again, for at page 117 he puts this even more 
strongly. Mr. STEWART, of the committee, asked him this question: 


Then why are not the courts open for redress? 

Mr. OHITTENDEN. They are, but what is the position of a man who undertakes 
to get redress in these courts? No merchant dares to doit. He can be crushed 
in his business if he does. The question to-day before this great dry goods trade 
is, whether or not it is wise, whether they can afford to go into the legal fight 
and attempt to get these pooling contracts set aside by the courts, No. There 
is hardly a week passes inthe office of any prominent lawyer in New York that 
this matter is not presented. A merchant comes into the oflice of his counse! 
with a claim against a railroad for an overcharge ora denial of some legal right, 
the lawyer examines it and decides that there is no doubt about the merchant's 
right to redress, But when it comes to bringing a suit the merchant hesitates— 

e can not afford to doit. He can not take the risk of doing it, because the rail- 
roads have it in their power, at any time, to destroy the business of any man or 
firm that seeks redress in the courts. 


_ There itis. What isthe weakness? The weakness is in the dispar- 
ity of strength of those who are invited to contest their rights in the 
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court. One would think we ought to re-enforce that man if we want to 
help him, and that we ought by our legislation in some way to protect 
him effectually against those discriminations of a vexatious kind which 
would be used against him in order to intimidate others from seeking 
redress in the courts. 

I repeat what I have said, that the Reagan bill does not help such a 
man atall. Tobe sure it denouncesa penalty, as the common law now 
denounces damages; to be sure it says that the vexatious practices to 
which the railroads would resort to crush the man who enters into this 
contest with them are illegal, but the common law says that. Yet 
these things are practiced. Right here, Mr. President, is the strength 
of the commission plan. 

Mr. Chittenden says that legislation in the direction of a good rail- 
road commission is not popular legislation with the railroads. In this 
testimony he declares that the whole combined strength of the railroads 
was thrown against the passage of such a bill in the New York Legis- 
lature. 

Now, how does the commission plan furnish the help to the individ- 
ual in his contest with the railroad company which I have undertaken 
to show is the important thing after all’ In the first place, all the de- 
tails of railroad management are to be open tothe commission. Every 
closet, every dark place in which secrets as to rebates and discrimina- 
tions of all sorts are locked up, shall be open to it. The light of day 
shall be turned upon every one of their transactions without any ex- 
pense or trouble to the shipper; he may not need to move in the matter 
atall. The original investigations required of the commission by the 
bill may disclose it all. He may not even need to make a complaint; 
but when he files a gomplaint, then, without expense, without leaving 
his own office or abandoning for a day the transaction of his own busi- 
ness, the powerful influence of the Government, represented by these 
railroad commissioners, is brought to bear, and a scrutiny thoro’ and 
searching is instituted into all the books and papers of the rail com- 
pany. Heisnot required to go and look up the facts; he is not required 
to bring a suit in the dark; but the railway commission makes the in- 
vestigation for him and puts into his hands every fact that it will be 
necessary for him to prove in his suit against the company. - The Reagan 
bill gives him no such help. 

I should have said that I assume an intelligent and an honest commis- 
sion. The salaries provided in the Senate bill are sufficient to secure 
the ablest'and most reputable men in the country. I believe that no 
executive will venture to trifle with public sentiment by the appoint- 
ment of any other than men of first-class ability and character upon the 
commission. Given such a commission, and their first work is to open 
the secrets of the railway companies. Take the discriminations by re- 
bates in favor of the Standard Oil Company, were the smaller corpora- 
tions and oil producers who were seeking to have equal rates able to 
discover and expose the facts? No, it took the power of the State of 
New York wielded through a legislative commission to bring out those 
facts. We start, then, with a commission composed of nine intelligent, 
reputable, disinterested men—one living in each of the nine judicial 
circuits of the United States. 

Titis commission, as I have suggested, secures a prompt, thorough, 
and inexpensive investigation of every grievance. The merchant has 
only to formulate his complaint. I said ‘‘formulate.’’ It may be 
without form, so it conveys to the commission information as to the par- 
ticular in which he claims the railroad company has violated the law. 
Having filed his complaint he sits in his own office, he pursues his own 
business; the Government has taken up hiscase. The United States has 
thrown itself into the scale in behalf of the citizen in this contest. B. 
its own agency, at its own expense, it pursues the inquiry; and when it 
is closed, if it is found that on a particular day the railroad companies 
were giving one shipper under the same conditions and circumstances an 
advantage over another it places in the hands of the man discriminated 
against al) the facts that enable him to maintain his case. 

That would indeed be the end of the proceeding. Dées any one Ssup- 
pose that, after the facts have been brought out, any shipper d 
need to bring into court ~~ solvent railway company in the country 
to compel the payment of his damages? They would settle without 
the service of a summons. 

Yet the Reagan bill, lauded here as the popular bill, does not in any 
of these particulars that I have mentioned help the shipper at all. In 
high-sounding words it denounces penalties, but it says to the shipper, 
“Fight out the fight yourself.’’ 

Then, again, the commission has the power to get the public ear as 
the individual shipper has not. & has the power to concentrate public 
sentiment upon any practice of the rai company that is thought 
to be unjust. Take the humblest man in any of our towns; he can 
not make himself heard beyond the village he lives in. He has no in- 
fluence; the railroad managers would laugh at him; he is buta pigmy 
in this contest and he is contending with giants. But when this great 
comnrission representing the authority of the United States, 
of able, intelligent men, men of wide reputation, of calm judgment, 
and without prejudice, looks into the grievance of this humble citizen, 
and says to the railroad companies and to the country, “‘ You have 
practiced an oppression upon that man,’’ the whole country hears the 
case, and public opinion is concentrated in its condemnation. 
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Do you suppose in that case the railroad company would resort to 
vexatious retaliatory measures upon the man who had made his com- 
plaint to the commission? Do you suppose that they would venture to 
say to such a shipper when he asked for cars, ‘‘ We have no cars?’’ Do 
you suppose they would venture to resort to any of these small vexa- 
tious tricks? Not at all; for here stands this t commission, which 
may require them at any moment to answer “= ow did not furnish 
that man with cars and where their cars were. ey can not hide these 
facts from the commission. The shipper can not tell whether their cars 
are in use or not, but the railroad commission can ascertain for him. 
It is not possible, it is not to be thought of for one moment, that any 

i company in this country would ever venture upon any of these 
small persecutions against a shipper who had,complained against them. 
They would rather show special care and alacrity in meeting his wishes. 

So it is that under the commission plan the shipper’s investigation 
is made for him, the facts are ascertained, andif he is compelled to seek 
legal redress his case is prepared for him by the Government. Notonly 
so, but he is likely to have his grievance corrected without resort to 
litigation by reason of the power of public sentiment and the force of 
the mandate of the commission, though no execution lies behind it. 
Our legislation goes directly to the point at which we find the present 
imperfection in the law. 

I wish for a moment to call attention to what Mr. Chittenden says 
in relation to the operations of the New York railroad commission bill. 
Mr. WoopWARD, of the committee, asked him—I read from page 111: 


Do those powers exist now in the English commission? Is that commission 
@ success? 

Mr. Currrenpen. I understand that they are as successful as our commission, 
and I do not think anything can be more successful than the New York railroad 
commission has been during the eight months of its life. Iam going to refer to 
that if the discussion does not take up too much of my time. 

Then, at page 115, the following question was asked by Mr. Dunn: 


Let me ask you if one central coinmission could possibly answer the purpose ; 
ought there not to be branches of that commission at all the commercial cities 
and centers of the country, divided, for instance,as the courts of the United 
States for the convenience of the citizen? 

And I may pause to say here that by the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] we have provided for one commissioner for 
each judicial circuit, and under the bill he is authorized to sit and take 
testimony himself. Mr. Chittenden’s answer was as follows: 

I donot know that I can answer that. I will say this, however, that such a 
railway commission as we have in the State of New York, of which we have 
only had about eight months of trial, in my judgment, is sufficient to redress 
very ar. 9 nearly all, the State grievances. railway commis- 
sions will redress grievances, but the where they fail and where they 
are utterly useless and powerless is where they come in contact or are uired 
© deal with interstate commerce. They are not worth then the snap of your 

nger. 

Of course not, Mr. President. A plea to the jurisdiction must be 
sustained as to all matters of interstate commerce before a State com- 
mission. The State Legislature has no power over interstate commerce, 
but when we supplement by Congressional legislation this defect, when 
we have a great national railway commission which would te 
with the commissions of the different States, interchanging informa- 
tion, which would enable a State commission practically to transfer to 
the national commission any grievances connected with interstate com- 
merce which might be brought to their attention, and which they could 
not for want of jurisdiction settle—when we have completed this sys- 
tem,. which is the favorite system of legislation in the States, by put- 
ting upon it as its climax and consummation a great railroad commis- 
sion on behalf of the General Government, then everything would be 
made to work smoothly and harmoniously. Mr. DUNN then said: 


a NG. Do you mean to say that there ought to be an interstate commis- 
sion? 


Mr, Currienpsn, I will answer that question shortly, You will see to what 
argument leads. We obtained in the State of New York, after shaking politi- 
ow parties to their center for refusing it,a lame sort of commission. By careful 
previous arrangement the appointment on that commission of one member who 
represented the people was secured, and although we were promised better things 
we had two men put on that commission for the of controlling Mr. O' Don- 
nell, the nominee of the friends of the bill. commission has been in oper- 
ation now for about eight months. The result has been that the two commis- 
sioners put there to control Mr. O’ Donnell are now acting with him, and the proof 
been so clear and the force of these grievances has been so upon that 
commission that now they are all acting together and in general ony. You 
= no one in the present Legislature proposing a repeal of the commission 
bi 


He adds further: 

Let me show you how the commission operates upon commerce— 

This is a most interesting illustration of the power and usefulness of 
the commission. He says: 


Let me show you how the commission operates upon commerce that is not inter- 
state commerce. You heard Mr. Depew— 


The general attorney of the New York Central Railway— 
this commission which had 


E 


say that his had yielded to a decision of 
cost thet $200,000! Well, I have this to for Mr. : He is, in 
may jadgment, the ablest railroad man living in the United Sates. He is se 
because there is in his conduct of railroad matters so large an infusion of com- 
mon sense. oe ane as it was poasibl. 
podem ® Gawnte ine see. See TE wee pee he was beaten. I 
seen him bring down his free by car-load after 
car-load to resist the of law, and afterward to induce the 
to veto it; but when opposition failedand the comm bill became a law 
* ft 
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said, “* well, gentlemen, that is the end of it; I propose now in 
aaa Se a at ae commenianton and to obey its decisions; at all even 
where they are ” And when they asked him toenter into the bru 
attack was made upon Mr. O'Donnell, one of the commissioners, to defeat 
his confirmation by the senate, Mr. Depew said, ‘‘No; I am not = to 
say that Mr, O'Donnell will not make a good commissioner." And he took no 
rtin it. And it is due to him in all these matters within the State of New 
‘ork to say, and I am giad to be able to say it, that he has thrown his influence, 
and it is powerful in New —— ae Sao, in the direction of com- 
uisitions of the commission. : 
* Se rete Pia one ofthe many cases before the commission. The milk- 
men upon the Harlem road came before the commission and claimed thatit was 
not t that t should be #% cents a can for transporting milk into 
the city of New York, whether the distance was ten miles or one hundred and 
fifty miles. They did not so much object to a uniform rate per can, but they in- 
sisted that the rate itself was an unreasonable one. They presented their com- 
int before the railroad commission. There wasa hearing. The New York 
tral Railroad was heard. The whole commission decided the rate was un- 
reasonable, a majority deciding that it should be reduced 33} per cent. ; one, 
that it should be reduced 50 per cent. The railroad immediately reduced it. 


There, in a contest with one of the greatest corporations in this coun- 
try, it was not found necessary that the milkmen should go into court 
and enforce their rights, but the simple judgment of the commission 
was at once acquiesced in at a loss already accrued, as the attorney of 
the road says, of over $200,000. Mr. Chittenden continued: 

Mr. Depew now says to this committee, and Mr. Depew does not state things 
that are untrue, that that decision has costthe New York Central Railroad (and 
it has not been in ration more than six months) $200,000, Who-has received 
that $200,000? Either the milkmen, the producers along the line of that road, or 
the consumers of New York, who would have had this amount faken out of 
their ets by an unreasonable rate which has been demanded and paid in 
that for the last eight or ten years, and would have been paid forever but 
for the New York commission. 


I shall read farther, because I esteem this testimony of special value. 
It is the testimony of a most intelligent man. It is the testimony of 
@ man whose sympathy and whose work has been with the people 
against the railroad companies. Speaking of the commission again, 
Mr. Chittenden says, in answer to the question: 

‘“* But not as to the local State traffic?’ 


Let me go a little further. The commission is required to examine immedi- 
ately all complaints within certain limitations,and to make their report, and 


when they make rt that any railroad company is violating a law, the attor- 
ney-general of the State is directed, and it is made his official duty, to prosecute 
for that violation. 


I pause to say that under the Senate bill it is made the official duty 
of the United States district attorney to prosecute for its violation, 
either by an action for damages in the name of the claimant, or, if nec- 
essary, by a suit on the equity side of the court, for an injunction to 
prohibit the continuance of the illegal practice. Mr. Chittenden says: 

But the value of the commission is that it lets in the light of publicity 
upon the doings of railroad companies. This commission requires them now to 


make quarterly reports instead of annual,as was then the custom, and to do 
various other things of value to the citizen. 


T shall read one further extract from Mr. Chittenden. He said: 


Gen‘ lemen, one valuable element in a commission is its operation and effect 
upon railroad men. Of this Mr. Depew furnishes a good illustration. He isa 
strong and a hard fighter,and yet he recognizes the force of public sentiment 
and public opinion, and therefure when a fair commission, such as I assume we 
are to have—we have it in New York by accident—examinesa question between 
the citizen or a number of citizens and a railroad,and expresses its deliberate 
j mt that the citizen is right, Mr. Depew,and men of his class, will yield 

not carry the contest further, for they do not like this controversy with the 
people any better than the people like it. 


That is not a the opinion of this gentleman as to what the rail- 
roads would do, for he has given us a most forcible example of what 
they did do in the case of the complaint of the milkmen along the line 
of the Hudson River Railway. The influence and power for good of a 
national commission would be greatly multiplied because of its increased 
dignity and power. He adds further, and it is the last quotation I 
shall make upon this subject, in speaking of the railroad companies: 

The only orders they— 

The commission— 


have made, thatI have seen, which were not acquiesced insby the railroad com- 
panies, were those which related to interstate commerce. 


So it seems that in oy case which has been presented to the rail- 
road commission in New York, the judgment of that commission as to 
what the railroad company ought to doas between itself and the ship- 

has been accepted as absolutely conclusive. The shipper has not 


ey 


a single instance been put to a resort to the courts to get his rights. 
Yet the advocates of the bill, which gives no re-enforcement or 
help to the shi but leaves him only a resort to the courts for any 


infringement of his rights, tell us that is the people’s bill, and that 
this commission plan w has worked so successfully in New York, 
which has worked so successfully in Massachusetts, which has worked 
as a recent of the commission in Iowa shows, in 
which is the general resort of the States desiring 
with this question, is against populat ini I would not 
of my finger legislation upon question that did 
man in his unequal contest with the railroad com- 
ia smart-money, to be had when he gets through, 
some at the. Experience shows that by a good 
he is relieved of all necessity of going to the court because 
influence of these commissions, and of the public sentiment which 
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they concentrate upon any particular wrong, is such as to compel ac 
quiescence even by the greatest corporations. 

I have here the seventh annual report of the board of railroad commis- 
sioners of the State of Iowa. It comes through Hon. James W. McDili, 
at present one of the commission and formerly a member of this body. 
I read a brief extract from page 12: 

The commissioners are glad to report that the various railroad companies 
have by agreement reduced the rates on grain to Chicago, Peoria, Beardstown, 
Saint Louis, and East Saint Louis, from stations on the lowa divisions to and 
including Creston and corresponding points, 3 cents per hundredweight. Re 
ductions east of Creston and corresponding points are now being considered 

A result reached so pleasantly can not fail to be a matter of congratulation 
Nothing has ever been done in railway matters in the State which has proven 
so satisfactorily to the public a proper appreciation of the common public good 
by the railway officials as this reduction of rates. Many thoughts presented by 
the managers in the letters and extracts of letters herewith presented are worthy 
of much consideration. 


Mr. JACKSON. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to call Lis 
attention to that same report of the lowa commission, on page 8, where 
they state that the rates have been reduced even below what they were 
fixed by the ‘‘ granger law ?”’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I will read that extract also. They say 


Since writing the above the commissioners have received additional informa 
tion which they deem it proper to make public. Eleven of the railroads of lowa 
which carry the bulk of the grain to market, in answer to our inquiries, report 
there has been no increase of rates, and the commissioners are satisfied that 
rates have not been raised for several years, and that the roads are generally 
earrying at or below the rates agreed upon with the-commissioners in 1878 
which was a slight reduction below rates prescribed in what is commonly known 
as the “‘ granger law.” 


It seems there was a rate prescribed in the granger law, and then the 
comnaission stf%gested a somewhat lower rate, and the railroad compa- 
nies have actually gone below the last rate in their transportation upon 
the suggestions of these commissioners, 

Mr. President, I have thought it necessary to make these remarks 
to-day simply because for one [ was unwilling that this debate should 
close without putting on record the reasons which lead me to believs 
that the scheme of the Senate bill is wider, more intelligent, more dis 
criminating, more efticacious asa remedy for the confessed evils in rail 
way management by far than the Reagan bill. 

But it must not be thought that the Senate bill simply constitutes a 
commission to get information, and without other powers. The Senatoi 
from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] said the other day that the ‘broad lan- 
guage used in the second section, conferring powers upon a commission, 
was a virtual attempt to strip Congress of al! control over the subject 
of interstate commerce, and to confide to the commission as full a con- 
trol as was possessed by Congress under the Constitution. I do not 
think that was a fair construction of the language. But that argument, 
which was referred to as being very conclusive by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck], has been answered by an amendment which 
has been adopted, and which limits the powers of the commission to 
those expressly granted in the bill. 

As to the other objection, that judicial power is conferred upon the 
commission, [ do not think it is well founded. Its powers are simply 
supervisory. They are empowered to get information; they are em 
powered to administer oaths, just as a committee of Congress may in the 
examination of witnesses. It isnota judicial function. The commis- 
sion may make recommendations as to what ought to be done, but the 
bill does not give their conclusion the force of a judgment. It is not 
the exercise of judicial power, because the bill provides that after the 
commission has expressed an opinion on the subject, if the railway com- 
pany does not of its own motion comply, proceedings are to be taken in 
the courts of the United States to enforce it. So the bill is not subject 
I think, to either of those criticisms. 

But the Senator from Texas says that the Senate bill prescribes an ex- 
clusive remedy through the commission; that if the bill passes, every 
one having a grievance against a railway company connected with inter- 
state commerce must assert it through the railroad commission; that be 
will be deprived of his right to institute an action in the firstinstance, and 
to conduct it himself without reference to the commission. I marveled 
at that statement coming from so good a iawyer as the Senator from 
Texas. 

I believe the rule of law is that when a new right is given and a par- 
ticular form of remedy is pointed out that form of remedy is exclusive; 
but here no new right is given. It is simply a recognition of the com- 
mon law; it doesnot supplant it; and the method of an inquiry through 
the commission would never be held by any court in the world to be 
exclusive. Each shipper will be as fully at liberty after the bill passes 
as he is now to ignore the commission, to refuse to avail himself of its 
services, to institute his own suit where he pleases and prosecute it the 
best way he can. 

But, says the Senator from Texas, you are depriving the State courts 
of jurisdiction and giving exclusive jurisdiction to the United States 
courts. There never was a greater misconception than that. I sup 
pose the Senator will admit that the prosecution of criminal offenses 
against the United States must be in the courts of the United States 
He would not expect the grand jury of acounty to be charged with the 
investigation of violations of the criminal laws of the United States 
So the bill provides that indictments under its provisions for extortion 
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or for unjust discrimination shall be prosecuted in the United States 
courts. 

It was farther intended by the bill to supplement its provisions in 
the interest of the shipper by giving him the benefit of the services of 
the United States district attorney. The Senator will understand that 
the United States district attorney can not practice, as such, in a State 
court, and we could not send him into a State court to represent any- 
body. Therefore, if any shipper desires to avail himself of the use of 
the only law oflicer we can give him, he must go into a court where 
that law officer is recognized. 

But the shipper is perfectly free to go into any State court and select 
his own lawyer. He may take the benefit of the investigation of the 
commission; he may avail himself of the facts which have been brought 
out by their examination of the books of the railroad company, and go 
to any State court having jurisdiction and bring his suit there. 

The Senator from Texas also said that the Senate bill would result 
in bringing the shipper from Oregon to Washington to have his griev- 
ance investigated. The Senator did not enter upon the consideration 
of this bill with that open-minded fairness which he generally brings 
to the consideration of public questions or he would not have said that. 
The bill provides for a commission for the judicial circuit of which 
Oregon isa part. It authorizes this commission to make an investiga- 
tion there. While the general conferences and consultations are to be 
held here, everything that the shipper needs to do may be either done 
by mail or it may be done in the very locality where he lives. 

The Reagan bill undertakes to declare certain things to be illegal, 
which the Senator from Texas says are now illegal, which are not named 
in the Senate bill. It makes a rebate absolutely lege and a misde- 
meanor. A rebate by way of discrimination is made ilTegal and a mis- 
demeanor under the Senate bill. A rebate is the repayment of some 
part of a sam received. Under the Reagan bill if a railroad company 
had exacted an unreasonable rate they could not pay it back, because 
they would be paying a rebate. They would bein this interesting con- 
dition: liable to prosecution for having taken the unreasonable rate, 
and liable to a second prosecution if they paid it back. 

There area great many people in this country who think they under- 
stand the railroad problem in every detail. I am not one of them. 
There are a great many people who upon a very scanty examination of 
the question feel themselves competent to prescribe rates and to provide 
an iron-bound code of rules to regulate all railway traffic. 

It seems to me there may be cases where a rebate ought to be paid. 
Take my own city, tapped by all the great trunk-lines to the seaboard. 
Here is a miller who is shipping his flour over the Pennsylvania route; 
beside him is another who is shipping over the Baltimore and Ohio, the 
destination of both being New York. Theshipper by the Pennsylvania 
route desires to ship to-day five hundred barrels of flour. He inquires 
of the agent as to the rate, and is told. The shipper asks, ‘‘Are not 
some of these other roads giving a lower rate?’’ The agent answers, 
‘*No, sir; that is the rate of all the roads; but I will say this to you, 
if any of the other roads are shipping at a lower rate you shall have the 
benefit of that rate.’’ It turns out that the Baltimore and Ohio road 
that very day was shipping for 10 cents a barrel less to New York. Are 
Senators willing to declare that it shall be made a misdemeanor for the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company to equalize to its shippers that cut by 
the Baltimore and Ohio? I do not say to equalize to a favorite ship- 
per, but to equalize to all shippers of flour at that time over their road. 
I am not willing to declare that to be a misdemeanor. 

Therefore I prefer that this declaration should be in the terms of the 
Senate bill, which is that if a rebate is used to discriminate between 
shippers it shall be a » .isdemeanor punishable by fine, but where it is 
used as a means of equalizing rates the reason of the rule certainly 
fails, and the rule ought to fail with it. 

A great deal has been said about the long and short haul clause in 
the Reagan bill. I wish to recur again to the testimony of Mr. Chit- 
tenden to show the Senate what he said on that subject. The Senate 
will bear in mind that the Senator from Texas has claimed that Mr. 
Chittenden was a defender of the Reagan bill. I had myself described 
him as one of the most intelligent, earnest, and persistent opponents 
of railroad monopoly that I have ever known. Now, Ict us see what 
Mr. Chittenden says about the long and short haul business: 


Mr. Currrexpen. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up a moment's time 
of the con mittee. I have been giving the time since yesterday to the 
that was presented in the Memphis and Winona case, and that had led me to an ex- 
amination of the decisions under the nintieth section of the railway-clauses act in 
England to which I had reference yesterday, and I find thatthat problem hasgiven 
to the house of lords in Eng the same trouble that it certainly gives me. 
It may not give the committee any. In one case that I have found, which went 
up from Scotland to the house of lords, the house of lords were divided upon 
the question whether under this ninetieth section such a similar discrimination 
as that mentioned here was authorized. In that case the road led from Derby to 
London. Its maximum rates, as all the rates in England are, are fixed by ia- 


ment. It made a rate to a place called Hampton-on-Arden. is 8 
shillings from Hampton to Derby, but on through nger traffic from p- 
ton to London the pa. would be only 2 and yet by a divided 
court the house of lords held that that was not contrary to the n section 
of the act which I read yesterday, and they held further that it was 


eg ee 
ful whether it was practical to take away that power of discrimination the 
railway companies. All I have to say is that I should hesitate myself some time 
before I committed myself absolutely to the provisions of the Reagan bill, which 
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prohibits more for a short haul than for a long haul under al! possible circum- 
stances. There is a very serious question there that certainly is deserving the 
best examination of the committee. I say this because I thought to some extent 
au yesterday. Itis probably the most doubtful question there is involved 

In view of this statement, is it too much to ask that that question may 
lie over until the railroad commission can give us their judgment upon 
the subject? As ardentan advocate and friend of strong restrictive leg- 
islation as Mr. Chittenden declares that he is not able to give to that 
provision his assent. 

I donotstop to speak at length of the schedule provision of the Reagan 
bill. I believe it to be utterly impracticable. I notice that while we 
are all appealed to here to stand by the Reagan bill, and are threatened 
with the failure of all legislation if we do not, the friendsof the Reagan 
bill are themselves proposing to amend it. Under the bill as it came 
from the Houseit would be impossible for a railroad company to reduce 
its charges until it had for five days posted up a notice of the reduction 
in every depot on allits lines. It would take five days certainly, possi- 
bly more, to get the schedule printed and put up on some of the long 
lines of railroad, and then there are to be five days more before any 
reduction or increase of rates could go into operation. It is an unin- 
telligent way to deal with this question; it is an imprecticable proposi- 
tion. 

Is it asking too much of those who really want legislation to meet us 
upon the propositions we have offered, namely, to prohibit extortion, 
to prohibitall discriminations, to establish a railroad commission which 
shall make inquiry into all matters of railroad management and shall 
re-enforce the shipper in his unequal contest with therailroads? Con- 
gress ought at once to pass some eflicient legislation that will bring this 
gigantic power under the control of reason and of law, instead of being 
left as now with self-interest as its only law. We ought to have legis- 
lation. We shall have it if there is a disposition to harmonize differ- 
ences as to details. If the commission plan is adopted I believe we shall 
have legislation that, before it has been in operation two years, will 
have the universal approval of the people of this country. 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President, I hesitate to advance a suggestion 
upon the subject before the Senate. It has been ably and at length, if 
not fully, discussed. 

As a whole, I like neither the House nor the Senate bill, while in 
either there is much I approve. 

The power to conform the conductof the common carrier to the right- 
ful subserviency of the public interests is the admitted prerogative and 
high duty of the sovereign. 

The sovereign appears in this case when the carrier engages in the 
business over which to him (the sovereign) is delegated exclusive control. 

It is not here as in the governments of Europe where common carriers 
are licensed by the national authority, or the right to regulate their 
conduct would be absolute and complete. Here it can only apply 
where the power of the grantor ends and that of the government of 
delegated powers begins. 

Where the power is coextensive with the franchise it would seem not 
a difficult problem to adjust the conduct of the carrier to such perform- 
ance of public service as induced and inspired the grant conferred. 
Yet the matter which it is now proposed to subject to legislative regu- 
lation has long engaged the serious thought and consideration of the 
older governments of Europe as well as of the States of this Union, 
with results sometimes damaging to the corporations and their capa- 
bilities of serving the public, and at no time securing that measure of 
performance which it was believed the public interests demanded and 
to which of right they were entitled. 

It has been alike unfortunate for investors and the public that our 
tailway system has drifted away from the sphere in which it was in- 
tended to operate. Its members have become more or less the agencies 
of stock operations and the prey of parasites, to the wrong and injury 
of the real plant, and not infrequently have the prime promoters had 
their honest inv: ts swept away ‘by designing trustees. 

It has been such diversion and such misdirection of our public 
works that come indirectly much of the evil and abuse which gives 
rise to an extended and increasing outcry, well founded, for relief at 
the hands of the great body of people. : 

That our railways have contributed more to the development, popu- 
lation, and power of the country than any other agency is confessed, 
and that so many are the interests dependent upon the system, and such 
their magnitude, that all must agree that too much care and caution 
can not well be taken in shaping such legislation as public exigency 
seems to demand. 

That regulation of the conduct of carriers in respect to interstate 
commerce is demanded by far-reaching considerations of public policy 
has not been, and I venture to say can not be, successfully controverted. 

Besides the remedies against the abuses which it is intended to re- 
strain, it seems to me of paramount importance to prescribe, as Con- 
gress may do, certain definite principles on which transportation com- 
panies may engage in the business of interstate commerce. 

These are embodied in the amendment which I gave notice it would 
be my ae offer when the bill shall be perfected for the consider- 
ation of the Senate. - They go, as I believe, to the very root of the sub- 
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ject, and, while serving the people everywhere toan equitable service, 
impose no wrong on the carrier—no hardship. 

He has no right to use a delegated trust, which in the higher sense 
and legal implication is granted for the public good, in any manner 
which shall give to any one person, community, or locality, in the per- 
formance of the like service, advantage over another. . 

Such is the nature and the consideration alone on which carriers are 
incorporated. It is of the very essence of the duty imposed by the 
grant, sought, conferred, and accepted, that he treats all comers by the 
same rules and with the same reasonable measure. It is an abuse of 
this trust to pursue his preferences to the prejudice of persons or com- 
munities. It is a pernicious misuse of the grant to direct the energies 
of the enterprise in the single interests of the immediate promoters. 
The public, of sovereign right, are entitled to enjoy the advantages of 
the invention at reasonable charges. This is all that an enlightened 
public judgment expects, and that, it seems to me, is the duty of the 
sovereign to enforce. 

Mr. President, no acceptable or sufficient reason can be assigned why 
a person desiring to go from any railway station in any State or Terri- 
tory to any other in any State or Territory of the Union, where the 
journey may be effected by any connection of carriers, whether wholly 
by land or by land and water, should not be entitled to receive a 
through ticket and for his baggage a through check. It is merely a 
matter of arrangement between the transpertation companies, which I 
conceive to be in the line of their public duty and conservative of their 
own better interest. 

There is no good reason why a shipper similarly situated, and like- 
wise desiring transportation for any produce or merchandise, should 
not be entitled to a through receipt and bill of lading all the way to 
destination at a fixed total charge for the service. This is likewise a 
matter of convention between the carriers composing the route. The 
duty is to enforce it. The like is done by the leading express companies 
of the country as to packages, and yet it is by means of the transporta- 
tion lines they perform such service. 

Then I say, Mr. President, this done, and we open to the proper use 
of the people of the nation our transportation routes as wide and as free 
asthesea. Thesystem as to interstate commerce becomes one of an in- 
. le service, and the amendment I propose 

aims directly at such result, Besides this, it fixes a principle for com- 
puting the charges for the transportation of passengers and freights, 
which I venture to say is theoretically and practically correct. 

The terms ‘‘ reasonable’’ and “‘discrimination,’’ when applied to this 
subject, are indefinite and vexatious. The concession granted that the 
same charge may be levied on a bale of cotton from Texas to Norfolk as 
is made by the same route to New York—that the same charge may be 
levied on a car-load of cora from Chicago to Richmond as is made by 
the same route to Newport News, or that. the carrier may charge as 
much for a short as for « long haul, in effect legalizes discrimination. 
It is to alter unjustly the rightful relations of the markets and the 
producer—the merchant and the consumer. In the transportation of 
either and both—passengers and freights—there enters certain distinct 
and well-defined elements of cost, which the year’s business of any 


well ized rtation company will near enough ascertain to 
fix a and substantial basis on which to formulate an equitable 
tariff of for the succeeding year. These are what are commonly 
called ‘‘ fixed charges’’—including terminal expenses and the cost of 


hauling. Both are dependent in different measure upon the volume 
of business, and the latter sensibly upon the evenness of opposing cur- 
soslhg nenaeh Npelaeanapieation/iiatinetaanaapttiorne passenges oc 
yi y the co ion, W rit transports one passenger or 
ene thousand, whether it hauls one thousand tons of freight or ten mill- 
ions, and they are in the direct ratio of the number of each transported. 
Right there enters the first and essential factor in computing the 
proper charge for the transportation of either passengers or freight, and 
you have the data for ining what the proper constant is in re- 
spect to each by classes. Such charge must be made against each pas- 
senger and each ton of freight, no matter what the distance transported. 
The cost for hauling is practically, as to the same member, pro rata 
mile. One is common to al! distances, and the other is ratable. 
principle thus briefly described entitles the passenger from any sta- 
of New Orleans to the same rate per mile, plus the fixed 

charge to New York, Washington, or Richmond, as that paid by the 
ee New Orleans, and vice versa. It entitles the shipper from 
New Orleans and from any intermediate station, to Lynchburg, Nor- 


folk, or W: to the same rate mile, plus the fixed charge, 
is sateen York. Zr fi = 


It entitles the shi from Cincinnati, Saint Louis, or San Francisco, 
or from any in point, to the seaboard, or to any intervening 


per mile plus the fixed charge. 
no matter from what station, to 


route to points South - Spode Bee ote paid over thegume 


_It maintains relatively the geographical 
nities, and markets. It leaves to and God-given advantages 
a fair fiel@. It opens all markets to the producer everywhere upon 
even terms. In an equitable sense it makes no place a way-station. 


relations of persons, commnu- 
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It enables the producer, for himself and at once, without let or hin- 
drance, to choose his own market, and it leaves to the commercial ene: 
gies of every locality an unhindered, open way to the trade of the 
country. 

It will stimulate development, vitalize dormant resources, and en 
large the volume of business and increase the revenues of the transpor 
tation lines, as will every step taken which shall promote the facilities, 
improve the accommodations, and lessen the cost of transportation. | 
mean such relations between the transportation lines of the country 
and the public, such composition and formation of passenger and freight 
charges, as the amendment I have submitted proposes to institute 
And this is the amendment: 


Amendment proposed by Mr. MAnongs to the amendment of Mr, CuLLOM to the 
bill (H. R. 5461) to regulate interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust dis« 
inations by common carriers, namely : 

Add at the end of section 12 the following 

“And it shall not be lawful for any transportation company to engage in such 
transportation of passengers or freights with any other such company unless it 
admits and contracts with any and all other transportation companies desiring 
to engage with it and its connecting carriers in the business of interstate com- 
merce upon the same terms of association as those agreed upon between it and 
such other company. And the rate of transportation over all lines engaged in 
such business shall be computed and charged upon the following basis—that is 
to say: For passengers of the same class the combined charge of all the car- 
riers, to be divided as they may agree, shall nevertheless, for all distances, be 
pro rata per mile. For freights of the same class and of like units, taking th« 
car-load as the maximum, the total charge from the station of shipment to the 
station of final delivery shall be composed of two items—the charges for fixed 
expenses and the charge for any transfer where a break of gauge or transship 
ment from rail to vessel, or vice versa, or a necessary porterage may be imposed, 
such proper charges for each class of freight-and like units below and including 
the car-load to be ascertained and agreed by the transportation companies con 
cerned, subject to the approval of the said board of commissioners. The charge 
for transportation of freights of the same class and unit below and including 
the car-load shall be, as to the same carrier composing part of the route tray 

ersed, for all distances, pro rata per mile, to be divided between the carriers di 

rectly performing the service as they may agree.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky 
[ Mr. Beck] to thé House bill. It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 14, after the word ‘‘ reasona- 
ble,’’ it is proposed to strike out down to and including the word **‘ per 
son,’ in line 31, as follows: 


And any person or persons having purchased a ticket to be conveyed from 
one State to another, or paid the required fare, shall receive the same treatment 
and be afforded equal facilities and aecommodations as are furnished al! other 

rsons holding tickets of the same cla¢s, without discrimination ; but nothing 
in this act shall be construed to deny to railroads the right to provide separate 
accommodations for passengers as they may deem best for the public comfort or 
safety, or to relate to transportation relating to points wholly within the limits 
of one State: Provided, That no discrimination is made on account of race or 
color; and that furnishing separate accommodations, with equal facilities and 
equal comforts at the same charges, shall not be considered a discrimination 
Nor shall any railroad company or its officers charge to or receive from any per- 
son who is to be conveyed from one State or Territory into another any sum e¢x- 
ceeding 3 cents per mile for the distance to be traveled by such person 


ix 


Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. MAXEY (whenhis name wascalled). I should like to make an 
explanation before voting. If I understand it—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MAXEY. I want to have it understood what we are voting on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is debate. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then I shall not vote at present. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] at the suggestion of his colleacue. 
I shall not vote on this amendment. I should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if the Sen- 
ator from Illinois were here. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
ently voted. I was paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Cam 
ERON]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am paired withthe Senator from Arkaiisas 
[Mr. WALKER]. I donot know how he would vote if he were here. | 
should vote to follow the committee bill. Inasmuch as I do not know 
how he would vote on an amendment of this sort, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to announce the pair between 
my colleague [Mr. FARLEY] and the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CAMERON }. 

The result was announced—-yeas 22, nays 23; as follows 


YEAS—22. 


I inadvert- 


Beck, 


Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Call, Gibson, McPherson Vance, 
Camden, Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 
Cockrel}), Harris, Morgan, Williams, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Saulsbury 

NAYS—23. 

Conger, Harrison, MeMillan, Pike, 
Culiom, Hawley, Mahone, Platt, 
Dawes, Hill, Manderson, Sewell, 
Dolph, Hoar, Miller of Cal. Sherman, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Morrill, Wilson, 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
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ABSENT—31 

Aldrich Cameron of Wis., Kenna, Ransom, 
Allison Chace, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Bayard Pair, Lapham, Sabin, 
Blair Farley Logan, Sawyer, 
Bowen George, Miller of N.Y. Van Wyck 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Butler Groome, Pendleton Walker. 
Cameron of Pa. Hale, Plumb, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BECK. I suggested another amendment, which I will offer. I 


have not the bill before me, but I think it is in section 4, line 5, after 
the word ‘“‘same,’’ to strike out ‘‘for a shorter than for a longer dis- 
tance, which includes the shorter,’’ and to insert ‘‘ for any distance less 
than the whole length of the line than is charged for similar service for 
the whole length of the line.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was not able from the reading, in consequence of 
the confusiun, to understand precisely the point. Will the Senator 
from Kentucky state what he designs to accomplish ? 

Mr. BECK. The point is that the railroads shall not charge more 
to haul freight from Omaha to Virginia City than from Omaha to San 
Francisco; that they shall not haul a car-load past a place on the line 
to a place four or five hundred miles further and charge the intermedi- 
ate points twice as much, as they are in the habit of doing. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator think they ought to be allowed 
by law to charge as much for a short haul as for a long haul ? 

Mr. BECK. I do not. I will not refuse to remedy one glaring evil 
because I can not remedy all. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why can not they both be remedied ? 

Mr. BECK. They may be. I will try to remedy this one now, 
and then I may vote with the Senator to prevent another. 

Mr. INGALLS. But in preventing one difficulty the Senator pro- 
poses to legalize another which is as bad. 

Mr. BECK. I do not propose to legalize anything. I do not pro- 
pose to give them any rights they have not now. When I propose to 
do away with an evil, then I want to test the sense of the Senate, and 
if the Senator from Kansas will find a way to go further I think per- 
haps I shall go with him. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ask him whether the bill as it stands does not prohibit the evil of 
which he speaks? 

Mr. BECK. I think it does not. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then the friends of this bill admit that it is im- 
perfect. 

Mr. BECK. There were amendments put in by the House, as, for 
example, in the first section, by persons who were not friends of the 
bill, in order to embarrass it, as the one put on to meet the question 
made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] limiting fares to 3 
cents a mile, which the committee did not want. It was kept in by 
the enemies of the Reagan bill in the Senate to-day by a yea-and-nay 
vote for the very purpose of defeating it. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator does not contend that this lan- 
guage to which his amendment refers was amended by the enemies of 
the bill in the House. Does he not know that is the original language 
of the bill? 

Mr. BECK. It is not the way the bill read when presented by Mr. 
REAGAN, as | understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky is not 
in order in referring to any proceedings of the House of Representa- 


tives. 


The question is on the amendment 


Mr. BECK. I believe Lam not; but the temptation was very great. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itisthe duty of the Chair to restrain 
the Senator. 


Mr. BECK. That is true, and I submit. It was shown before the 
committee of the House that, for instance, a bale of cotton would be 
hauled from Memphis to New Orleans for a dollara bale, passing through 
a place called Winona, I believe, one hundred and twenty miles south 
of Memphis, and ees 


be charged. I seek to remedy that. It was proven aia toaree 
the case I wo ot the Paste dleonde thanad tee or Wh 

elsewhere a car was charged, when that axes ro fed 
railroad and a car hauled to San Francisco for . Tseek to t 


that, and I have askedfor the yeasand nays upon it. Tothe sec- 
tion of the bill my amendment was beaten, but I shall ask the yeas 
and nays on that when it comes into the Senate again. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Kentucky if he thinks the — bill as it now stands does not pre- 


vent the charge he mentions in transportation between Winona and 
New Orleans? 


Mr. BECK. Lam afraid it does not, eee 
further | oss Uelbod tae ecmaniiiceme am S cramdae teiinen 
ent. weeanalic asp eamediaes ah ental: 


I propose only to o deal with flagrant, admitted evils, an: to leave for 
future adjustment all doubtfal questions as to whethe: ve should 
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be a different rate ten miles further or twenty miles further because of 
peculiar conditions, or because the point is one where there are no con- 
nections reaching out, which is one of the arguments for charging more. 
I leave all that for future adjustment, and I do not legalize that, nor 
do I give the railroads any greater power than they have now over the 
intermediate rates along the line; but, I seek to reach that great class of 
cases where men along the line are made to pay double and treble, and 
even quadruple, what the hauling is worth in order to make up for the 
losses that are sustained in carrying traffic from one end of the land to 
the other; where railroads, in order to break-each other down or to 
break down water ways, so as to get clear of competition, that they 
may charge hereafter what they please, carry at losing rates, and make 
the whole line profitable by doubling up charges along the line. I de- 
sire to get clear of that; and as to other matters, I leave them to the 
future. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The evils which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky suggests are precisely those which we ought to try to remedy; and 
if his amendment is better calculated to remedy such evils, I should want 
to vote with him. 

Mr. BECK. I thinkitis. I do not see how any injury can come to 
a road from the adoption of it. Very elaborate arguments have been 
made as to adjusting rates along the intermediate points; that you may 
haul ten miles farther off on the same road, and stop at a place where 
only one car a week has tobe left, and where the train has to be read- 
justed, so that they can not afford to haul for as small compensation as 
they could where a whole train-load was taken off or half a train-lead 
was taken off, or where the terminal loading and unloading was easy. 
I leave all such matters for future adjustment; I simply seek to get at 
the great question that the charge for the whole length of the line shall 
be as great as they shall charge for any part of it. That seems to be 
just on its face. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I suppose the object to be attuized here 
is a just compensation for the service rendered by the common cartier. 
I presume that is the principle which we are trying to enforce in this 
legislation. 

Mr, BECK. I am endeavoring to do that. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Lam inelined to think that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky does have a tendency to eifect that 
object better than the language of the bill as it now stands. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
if he has carefully considered his amendment and thinks it makes it 
any plainer than the original bill. From reading the amendment at 
the desk, and carefully looking at it, I am of the opinion that it will 
leave it in no better shape than the bill. The House bill certainly cov- 
ered that point as much as the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 


tacky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

. HOAR. I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘line,”’ 
where it first oceurs in the amendment of the r from n Kentucky, 
the words ‘‘in proportion;’’ so as to make the connection read 

n the tra. r 
tation of ot proper rey au provided in the fret sectlon of this sot to chargeor receive 


So =" a oe amount and kind of poeeeeey, Soe eaety- 
ine, Tecetvi ing the same, for any 
ving, ston a the fine 


The an Lae Lae 


purpose 
the two principles. The principle on which the amendment of the 


Senator from Kentucky depends is that the charge of a railroad company 
should be to the length of transportation. If that be not 
a true universal principle, then the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky is not a wise or sound ition. If it be true as a uni- 
versal then the amendment of the- aolieuatan anmeoed 

some length in accomplishing i t it not go 
vo Therefore, it seems to me that it is 


, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
were taken. 


Mr. yeas an nays wer I repeat that I am paired with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. I do not know how he would vote on 
any of these amendments if present. I would say at this time that if 
ee 
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The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 41; as follows: Louis and to intermediate points which can not be changed except on 
YEAS—5. five days’ notice. Now, it occurs very often that there is not 10 pe: 
. . cent. of the business doing from Saint Louis to employ the existing 
Dawes Hoar, Mahone, Morgan. . ’ : s ; . : . ¥ 
Edmunds, means of transportation. During this time a shipper reaches Saint 
NAYS—4I. Louis with one or a dezen cars of wheat which he desires to transport 
i Geo MeMillan, Sabin, to New York, and naturally seeks fo avail himselfof the opportunity to 
Allison, eorge, : : RAL) : PI y 
Beck. Gibson. MePbérson. Seulebary, get a low rate. The river boats can cut their rates to take the freight 
Cook — : , ‘ : , he railroads, but the roads can not cut rates as against the boat 
ul. Harr Maxey, Sherman, from t ne ral acs, c S Can Y “uLeS AS f wt ni OUTS 
Gin. Harrison, Miller of Cal., Vance, | or against each other, notwithstanding they may be willing to do the 
Colquitt, Has, oo yen er, business at much less than usual rates in order to keep their men em 
Selteen Jonas, Pike, — Williams, ployed even if they make no profit. They can not enter into com 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Platt, petition, for the moment they break the Saint Louis to New York rate 
Frye, —— of Nevada, a. for even a single shipment every single local rate on the line from New 
Gorteas,.. | — ge York or from Saint Louis to intermediate points must at once be low 
eae t a ered to meet the competing rate fixed on this single shipment from 
eee — st oa —— Saint Louis to New York. 
Blair, . Fair, | Lapham, Slater, So I say, if this bill is to be adopted or if this principle is in any way 
Bowen, Farley, ome. WY oe to be embodied in what we may finally do, it-must be modified in some 
Brown, Gorman, Miller of N. Y., falker, sensible degree in order to preserve the benetits arising from healthy and 
Butler Groome, Mitchell, Wilson, erce & I ny a 
: Y Pendleton yroper competition, and also to preserve in any deree that flexibility 
Camden, Hale, . proper | petition, an pre y ae : 
Cameron of Pa., ‘Hill, Ransom, which is a necessity of modern business. 
j Iam aware, Mr. President, that the amendment which I propose wili, 
So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. ) prope 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to if adopted, defeat the cherished and illy-disguised object of the section 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, on which the yeas and | under consideration. This object was frankly stated the other day by 
nays have been ordered. the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] as that of compelling 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to offer an amendment before the roll is called. | the railroad companies to charge more for the long haul, more for the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An amendment tothe amendmen t? | grain and merchandise transported to and from distant points, ip order 
Mr. PLUMB. An amendment to the amendment. that persons living more convenient to one or the other or both of the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. terminal points of the railroad may have a better rate on what is called 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment of the Senator from | the short haul. That is to sacrifice the interest and the advantage 
Kentucky by adding to the words proposed to be inserted, ‘‘ under which portions of the country remote from the seaboard now have. 
similar conditions and circumstantes;’’ so as to read: _ Atchison, Leavenworth, Kansas City, Minneapolis, are to have higher 
Any distance less than the whole length of the line than is charged for similar | Ttes imposed on them in order that points farther east may have bet- 

service over the whole length of the line, under similar conditions and cireum- | ter rates. ~ 
stances. : But, Mr. President, the bill does not even give assurance of this re- 
The statements which have been made in regard to the injuries or | sult. The long haul may be put at a higher price, but there is no as- 
to be remedied by this section, which it is proposed to amend, | surance that the shorter hayl will have a lower one, for the bill by fair 

. which is the vital one of what is known as the Reagan bill, are exag- | implication authorizes the same charge fora short haul as for a long one. 
gerations—that is to say, the grosser cases have been stated as justify-| The people of the West, of Kansas, of Texas, and other remote States, 
ing the application of this principle, which I think is an unwise one, | have an advantage which they onght not to have, that ought to be as- 
and will do, in any possible application of it, either as originally incor- | certained in some authentic way; we ought to know by the testimony 
porated or as proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, more harm than | of somebody, that of shippers, a board of commissioners, some experts, 

. The Senator from Kentucky himself states as its justification | somebody who has investigated the question, that these advantages are 
that it is designed to prevent a railroad from charging more from | unconscionable, that they ought not to be continued. But it has not 
Omaha to Virginia City than the same railroad company charged from | been alleged here or elsewhere in the discussion of this bill that the peo- 
Omaha to San Francisco. That is not a fair statement of the effect of | ple living in these remote sections of the country have an advantage 
the section, nor ha& there been a fair one made that I have heard. which they ought not to have under the existing condition of things; 

The case stated is a moons one, or would be if there wereasingle rail- | and yet it is this at which the bill is aimed. It is the design in some 
road from Omaha to San Francisco via Virginia City, as there is not, | way of those who have done the most to frame this bill to see that that 
which of course lets the bottom outof all of it. In the next place, itis | rate of freight which exists now between extreme portions of this coun- 
not the usual case. There are hundreds of instances, thousands of | try shall in some way be modified or abrogated or increased in order to 
cases where the application of this principle would be destructive, and | accomplish something, nobody really knows what. 
doa deal more harm than good unless modified as I propose to The question of the difference between the long haul and the short haul, 













modify it. Take, for instance, the case of a haul from Indianapolis to | the question of the right of a community living nedrer to one of the ter- 
East Saint Louis and one from Indianapolis to Saint Louis. The haul | minal points of a railroad to the advantage growing out of its geograph- 
between Indianapolis and East Saint Louis is a mile and a half or two | ical position—all these questions have been the subject of controversy 
railes shorter than the haul from Indianapolis to Saint Louis. The | and of consideration by the railroads and by the community, out of 
haul from to East Saint Louis will in most cases be that | which has grown the present system; and if it is wrong, there ought to 
pertaining to business, a 


car, loaded at Indianapolis after | be somebody to show it and show wherein it is wrong, and to propose 


a remedy for it, and not strike, as I think this bill does, blindly and in 
the dark. There has been noallegation anywhere that I have seen that 


" 
E 
: 


iring delay before it is unloaded. It 
on a local freight train, which stops at all 


local stations, and thus this car will be subjected to numerous shifts to | remote communities are getting benefits too greatly to their advantage 
make way for its fellows in the train, and all this costs money. But the animus was disclosed by the Senator in the position taken as | 
The car going to Saint Louis, on the other hand, might be one which | have just stated. 


| 
| 
F 


company, which would in turn trans- 
connecting road. It would go to Saint Louis as 
arriving there would be hitched to a train 
City. There would then have been 
ing or of demurrage on account of 
‘ n the first case, and the cost of trans- 
necessaril uch less, though the car was actually 
the first one. Should not some portion, 
er aps om borne by the —— which caused it? 
inciple to remedy the icular evil com- 
sticking a 


I think, therefore, the least that can be done is to provide that in de- 
termining this question of the charge to be made as between the short 
and the long haul, we should say that all the circumstances and the 
conditions under which the transportation occurs should be taken into 
consideration in determining the basis for the adjustment of the rate. 
There are evils of discrimination which call loudly for remedy, but in 
removing them we should not risk the creation of greater ones. 

I note that in another place in this bill the rate of carriage of per 
sons is to be 3 cents a mile and no more. That has no effect so far 
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| t 1~ | aS Kansas is concerned, or I suppose in reference to most of the States, 
plained of by tucky, who is seeking to prevent a | because the rate is 3 cents per mile or under. But take the State of 
recurrence of the very great discrimination of which he speaks, we are | Colorado, the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona. In the State of 
=e eee a wep fang erp aga there is no discrimination that | Colorado the rate which may be charged according to law is 7 or 8 


cents per mile. That isto say, that much is permitted to be charged. 
A rate of 8 cents a mile is permitted to be charged in New Mexico. 
And yet if a citizen of Colorado were to go from La Junta, in that State 
to Deming, in New Mexico, while he can not travel one single mile in 
either State or Territory for less than 7 or 8 cents a mile, he could, by 
purchasing a through ticket, and by reason of the fact that he crossed 
the State line, travel for 3 cents a mile. 

It would pay a citizen of Santa Fé desiring to go to Deming to go 
back to La Junta, in Colorado, and there buy a through ticket, board 


that orm ever has complained of—strik- 

ape a the whole effect. 
another feature general proposition to which I wish 
to call attention and which is embraced in this same section. It is the 
of both pooling and Scant Pooling is affirmatively 
ble. Andwhy? Because 
taking the New York Cen- 
one line from New York to Saint Louis 
for the purposes of this bill with rates between New York and Saint 
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a train, and go back down to Deming in order to get the advantage of 
this 3 cents a mile. That is not; perhaps, of any very t conse- 
quence; but it illustrates how crude, unwise, and unadapted to the 
existing condition of things this legislation is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator state what the rate is in the 
State of Kansas? 


Mr. PLUMB. Three cents a mile. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. How long has it been that? 

Mr. PLUMB. About two years. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What reduced it to 3 cents a mile? 

Mr. PLUMB. The law. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; the very same thing that is proposed 


here is done in the State of Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, Mr. President, but the trouble is that we can 
not make uniformity in this way. Under our power to regulate inter- 
state commerce, we give certain persons accidentally situated the power 
to avail themselves of advantages which are unconscionable by com- 
parison with those enjoyed by the great body of people whom we can 
not reach. If wecould cut down the rates in Colorado and New Mex- 
ico, that would be a different thing. But I only speak of this as an illus- 
tration of the lack of consideration which this question has received. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? I de- 
sire to call his attention—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply want to inquire whether the Senator is not 
talking to the House bill and not to the Senate bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are some other provisions of the bill which 
in case the Senate bill is not substituted for it I shall have occasion to 
present to the attention of the Senate hereafter. 

Mr. BECK. I desire that amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky 
will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment to the amendment is to add 
** ander similar conditions and cireumstanees.’’ 

Mr. BECK. I do not believe that “‘ similar conditions and circum- 
stances ’’ could be found in very many cases that could be imagined. 
One day differs from another; to-day there is rain, to-morrow sunshine, 
or snow, or sleet, or somebody issick. The effect of such a provision 
would be simply to make lawsuits interminable and cause continual 
contests, each company secking to show that the circumstances and 
conditions were not exacely alike, but varied somewhat-—— 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendment does not say that. 

Mr. BECK. The law does not apply unless the circumstances are 
similar. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
cases may be similar. 

Mr. BECK. My friend from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] illus- 
trated it to me a moment ago by saying that an individual in Bun- 
combe County, N. C., when he was a boy, rushed into the market-house 
or public square on court day and swore he could whip any man there, 
their conditions and circumstances all being equal; he was 45 years of 
age; lame in one leg, blind in one eye; married twice; had four chil- 
dren by his first wife, three by the second; two had died and three then 
had the measles; and if anybody was similarly situated he was ready 
to fight him. [Laughter.] That fellow was pretty safe; and the rail- 
roads would be pretty safe if-this could be gotin. They never would 
have any ‘‘similar conditions or circumstances,’’ just like the gentle- 
man's friend in Buncombe when he was spoiling for a fight. 

The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] says that it is pretended that 
the country wants this bill and that the people are clamoring for it, 
while there is nothing in it that any man who knows anything about 
it wants. Why, sir, the provisions in this House bill amended as I 
think they ought to be in some regards correspond with the constitu- 
tions of ten States of the Union in regard to their State commeree. It 
is in accordance with the laws of thirty States of this Union. All that 
it says is, ‘‘ You shall not make unjust discrimination between one man 
and another in doing the same work.’’ The proof was made abundant 
before the committees of the House and before the New York Legisla- 
ture that the Standard Oil Company alone had made discriminations 
amounting to $10,000,000 in eighteen months as against all their com- 
petitors. Ought not that to be remedied? The Senator from Kansas 
says no; if one man can make a better bargain with them than his 
neigttbor, he ought to have it, and it is folly to talk about passing a bill 
that will prevent that being done! That is the first proposition. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator claim that this provision of section 
4 will prevent what he has spoken of? 

Mr. BECK. I have given the first proposition; now we will come 
to the second. I say that from Omaha, on the way to San Francisco, 
the Union and Central Pacific Railroads have been in the habit of 
charging seven or eight hundred dollars a car-load to Virginia City, 
while if that same car, loaded exactly in the same way, as nearly under 
similar conditions and circumstances as can be imagined, were carried 
te San Francisco, eight hundred miles farther, they charged only $300. 


Does the Senator from Kansas 


‘*Similar.’’ There may be differences, and the 


That ought not to be permitted. That is what my amendment pro- 
to prohibit. Ought that to be allowed ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that what it proposes to do? 

Mr. BECK. That is what this one amendment proposes to do, and 
all it proposes to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. Suppose the station at Virginia City was two and a 
half miles off, within sight of San Francisco, instead of being, say, 
four hundred miles off. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, you may suppose this, and suppose that, and sup- 
pose the other, and make out any proposition you please ; the actual 
fact is that there is eight hundred miles difference in distance. The 
proof made before the committees was, further, that from Memphis to 
New Orleans they hauled cotton at a dollar a bale, and from Winona, 
one hundred miles nearer to New Orleans, they charged $3 a bale. 
Ought that to be allowed? These are facts, not suppositions. When 
the gentleman is driven to the wall in meeting plain facts and plain 
outrages committed on the way travel, he resorts tosuppositions. Mr. 
Fink himself, whose testimony was read by the Senator from Alabama 
on Friday, admitted that the way travel, the local travel, and the local 
freights of the roads were the main business; the through freight was 
merely an incident. He conceded that all roads had to depend upon 
their local travel, their local freight, their way business, to maintain 
them, and the great bulk of their business is the way business. The 
Senator, in order to make a case, had to take the Saint Louis bridge, one 
point in the whole country where an anomalous condition of things 
exists, to show that the railroads ought to charge more to East Saint 
Louis than they would to Saint Louis, because they had to take off and 
detach only one car on the east side of the bridge. The Saint Louis 
bridge, I believe the Senator knows, not only as to railroad charges but 
as to postal charges, stands as an independent corporation, and he him- 
self was one of a subcommittee one or two years ago—for I was with 
him at the time—and we had to niake a separate arrangement to get 
our mail cars passed over that bridge, because it was a separate incor- 
poration, and was not connected with any other. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; butI did not make any point to the effect that 
the Saint Louis bridge cost more per mile than any mile of road. 

Mr. BECK. But it stands as a separate and complete corporation, 
over which even the mails can not be carried under any contract with 
any railroad; but a separate contract has always had to be made with 
it, and one exists to-day for service over that bridge different from and 
larger than any other. Is not that the fact? That being the fact, the 
Saint Louis bridge is no illustration of the case. It is the only one he 
could give to get even the shadow of a semblance for making an in- 
equality. 

The Renator went on to say that there could be no competition under 
the bill, because the roads were obliged to keep up the schedule, and 
that would prohibit pooling and also prevent competition. I have an 
amendment to offer, that I gave notice of, that would obviate that; 
which is, in section 5, after the word ‘‘substituted,’’ in line 36, to insert 
this proviso: 

That there may be a reduction of rates s gaier tothe posting of such new sched- 
ule, but in such case the new schedule shall be as aforesaid within five 


days after a reduction is made, and such schedule shall also specify the date on 
which the reduction commenced. 


It was to prevent such suggestions as the Senator from Kansas has 
made that they can not by this iron rule of five days meet the compe- 
tition that might come against them that the amendment was drawn 
which I had the honor to s t and propose to offer as soon as this is 
passed upon. It is to prevent that very allegation from being made. 

Why, sir, there is nothing in the bill of the House, as I understand 
it, that has not met the approval of the country and of the lawmakers 
of the country. Ought a great body of men owning 125,000 miles of 
railroad, representing six or eight thousand million dollars of capital, 
the combination of men of wealth in the world perhaps, to be 
wholly without any regulation of law’ in their interstate commerce? 
Ought they not to be required to work for one man as cheaply as they 
work for another? Ought they to be allowed to give the Standard Oil 


Company back $10,000,000 in eighteen months so as to break down all 


com petition? they to charge a man twice or three times what 
the service is worth over a of a line in order to enable them to 
ble‘at the extremities drive off competition? Ought they to 


allowed to enter into combinations among themselves whereby they 
will not haul anything for any one unless the price they see fit to de- 
mand is exacted ? 

These are the simple propositions of the House bill. Itneeds no com- 
mission to say that the things prohibited are wrong. The constitutions 
of ten States have said they are wrong and have prohibited them. This 
bill does not say what roads are State roads or are engaged in interstate 
commerce. The man who is aggrieved will go to court and have that 
determined, and have it determined in the fair, plain way before the 
courts of the country, organized to do him justice and to do the railroads 
justice. The Senate bill, getting away as faras possible from the House 
bill, Ca mnt at neh this in the hands of a body of experts, a body 
of men who will be owned by the railroads in less than sixty days in 
all probability, and they are to tell a man whether he is to go intocourt 
or not, and he can not go into court unless they say he maygo. Why 
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not let the man who is injured appeal to the courts of the country, as 
he can do in all the States, as against the roads that are carrying on 
State commerce? That is all the House bill proposes to allow him to 
do. If he is wrong he will pay the costs; if he is right the court will 
say so. That is the manly, fair way to meet the question, and not allow 
any intermediate body of men, however respectable, to tell him whether 
he shall or shall not, or to be investigating in advance and making re- 


ports unfavorable to him if they happen to be railroad men, as they all | 


|} and Saint Louis as showing the wrong of the proposed rule. 


beas soon as they have control of these corporations. 
| think the most Ginxepntable exhibit I ever heard made in a public 
body was made the other day by the Senator from Texas {Mr. Coxr] 
in regard to a man whose book I read with great pleasure, Mr. Charles 
Francis Adams, whose opinions when he was not employed as a railroad 
man were in accordance with the Reagan bill, in accordance with the 


legislation we are now demanding, and the very moment he became a 
te, with their money in his pocket and became their ser- 


railroad ‘ 1 
vant, we find him denouncing the very measure that he himself had 
formerly advocated. So it is with all of them. 

The testimony of Mr. Fink was read the other day. 
as heis, no abler 
testimony it develops that the railroads are cheating each other, they 
are guilty of all sortsof fraud; and he has organized a voluntary court 
in New York with subordinates around him, and if Congress will just 
give him the power to punish the rascals he can regulate them, but he 


Asable a man 


is against the right of the citizen to go to the courts of the country to do 


the very thing that he, Mr. Fink, and his subordinates say they think 
they ought to have the power to do and are demanding that Congress 
shall give them the power to do! 

I do not want either Mr. Charles Francis Adams or Mr. Fink or any 
other employé of the railroads to tell a citizen when aggrieved whether 
heshall have rightsor not. The courts of the country are open to him, 
andI do not want any commission to be determining when he shall go 
intocourt and when he shall not gointo court. If he is a competitor of 
the Standard Oil Company and has proof that they have been paid $10,- 
000,000 in rebatés he ought to have the right to go into court and he ought 
to havea right to prove the fact, and the men who broke down the business 
of the competitors of ‘the Standard Oil Company ought to be fined and 
‘impriso to deter others from being guilty of like offenses. Ifa man 
living at Virginia City is charged three times as much as a man living 
in San Francisco for hauling over the same road he ought to have a 
right to go into court and prove that fact and punish the men who are 
guilty of it, and he ought not to be required to call upon any commis- 
sion, no matter how made up, to tell him what he should do. 

I confess that I am not seeking to deal with all these things. I am 
not seeking to break down any railroad. I believe that these plain, sim- 
ple provisions should be passed, declaring to the railroad corporations, 

* You shall not discriminate; you shall not charge more over a part of 
the road than you charge for the whole; and youshall not change your 
rate secretly so as to prevent the men of the country from knowing what 
they will have to pay for transportation, because the problem of trans- 

tion is the problem of profit and loss; you may reduce, for that is 

in the interest of the shipper, but you shall not increase without five 

‘days’ notice; if you have competition you may come down if you like; 

no shipper objects to that; it gives that much more to the man who pro- 

duces and that much more to the man who ships the freight; but you 

shall not secretly increase.’’ When those three things are done, I am 
willing to stop for the time being.” 

I desire the railroads to understand that we have the same jurisdic- 
tion over interstate commerce that the States have over State commerce, 
and that we can punish them when they are guilty of flagrant wrong. 
As I said the other day, no man will assert that any State has the power 
to control great lines of railroad running from New York to San Fran- 
cisco or vice versa. There is not a State in the Union that could give a 
remedy to the men in Nevada who are compelled to pay three times as 
much for hauling half thedistance to Virginia City that is charged from 
Omaha to San Francisco. Congress is derelict in its duty if it does not 
pass a plain, simple law, saying that the man aggrieved shall have the 
right to complain, and the man who is guilty of that discrimination 

, and let the citizen and the corporation settle that in 
the country. 
intend to make any more speeches about it, but it strikes me 


peopel ey instances _ _ found to ee almost 
any or any islation am compe to believe. 
an an Desa from caeliets without any knowledge of any dis- 
the two cases that he has mentioned or he would 
are sufficiently gross to be remedied and 
other and unoffending communities. 
has specially lajd stress upon, the one 
San Francisco as compared to that from 
him to observe that Congress has power 


z 


roads—they are not one road, but two 
Congress 
the collection of its debt, and has 


roadsshould the 
ts if ealy they might: 


has y exerted itself about 


ae “aera that those 
ealong anything they were pleased 
by be enabled to pay their debt to the Gov- 
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ernment. We have not done our duty to the people living along that 
line of communication in dealing with this great question upon the one 
single basis of the ability of the Government to collect the last penny 
of the bounty or swhbsidy that it gave for the construction of those roads. 

But, Mr. President, one swallow does not make a summer, nor does 
one example nor do two examples necessarily make the basis for legis- 
lation. 1 donot limit myself to the example between Indianapolis 


The cost 
of the Saint Louis bridge is no factor in the example I did make. 
Te o . . “>, . . 

rake the case of Independence, within ten miles of Kansas City, in the 


| State of Missouri. Will the Senator say that a railroad company might 


not under some circumstances be entitled to charge more for taking a 
car-load of freight from New York to Independence than it charged for 
taking a car-load of the same kind of freight to Kansas City 
farther from New York ? 

Che car itself, after being unloaded at Independence, would probably 
have to be hauled empty to Kansas City. It would probably be sent 
from Saint Louis in a local train, which traveled only ten or twelve 
miles an hour, and would be required to stop at all the way stations, 
for the purpose of depositing freight, unloading cars, setting cars out 
upon sidings, &c. It might cost twoor three times as much money to 
take that car-load of. freight from Saint Louis to Independence 


, ten miles 


as to 


| take it to Kansas City. 


I do not say there are not abuses in the system as now carried on. 


No doubt there are, and the law should correct them. The case which 


| the Senator from Kentucky cited of the haul from Omaha to Virginia 


City is probably one, and a gross one, but I am not willing myself to 
enter upon this general legislation for the purpose of correcting a single 
abuse. I believe the Senator from Kentucky cited also the case of the 
Standard Oil Company. I think that abuse is not alleged longer to 
exist, but whether it does or not, if it is an abuse and does still exist it 
is provided carefully for in the Senate bill. However, I am not discuss- 
ing now the merits of the two bills. To take one case as a basis for 
legislation in regard to all the 125,000 miles of railroad transportation 
in this country, ten or twelve hundred different corporations, it is, it 
seems to me, an entirely insufficient basis for legislation of the drastic 
character that is proposed. 

The power of Congress not only to fix the rate but to do soirrespect- 
ive entirely of the cost can not be doubted. We may say also that if 
the companies do one man’s business for nothing you shall not charge 
another man to make it up; and this would be just. But to make the 
inflexible rule which says that without reference to conditions, without 
reference tothe character of the haul, with reference to nothing, the cost 
of railroads or anything else, you shall not charge for hauling four hun: 
dred and forty miles more than you do for four hundred and forty-one 
or four hundred and fifty is a measure that is entirely too sweeping, and 
one that in my judgment will accomplish nothing useful. There is no 
necessity for it. It is competent for Congress, and quite easy also, to 
ascertain the elements of cost in each case and adjust the price of car- 
riage thereto. When we know the facts we can make discriminatinse 
or other rates as we see fit. But we shall then be acting with knowl- 
edge and not taking a leap in the dark. 

I repeat that the bill prohibits competition, and this entirely apart 
from the question of the posting of the schedules, for whether posted or 
not, schedules of rates must exist and goods must constantly be deliv: 
ered under them. Any instantaneous change of rate would practically 
be impossible, and yet if a reduced rate is made at a competing point; 
all local rates for points nearer the terminal point must instantaneously, 
bechanged. All the freight which is being delivered, all the freight 
en route, must at once accommodate itself to the competing rates thus 
given, or the railroad company renders itself amenable to the punitive 
provisions of the bill. I say therefore the bill does prohibit both com- 
binations and competition, and for my part I can not imagine a con- 
dition-of business in which one or the other of those principles is not 
in operation. 

It is not necessary that a power which exists should be exercised un- 
wisely: The very magnitude of the case should be considered; the 
fact that we are entering now upon this legislation for the first time; 
that we must necessarily, in order to produce that perfect harmony 
which ought to exist and that absolute justice which is the function of 
the law, act in co-operation with the various States of the Union, in 
order that the through rates may be properly adjusted to the short haul! 
and the charges upon interstate commerce, added to those upon local 
business within the power of regulation by the States, may conjointly 
produce a fair return upon the capital ipvested and no more. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it, seems to me that this principle 
would operate very injuriously upon the portions of country situated 
in the Mississippi Valley particularly, or the center of this continent. 
There the people must get their commodities to the seaboard east or 
west. Inthe city in which I live we are already importing teas through 
San Francisco to Saint Paul. We are transporting freights from Saint 
Paul to Portland and to the Pacific coast. The vast body of our freight 
is our material wealth transported from Saint Paul to the Atlantic sea- 
board, shipments to New York or to European ports. 

If we should be compelled to follow the principle laid down in the 
bill it would deprive the portion of country situated in the Mississippi 



































Valley from the benefit of any competition at the terminal points on 
either coast. For instance, if we were shipping freights to New York 
where all the great trunk lines terminate and come in competition, 
we could have no benefit of a through-freight rate on either of those 
lines, because all the intermediate rates must be regulated by the ter- 
minal rates. The great trunk lines pass through different portions of 
the country. They pass through great cities where they do not come 
in competition, and they would be compelled to regulate their through 
freight by these intermediate rates. For example, freight carried from 
the Mississippi to Philadelphia would regulate the freight to New 
York, so that the through lines would give no benefit of competition 
at New York to the shippers from Saint Paul or Minneapolis, the great 


points for the shipment of the flour and wheat of the Northwestern 
country. 
In addition to that, there is an element which puts us at a positive 


and irretrievable disadvantage. Very soon a transcontinental line of 
railroad will be completed from the waters of Lake Superior to the 
waters of Puget Sound entirely through British territory: The Cana- 
dian Pacific road is already constructed from the shoreof Lake Superior 
to the Rocky Mountains, and it will be completed to Puget Sound—or 
to Georgian Bay, the head of it—within eighteen months, so that there 
will be a line of transportation wholly through British territory across 
this continent, and we shall have no control whatever of that line. 

How are we to enter into competition with transportation upon the 
British line if we shall be limited by this provision in the bill? They 

strike our line of transportation on the great waters of the lakes. From 
New York goods can come to Lake Superior and take the Canadian Pa- 
cific road at its eastern terminus and go to the head of Puget Sound. 
They can regulate their own freights; they can carry freights both east 
and west; and we are not in a position to take any benefit of competi- 
tion arising from that line. Coming in competition at the terminal 
points at both oceans, yet we can not reduce our rates for through car- 
riage at either of those terminal points without regulating and conform- 
ing those through rates to whatever may be charged at the intermediate 
points. Trank lines are built and running in connection with the Ca- 
nadian Pacific road, coming down to the headwaters of the Mississippi 
at Saint Paul; so that in every direction we shall be brought in com- 
petition with that line over which we have no control and are put at 
a positive disadvantage. As has been suggested by the Senator from 
Indiana (Mr. HArkison]}, the Grand Trank road aan Canada is 
already in competition with our transportation lines to the Atlantic 
coast. 

This pastas affords no benefit to the shipper. There is no regula- 
tion of a standard here by which freights shall be charged. The rail- 
roads can charge any unreasonable rates for any of the intermediate 
points. There is nostandard laid down b which freights shall be reg- 
ulated. They may charge an unreasonable rate for any intermediate 
point, and that is the standard and the limitation by which through 
freight is to be determined. 

As I understand the bill, it would put us at a disadyantage which 
would destroy transportation from the center of the continent either 
east or west, while in the Cullom bill a standard is laid down and a 
supervision is provided for which would prevent unjust charges either 
on through freight or upon he pais intermediate and no trans- 
portation company is permitted to charge an unreasonable rate for any 
distance. 

Mr. BECK. Before the Senator from Minnesota sits down I wish to 
say that he must be aware of the fact that neither the House bill nor 
any amendment proposed to it professes to limit the right of any rail- 
road company to charge what it may see fit along the whole length of 
its line. Thecompetition with the Canadian line may be , and if 
they should have to reduce their rates they would have a right 


to do that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Kentucky will observe the 
principle upon which the bill proceeds. Suppose freight is shipped 
trom Saint Paul or Minneapolis to Portland, it there comes in competi- 
tion with the carriage by the Canadian Pacific. Suppose that the rate 
at any intermediate point on the Northern Pacific road i - i aon an 
the Canadian Pacific sees proper to charge for its freigh 
Northern Pacific road aut > cenaliate its freight by ite its cng tine. ao 
mediate points, and the Canadian Pacific may reduce it for 
of taking the freight and pi the Northern Pacific from oxtry- 
ing any of the freight from Lake Superior or from any of the 
continent. The Canadian Pacific could compete s y and 

vent our road from a pound of freight. The Senator 
Kentucky is quite familiar with the location there and ‘the interests 
which would be affected by such a provision if it were incorporated in 


the bill. 

Mr. BECK. It was because I was afraid the Senator from Minne- 
sota did not quite comprehend the meaning of the House bill and its 
amendment that I rose to make the Idid. We do not pre- 
tend to limit the charge. We say, “‘If you haul half way you may 
charge as much as you do for the whole way, but you shall not charge 
more.’’ Surely that is fair. There is another question I wish to make. 
No road can be seriously damaged by not taking the freight that it 
loses money on. Can it? 
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Mr. McMILLAN. . Yes, sir, it can. 

Mr. BECK. It can? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It may, certainly. But the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will perceive that if the Northern Pacific were to carry 
freight to Wallula Junction at what would be a living rate, enabling 
the company to live and pay a fair interest upon its investment, the 
Canadian Pacific road could make its through rate to Pu t Sound a 
much less rate than that for through freight, and the Northern Pacific 
road would be compelled to charge for its through freight whatever 
was charged to Wallula Junction, and it would be an utter destruction 
of all the transportation from the middle of the continent to either 
seaboard, I care not which. 

So far as the State which I have the honor in part to represent is con- 
cerned the transportation of the Minnesota Valley is vitally interested. 
The interest there involved is the transportation of wheat and flour to 
the New York and Liverpool markets. The vast amount of freight 
shipped for these ports I can not at present state, but it is very large. 
Loads of flour go out daily from the mills at Minneapolis and tlie city 
in which I have the honor to live. It would be utter destruction to all 

those interests if a principle were adopted which would prevent us from 
having the benefit of the competition at the terminal point on the coast. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I shall move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. I do not wish to interfere at 
all with the bill, but if we are to sit itout to-morrow we need not con- 
tinue the session longer today. I hope we shall finish the bill to- 
morrow, and I shall stand by the Senator from Illinois to-morrow and 
stay as long as he asks us to do. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I will repeat what I 
said at the beginning of the discussion of the bill this afternoon, that 
if the bill should not be finished to-day I shall ask the friends of the 
bill to-morrow to remain here until the interstate commerce bill, or 
some bill on the subject, is passed by the-Senate. I hope Senators will 
take notice, so that they may be prepared to come here and stay aslong 
as may be necessary to-morrow. 

Mr SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAyY, February 2, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chairas 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonny 8. Linp- 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. McCor-. 
MICK, for to-day, on account of sickness. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I agk unanimous consént to withdraw 
ee ee A. M. Kreps, of Pitts- 
burgh. to his enlistment and discharge and 
other papers csmnnuen with his military service. 

Mr. RANDALL. To be withdrawn under the rule of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. There is no adverse report in this case 

Mr. RANDALL. But it had better be done under the rules of the 


House, which ibe the method. 
Mr. BAYN Very well; there is no objection to tha 
The SPEAKER pro Without objection, the ceiunsh of the 


gentleman from Pamnayivenin will be granted. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ALASKA. 


ie BESAKES wre tnpets, by unanimous a, oe laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of, the Treasury, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Supervising Architect relative to the fitting apo 
a Government building preempt Sioa paleg, 6 gprs 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be prisited. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, before the reg- 
ular order is proceeded with , to withdraw papers in the case of 
—= pea ni wll ate tothe 

The SP tempore. Chair state putin 
from Indiana that it is usual to file these order to 
prevent errors or Without eon of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will be 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course, under the rule. 








1885. 





Mr. RANDALL. I make this statement for this reason that some- 
times these papers are asked to be withdrawn when it is well under- 
stood that the claim will be reported upon adversely. 

Mr. STEELE. Im this case there is no such report; but a geperal 
bill has been passed covering the case, and it is only desired to withdraw 
these papers now in order they may be properly referred to the De- 
partment under the general law. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. But in all cases papers should only be withdrawn 
under the general rule. : a a s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request of the 

tleman from Indiana will be granted, the Chair requesting that he 
file his request in writing. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

BR. G. P. WHITE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BALLENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 646, for the relief of R. G. P. White, 
Peter Hanger, and L. T. Green, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to objec- 
tion. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise ene to Dr. 
R. G. P. ite, of Pulaski, Tenn.,the sum of $1,250; to Peter Hanger, of Little 
Rock, Ark., the sum of $20; and to L. T. Green, of Chattanooga, Tenn., the sum 
of $51; the said sums being for the rent of property belonging to them, respect- 
ively, and occupied by the United States under contract, and for which vouchers 
were given by the United States to them. 

Mr. WELLER. Ihopethe gentleman will give a statement in regard 
to the thousand and some hundred dollars payment contemplated by 
this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
House ? 

Mr. BALLENTINE. Yes,sir. Itis reported unanimously from the 
Committee on War Claims, or rather I will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that there is a bill precisely similar to this Senate bill on which 
a favorable report has been made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend from Tennessee send up the report 
accompan, the House bill and have it read ? 

Mr. BALL INE. Certainly; I will forward the report to the 
desk. 

Mr. WELLER. 
is not waived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ered as reserved. 

The report (by Mr. RoGers, of Arkansas) was read, as follows: 

That the facts in the case a to be correctly set forth in a report of the 
rst session of Forty-eighth Congress. As the 
your committee has led them substantially to the same results 


ved at by the Senate committee, they do not think it necessary 
to recapitulate the facts, but refer to that report and herewith annex a copy for 
information. 


Your committee recommend that the bill referred to them do pass. 


Has this been reported by any committee of the 


I desire it to be understood that the right to object 


The right of objection will be consid- 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 646) for the relief 
of R.G. P. White, Peter Hanger, and L. T. Green, having carefully considered 
the same, report as follows: 

“BR. G. P. WHITE. 


“R.G.P. White was the owner of two two-story brick stores in Pulaski, Tenn., 
during the years 1862, 1863, and 1864. One of these buildings was occupied as a 
iow best-eiiee from the of November, 1863, to the 16th day of Novem- 

ae The other store was occupied by Federal military authorities from 
of November, 1863, to the 23d day of September, 1964. On the 30th 

1865, Col. Elisha , commanding, issued an order convening 


Fee 


F 
§ 


( 
i 


at Pulaski ‘ for the pape of assessing the rent of certain 
houses and public buildings in the possession of the military authorities of this 
place.’ a board so appointed met, found the ing statement as to occu- 


stated the rent of both buildings for the time mentioned $1,250. 
a voucher for that amount was issued to the claimant by M. O. Hall, 
t and quartermaster. The voucher was duly presented to the account- 
officers, but was disallowed, being barred by the act of February 21, 1867. 
“PETER HANGER. 


“The claimant was the ownerof a blacksmith-shop at Little Rock, Ark.,which 


was occupied by United States from January 1, 1865, to February 28, 1865. 
A voucher was regularly lie ben dee one of $20 for the rent of the said 
Payment of this voucher was refused by the accounting officers on the 
ground that it was barred by the act of February 21, 1367. 
Ss : “LL. T. GREEN. 
The claim of L. T. Green is for the rent of a house of three rooms from August 
1.1855, to October 31, 1865, both days inclusive, at the rate of $15 yar mesth, 
on 


Seeded and for © house of one room forthree months at 
aod wens oneemiod 


i 


s 


rate to $6. Both houses were situated in Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn., the Federalforces. A voucher was issued 
the preted ng eames Payment was refused upon the same ground upon which 
sateen the ace and ar Or the bil’ = oe 
of the bill, there hav- 

ing been a contract made in each case by competent authority.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to raise any objection, 
but in order to enable the Committee on WarClaims to examine fur- 


ther, I ask that by unanimous consent this mattér be passed over until 


dda bythe tee the reading of the Journal, and then be con- 


Mr. BALLENTINE. I have no objection to that. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I demand the regular order. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of States 
and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for 
printing and reference to appropriate committees. Under this call res- 
olutions of State and Territorial Legislatures are in order for reference 
and also resolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads of Executive De- 
partments. 


ISAAC STINNETT, SR 

Mr. PRYOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8147) for the relief 
of Isaac Stinnett, sr., of the county of Limestone, in the State of Ala 
bama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION 


Mr. BUDD submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which was 
read, and referred to the Commititee on Foreign Affairs: 


Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the Treasury, under date of Jan 
uary 14, 1884, issued, as a circular tothe collectors of customs, the following reg 
ulations and instructions among others: 

‘5. Chinese subjects, not laborers, desiring to come to the United States from 
countries other than China, may do so on production of a certificate correspond- 
ing to that required by section 6 of the act of July 5, 18%, to be issued by a Chi- 
nese diplomatic or consular officer, if there be one at the port of departure, 
countersigned by a United States consular officer, or, if there be no such Chi- 
nese officer stationed at such port, on a like certificate to be issued by a United 
States consular officer. 

“6. Section 6 of the act of 1884 does not apply to Chinese persons other than 
laborers lawfully in the United States. Such persons are by treaty entitled ‘to 
come and go of their own free will and accord,’ and when they leave the United 
States are entitled to re-enter on any evidence satisfactory to the collector that 
they are not Chinese laborers. 

‘Por the convenience of such persons and of the customs officers and others, 
such persons who may desire to ae from, and return to, the United States, 
may enter the United States on production of a certificate corresponding to that 
required by section 6 of the act of July 5, 1884, to be issued by the collector of 
customs of the port of departure, which certificate may be prima facie evidence 


of a right to enter the United States, 
& * 


* * e 


% ” 

‘8. Chinese persons who may be compelled to touch at the ports of the United 
States in transit to foreign countries may be permitted to land under the regu- 
lations of January 23, 1883 (section 5544), so far as may be applicable, such per- 
sons to take passage by the next vessel leaving for their destination or the voy- 


age of which may form part of the route necessary to carry them to their 
destination.” 


And whereas, if issued, such instructions and regulations are in violation of 
the act of July 5, 1884, relating to Chinese immigration, andare therefore a prac- 
tical nullification of an act of Congress by one of the Executive Departments of 
this Government; and ' 

Whereas Congress by the act of July 5, 1884, intended to, and did, by express 
terms prohibit all Chinese, whether laborers or merchants, former residents or 
new arrivals, from entering the United States of America without the certifi- 
cate required by such act and issued by the officers and in the manner therein 
provided: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report 
to this House, at the earliest possible date, what, if any, regulations and instruc- 
tions relating to the rights of Chinese to enter the United States of America 
have been issued by the Treasury Department since July 5, 1884; under what 
law for the regulation or prohibition of the coming of Chinese to this country 
such regulations have been issued ; and if any instruction has been issued that 
a United States consular officer might issue the certificate required by the act 
of July 5, 1884, to be issued by a foreign government, or if any other instruc- 
tions or regulations such as above set forth have been issued, to specify under 
what section and clause of any law relating to the rights of the Chinese to enter 
the United States the same are authorized. 


ACCOMMODATIONS OF CAPITOL. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 8148) to create a commis- 
sion to devise plans for increasing the accommodations of the.Capitol, 
&c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered toe be printed. 

REAPPROPRIATION OF UNEXPENDED BALANCE. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8149) to reappropriate the 
unexpended balance of an appropriation made by former acts of Con- 
gress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL’S RECORDS. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 8150) to authorize certified 
copies oi the records of the office of surveyor-general of any State or 
Territory to be admitted in evidence; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES JOHNSON. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 8151) for the relief of James 
Johnson, late of Company I, One hundred and first Indiana Volunteers; 
which’ was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.® 

WILLIAM D. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. SHIVELY introduced a bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of Will- 
iam D. Farnsworth; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISONERS IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. SHIVELY also presented concurrent resolutions of the Generai 
Assembly of the State of Indiana, requesting its representatives in Con- 
gress to favor the passage of House bill No. 420, providing for the grant- 
ing of pensions to prisoners of war who were confined in confederate 
prisons during the late war; which was referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
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PURITY OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOLMAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8153) to main- 
tain the purity of the ballot-box, prevent bribery and corruption in 
elections, and punish perjury for violations of its provisions; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK LOUSTER. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER (by request) introduged a bill (H. R. 8154) 
,eranting apension to Frederick Louster; which was read a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ' 
s 


ADDIE L. MOORE. 
Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8155) granting a pension to 
Addie L. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES CLARK. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 8156) for the relief of James 
Clark, late a private in Company C, First Maryland Volunteer Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK LOWNDES. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8157) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Lowndes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

; MARY A. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 324) refer- 
ring the title of Mary A. Washington to property referred to in the 
case in 94 United States Reports, page 716, to the Court of Claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


KATE M. MACOMBER. 
Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8158) granting an increase 
of pension to Kate M. Macomber; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPUTY MARSHALS AND SUPERVISORS OF ELECTIONS. 


Mr. DOCKERY submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the House 
of Representatives what has n the total amount of expenses ineurred under 
the law providing for the appointmentof deputy marshals, chief supervisors, and 
supervisors of elections, and in what States the money has been expended ; show- 


ing the separate Amounts expended in each State, and also the accounts for such 
services which remain unadjusted. 


SIMMONS W. HARDEN. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pension to 
Simmons W. Harden; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK A. LEONING. 


Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 8160) granting a pension 
to Frederick A. Leoning; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANIMAL INDUSTRY LAW. 


Mr. WEAVER also presented resolations of the house of representa- 
tives of Nebraska, asking Congress to amend the animal-industry law, as 
recommended by national cattle-growing associations; which were re- 

ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
F Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 8161) granting all United 
States lands, excepting mineral lands, in Nevada to the State of Ne- 
vada for irrigating purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
SECTION 4244 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8162) to amend section 4244 
of the Revised Statates of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SPECIAL AGERTS IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. McADOO submitted the following resolution of inquiry; which 
was read: 

ae i, T Secretary f hereby uested 
cima coon eae of comune man the eee a poveons 
who were borne on the rolls of the Department as special ts on the Ist day 
of November, 1884; also,a list of those on said rolls as its on 


the 2a day of February, 1885; said lists to include the sea of those on 
what is known as the fraud-rollsof said Department. Also to specify the names 


of those removed or di ween said and the cause or causes of 
said removal or d ; also the names of those discharged reinstated 
between said dates, and reasons for their reinstatement. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Comniittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 


Mr. McADOO. 
on Appropriations. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
There was no objection. 


I would like to have it referred to the Committee 


In the absence of objection, the resolu- 


DYNAMITE IN LONDON. 
Mr. BELMONT offered the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to forthwith inform the 
House, provided such communication be not deemed incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest, whether or not any representations have been either formally or in- 
formally made to this Government by the British Government growing out of 
the use of dynamite in London, If such representations have been e in 
writing, then to transmit to the House complete copies of all communications 
that have passed between the two governments on the subject; but if the rep- 
resentations or communications have been verbal, then a statement of their 
tenor and purport. 


THE CONGO CONFERENCE. 
Mr. BELMONT also offered the following resolution; which wasread, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to cause the originals or copies of all communications which have been 
received respecting the Congo conference,and especially copies of the text of 
the commissions or powers sent by the Government to each of the three Amer- 
ican plenipotentiaries or agents, to be iromediately transmitted to the House. 


ANNIE BAGLEY. 


Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 8163) for the relief of Annie 
Bagley, widow of Robert Francis Bagley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. ‘ 

LANDS IN SAGINAW BAY. 


Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. 8164) to confirm the title 
to certain lands in the Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LIEUTENANTS. 


Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing the attach- 
ment to the Army as additional lieutenants of graduates of the Military 
Academy in cases where no vacancy exists; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CENSUS BUREAU. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 325) 
abolishing the Census Bureau; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DEDICATION OF WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
326) to provide suitable accommodations for the public at the dedica- 
tion ceremonies of Washington Monument; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. KEIFER presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Ohio, requesting the passage of House bill No. 110 to 
authorize the adjustment of accounts between the United States, the 
several States and Territories, and the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PURCHASE OF PORTRAITS, 


Mr. JORDAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8166) to authorize the pur- 
chase of certain portraits to replace those presented by the French Gov- 
ernment and destroyed in the burning of the Capitol in 1814; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, and ordered to be printed. 


TRADE-DOLLARS. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania, requesting the repeal of the actof July 22, 1876, abro- 
gating the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar; which was referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

FOREIGN CONTRACT LABOR. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also presented a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of P lvania, asking for the passage of the foreign-contract- 
labor bill; which was referred to the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. A. HERR SMITH presented a resolution of the Legislature of 
PR lvania, in favor of the of the bill known asthe foreign- 
contract-labor bill; which was referred to the Committee on Labor. 

THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. A. HERR SMITH also presented a resolution of the Legislature 
of ee ne the act of Congress of July 22, 
1876, repealing the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar; which was 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

EXEMPTION FROM TAXATION. 


Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8167) to exempt the prop- 
erty of the Young Men’s Christian Association of Washington, D. C., 
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from taxation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
J. D. BOND. 


Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H, R. 8168) for the relief of J. | 
D. Bond and brother, of Wilson County, Tennessee; which was read a | 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, anctordered | 
to be printed. 

MECHANICS’ LIEN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8169) to amend 
the law concerning mechanics’ liens in the District of Columbia; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

THE SIGNAL SERVICE. 


Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8170) for extending the bene- 
fits of the Signal Service to the farmers of the United States; which | 
was read a first and second time, refersed to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

THEOPHILUS J. COCKE. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 8171) for the relief of | 
Theophilus J. Cocke, late a private in Company ©, Fourth United 
States Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL B. COE, 

Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 8172) granting a pension 
to Samuel B. Coe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PROBATE COURTS IN DAKOTA, 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 8175) to increase the | 
jurisdiction of probate courts of Dakota Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. TheStatesand Territories have all been 
called, but with the consent of the House the Chair will recognize for 
‘the introduction of bills and resolutions gentlemen who were not in 
their seats when their States were called. 

LAND GRANT OF NORTHERN PACIPIC RAILROAD, 

Mr. GEORGE presented a joint memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Oregon, for the forfeiture of the unearned portions of the 
land grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad in Oregon and west of Wal- 
lula, in Washington Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pablic Lands. 


BUSINESS, 


UMATILLA RESERVATION, 


Mr. GEORGE also presented a joint memorial of the Legislative ‘As- 
sembly of the State of Oregon, for the opening of the Umatilla reser- 
vation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

LAKE SUPERIOR SHIP-CANAL, ETC. 

Mr. LACEY presented a resolution of the Legislature of the State of | 
Michigan, requesting legislation by Congress for acquiring the rights of 
the Portage Lake and River Improvement Company and Portage Lake | 
and Lake Superior Ship-Canal and Railroad Company, &c., for the pur- 
pose of promoting the commerce of the lakes and securing a harbor of 
refuge on Lake Superior; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABOR. 


Mr. LACEY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan, in favor of the passage of House bill 2550 to prohibit 
the importation of contract labor; which was referred to the Committee 
on Labor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The callof States and Territories has 
now been completed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move to suspend the rules to pass the | 
bill which I send to the desk. 


Mr. BAYNE. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact | 


that on the first Monday of last month a motion was made to suspend | 
the rules and pass the bill H. R. 1339. The bill was,then read, and is 
now before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the Journal | 
and REcoRD fail to show that the previous question was applied to the | 
bill referred to; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] | 
has now, in the judgment of the Chair, no superior advantage. 

_Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I was recognized by the Chair and the | 
ee read. It now comes up, as I understand, as untinished busi- | 

The SPEAKER tempore. TheChair does not so regard it. 
gentleman from Titinois has been a 


ized. 

ooilt, SPRINGER. I e 
now on the Speaker’s table; 
in order to take that bill from tl 


the Speaker’s table and it. 
Mr. RANDALL. I do not oe 


understand that the suspension of the 
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rules to-day prevents me from calling up as a privileged matter the r 
port from the Committee on Rules providing for an amendment of the 
rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be comp« 
tent for the gentleman ¢o call up the report to which he reéers. 

Mr. RANDALL.” Then I ask that the report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state, however, to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that in the judgment of the Chair that 
report would be subject to the question of consideration, to be deter 
mined by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course; I understand that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsy! 
vania move to take up that report from the Committee on Rules ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to take up the resolution providing for a 
change of the rules, as reported by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am willing to give way for that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think it will take a great while. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing to withhold my right and give way 
for the consideration of that report, as it is very important, provided it 
does not prejudice my right to the floor afterward. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois with- 
draws his motion; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania now calls up 
the report from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to make a parliamentary inquiry 
When the gentleman from Illinois has the floor under the rules upon a 
motien to suspend the rules and pass a bill, what right has 
up the floor to any one else ? 

The SPEAKER pre temperce. The Chair will state that upon the re 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania the gentleman from Illinois 
withdrew his motion; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania rose to call 
up a privileged report. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 


he to give 


5D 


Has the gentleman from Illinoisthe right to g 


ive 


| way and afterward claim the floor again ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman reserved any rights at all. The gentleman from Illinois 
withdrew his motion, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania called up 
the privileged report. 


Mr. SPKINGER. 1 distinctly stated that I yielded the floor for the 


| purpose only of accommodating the House on this very important ques 
} : : : i 


ton. 

The SPEAKER pro texipore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Illinois. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up a privileged 
report of the Committee on Rules, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, Ido not understand that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is secking to oppose other gentlemen who 
have meritorious measures they desire to bring up to-day. 

A Memper. Let the report, ofthe Committee on Rules be read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has so directed. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry, if the 
Chair will indulge me a moment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his parlia- 


| mentary inquiry. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to know whether it is in the power ef 
other gentlemen of the House in this list to-day té suspend the rules 
and antagonize the motion made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that he has no information as to any list at all. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Is it in order now for me to make a motion to 
suspend the rules ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. THOMPSON. It is not in order for me under the rules of the 
House to make a motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itis not. The gentleman rose to state 
a parliamentary inquiry and not to make a motion. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was in possession of the floor and 


| has asked to call up a privileged report from the Committee on Rules 


Mr. THOMPSON. 
the rules. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


It is not privileged against a motion to suspend 


Under the rules and chain of decisions 


| a report made from the Committee on Rules regulating the order of 
| business in the House is a privileged report, and the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [| Mr. RANDALL] has called up that report. 

Mr. BAYNE. But, Mr. Speaker, I desire to rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to have order in the 
House so that it may be able to hear the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to raise the point that the Chair can not en- 
tertain at this time any other motion than that relating to the unfin- 


| ished business. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman will state his point of 


Mr. BAYNE. I make the point of order against any other proposi- 


have sent to the Clerk’s desk a Senate bill (S. | tion than that involved in House bill 1339, to increase the appropriation 
and my motion is to suspend the rules | for the erectionof a public buildingat Pittsburgh, Pa.,and I wish to 
On the first Monday of last month-— 
I object to time being taken up in this way. 


state the facts to the Chair. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman isentitled to be heard | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule thirty minutes is al- 
on his point of order. lowed for debate, fifteen minutes on one side and fifteen minutes on 

Mr. BAYNE. On the first Monday of last month I rose in my place | the other. The Chair will first recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
and was recognized by the Chair to make a motion to suspend the rules | sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 
and pass the bill 1339 to increase the appropriation for the erection Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy but five minutes of the 
of a public building at Pittsburgh, Pa. The bill was read, and was | time allowed to me under the rule in explanation of this matter as 
therefore before the House. To have made a motion for the previous | well as I can, and then yield the remainder of the fifteen minutes to 
question would have been outof order, becausethe motion contemplated | my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. HopKINS], through whose en- 
by a suspension of the rules did not require any ordering of the previ- | ergy and attention this measure has been reported from the committee, 
ous question. ‘The call of the previous question was subordinated, as | and whose report fully sets forth the facts which justify the passage of 
were all the other rules of the House, to the motion I then made to | the bill. 
suspend the rules and pass the bill. Under the rules of this House on A site was purchased at Pittsburgh in 1871 or 1872, at a cost of about 
the first Monday of each month a motion is in order for suspension | $350,000, by the Government for the erection of a public building in that 
of the rules of this House. On the first Monday ofeach month amotion | city. The Government appropriated $300,000 for that purpose, and the 
is in order for suspension of the rales by any member recognized by | citizens of Pittsburgh e up about $50,000, the remainder of the 
the Chair. It is within the discretion of the Chair to recognize any | amount then deemed to be requisite. In the last Congress a bill was 
gentleman on the floor he may see fit; and I contend that the recogni- an authorizing the construction of a building at a cost of $750,000 ; 
tion having once been made and the subject-matter of that recognition | but upon an examination of thé plans proposed it was found that that 
having been before the House, no other business can interpose before the | building would be wholly inadequate to answer the purposes of the 
disposition of that motion on the next day in which such business is in | immense business connected with the Government offices in that dis- 


order, and I ask for the ruling of the Chair on that point. trict. There are, Mr. Speaker, in that district thirty-two counties; 

Mr. HOPKINS. Allow me aiso to call the attention of the Chair to | there are two courts held almost regularly within the district—the 
the ruling made on the same point by the Speaker of the House in the | United States circuit and district courts. The | age wig of Allegheny 
case of the Keokuk bill at the last session of Congress. The bill had | County is about 400,000, and the population of the cities of Pittsburgh 


been read under a motion for asuspension of the rules when the motion | and Allegheny, with the surrounding boroughs, will reach in the neigh- 
toadjourn prevailed. On the following day for motions which involved | borhood of 300,000. The amount 0: Lesseeat revenue collected at Pitts- 
suspension of the rules the Chair ruled that the Keokuk bill came up as | burgh since the internal-revenue act went into force amounts to more 
the unfinished business. than $100,000,000. ‘The amount coliected in the cities of Allegheny 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Reference to the Recorp shows the | and Pittsburgh in 1883 was $2,738,790, while the amount derived from 
statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on the ruling of the Chair | the post-office reached $344,000. 
is altogether accurate. The House did adjourn pending the motion the The number of Government officials in that county is about from 
gentieman made, and it was the gentleman’s right this morning to call | two hundred and fifty to two hundred and seventy-five. There are 
it up. The previous question had not been called, but the motion was | first the United States courts, district and circuit courts, which, as I 
pending when the Houseadjourned, and it was the right of the gentle- | have said, are held almost continuously; there is in that district the 
man from Pennsylvania to call it up as the first business in order when | twenty-second internal-revenue office and also the twenty-third in- 


the hour arrived for motions to suspend the rules. ternal-revenue office, as well as the pension office, and the post-oflice, 
Mr. COX, of New York. There was no previous question. being one of the largest in the country. I believe itis the fourth or 
The SPEAKER. It has not been called. fifth, in amount of revenue derived from it, of the post-offices of the 
Mr. COX, of New York. It could not be called on a motion to sus- | whole country. 

pend the rules. The work has been in part completed, but when it was found that 
The SPEAKER pro tempose. Ofcourse not. It was the gentleman’s | the building to be put up with a limitation of $750,000 would be 

right to call it up, but the gentleman did not. wholly and entirely inadequate to the wants of the community, the 
Mr. BAYNE. I beg to say—— Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh passed a resolution asking for the 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from [llinois [Mr. | suspension of the work on the rece plans until a larger limit should 

SPRINGER] took the floor. be obtained and a more suitable building erected by authority of Con- 


Mr. BAYNE. I beg to say to the Chair that the moment, the very | gress in order to give larger facilities to the business wants of that 
moment, the Chair aunounced the call pf States and Territories for the | community. A delegation came here which presented the facts to the 
introduction of bills had ceased I rose in my place and addressed the | Secretary of the Treasury, who caused a stoppage of the work until 
Chair. Congress might consider and take appropriate action upon this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChairaccepts the statementofthe| That is the state of affairs at: Pittsburgh; and I yield now the re- 
gentleman from Pennsylvaniaas conclusive, and states to the House that | mainder of the time to my colleague [Mr. Hopxrns]. 
under the rule the gentleman was entitled as the first in order to com- Mr. REAGAN. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania sits down 
plete the unfinished business of the day to which he has referred. It | will he allow a question? 
was the gentleman’s right, and it was the fault oroversightof the Chair| Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 
it failed to find the gentleman asserting his rights. The gentleman’s Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask if the gentleman thinks it right to 
point of order is well taken, and the bill to which he refers is first in | appropriate a million and a quarter of dollars for the construction of a 
order, and in the judgment of the Chair is fairly now to be considered. | court- at Pittsburgh and refuse three-quarters of a million to pro- 

Mr. BAYNE. [I ask for its consideration. vide adequate commerce for a country half as largeas the original thir- 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask whether my recognition will come in immedi- | teen States? : 
ately after the consideration of that subject which seems to have in the Mr. BAYNE. In reply to*the gentleman from Texas I will state 
judgment of the Chair—and properly, no doubt—precedence? that if you give me equal assurances that an appropriation of $750,000 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will answer and say yes. | forGalveston Harbor will result as surely to the advantage of the United 
The Chair now recognizes the gentleman to call up the unfinished busi- | States and its people as that this increase of appropriation will be of 
ness. : advantage to the Government as well as to the city of Pittsburgh and 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PITTSBURGH, PA. the surrounding country, and that it will result in a tangible, substan- 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Spe : baat tial for the interest of the public, I will vote for your appropria- 
ir. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the unfinished business of to- aia aahente: teins feeling whatever toward Galveston or 


day. ; 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business coming over | its people except that there shall be success in whatever works are un- 
to-day is the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] dertaken for the improvement of that harbor and that will be for the 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 1339) to increase the ap- interest of the people. I have never introduced throughout my eight 
propriation for the erection of the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa. | Yeats of service in this House the sectional issue once upon this floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that the bill be again read. . I have never raised my voice in that direction, and no man can point to 

The bill was read, as follows: a word or syllable in the Recorp that will indicate that I have ever 


‘ done so. I want Galveston and the city of Pittsburgh and all other 
e it enacted, de., That th heretof cost 
erection of & public building ty the Uniled States Government ot Pimsoengh points in this great country to be benefited by any measure that comes 
Es Pest ic came i hertz. ineracnd to SLSOAMRR cee thes eum t ereby bat I want all such measures to stand upon their own 
zed as the limit of cost for the erection of eal tl if right, and be voted down if wrong. 
Sxc. 2. of th footing, through A wrong 
the erection of publie bulldl : ecpetiiesial wad ssuueool ewes governed by MPSON. I would to ask the gentleman from Pennsy1- 


the limitation hereby prescribed in making contracts for the erection of vania, if I can get his attention, whether or not the appropriation that 
building. is now asked is going to complete this building, or if there is any as- 
Mr. THOMPSON. I ask for a second to the motion of the gentle- | surance from any that it will complete it? 
man to suspend the rules. Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BAYNE, I ask by unanimous consent that the second be con--| Mr, THOMPSON. Have the plans been altered to conform to the 
sidered as ordered. increased size of the ? 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 
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ill say that m Mr. Horkuys] can inform the gentle- 
naan Somay eee on this point than I can, since he is 
a familiar with the subject. _ a a 
Mr. HOMPSON. I was simply asking for information, and if the 
tleman’s colleague can give it, it will be satisfactory to me to have 
answer the question now. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I had intended to reserve the time to reply to any 


gentleman who might find fault with or feel disposed, if there are any 
such, to oppose 


the bill; but I shall be glad to answer any question I 
can. 
In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, I have here a letter from 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, which I ask to have read | 
from the Clerk’s desk, and which will answer the question of the gen- 


tleman completely 
The Clerk read as follows: 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
January 30, 1884. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th in- 
stant, that at my earliest convenience J give you an estimate of the prob- 
able cost of construction at Pittsburgh, Pa., of a building suitable to the needs 

f the comm and adapted to the necessities of the public business. 
In view of the information furnished me to-day as to the needs of the various 
an offices to be accommodated, I am satisfied the amount specified in bill H. 
1339, increasing the limit of the cost of the building, namely, $1,500,000, will 
be required for the construction of a suitable building for the accommodation of 


i] 


all the public offices, and i from the proposals received for the stone work 
for a portion of the building, the work can be entirely completed within that 
sum. 

Very respectfully, 


M. E. BELL, Supervising Architect. 
Hon. James H. Hopxrys, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, that answers the question as 


to whether this riation is needed, and whether it is sufficient to 
complete the The Supervising Architect answers the build- 


ing can not be completed for less than that, and that it can be completed 
for that amount. 

Mr. CURTIN. I ask my colleague how long will it take to com- 

it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The length of time will depend very much on the 
energy applied and the amount of money appropriatedeach year. There 
is now an un ed balance of the former appropriation. This is 
simply to enlarge the limit so that the building can be erected accord- 


ing to the plans. We are not asking for a dollar of appropriation dur- 
ing the t Co There is an unexpended balance of a former 
w 


app’ I think is ample to run the work during the cur- 
rent year. 
Mr. REAGAN. I desire toask a question forinformation. I under- 
stand thegentleman’s colleague to say that a million and a quarter was 
desired. I see the estimate is a million and a half. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A million and a half is the limit fixed by the bill. 
I want to call the attention of the House to two or three points illus- 
trating the amount of business done in Pittsburgh for the lederal Gov- 
ernment. There are received from duties upon imports at Pittsburgh 
alone about half a million dollars a year; and in the internal-revenue 
district at Pittsburgh alone there are $2,000,000 of receipts. My col- 
league referred to the fact that the courts of the western district of Penn- 
sylvania embraced nearly two-thirds of the entire State; and hence it 
is that the business of the Federal courts at Pittsburgh surpasses that 
at Philadel There is an average of three hundred and ninety-seven 
cases tried in the circuit court at Pittsburgh per annum. The district 
and circuit courts hold there their regular terms and special terms; so | 
that one or other of those courts is in session one-half the year, some- 
times both in session at the same time; thus requiring not only two 
a but requiring facilities far beyond what is provided by 
= d 


construction if the present limit is not enlarged, which 
ly give a little more space than. that now provided for the 
use of the Federal Government. 


At present three of the large offices of the Federal Government have 
houses. The custom-house, pension office—and, by 


; 


FaRE 


occupy rented houses because of the insuffi- | 
of the eee! structure; and if the new building is 

‘plan they will still be cramped for space and | 
eee an other buildings, and it will be a matter of no ben- | 
te the community and no advantage to the public service. 


the 
yey demand that the Government should do something | 
toward sopbareent; not for the sake of charity, not for | 
the sake of labor alone, but because the Government | 
be benefited itself at the same time that 


confers a on the 
The statiotion Thaten Sota to, althongh I could not hear 


e in regard to the internal revenue of the 
in the western district of Pennsyl- 


business transacted at Pi h when they 


Federal 
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resent time the thousands of idle work- 


courts. Let me allude to one other | 
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fact, that the county of Allegheny is now erecting a court-house of its 
own. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be understood by the Chair that all 
the time is not to be consumed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Hopkins] on behaif of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
time remaining. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will my colleague yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Was not this bill unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and further, has it not been 
favorably reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 





The gentleman has two minutes of his 


The bill was fully discussed by the Committee of 


| the Whole House on the state of the Union, and was favorably recom 


mended by a vote of 141 to 31. 

I was about to call attention to another fact: that the county of Al- 
legheny is now erecting a court-house of its own ata cost of $2,500,000. 
Now, surely the great Government of the United States can afford to 
expend one million and a half. Surely the magnitude of its business 
and its dignity and its wealth and its power would justify an expendi 
ture of two-thirds of the amount that the county of Allegheny is ex- 
pending for the accommodation of its public business. The proportion 
would justify the erection of a building at a much greater cost than 
that asked for by the pending bill. 

If I have any time remaining I reserve it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The fifteen minutes allowed for the 
affirmative side have expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iyield to the gentleman from Tennessee [{ Mr. 
McMILLIN }. 4 

Mr. McMILLIN. It hasseemed to me, all along, that the amount 
recommended for the increase of this public building is excessive; and 
I have been unable to see in the discussion that has gone on, either to- 
day or in the Committee of the Whole, an adequate reason for the in- 
crease recommended. I rise, however, more particularly to protest 
against one argument that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hor 
KINS]} has urged in behalf of making an increased appropriation; and 
that is that the Government of the United States owes it to its citizens 
to do so because many of them are out of employment and need the 
work. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman misunderstood me if he supposed 
that I stated that as a reason why the work should be done. I spoke 
of it as an incident. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, whether it comes in incidentally or directly, 
it seems to me that it is not an adequate or proper reason; and, with 
all due deference to my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Hopkins], who 
is remarkable for his accuracy, I do not think that it enters as a legiti- 
mate consideration into legislation providing for a public building. 
The very same reason can be urged for a public building in every town 
and hamlet in the United States, for distress is not only widespread 
but almost universal. We have undertaken to do so much for the la- 
boring man by legislation that we have well-nigh by legislation crushed 
him to the earth. Strikes are prevailing everywhere. Stringeacy is 
characteristic of every community in the land, and the United States 
Government can not by making appropriations directly or indirectly 
from the public Treasury relieve that state of things. The best way 
to help the laboref is to take some of the taxes off of him. The true 
theory, the real duty of Government, as I conceive it, is to protect the 
citizen in life, liberty, and pursuit of happiness; and beyond that let 
him work out his own salvation. After Government has performed 
that duty, then, if legislation will only keep its heavy hands off the 
workingman, he will do better than he will if the Congress of the 
United States attempts to keep him on stilts. Beyond this, the less 
man is governed the better he is governed. 

I have said this much, Mr. Speaker, because I have thought it proper 
to protest against the excessive appropriation that is recommended in 
this bill, not with any hope that it will be defeated. A half million, 


$3,000,000 paid in pensions, the number of pension- | a million, or five millions, or ten or twenty millions seem to make but 
on the rolls being 16,000—the custom-house, the pension office, and | 


little impression here, and if all the recommendations for appropriations 
that come before us are adopted we shall soon have no surplus in the 


Treasury to be held up as a tempting bait for legislation of this kind 


Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman were convinced that it would require 
every dollar of this $1,500,000—every dollar up to the limitation in 
this bill—to accommodate the immediate necessities of Pittsburgh and 
the western district of Pennsylvania, the Government having already 
expended on this building upward of $200,000—would he refuse to ap- 


propriate the sum required to give the necessary accommodations to the 
business of that district? 


Mr. McMILLIN. I would not, of course, hesitate to make any such 
ecessary appropriation. 
Mr. BAYNE. Then I assure my friend from Tennessee, with full 


of which has its separate internal-revenue office, all of | knowledge, that those are the facts, and that not one dollar less than 


this amount will give adequate accommodation for the present busi- 
ness of that district. 
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And-I assure my friend of another fact: that the United States circuit 
court is held now in a small room; and I call upon my colleague [ Mr. 
BoYLE], who practices frequently before that court, to state whether | 
he has not had to go into a private chamber to attend sessions of that 
court in cases involving hundreds of thousands of dollars? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the gentleman forgets the fact that the court 
will no longer be held in that kind of a place after we have spent even 
the $750,000 in the erection of a public building. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; it will. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
vania [Mr. BAYNE] has asked his question and I have answered it. 
1 state further that in legislating here I hope I have the spirit to meet 
every exigency that may arise, and to vote for whatever appropriations 
are really necessary for the public service, but do not want to vote for 
a dollar more than is essential to good government. Amounts do not 
startle me when there is no question about the propriety of the appro- 
priation. But now! want to ask my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE] a question: You came here one or two years ago and asked for 
an appropriation of $750,000. How is it that yourdemand hasdoubled 
in one short year’? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will answer the question. It is because after the 
bill was introduced and the plans of the Supervising Architect were 
made it was found that a building could not be put up for the amount 
of money appropriated that would accommodate the business of that 
district. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Supervising Architect ought to have known 
what he was doing when the first appropriation was asked for, ifhe was the 
one who first made the estimates. You came here and asked for $750,000 
and got it, and now you come and seek to double the amount. The 
custom of getting,a building begun on a small basis and increasing the 
appropriation afterward is entirely too common. 

Mr. BAYNE. There is another thing I want to say to the gentle- 
man, if he will yield to me a moment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My time has expired, orI should be very glad to 
yield further to my friend from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. MCMILLIN] has expired, and the gentleman from Kentucky 
| Mr. THOMPSON } is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tieman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, if I understand this question correctly. 
$300,000 was expended for the purchase of the site for this building, 
I ask my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. HopK1Ins] to tell me whether 
I am correct in that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Three hundred and fifty-one thousand dollars was 
expended for the site; of which the Government paid $300,000 and the 
citizens of Pittsburgh the remainder. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So the Government has paid $300,000 for the site 
of this building, and the limit of cost is therefore now over a million, 
including the cost of the site. There was $800,000 appropriated for the 
building prior to December, 1884, and in addition to that %300,000 for 
the site. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not in addition. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No, not in addition to the amount for the site. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to say, the whole amount authorized upto 
this time for site and building is $1,051,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the limit, but only $800,000 has heen ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the limit now for the building and the site to- 
gether is $1,051,000? 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
$1,500,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think the gentleman from Indiana has got that 
wrong. According tothe statement made here, as I understand it, there 
has been about $350,000 appropriated, and this bill appropriates one 
million more. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill increases the limit for the building alone 
from $750,000 to $1,500,000. In addition to the site, the building is 
to cost $1,500,000, and the cost of the site is $300,000, making the 
whole cost to the Government $1,800,000. That is the proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is not the proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is it, as I understand it. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will 
allow me to make a suggestion, I will inform him that when they dug 
out the foundations for this building they found that there was a leak 
and the water ran in, and they had to put in a concrete foundation, 
which necessitated the expenditure of an additional seventy or eighty 
thousand dollars—money that was not to be expended at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that to be the fact, but now, instead 





| 








That is right. 
And now it is proposed to extend that limit to 


of that $70,000 or $80,000 being asked for, it is to 
$750,000. [Laughter.] If the gentleman will amend his bill so as to 
appropriate merely the amount of that additional resulting 


from an unforeseen cause, I will vote with him; but to ——— 
$750,000 additional on the ground that a mistake was made of $70,000 
or $80,000 in the original estimate is hardly reasonable. 
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Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mo_mMan] 
yield for a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have only three minutes altogether. 

Mr. YOUNG. I wont take this outof yourtime. [Laughter.] My 


question is this: If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] thinks 
that $400,000 is only a sufficient and reasonable appropriation fora pub- 


lie building in a town of 30,000 inhabitants, Evansville, in his own 


State, does he think that $1,500,000 is too large a sum for a public build- 


ing in a city of 400,000 inhabitants? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The State-house of the State of Indiana, now in 
progress of construction and approaching completion, one of the finest 
buildings in the great West, is to cost but $2,000,000, and I am quite 
sure that it will cost nothing beyond that—a State-house in a great city; 
the capital of a great State. But here, after obtaining authority for an 
expenditure to the amount of $1,051,000 for a site and a public build- 
ing for Government offices in a city of the magnitude of Pittsburgh, it 
is proposed to run up the limit to $1,500,000 for the building. The 
main trouble about these appropriations for public buildings is their 
extravagance; that is what excites the indignation of our people—the 
extravagance of these appropriations and the way in which they are 
made, placing Congress at the mercy of your Supervising Architect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN } has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. acai how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Seven minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, when I called for a second on this 
motion it was in order that the House might be informed as to the con- 
dition of the building for which this appropriation is now asked. I 
do not know that I am competent to pass upon the question whether 
any further expenditure of money upon this particular building ought 
to be made, as proposed by this bill; but, Mr. Speaker, we have seen 
heretofore in reference to various public buildings which have been 
undertaken thata greatamount of extravagance has crept in, especially 
where by subsequent legislation the expenditure has been enlarged 
beyond that fixed in theoriginal bill. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] has called the attention of the House and of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to the bill for the construction of a 
public building at Evansville, Ind. , $462,000 having been spent to erect 
there a building to be used for custom-house purposes, when not one 
dollar of customs revenue has ever been collected there. 

A MEMBER. We understand you voted for it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. IndeedI didnot. The building was authorized 
and erected before I was elected a member of Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN j vote for that bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I really do not know whether he did or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I didnot support the measure. I was not 
here. At any rate, extravagance in Indiana would not justify this ex- 
travagance in Pennsylvania. 

A MemBer [to Mr. THompson]. 
thousand dollars was the amount. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Possibly the gentleman is correct. I only called 
attention to this matter for the purpose of showing that appropriations 
ought not to be made for these public buildings without due and care- 
ful consideration. Take the case of the public building at Cincinnati! 
I remember having once investigated that matter. A building was 
started which was to cost, as originally stated, $1,750,000. More than 
$5,000,000 has already been expended upon that building, and it has 
not been completed. Thisis the history of many of these public build- 

ings scattered all over the country. Hence the House can not be too 

carefal before committing itself to this extravagant, or at least appa- 

rently ex ma omy expenditure. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What was originally proposed as the cost of the 

building now under consideration ? 
Mr. THOMPSON. Theoriginal proposition brought before this House, 
as I understand, was to expend $300,000 to buy the site, $250,000 of which 
was given by Congress and $50,000 by the people of the city of Pitts- 
burgh. In addition to that, $750,000 was to be expended in the erec- 
tion of the building. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What is proposed now as the total cost? 

sana THOMPSON. The proposition now pending is to increase the 

iture for the building alone from $750,000 to $1,500,000. 
r. DUNHAM. Making the expenditare nearly $2,000,000 alto- 


Three hundred and sixty-three 


gether. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Making an aggregate expenditure of nearly $2,- 


000,000. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Less than that county is paying for its court-house. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Is it not the fact that a great many private build- 
erected for instance by large corporations, are started to be put 
ies certain amount of money, which however is finally exceeded} 
pecans thie found impossible to do the work for the sum originally 
estimated ? 


Mr. THOMPSON. I can not speak as an expert upon that matter. 
Very y the fact is as the gentleman’s question would intimate— 
that every one who attempts to put upa building finds it to cost 
ultimately more than he expected when he set out.” 
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Mr. DUNHAM. 


it has already cost $1,700,000. 


Mr. THOMPSON. 
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I know that the building in Chicago for the board 
of trade was started upon an expected expenditure of $1,000,000, but 


Mr. Speaker, I think the rule laid down by gen- 


tlemen who ask the House to passthis measure is an unsafe rule. They | 
claim that $100,000,000 of internal revenue has been collected in that | 


city since our internal-revenue system was established. 


If you calcu- 


late the amount collected yearly, it will be found a very insignificant 


sum, no more than we collect in our State annually without any public | 
buildings for the purpose whatever. e 
, yet internal revenue to the amount of nearly $5,000, - 
in that city alone. 


public buildi 
000 is coll 


the erection of a public building at Lexington. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has expired. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to suspend the rules and pass the bill | 


which has been read. 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 133, noes 53. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ELDREDGEFE, and others called for the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas | 


If we now agree to the pending 
motion and pass this bill, I fear it may be found that we have acted, 
as in many other cases, without due consideration and in the absence 
of any public necessity for the expenditure. 
[Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing more to say against 


162, nays 78, not voting 83; as follows: 
YEAS—162, 


Adams, G, E. 
Anderson, 


nerd 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Broadhead, 


Converse, 





Ermentrout, Lewis, 
Evans, Long, 
Everhart, Lore, 
Ferrell, Lovering, 
Findlay, Lowry, 
Finerty, a 
Follett, ceCoid, 
Foran, Maybury, 

. Funston, Millard, 
George, Miller, 8. H. 
Glasecock, Milliken, 
Goff, Money, 
Guenther, Morgan, 
Hanback, Morrill, 
Harmer, Muldrow, 
Hart. Murphy, 
Hatch, W. H. Mutehler, 
Haynes, Nelson, 
Herm 1, Nicholls, 
Henderson, D. B. O'Neill, Charles 
Henderson,T. J. O'Neill, J. J. 
one: = , 

rm, rker, 
Hewitt, G. W. Patton, 
Hiscock, Payne, 
Holmes, Payson, 
Hopkins, Pet 
‘orr, Pettibone, 
o-. polans, 
ames, t, 
Johnson, Pryor, 
Jones, J. H, Pusey, 
Kean, Ranney, 
Keifer, a, a. W. 
ley, J. W. 
Kellogg, Reese, 
Ketcham, a, 
Lacey, Robinson, W. E. 
Lamb, Rogers, W. F. 
Lawrence, Rorvell, 
NAYS—78. 
Deuster, M m, 
Dorsheimer, Miller, J. F, 
Eaton — 
Eldredge, urray, 
Pome Newan 
‘orney, utting, 
Geddes, tes, 
Gibson, O' Ferrall, 
Green, 1, 
Halsell, Pierce, 
Hammond, 1, 
Hoblitzell, Robertson, 
Holman, Rockwell, 
Jones, B. W. Rogers, J. H 
Jones, J. T. Seney, 
Kleiner, Seymour, 
ie errs Shines, T. G 
’ nner, 
MeMillin, Stevens, 
NOT VOTING—383 
pe a Dingley, . 
Campbell, Felix, Eliott 
’ , , 
Campbell, J. Ell 

* Chalmers, r, 
Clay, Fyan, 
Cook, Garrison, 
Culbertson, W.W. Graves, 
Davidson, Greenleaf, 
Davis, L. H. Hancock, 


XVI-——74 


[| Laughter. ] 
The time for debate on this motion 


Russell, 

Ryan, 
Singleton, 
Slocum, 
Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, H. Y. 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Strubie, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
‘Thomas, 

Van Eaton, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Young, 


Storm, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Warner, Richard 
Weller, 


Williams, 
Winans, E. B. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 

Yaple, 

York. 


Hill, 
Hitt, 
Holton, 


Houk, ” 


Houseman, 


In Lexington, Ky., there is no | 









L169 





Howey, Mills Rankin, Phrockmerto: 
Hurd, Mitchel) Ray, Ossian Tucker, 
Hutchins Morrisoi Reed, T.B Valentine 
Jeffords, Morse Robinson, J. S Van Alst vice 
Jones, J. K Muller Rosecrans, Vance, 
Jordan Ochiltres Shaw Wadsworth 
Laird, «Hara Skinner, C. R Warner, A. J 
Libbey, Perkins Stewart, J. W Weaver 
McAdoo, Phelps Stone Wellborn 
McComas, Potter Summer, C. A Wise, J. 
MeCormick Price Swope 

So the motion was agreed to, and the bill was passed | two-thirds vot 


| ing in favor thereof). 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. NICHOLLS said: lam paired with the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McCormick ], but being satistied that he would vote in the affirm 
ative, I have taken the responsibility and have voted in the atfirma 


} tive 


The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk 
On all political questions, until further notice; 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. LIBBEY 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAtrp. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with My 
Mr. ArnNor with Mr. BELFoRD 
Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 
Mr. DUNN with Mr. CHALMERS 
Mr. ELLiort with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, with Mr. SKINNER 
Mr. GARRISON with Mr. BARR. 

For this day: 


KELLOGG 


ot New York. 


Mr. HuRD with Mr. OCHILTREE. 
Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with JouN S. Wisk. 
Mr. MULLER with Mr. HoLTon 


Mr. CLAY with Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. brRuM™. 
Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. McCorMIck. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. Hovr. 





On this bill: 

Mr. PERKINS with Mr. Howey. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, with Mr. McComas 
would vote ‘“‘ay’’ and Mr. McCoMAs “‘ no.”’ 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. BREWER 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. MUTCHLER. I rise toa question of privilege, and ask extracts 
(which I have marked) from a newspaper published in this city be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Representative MuTCHLER, chairman of the House Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, has been instructed by his committee to make an adverse re- 
port on the bill to prohibit the removal of any honorably discharged Union sol- 
dier, sailor, or marine, or widow or dependent relative of any deceased Union 


soldier, sailor, or marine, from any office in the civil service of the United 
States except for specified causes 


* * * * * * 

The bill referred to wasintroduced by Hon. J. D. TAYLOR, of Ohio, on Decem- 
ber 4, and was then referred to Mr. MurcHL&R’s committee, where in turn it 
was placed in the hands of a subcommittee, consisting of the chairman, Mr. 
BARKSDALE and Mr. LYMAN, two Democrats and an Independent. At the meet- 
ing of the committee, at which this report was adopted, notices had not been 
sent to allthe members. So far as can be learned the Republican members re- 
ceived no notification, and were consequently not present. It is not therefore 
a majority report, though necessarily no notice has yet been given of it 

a x * : 


Representative M1.Larp, one of the Republican members of the committee, 
was seen last night and asked about the report. 

“I shoujd not like it to go out,” he replied, “that it was a report of ou 
committee, or at least a unanimous one. I, for one, was not notified of the 
meeting, though I have been of every other meeting, and have attended them 
all. I knew nothing of the report having been made until after adjournment.’ 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 
me alone 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a question of order. 1 under- 
stand the gentleman from Pennsylvania claims that there is a question 
of privilege arising out of the newspaper paragraphs which have been 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair isnot informed whether that 
constitutes his question of personal privilege or not. The gentleman 
rose claiming to rise to a question of personal privilege, and asked to 
have read by the Clerk what has been read in the hearing‘of the House. 
The gentleman will state his question of personal privilege. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. If this were a reflection upon myself individu- 
ally and included no other member of the committee, I should not 
trouble the House by asking its indulgence while I make a few remarks 
in explanation of the matter charged. If it were not for the fact the 
charge reflects upon a majority of the committee, charging them with 
official miscohduct, and particularly the clerk, based upon a statement 
purporting to have been made by a member of the committee, I should 
not ask to be heard. 

I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that when the bill was referred to the 
committee the author of it asked it should receive consideration at the 
hands of the committee at the earliest possible moment. For the pur- 
pose of considering the bill a meeting of the committee was called on 


If the paragraphs read were a reflection upon 





— 
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last Thursday one week ago. Atthat meeting a quorum failed to at- 
tend. However, there were as many Republicans at the meeting as 
Democrats—I believe at least three or four of them were there. It was 
understood a subcommittee should take the bill and make a report on 
it. The bill was referred to a subcommittee, of which I myself was 
chairman, and after the subcommittee had agreed upon its report, notice 
I believe was given to every member of the committee there would be 
a meeting on Saturday last, the regular day for the meeting of the com- 
mittee. The committee met on last Saturday, the hour fixed being 11 
o’clock. A quorum appeared at half past 11, and that was only ob- 
tained by the clerk coming upon the floor of the House in search of 
members of the committee and requesting them to go to the committee- 
room in order-to make up aquorum. Now it so happened that there 
was but ote Republican, Colonel LyMAN, of Massachusetts, who was 
present at that committee. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It is doubtful about his being a Republican. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. The gentleman from Massachusetts will answer 
in that regard for himself. 

The notices were sent through the post-office, or were delivered at 
the House post-office to go through the mails; at least I got mine in 
that way and suppose every other member of the committee got his no- 
tice. 

Now, so far as the gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD] is con- 
cerned, upon whose statement this attack upon the committee seems 
to have been founded, it appears, as I learned this morning, that his no- 
tice accidentally got into the mail of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
KING], who I believe lives at the same hotel; and Mr. Kine informs 
me that after the meeting of the committee had taken place, in going 
through his mail he discovered Mr. MILLARD’s notice bound up with it. 

Mr. KING. I wish tosay that that is entirely correct. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. So, Mr. Speaker, there was no motive in failing 
to give members notice of the meeting, nor was there any attempt made 
to keep Republicans away from that committee meetigpg. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Certainly. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I wish toask if it was not the regular meeting 
day of the committee ? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. It was the regular meeting day fixed by a reso- 
lution adopted February 21, 1884, and every member of the commit- 
tee, so far as I know and so far as thé clerk knows—and I may say here 
he is a very eflicient clerk, a gentleman of honor, who would not be 
guilty of such a practice as is charged in this newspaper—lI say so 
far as he knows every member of the committee was supplied with a 
notice; and if any member of the committee failed to receive his notice 
it certainly was not owing to any negligence or improper action by the 
Democratic members, or any improper action on the part of the clerk 
of the committee. 

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Speaker, in justice to myself and the Repub- 
licans on the Committee on Civil Service Reform, I desire to state that 
in the earlier days of this session the Representative from Ohio [ Mr. 
JosEPH D.TAYLOR] introduced a bill, the substance of which was that 
no Union soldiershould be removed from the service of the Government 
without cause before the expiration of histerm. Mr. TAYLOR came to 
me and asked if the bill which he had introduced could not have a hear- 
ing before the committee? I saw the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
MUTCHLER], and he said he thought the committee could be got to- 
gether, and that the bill might be considered by them. Subsequently 
he notified me that a meeting would be called, and I attended that 
meeting, as I had every other meeting of the committee during this 
Congress. : 

At that meeting he stated that he would appoint a subcommittee to 
consider and report the bill to the full committee. I will state that I 
subsequently understood a subcommittee had been appointed, consist- 
ing of himself, Mr. BARKSDALE, of Mississippi, and Mr. LyMAN, of 
Massachusetts, which subcommittee made the.adverse report. I had 
thought the Union soldier entitled to have a Republican on that com- 
mittee, and I think so still. 


I have the greatest respect for my friend from Massachusetts, but I | 


do not understand that he is a Republican or that he claims to be one. 

But let that be as it may, it appears that there was a meeting held on 
Saturday last, at which was present no Republican of the committee, 
and of which I had no notice. As I came into the Capitol Saturday 
morning I met at the elevator Mr. Cox, and somewhere in the lobby 
I saw Mr. LYMAN, who reproached me for not being present at the 
meeting. I told them that I had no notice of the meeting or I should 
have been present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLARD. I stated to the gentleman that I had no knowledge 
or intimation that a meeting was to be held on that day; that if I had 
received such information I should certainly have attended, because Mr. 
TAYLOR had represented to me that the bill was an important one and 
that it should receive the fall and careful consideration of the commit- 
tee. I did not therefore attend the meeting; and I say to the House, 
if l understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman, he now. 
concedes that the notice did not ~each me. ; 


Last evening, Mr. De Witt, of the Republican, came to my hotel and 


“asked the question: ‘‘ Was I present in the committee-room when this 


matter was considered and a report made adversely to the bill offered 
by Mr. TAYLOR?’ I said: ‘‘ No, sir; I was not present.’’ The ques- 
tion was asked: ‘‘ Why were you not there; I understand that you 
were friendly to the bill or to the spirit of the bill, which is in the 
interest of civil-service reform, preventing the removal of Union sol- 
diers, holding Government positions, before their time expires?’’ I re- 
plied, ‘‘ I had no notice whatever of the meeting.’’ The question was 
then asked: ‘‘ Are you willing that Isshould make that statement ’’’ 
I responded: ‘‘ Yes, sir; entirely willing.’’ Again the question was 
asked: Would I have voted against that report? To which I replied: 
“Yes, I should have voted against the report. I believe that all sol- 
diers in the Departments at Washington, occupying subordinate posi; 
tions, should retain their places and not be removed so long as they con- 
tinue efficiently to perform the duties to which they are assigned.”’ 
[Applause on the Republican’side. } 

That, Mr. Speaker, is substantially what took place between us. I 
will say here, however, in justice to the: chairman of the committee, 
that I do not think he intended to keep the notice from me. If I had 
received the notice I should have been present at the meeting. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question, whether it is not the fact that that was the regular meeting 
day of the committee ? 

Mr. MILLARD. Ido not understand that it is. It was not the 
usual day on which meetings were held, not the regular meeting day 
of the committee. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
was. . 

Mr. BINGHAM. Saturday is ordinarily the day on which the com- 
mittee meets; but it is not the regular meeting day unless members are 
notified. 

Mr. MILLARD. The first meeting called was that at which the 
subcommittee was appointed, and then the last meeting was the meet- 
ing held when this report was presented. 

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SrocksLAGEr } 
claim that this meeting was not called specially by the gentleman from 
New York for this purpose? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Ido not know anythingaboutthat. I asked 
the chairman of the committee a moment ago if that was the regular 
day of meeting, and he said it was. 

Mr. MILLARD. But it was not. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. If it was, it was the gentleman’s duty to be 
there. 

Mr. HORR. Has the committee been having regular meetings? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. No, sir. 

Mr. HORR. Was this meeting called at the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. The first meeting was called at the request of 
the gentleman from New York and the author of the bill. 

Mr. HORR. When? 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Last Thursday a week ago. The bill went into 
the hands of a subcommittee, and on last Thursday the entire com- 
mittee was notified of a meeting on Saturday. 

Mr. MILLARD. Sir, this wasan important matter, and strictly in the 
interest of civil service reform—a bill that should have been considered 
by the full committee. It was not so considered, and the adverse re- 
port does not reflect the unanimous judgmentof the committee. I do 
not claim that because a man happens to be a Union soldier he is enti- 
tled to an office or to be continued in the service of the Government if 
found to be unqualified for the position, but I do claim that the men 
who fought the battles of their common country and endured the hard- 
ships of camp and field ought not to be removed without cause before 
the a of the term for which they were appointed. 

Mr. T, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that no ques- 
tion of personal privilege is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Well, the chairman of the committee says it 


Mr. RANDALL. 


I now call up the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
ved, That each morning during the remainder of this session, immedi- 
ately after the val of the  Seumeal, there shall be set apart thirty minutes 


e up and consider such bills or resolutions on any of the Ca!- 
endars of the House, or on eS: table, or bills favorably reported fiom 
undisposed of, as member the may designate. 

And the bills or resolutions so shall be tely considered, un- 
objected But no bill or resolution taken up for 


under shall be debated for more than ten minutes, 

ee ee ot 
the measure. If the yeas nays shall on any such or resolu- 
Sen, of oe gue genmeee® thereto, and the call of the roll be 
commenced e expiration of the sald thirty minstes, the same shall be 
com the order of business is entered upon : That 
w this order remains in force the shall not entertain any requests 
for uaanioneen aaneenete conmteneas | or resolution at any other time than 
but he may requests to refer bilis or resolutions 


; such 
to committees or to dispose of Senate amendments to bills which have passed 
the House. 
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Mr. WELLER. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] calling up the report has the floor and will state his motion. 
The Chair will thereafter hear the parliamentary inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Iowa. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question on the report. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now hear the parlia- | 
mentary inquiry. ; By tes 

Mr. WELLER. I desired to make the parliamentary inquiry at a | 
time when it would be of sorie advantage to me. I desired to inquire 
if it would be proper to offer an amendment. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not in the power of the gentle- 
man to do that when the gentleman from Pennsylvania had the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing the House shall know what the gen- 
tleman from Iowa desires; and if the House wishes to adopt his view, 
then it can vote down the call for the previous question. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania consent or 
can I have unanimous consent to present and have considered pending 
the amendment which I send to the desk? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Iowaasks consent 
to have his amendment read for information. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to make a suggestion to the gentleman who 
isin charge of this report. At the time this report was made there was 
some understanding that there were to be two propositions voted upon, 
one to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ten,’’ and another to strike out 
‘*thirty minutes’’ and insert ‘‘ one hour.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I was not present at the meeting of the Committee 
on Rules when this report was adopted; but if that be a fact, I, of 
course, will conform my conduct to it. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair, hav- 
ing had charge of the report now in the hands of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, will state that in the absence of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the agreement stated by the gentleman from Ohio was | 
reached 








Mr. RANDALL. Then [adhere to it in letter and in spirit. 

' Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman then allow these amendments 
to be included in the operation of the previous question—tirst to strike 
out ‘‘ five’’ and insert ‘‘ten,’’ and then to strike out ‘‘ thirty min- 
utes ’’ and insert ‘‘one hour?’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. Whatever was the agreement I will conform to. 

Mr. KEIFER. lam ting that the gentleman should demand 
the previous question subject to those two amendments being ad- 
mitted as pending. 

Mr. RANDALL. I modify my demand for the previous question in 
accordance with the agreement. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvaniaasks 
the previous question on the adoption of the report subject to the two 
amendments which have been stated by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox ] 
to make a statement. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not believe this resolution will meet 
the approbation of the House, even though amended as suggested by the 
gentleman from Ohio, unless there be some proposition made or adopted 
as to designating the members who shall have the privilege of offering 
these bills. There are various ways in which that can be done. You 
can call the roll alphabetically or you can adopt what I think isa better 
method. I think the only fair mode of amending the rule so as to work 
off business in the remainder of this session is to allow the names of the 
members to be placed in a box, and in half an hour or an hour a page 
can draw the names out as we draw for seats; and then let the Chair 
desi the members, inthe order in which their names have been 
drawn, to offer their bills. No harm can be done by that method; no 
blame can attach to any one. There can be no charge of favoritism at- 
tached to anybody. 

Mr.CASSIDY. Might not alucky man have his name drawn twice? 
_ Mr. COX, of New York. I have edagainstthat. When a name 
is once drawn it shall not be p in the box again till the whole list 
is com I ask to have my amendment read. 

_ Mr. IFER. This’ is simply a proposition to be read for informa- 
tion, not to be idered as ing. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire the same favor to be granted to me to have 


my read for information. 
We eaNDaLe I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER pre 


. The proposition of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] be read for information. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to inquire whether we are p ing un- 
der the regular rules of the House applicable to the first Monday in the 
month or not ? 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that proceeding 
is being had under the order of theHonse. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. RANDALL] was recognized, and yielded the floor upon 
unanimous consent being given him that, after the bill called up by 
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the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] should have been dis 
posed of, the floor should be restored to him for the purpose of calling 
up this privileged report from the Committee on Rules, which has been 
done. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to inquire further, whether it requires 
unanimous consent that this proceeding shall oceupy this Monday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. HERBERT. Has the House made an order on the subject ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has made the order, and it 
is now proceeding to execute it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the 
amendment that I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk will read, for the informa- 
tion of the House, the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That the names of the members of this House shall be 
placed in a box and shall be drawn therefrom as provided in Rule XXXII for 
the drawing of seats ; and the member to be designated to make the motion 
herein provided for shall, if present, be designated by the said drawing, andany 


name once drawn is not to be again returned to the box until the list of mem- 
bers therein is exhausted. 


Mr. WELLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the amendment 
that I have presented read. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the reading of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa [Wr. WELLER. ] 
The gentleman from"Yennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] asks the pervious 
question on the adoption of this report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [M: 
RANDALL] yield to me for a moment to offer an amendment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say, with reference to the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], that the Committee on 

tules recognized the fact that these recognitions are always within the 
absolute and exclusive control of the Speaker of the House, and it was 
not deemed necessary to interrupt that privilege that he has, because 
the committee believed that he was in a relation to the House whereby 
he could more equitably execute such an order than could be done by 
a resort to chance. 

Mr. COX, of New York. In reply to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, I beg'to say that my proposition implies no reflection whatever 
upon the Speaker. [Calls of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. This 
debate is proceeding simply by unanimous consent. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] demands the previous question on 
the adoption of the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [ understand the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to withdraw that demand for a moment. 4 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] whether he withdraws his demand for 
the previous question ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I should lose the floor in that way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to yield for the gen- 
tleman’s proposition to be read for the information of the House, so 
that if the House prefers to adopt it the demand for the previous ques: 
tion can be voted down. = 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I offer an amendment which I ask to have 
read. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I shall object to the reading of theamend; 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] unless the 
proposition of the gentleman from lowa [Mr. WELLER] is allowed to 

read also. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his inquiry! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr: 
RANDALL} is on the floor demanding the previous question has he not 
the power to yield the floor to another member ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. While the demand for the previous 
question is pending no other proceeding can be had except by unani- 
mous consent. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. I desire to know at what time I may make a motion to re- 
commit this repert with instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The gentleman may make that motion 
either before or after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I make it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is in order at this time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to ask the Chair whether the pre- 
vious question will not cut off my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair most certainly thinks that 
it will. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was not trying to debate, but simply to | The SPEAKER protempore. To the motion of the gentleman from 
state my proposition. Mlinois the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] offered an amend- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the gentlenian’s | ment; and the gentleman from Iowa now offers the substitute which 
proposition. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND], pend- | the Clerk has read. rd ; 
ing the demand for the previous question, moves to recommit this re-| Mr. SPRINGER. Well, it is not ermane to the proposition of my 
port to the Committee on Rules. | colleague [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. ony re 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My motion is now in the hands of the Clerk The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinksit isadmissible under 
and I ask to have it read. the rules. The question is on agreeing to the substitute offered by the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the motion of | gentleman from Iowa. 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] will be read. The substitute was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed bills of the 
| following titles: 

An act (H. R. 7619) to release the reversionary right of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to certain lands in the city of Detroit and 
| State of Michigan; 

An act (H. R. 1565) to authorize the appointment of a commission 
by the President of the United States to run and mark the boundary 
lines between a portion of the Indian Territory and the State of Texas 
in connection with a similar commission to be appointed by the State 
of Texas; and 

An act (H. R. 181) to declare forfeiture of certain lands granted te 
aid in the construction of a railroad in Oregon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to amend the amendment of the A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. that the Senate had passed, with amendments, in which the concurrence 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilmois [Mr. | of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the com- 





I move to récommit the report to the Committee on Rules, with instructions | 
that the said committee shall report it back with the following amendment: 

‘It shall be in order, immediately after reading the Journal, to move thatthe 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering House bills with Senate amendments which 


amendments under the rules of the House require consideration in that com- 
mittee.” . 








Mr. WELLER. I desire to know if the motion which is proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is subject to amend- 
ment 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to amend so as to instruct the com- 
mittee to strike out the words contained in the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and insert my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Such is the confusion in the Hall that 
the Chair can not hear the motion of the gentligman from New York 
[Mr. Cox]. 


‘TOWNSHEND ] offered no amendment. missioners of the District of Columbia to maintain public order during 
Mr. COX, of New York. Then I move to amend the instructions by | the ceremonies of the inauguration of the President, and for other pur- 
striking out hig proposition and inserting mine. poses. at 
Mr. WELLER. I move to amend the amendment of the gentleman | The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
from New York—— ments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 7131) to authorize 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa has a right | suits for damages where death results from the wrongful act or neglect 
to move a substitute. of any person or corporation in the District of Columbia, agreed to the 
Mr. WELLER. ThenI move asasubstitute what I send to the desk, | conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
and I ask that it be read. Houses, and had appointed as confereeson the part of Senate Mr. Har- 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order that the motion to | RIS, Mr. INGALLS, and Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. E 
recommit with instructions is not amendable. The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the follow- 
Mr. KEIFER. It is not, under Rule XVII. ing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the rule be read. printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast aad 


1. . . ; ic y, showi the ade i id during the y 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. At the request of the gentleman from UMmimMo ined 
Hlinois a portion of Rule XVII will be read, after which the Clerk will 


read a ruling made on this subject by the permanent Speaker of the AMESDMEST OF RULSS. 
House. The House resumed the consideration of the report of the Committee 
The Clerk read as follows. on Rules. <—e ; 
it shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question The SPEAKER protempore. The question recurs on the amendment 


shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit | of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 
® motion to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select com- Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Tee: |. Several MEMBERS. We object to debate. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will now read from the Jour- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
nal of June 12, 1884, the ruling of the permanent Speaker of the House. Mr. COX, of New York. I will amend my proposition by inserting 


The Clerk read as follows: ‘*to report back within three days.”’ 


Mr. Saas made the point of order that the said motion of Mr. WHITE to Several members objected. 
commit with instructions was not amendable. * i i : posed y 
The SPRakeEr held the motion to be amendable for the reason that, being Mr. DINGLEY. 1 wish to ask if the amendment =a hy the 


a special rule permitting a motion to commit with or without instructions pend- | gentleman from New York is an amendment to the proposition of the 
ing the demand for or after the previous question was ordered, the said motion | gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 
to commit was subject to amendment, ose by the rules of the House ; Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a substitute for it. 


> ‘ y by y i i 7, 
SS only be precluded by ordering the previous questionon | 4. DINGLEY. If it be an amendment to the amendment of the 


_ a : inoi like to have the amendment 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous | enlleman from Illinois, then I should 

question on my motion. | oa ; reel, TOWNSHEND. ‘No: his proposition 'is a substitute for mine 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman | 4, BOUTELLE. I rise to a parlamentary inqui 

that he can apply the previous question to the motions pending, which | . The SPEAKER 2 temmere Fhe gentleman wil ante it 

are his own motion, the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mr. BOUTEL LE I dian te understand. as m colleague tried to 

New York [ Mr. Cox], and the substitute offered by the gentleman from ascertain whether thie ition of the ae cae from New York 

lowa [Mr. WELLER]. Upon these pending motions the gentleman : P oe 


: ed r : is an amendment to or a substitute for the proposition offered by the 
= . Sena gentleman from Illinois, and whether if the proposition of the gentle- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is upon the substi- — eh ee he eBect of it will bo ‘to bring the Mexican 
tute of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. WELLER]. P The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair is not called upon to answer 
Mr. WELLER. I ask that it be read for the information of the | riot ie not a parlicesentery inquiry, in the siete 
House. It has not yet been read. - m pestiomentery taquery, ta e judgmen ee a 
he Cer ead alow Me ERD, ot Maen That ete 
. Ssh . r. . intention, unques y. 
Ti ee nents a RECORD, ace lors ns fesiguate,” attheend of thefith | Mr, DINGLEY. I rise to another question: Whether the amend- 
“The order for ition by the Speaker shall be the same as in a call for a | ment of the gentleman from New York is germane to that of the gen- 
yea-and-nay vote in the House; and no member shall be ized for the | tleman from Illinois. 


second time, or bill or resolution allowed to be presented for the second time Chai i 
under this resolution, until the entire roll has been called in the order named, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ir has so ruled and it has been 


and each member thus permitted recognition; and no other ition for | admitted before the House. 
unanimous consent to consider for pene ev bill or resolution shall been-| The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. Cox, of New York. 
tertained while this rule thus amen is in foree.”’ The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 104. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise toa questionof order. This, I understand, Mr. HENLEY, Mr. SuMNER of California, and Mr. GrorcEe D, WISE 
is an amendment to the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. | demanded the yeas and nays. 
TOWNS¥END]. The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. Itis ut- 
terly impossible to hear what is going on in the House. Gentlemen 
will resume their seats, and the Chair will recognize nobody until order 
has been restored in the House. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask the Chair to recognize me for a parliamentary 
inquiry when order has been restored. : 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky has been 
recognized, but the Chair will hear nobody until the members resume 
their seats and order is restored. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, in the confusion which has pre- 
vailed on the floor of the House it is next to impossible for us to hear 
what is going on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. THOMPSON. ‘The parliamentary inquiry | desire to make is 
this: Whether or not the motion of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] is to strike out the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
INinois [Mr. TawNsHEND] and is a substitute for it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That isit. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Or is it to amend the amendment of the gentle- 
man from I)linois ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That same parliamentary inquiry has 
been made and answered more than once, and the Chair will not un- 
dertake to answer further. 

Mr. THOMPSON. But, Mr. Speaker, we can not hear what the 
Chair says, or anybody else for that matter, in the confusion which 
prevails on the floor. F 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is satistied that the House 
has not failed to hear. The Journal shows that the gentleman from 
New York offered his amendment in the nature of a substitute for that 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. Of course, the Chair assumes 
every gentleman on the floor knows what the effect of the adoption of 
the amendment as a substitute now pending willbe. It is offered as 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute tor the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 
.the House has ordered the yeas and nays to be called, and the Clerk 
will proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. THOMPSON. May I ask a further parliamentary inquiry 
Whether if the amendment of the gent!eman from New York is adopted 
by the House will any vote be had onthe amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There will, under the rule, be a vote 
on the motion of the gentleman from [llinois as amended by the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. THOMPSON. That is, if the amendment is adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; if the amendment should pre- 
vail. The Clerk will now proceed to call the roll on the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox. ] 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative —yeas 
129, nays 124, not voting 70; as follows: 








The gentleman will state his parlia- 


YEAS—129. 


Aiken, Deuster, Lore, Snyder, 
Alexander, Dibble, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Bagley, Dibrell, McComas, Stevens, 
Ballentine, Dockery, MeMillin, Stewart, Charles 
Barbour, Dorsheimer, Maybury, Storm, 
Barksdale, Dowd, Miller. J. F. Sumner, C. A. 
Blackburn, Eaton, Mills, Sumuer, D. H. 
Bland, Eldredge, Money, Talbott, 
Blount, Findlay, Morgan, Taylor, J. M. 
Bratton, Forney, Moulton, Thompson, 
Breitung, Graves, Muldrow, Tillman, 
Brewer, F. B. Greenleaf, Oates, Tucker, 
Broadhead, Hammond, 0’ Ferraii, Turner, H.G. 
Buchanan, Hardeman, O Neill, Charles Turner, Oscar 
Buckner, Hardy, O' Neill, J.J. Van Alstyne, 
Budd, . Hatch, H.H. Paige, Wallace, 
Cabell, Hatch, W.H. Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Peel, Wellborn 
Candler, Henley, Potter, Weller, 
Cassidy, Herbert, Pryor, Wemple, 
Clardy, Hewitt, G. W. Reagan, Whiting, 
Clements, Hitt, Reid, J. W. Wilkins, 
Collins, Hoblitzell, Reese, Williams, 
Connolly, Hopkins, Robertson, Willis, 
Converse, Ilouseman, Robinson, W. E, Wilson, W.L, 
Cosgrove, Hunt, Rogers, J. H. Winans, E. B. 
Cox,8.S. Johnson, Rogers, W.F. Wise, G. D. 
Cox, W.R, Jones, J. H. Singleton, Wood, 
Crisp, Jones, J.T. Skinner, T. G, York, 
Culberson, D. B. Jordan, Slocum, Young. 
Culbertson, W.W. Lanham, Smalls, 
Cullen, Lewis, Smith, A. Herr 
Davidson, Long, Smith, H. Y. 
NAYS—124. 

Adams, G. E. Bisbee, Campbell, J. M. Dunham, 
Anderson, Boutelle, Cannon, English, 
Atkinson, Boyle, Carleton, Ermentrout, 

Yr, Brainerd, Cobb, Evans, 
Bayne, Brewer, J. H. Craig, Everhart, 
Beach, Brown, W. W. Cutcheon, Ferrell, 
Belmont, . Browne, T. M. Davis, G. R. Finerty 
Bennett, Burleigh, Davis, 2. T. Follett,’ 
Bingbanm, Burnes, Dingley, Foran, 


i « 


=e 
LiZ: 





Geddes, Lacey Pos Struble, 
Glascock Lamb Price raylor, FE. B 
Goff, Lawrence Pusey raylor, J.D 
juenthe: Lowry Randa rhomes, 
Halsell, Matson Ra ey Townshend, 
Hanback Millard Ray.G.W Pulty 
Harme Miller, S. Hi Ray, Ossian Vance, 
Hart Milliken Reed, T.1 Wadsworth, 
Hepbur Mori Rice Wait, 
Hill, Morse, Riggs Wakefield 
Hiscock Murphy Rock we Ward, 
Holman Murray Rose * Washburn, 
Holmes Neece, Rowell Weaver 
Horr Nutting Russe White, J.D 
Howey Parker Rya White, Milo 
Jeffords Patton Senex Wilson. James 
Jones, B. W. Payne Shively Winans, John 
Kean, Perkins, Spriggs Wise, J.S 
Keifer Peters, Springer Wolford 

| Kelley Pettibone Steele Woodward, 
Ketcham Phelps Stockslager Worthingtor 
Kleiner Poland Strait Yaple 

NOT VOTING Tu 

Adams, J. J Ellis Hutchins, Ochiltree, 
Arnot, Ellwood James O Hara 
Belford, Fiedler Jones, J. 1K Paysor 
Blanchard Funston Kellogg Rankin 
Bowen Fyan, King, Robinson, 5.8 
Breckinridge Garrison Laird, Seymour 
Brumm, Georg« Le Fevre, Shaw, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson Libbey, Skinner, ©. R 
Campbell, J. EF Green Lovering, Stephensor 
Chalmers, Hancock Lyman, Stewart, J. W 
Clay, Haynes, MeCoid Stone, 
Cook Henderson, D. B MeCormick, Swope 
Covington Henderson, T. J Mitchell Throckmorton, 
Curtin, Hewitt, A.S Morrison Valentine 


Dargan, Holton, Muller, Van Eaton, 
Davis, L. H Hooper Mutchler Warner, A. J 
Dunn Houk Nelson, 
| Elliott Hurd Nicholls 


The previous question has been called, and | 


So the substitute was agreed to. 


Mr. BEACH. 


of the names. 


Mr. RANDALL 


ire properly recorded. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 


I must object; because there have been a great 
number of changes and gentlemen had better see whether or not 


they 


The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting 


The following additional pair was announced 


Mr. FUNSTON with Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, for this day. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 


The question pow recurs upon the mo- 


tion to recommit the report to the Committee on Rules as amended by 
the substitute of the gentleman from New York just adopted. 

The question was taken, but before the announcement of the result 
of the vote Mr. Cox, of New York, said: I beg pardon of the Chair, 
but I think the House does not exactly understand the motion on which 


it is called to vote. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Oh, yes, they do 


‘ Mr. TOWNSHEND said: 


The motion has been already stated as 
plainly as the Chair can state it. 


rhe question is on the motion to recommit the report to the Commit- 


| tec on Rules as amended by the substitute offered by the ventleman 


from New York to the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 143. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
ous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. i desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the motion of the gentleman from Pennsy] 
vania for the previous question is voted down, will it be in order to 
offer an amendment ” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that but 
to recommit, with or without instructions, is-in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Chair did not 
I ask if the demand for the previous question 
‘““Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gent leman from Illinois hasa right 
to submit a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
ing *‘ Vote! vote!”’ 

The SPEAKER pro te wipore. The Honse will be in ordet 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to know if the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania shall be voted down—if the previous question is not 
ordered —whether it will be in order to offer an amendment to this report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that in that event 
the report will certainly be open for amendment 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are two amendments already pending. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the previ 
ous question subject to the two amendments proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

The question was taken. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107. 

Before the negative vote was announced, 


I now ask for a vote on the demand for the previ- 


au motion 


understand my 


[Cries ot 


question. 
Vote!’ 


I will not state it unless gentlemen cease ers 


I call for the yeas and nayd 





i sSTe ia al i di Mare ky a hoamtlie 
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The yeas and nays were not ordered, 35 members only voting | question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
therefor—not being one-fifth of the last vote. | laid on the table. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. | ‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
Tellers were ordered. | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the 
Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. RANDALL were appointed tellers amendment submitted by the gentleman from Ohio, which the Clerk 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 129. | will report. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered Mr. KEIFER. The first vote is on the amendment changing the 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 192, nays 68, not vot- | time for the consideration of such measures as may be called up from 
ing 63; as follows thirty minutes to one hour. 
. YEAS—192 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
Sdemes GE Dibbl. _— Rogers, W. F. | The Clerk read as follows: 
Aiken Dibrell, King Rosecrans, | Inline 4 of the resolution, strike out the words ‘ thirty minutes” and insert 
Alexander Dockery Kleiner Russell, | “‘one hour;”’ so that it will read : 
Atkinson Dowd, Lamb, Seymour, ‘* Resolved, That each morning during the remainder of this session, immediately 
Bagley Dunham Lanham Skinner, T.G. after the approval of the Journal, there shall be set apart one hour for motions 
Jallentine Eaton Lore Smalls, | to take up,” &e. 
Barbour Eldredge, Lowry Smith, A. Herr | . : : 
Barksdal: Ellis, Lyman Smith, H. Y. Mr. WELLER. Would it be proper to move an amendment to that? 
—— wees ane. —— The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not be in order, the previous 
elmon english, MeCoic Spooner, +e . > ‘ 
Bennett Ermentrout, McMillin, Spriggs, question having been ordered by the House. : ; ) 
Binghaw Ferreli, Matson, Springer, Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman upon the opposite side who offers 
aaeeven: wiedier, Maybury, Steele, this amendment wishes to be heard in support of it I shall desire to say 
Blanchard Findlay Millard, Stevens, a fi rds i iti ’ 
Bland, Follett Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles & few words In Opposition. ; Gat , 
Blow Foran Miiliken, Stewart, J. W. Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman desires to debate it, for myself I 
Boy! Forney Mills, Stockslager, have no objection; but I suppose no debate is in order as the previous 
Brattor Geddes, Money Stone, : : ting 
Breckinridge Glascock Morgan, Storm, question 1s now opera ing. ; : 
Brewer, F. B Graves Morrill, Sumner, D.H, Mr. THOMPSON. I make the point of order that debate is not in 
Broadhead Green Morse, Talbott, order. 
: an treenle \ row T or, J. - oe 
we ey a of ov ’ eee. Mr. RANDALL. I oply wanted to say that if gentlemen on the other 
Burnes Hammond Mutchler, Tillman side desired to advocate the proposition I wanted the same length of 
Cabell Hanback, Oates, Tucker, time in opposition to it. 
Caldwell Hardeman O’Ferrall, Tully, The SPEAKE . " I ‘hair will sts } is 
Contin Hardy, O'Neill. J J. earner. 0. G. ; e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that debate is not 
Carleton Harmer Paige, Turner, Oscar in order. 
Cassidy Hart, Parker, Van Alstyne, Mr. KEIFER. There seems to be some misapprehension among 
Clard) Hatch, H. A Patton, Van Eaton, | . aaa * 
Chemie Hatch W.H ak Wait, gentlemen as to the effect of this amendment. This does not extend 
Cobb Hemphill Perkins, Wallace, the time for debate on any proposition called up under this resolution, 
—. an r. J. Phelpe bane ae but simply extends the time in which such measures may be enter- 
Onno eniey, ° . “ . . . 2 
Converse, Hepburn, Pierce, Washburn, tained from thirty minutes to one hour. : - ‘ 
Cosgrove Herbert, Poland, Wellborn, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
Covington, Hewitt, G. W « Potter, Wempie, amendment which has just been read. 
Cox,8.8 ' ice, fhite, Mi ~ ‘ . a 
Cox WR a — Whittae, Z The question was taken; the House divided: and there were—ayes 
Crisp Hopkins, Pusey, Wilkins, 136, noes 57. 
Culberson, D. B Houseman, Randall, Williams, Mr. HOLMAN I ask the yeas and nays 
Culbertson, W.W. Hunt, Reagan, Willis, r ot oS ~ es gee: . 
Curtin. Jeffords. Reid J.W Wilson, W.L. . The yeas and nays were ordered, 40 members voting therefor—be- 
Dargan, Jones, J. H Reese, Winans, E. B. ing more than one-fifth of the last vote. 
Davidson. Jordan, Rice, Wise, G. D. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 175, nays 77, not vot- 
Davis, G. R. Kean, Riggs. Worthington, : =1: as foll , ‘ . 
Davis, R.T. Keifer, Robertson, York, Ing 41; as Ollows: ae at E 
Deuster, Kellogg, Rogers, J. H. Young. YEAS—175. 
~ . Adams, G. EF. Dorsheimer, Lore, Rogers, W. F. 
NAYS—68. Adams, J.J. Dunham, Lovering, Rosecrans, 
Anderson Finerty, Neece Struble, Atkinson, Ellwood, Lowry, Rowell, 
Bayne, Goff, O'Hara, Sumner, C. A. Barr, Ermentrout, McAdoo, Russell, 
Bisbee, Guenther, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, J.D. Bayne, Evans, McCoid, Shively, 
Boutelle, Haynes Payne, Thomas, Beach, Everhart, McComas, Smalls, 
Breitung, Hill, Payson, Townshend, Belmont, Ferrell, Millard, Smith, A. Herr 
Brewer, J. H Hiscock, Pettibone, Vance, Bingham, Findlay, Miller, S. H. Smith, H. Y, 
Brown, W. W Holman, Ranney, * Wadsworth, Bisbee, Finerty, Milliken, Snyder, 
Browne, T. M Holmes, Ray, G. W. Wakefield, Boutelle, Foran, Money, Spooner, 
Budd, Howey, Ray, Ossian Weaver, Brainerd, George, Morrill, Springer, 
Campbell, J. M. Jones, B. W. Reed, T. B. Weller, Breitung, Glascock, Moulton, Stephenson, 
Cannon, Laccy, Robinson, W. E. White, J. D. Brewer, F.B. Goff, Muldrow, Stevens, 
Craig, Lawrence, Rockwell, Winans, John Brewer, J. H. Greenleaf, Murphy, Stewart, J. W. 
Cullen, Le Fevre Rowell, Wise, J.8. Broadhead, Guenther, Mutehler, Stockslager, 
Cutcheon, Lovering, Ryan, Wolford, Brown, W.W. Hanback, Neece, Stone, 
Dingley, McComas, Shively, Wood, Browne, T. M. Hart, Nelson, Strait, 
Evans, Miller, 8. H. Stephenson, Woodward, Buckner, Hatch, H. H. Nutting, Struble, 
Everhart, Moulton, Strait, Yaple. Budd, Hatch, W. H. tes, Sumner, D, H. 
lated ahiad et Burleigh, Hemphill, O’Ferrall, Taylor, J.D. 
NOT VOTING—63. Burnes, Henderson, D.B. O'Neill,Charles Taylor,J.M. 
Adams, J.J Elliott Johnson Ochiltree Caldwell, Henderson, T.J. O'Neill, J.J. Thomas, ° 
Arnot Funston. Jones. J. K. Post ’ Campbell, J. M. Hepburn, Paige, Thompson, 
Barr. Fyan, Jones, J.T Rankin Cannon, Hiscock, Parker, Tillman, 
Belford, Garrison, Ketcham, Robinson, J. 8. Cassidy, EEitt, Payne, Tucker, 
Bowen, George, Laird, Seney, Clardy, Hoblitzell, Payson, Vance, 
Brainerd, Gibson. Lewis, Shaw, Collins. Holmes, Perkins, Van Eaton, 
Brumm, Hancock, Libbey, Singleton, Connolly, Hopkins, Peters, Wadsworth, 
Burleigh, Henderson,D.B. Long, Skinner, C. KR. Comverse, Horr, i Pettibone, Wait, 
Campbell,Felix Hewitt, A.S. MeCormick, Slocum, Covington, Howey, Poland, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. F Hoiton, Mitchell, Swope, oe —— a. ee 
Chalmers, Hooper, Morrison, Throckmorton, . os wee, OTC, 
Clay, Horr, Muller, Taylor, E. B. Culbertson, D.B._ Jones, B. W Price, Wemple. 
Cook. Houk. Murphy, Volentins Culbertson, W.W. Jones, J. H Pusey, White, Milo 
Davis, L. H Hurd, Nelson, Warner, A. J. Cullen, Jordan, Ranney, Whiting, 
Dorsheimer, Hutchins, Nicholls, Wilson, James. Cutcheon, Kean, Ray, G. W. Wilson, W. L, 
Dunn, James, Nutting, Davidson, Keifer Ray. Ossian Wise, G. D. 
Davis, G. R. Kelley, Reed, T. B. Wolford, 
So the previous question was ordered. pom, R. T. peenem. Reid, J. W. Wood, 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to dis- Dibble” Kile ner. ll Portions 
pense with the reading of the names. Dibrell, Lanham, Robinson, W. FE. York, 
Mr. WELLER and Mr. MOULTON objected. Dingley, seeetaee, Rockwell, Young. 
The Clerk recapitulated thé names of those voting. ee, ans, 5 OE 
The following additional pairs were announced: oa a NAY oa 7. 
Mr. RAN » oh TRLEIG . : Aiken, and, arleton, Dowd, 
_ pe as _ eo a — for this day. Alexander, Blount, Clements, Eaton, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, wit r. WiLson, of Iowa, for the | Anderson, Boyle, Cobb, Eldredge 
remainder of this day. Ballentine, Bratton, Cosgrove, Ellis, 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. — hg oo -R. a 
Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous | Blackburn, Candler, Dargan, Follett. 
- 


Set 
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Forney, Le Fevrte, Reagan, Ward : 
Geddes, McMillin, Reese, Warner, Richard 
Hammond, Matson, Robertson Wellborn 
Hardeman, Maybury, Seney Weller 
Hardy Miller, J. F. Seymour White, J D 
Harmer, Mills, Spriggs Williams 
Herbert, Murray, Steele, Willis, , 
Hewitt, G. W. O'Hara, Stewart, Charles Winans, E. B 
Hill, Patton, Storm, Winans, Johu 
Holman, Peel, Townshend Yaple 
Houseman, Pierce, Tuily, 
Lacey Pryor, Turner, H.G 
Lamb Randall, rurner, Oscar 

NOT VOTING—71 
Arnot, yan, Jones, J. ‘I Shaw 
Bagley, Garrison, Kellogg Singleton, 
Barbour, Gibson, Laird, Skinner, C. R. 
Belford, Graves, Lewis, Skinner, T. G. 
Blanchard, Green, Libbey Slocum, 
Boven, Halsell, Lyman, Sumner, C, A. 
Breckinridge, Hancock , McCormick Swope, 
Brumm, Haynes, Mitchell, Talbott, : 
Campbell, Felix Henley, Morgan, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. E. Hewitt, A. 8. Morrison lhrockmorton, 
Chalmers, Holton, Morse, Valentine, 
Clay, Hooper, Muller, Van Alstyne, 
Cook, Houk, Nicholls Warner, A. J. 
Ourtin, Hunt, Ochiltree, Washburn, 
Davis, L. H. Hurd, Phelps, Wilkins, 
Dunn, Hutchins Rankin, Wilson, James 
Elliott, Jeffords, Robinson, J. 8. Wise, J.S. 
Funston, Jones, J. K. tyan, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 3 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The names of members voting were read. 

The followimg additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. PHELPs, for the remainder of the day 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. Funston, for the re- 
mainder of the day. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE with Mr. MORGAN, on this vote. If present, Mr. 
VAN ALSTYNE would vote “‘no’’ and Mr. MoRGAN would vote “‘ay.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. RYAN, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I now ask for a vote on my amendment, to strike out 
the word ‘‘ five’’ and insert the word ‘‘ten’’ where the resolution 
mentions the number of members who are to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the second 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KrerreR], which 
will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the word “ five” and insert the word “ten ;"’ 
*Uniess objected to by at least ten members.” 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a recess 
until to-morrow at 11 o’clock, and I do it for the purpose 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to debate. 

Mr. COLLINS. On that motion I call the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to ad- 
journ. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 74, noes 109. 

Mr. MOULTON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 53 members voting therefor. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Before the Clerk proceeds to call the roll I de- 
sire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the House shall now adjourn, will not the 
resolution for the amendment of the rules be in order to-morrow morn- 
ing a8 unfinished business ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the previous 
question has been applied to the resolution by order of the House; and, 
in the judgment of the Chair, this report would come up as unfinished 


business to-morrow after the reading of the Journal and before the 
morning hour. 


making it read 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 101, nays 157, not 


voting 65; as follows: 
YEAS—1i01. 


Aiken, Candler, Dowd, Hemphill, 
Alexander, Cannon, Eaton, Henley, 
Ballentine, Clements, Eldredge Herbert, 
Barksdale, Cobb, Ellwood, Hewitt, G. W. 
Bayne, Converse, English, Hoblitzell, 
Bennett, Cosgrove, Ermentrout, Holman, 
Bland, Covington, Ferreil, Howey, 
Blount, Cox, W. R. Forney, Jones, J, H. 
Brainerd, Crisp, Geddes, Lamb, 
Browne, T. M. Culberson, D.B. Gilascock. Lanham, 
Buchanan, Cullen, Green, MeMillin, 
Buckner, Curtin, Halsell, Matson, 
Burnes, Davidson, Hammond, Miller, J. F. 
Cabell, Dibrell, Hardeman, Mills, 
Caldwell, Dockery, Hatch, W. H. Money 


Moulton tand 


. . Charles Wilkins 

| Mutehler Reaga Sumner, C. A Williams 
Nee Rees Ta 1™M Willis 
Nelso tiggs rh 3 Winans, E. B 
Oates Role ri Winans ye 

; Pat Roge H i k Wise, G » 
P Row [ VW i 
Pee! se i it. G ‘ 
P S Warne R ard 
Pric Snvd “A 
Prvo o W 

NAYS 5 
Adams, G. ] I ilay La - 
Adams, J. J Pi ty Lowry Sma 
Anderson Follett Lyma Su 1. A. 
Atkinso Fora: MeAd Ss 1H. Y 
Bagley Gibso Met 1 Spooner 
Beach cioft MicClomas Spriggs 
Belmont. Graves Mavbury Sp w 
singham Guenther Millard Stepher 
Bisbee Hanback Miller, 8S. St 3 
Blackburn Hardy Millik St ' 
Boutell Harn Mitche St 
Boyk Hart Mort St 
Bratton Hatch, H. if Morse Stra 
Breitung Haynes Muldrow Stru 
Brewer, F. B Henderson, D. B Nutting Sumn D>. H, 
Brewer, J. H Henderson, T. J O' Ferral! Taylor, J. Dp 
Broadhead Hepburn O Hara Thomas 
Brown, W. W Hill ©’ Neill, Charles rownshend 
Burleigh, Hiscock O'Ne aa Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, J. M Hitt Paig« Van Alsty 
Carleton Holmes Parker Vane 
Cassidy Hopkins Payne Van Kato 
Clardy Horr, Perkins Wa 
Collins Housema! Peters Wallace 
Connolly Hunt Pett Ward 
Craig, James Post Washbt 
Culbertson, W. W. Jeffords Pott Weaver 
Cutcheon Johnson Pusey Wemple, 
Dargan, Jones, B. W. Ranney White, J. D 
Davis, G. R Jordan Rav. G. W White, Milo 
Davis, R. T Kean Reed, T. B Whiting 
Deuste Keife: Reid, J. W Wilson, W. L. 
Dibble Kelley Rice W ood 
Dingley Ketcham Robinson, W. E, Woodward 
Dorsheimer King Rockwell, Worthington 
Dunham Kleine Rogers, W. F York 
Ellis Lacey Rosecrans Young 
Evans Lawrence Russel! 
Everhart, Long Ryan 
Fiedler Lore Seymour 
NOT VOTING—455 

Arnot Elliott Le Fevre Singleton 
Barbour Funston Lewis Skinner, C. R 
Barr, Fyan Libbey Skinner, T.G 
Belford, Garrison McCormick Stewart, J. W. 
Blanchard George Morgan Swope 
Bowen, Greenleaf Morrison, Talbott 
Breckinridge Hancock fulle: Taylor, E. B 
Brumm, Hewitt, A. S. Murphy Throckmorton, 
Budd, Holton Murray Valentine, 
Campbell, Felix Hoope Nicholls Wadsworth 
Campbell, J. E. Houk, Ochiltree Wakefield 
Chalmers Hurd Phelps Warner, A.J 
Clay Hutchins Poland, Wilson, James 
Cook Jones, J. K Rankin Wise, J.S 
Cox, 5.5 Jones, J. T Rav, Ossian 
Davis, L. H Kellogg Robinson, J. 8 
Dunn Laird Shaw 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the names be dispensed with 

Mr. MOULTON and others objected 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
tlemen who have voted. 

Mr. MOULTON. I withdraw the objection 

Mr. WELLER. [I object. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, unanimous consent was asked that the 
reading of the names be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But objection was made 

Mr. GIBSON. Theobjection was withdrawn by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mouton]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made also by the 
gentleman from Iowa[Mr. WELLER]. The Clerk will report the names. 

The Clesk read the names of members voting. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded 

Mr. MOULTON. I move that when the House adjourns it adjourn 
to meet on Wednesday next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MOULTON. I move that the House do now adjourn 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 74, noes 80 

Mr. MOULTON. I call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the 1 


TheClerk will report the names of gen- 


legative—yeas 
96, nays 132, not voting 96: as follows 
YEAS—* 
Alexander Bland Campbell, J. M Cobb 
| Ballentins Bloun Candies Conve 
Barbour, Browne, T. M Canno Coszrs 
Barksdak Suchanap Carletor (Crisp 
Bennett, Cabell Clards Culberson. D 
Blanchard Caldwel Cleme Culles 
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Curtin Hoblitzell, Perkins Sumner, D. H. 
Davidsou liolman, Peters, Taylor,J.M. 
Dibrell, liowey, Price, rhompson, 
Dockery Lacey, Pryor, Tillman 
Dowd Lamb Pusey, Townshend 
Kidredge Lanham, Randall, Tucker 
Ermentrout MeMillin, Reese Tully, 
Ferre}! Matson Riggs Turner, H. G, 
Forney Miller, J. F Rogers, J. H. Wakefield, 
Geddes Mills Seney Ward, 
Green Money Shively Warner, Richard 
Halse] Moulton Singleton Wellborn, 
Hammond Mutehler Smalls, Weller, 
Hardeman Neece Snyder, Willis, 
Hatch, W. 11 Nelson, Springer Winans, E. B. 
Hemphill Pattor Steele, Winans, John 
Henley Pee), Stewart, Charles Wise, G.D. 
Hewitt, G. W, Pierce Stockslager W olford 
NAYS—132 

Adams, G. E Everhart Kleiner, Robinson, W. E, 
Adams, J.J Fiedler Lawrence, tock well, 
Anderson Findlay Lewis Rogers, W. F. 
Bagley Finerty Long Rosecrans, 
Bart Follett, Lore, Russell, 
Beach Foran Lovering, Ryan, 
Belmont Gibson Lowry, Seymour, 
Bingham Goff Lyman, Smith, A. Herr 
tisbee Grayes McAdoo Smith, H.Y. 
Blackburn Creenleaf, MeCoid Spooner, 
Boutelle (inenther McComas Spriggs, 
Boyle Ilanback, Maybury Stephenson, 
Bratton Hardy Millard Stevens, 
Breckinridge Harmer Miller, 8. H Storm, 
Brewer, J. H Ifart Milliken, Strait, 
Broadhead, Hateh, H. H Mitchell, Struble, 
Brown, W. W Haynes, Muldrow, Taylor, J. D. 
Burleigh Henderson, D. Tk Nutting, Thomas, 
Cassidy, Henderson, T. J O'Ferrall, Turner, Oscar 
Collins Hill, O Hara, Van Alstyne, 
Cox, 8.8 Hiscock O Neill, Charles Vance, 
Cox, W.R Hitt O Neill, J.J Van Eaton, 
Cutcheon Holmes Paige, Washburn, 
Dargan Horr Parker, Weaver, 
Davis, G.R Houseman Payne, Wemple, 
Davis, R.'1 James, Post, Whi'e, J.D. 
Deuster Jeffords, Potter White, Milo 
Dibble Johnson, Ranney Whiting, 
Dingley Jordan, Ray, Ossian Wilson, W. L. 
Dorsheimer Kean, Reed, T.B Wood, 
Dunham Keifer Reid, J. W. Woodward, 
Ellis Ketcham, Rice, Worthington, 
Evans, King, Robertson, York. 

NOT VOTING—S. 
Aiken, Eaton, Kelley, Rowell, 
Arnot, Elliott Kellogg, Shaw, 
Atkinson Eliwood, Laird, Skinner, C. R. 
Bayne English, Le Fevre, Skinner, T.G. 
Belford Funston Libbey, Slocum, 
Bowen, Fyan, AlcCormick, Stewart, J. W. 
Brainerd Garrison, Morgan, Stone, 
Breitung, George Morrill, Sumner, C. A, 
Brewer, FF. Bb Glascock , Morrison, Swope, 
Brumm Hancock, Morse, Talbott, 
Buckuer Hepburn, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Budd Herbert, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Hewitt, A. 8S. Murray, Valentine, 
Campbell, Felix Holton, Nicholls, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. E Hooper, Oates, Wait, 
Chalmers Hopkins, Ochiltree, Wallace, 
Clay, liouk, Payson, Warner, A. J. 
Connolly, Ilunt, Pettibone, Wilkins, 
Cook, Hurd, Phelps, Williams, 
Covington Hutchins, Poland, Wilson, James 
Craig, Jones, B. W. Rankin, Wise, J.S. 
Culbertson, W.W. Jones, J.H. Ray,G. W. Yaple, 
Davis, L. H Jones, J. K. Reagan, Young. 
Dunn, Jones, J.T. Robinson, J. 8. 


Mr. BEACH. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. 

The Clerk read the names of members voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. YouNG with Mr. BREerTUNG, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. KELLEY, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr, CANNON, for the remainder of the.day 

Mr. Grrson with Mr. Wart, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. GLASCOCK with Mr. Jones of Texas. . 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MOULTON. I move that when the House adjourns it adjourn 
to meet on Wednesday next. 

Mr. COLLINS. I make the point of order that that motion has been 
already voted down. 

Mr. MOULTON. But other business has intervened. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that a motion 
to adjourn is ‘‘other business’’ within the meaning of the rule. The 
Chair therefore thinks the point of order well taken. 

Mr. COLLINS. I move that the House do now take a recess until 
11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
{ Mr. CoLLINs] moves that the House take a recess until 11 o'clock to- 
morrow. ending that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
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| moves that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thurs- 
day next. The latter motion takes precedence. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offeran amendment, that when the House adjourns 
it adjourn to meet this evening at 8 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must inform the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gipson] that his motion is not in order un- 
der the rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to inquire whether there 
is any filibustering on that side of the House? [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that it is 
called upon to answer that question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Perhaps some other gentleman on that side 

| of the House might volunteer the information. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HAMMOND, that when 
the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

| Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


i EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
| HATCH] moves that the House do now adjourn. Pending that motion 
| the Chair asks the consent of the House to submit the following mes- 
| sages from the President of the United States. 

There was no objection. 


APPEAL OF FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
| sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
| with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 
To the House of Representatives : 


| Inresponse tothe resolution of the House of Representative? of January 28, 
| 1885, ** that the President be respectfully requested to transmit to this House a 

copy of the recent appeal of Fitz-John Porter, together with the accompanying 
| papers,”’ I transmit herewith a copy of a communication from Fitz-John Porter, 
| addressed to the President, from Morristown, N. J., under date of October 14, 
| 1884, together with copies of the accompanying papers. 
| CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXEcUTIVE Mansion, February 2, 1885. 

REPORT OF NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 

| message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 

| with the accompanying papers, referred to the Select Committee on the 
Public Health, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, the report of the Na 
tional Board of Health for the year 1884. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 2, 1885. 


SURVEYS OF RIVERS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers 
of a preliminary examination of Puyallup River, Washington Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers ot 
a preliminary examination of Lewis River, Washington Territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers 
of a preliminary examination of Willahpah River, Washington Terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Jones, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for the rest of the day. on account of sickness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 





Mr. MURRAY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
papers in the case of Abram S. Galbraith. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu]} that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If the House 
should vote down the motion to adjourn will the next question be upon 
the motion for a recess? [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order m4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will be determined when the 
House shall have disposed of the motion made by the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HAtcH, of Missouri, 
that the House adjourn, there were—ayes 82, noes 88. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I cal) for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 53 voting in favor thereof. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
69, nays 104, not voting 150; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Buchanan, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Clements, 
Cobb. 
Converse, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 


Adams, G. EF, 
Adams, J. J. 
Anderson, 
Ragiey, 
Beach, 
Belmont, 
singham, 
Bisbee, 
Boutelle, 
Boyle, 
Bratton, 
Breckinridge, 
Brown, W. W. 
Budd, 
Burleigh 
‘assidy, 
‘lardy, 
‘ollins, 
‘onnolly, 
‘ox, S.S. 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 


~a mm 


a 


. Deuster, 


Dibble, 
Dorsheimer, 


Aiken, 

Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 

Bayne, 
Belford, 
Blanchard, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. 11. 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brumm,- 
Buckner, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Cannon, 
Chalmers, 
Clay, 

Cook, 

Craig, 
Culberson, D. B. 


Culbertson, W. W 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 


YEAS—469. 


Davidson, 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Forney, 
Geddes, 
Goff, 

Graves, 
Green, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. HH. 
Hemphill, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Holman, 
MeMillin, 
Miller, J. F. 


Moulton, 
Mutchlier 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Patton, 

Peel, 

Pierce 

Price, 

Pryor, 

Pusey, 
Randall, 
Rice, 

Rogers, W. F. 
Seney, 
Singleton, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Sumner, D. H, 


NAYS—104. 
Dunham, Lacey, 
Ellis, Long, 
Evans, Lore, 
Fiedler, Lovering, 
Findlay, Lowry, 
Finerty, McAdoo, 
Follett, MecCoid, 


Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 

Hart, 

Haynes, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hill, 

Hiscock , 

Hitt, 

Holmes, 

Horr, 
Houseman, 
James, 

Jeffords, 

Jones, B. W. 
Jordan, 

Kean, 

King, 

Kleiner, 


McComas, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
0’ Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Paige, 
Payne, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Ranney, 
Reed, T. B. 


NOT VOTING—150. 


Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellwood, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Foran, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. S. 
Hoblitzell, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 


. Hurd, 


Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 


Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 


Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Libbey, 
Lyman, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
Ochitree, 
O’Ferrall, 
Parker, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Rankin, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J. 8. 


Robinson, ‘V. E. 


Rockwell, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, 
Thompson 
Tillman 
rownshend 
Tully, 
Wakefield 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn 
Weller, 
Willis, 
Wise,G. D. 
Wolford, 
Yaple 


Reid, J. W. 
tosecrans, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Seymour, 
Smith, A, Herr 
Smith, H. Y. 
Spooner, 
Spriggs. 
Stephenson 
Stevens, 
Strait, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Wood, 
Woodward. 


Rogers, J. H. 
Rowell, 
Shaw, 
Shively, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Storm, 
Struble, 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H. G. 
Valentine, 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, J. S. 
Worthington, 
York, 

Young. 


Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. TurRNeR, of Georgia, on this vote. 
Mr. WARD with Mr. O’FERRALL, on this vote. 


day: 


Mr. STEELE with Mr. Hunt. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr: SHIVELY. 


Mr. DIBRELL with Mr. LyMAn. 
Mr. VANCE with Mr. SMALLS. 


Mr. HANBACK with Mr. SNypEr. 
Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. LAcEy. 
Mr. RicE with Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 


Mr. OATES with Mr. KETCHAM. 
Mr. LEWIs with Mr. HENLEY. 


Mr. Swope with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 
Mr. HoBLitzet. with Mr. STRUBLE. 


Mr. PERKINS with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 


The following were announced as paired for the remainder of the 
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Lids 
Mr. RoGers, of New York, with M1 
Mr. GEORGE with Mr. LANHAM 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HARMER 
Mr. ROCKWELL with Mr. DocKERY 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. CLARDY 
The result of the vote was announced 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri 


WINANS, of Michigan 


as above stated 


1 move that when the House adjourns to- 


| day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 


Mr. COLLINS. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that bas 


; been voted down, 


The SPEAKER pro tempo The point ot order 1ot well taken 
4 motion was made that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet 
on Wednesday next. That was voted down and a motion to adjourn 
was rejected, but a motion was interposed that when the House ad- 
journs it adjourn to meet on Thursday next, which was disposed of, 
when the motion to adjourn was again in order. That motion to ad- 


journ until Thursday next constituting business within the meaning of 


the rule, the motion of the gentleman from Missouri is in order 

Mr. COLLINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will siate it 

Mr. COLLINS. If a motion be made to adjourn and it be voted 
down, is it in order to make identically the same motion immediately 
thereafter? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missoun I rise to object 
mentary inquiry 

Mr. COLLINS. 


That is not a parlia- 


Ifa motion be made that when the House adjourns 


it adjourn toa day certain, and that be voted down, can it be renewed 


as many times as the House pleases, no other motion to adjourn inter- 


| vening ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


It may be renewed at the pleasure of 


| any member of the Honse, provided business has been transacted by 


| the House. 


The Chair held a moment ago it could not be renewed 
when nothing had transpired except a vote by yeas and nays on the 
motion to adjourn, because there is an unbroken chain of precedents 
declaring a motion to adjourn does not, in contemplation of the rule, 
constitute intervening business; but a motion to fix the day to which 


| the House shall adjourn does constitute intervening business, and the 


gentleman from Missouri is therefore in order, and the point of order 
is overruled. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 


I take the floor, Mr. Speaker, to ask whether— 


| [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 


Mr. RANDALL. I take exception to the statement there has been 
an unbroken precedent in that direction. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not mean to say there 


| have not been rulings in other directions, but the Chair can not re- 


member any Speaker who has presided over any House of Representa- 
tives, since he has been a member, that has not ruled in accordance 
with the ruling of the Chair now. The motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri is in order. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 22. 

So the motion was disagreed to 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 63. 

Mr. COLLINS demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. Is 


| this filibustering? 


The House divided; and there were ayes 43. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair there is a 


| sufficient number to order the yeas and nays. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Count the other side. 

The ether side was counted; and there were noes 53. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether he thinks it is possible to accomplish anything 
here to-night. If not, why then should we be compelled to stay here ? 

Mr. COLLINS. All things are possible in a sensible assembly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You know we can not accomplish anything if we 


| stay here until midnight. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I suggest to the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts if he is a sensible man he will vote to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeasan d nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative 


yeas bo, 
nays 84, not voting 174; as follows: 


YEAS—65 
Alexander, Davidson Miller, J. F. raylor, J.M 
Bennett, Dowd, Moulton, rhompson, 
Blackburn, Eldredge, Neece, rillman, 
Bland, Everhart, Patton, Wakefield, 
Blount, Ferrell, Peel, Wallace, 
Boutelle, Forney, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Breckinridge, Goff, Price, Wellborn, 
Buchanan, Green, Pryor, Weller, 
Cabell, Halsell, Pusey, Willis, 
Caldwell, Hammond, Randall, Wilson, W. L. 
Candler, Hardeman, Ranney, Winans, E. B, 
Carleton, Hatch, W.H. Reese, Wise, G. D. 
Clements, Hewitt, G. W Rogers, J. H Wolford, 
Cobb, Holman, Singleton, Yaple. 
Converse, Holmes, Springer, 
Cosgrove, McMillin, Stephenson, 
Crisp, Matson, Stewart, Charles. 








rmnmrG 
NAYS—S. 
Adams, G. FE Evans Lovering, Russell, 
Adams, J.J Fiedler Lowry, Ryan, 
Bagley, Findlay McAdoo, Seymour, ~ 
Sarksadale Finerty McCoid, Smith, A. Herr 
Beach Follett Maybury, Smith, H. Y. 
Bingham, Geddes, Millard Spooner, 
Bisbee Greenleaf, Milliken Spriggs, 
Bratton Gueuther, Mitchell Stevens, 
Brown, W. W Hardy, Morse, Strait, 
Budd Henderson, D. B O’Ferrall, Sumner, C. A. 
Burleigh, Hill O'Hara, Taylor, J.D. 
Cassidy Hiscock O' Neill, Charlies Thomas, 
Collins, Hitt, O'Neill, J.J. Washburn, 
Cutcheon Houseman Parker, Weaver, 
Davis,G. R James, Payne, Wemple, 
Davis, R.T Jeffords Peters White, J. D. 
Denster, Jones, B. W Pettibone, White, Milo 
Dibble Jordan Post, Whiting, 
Dorsheimer Kean Potter Wilson, James 
Dunham Kleiner Reid, J. W. Wood, 
Ellis Lore Rockwell, Woodward. 
NOT VOTING—I74 
Aiken, Dunn King, Rogers, W.F. 
Anderson Eaton, Lacey, Rosecrans, 
Arnot, Elliott, Laird, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Ellwood Lamb, Seney, 
Ballentine, English, Lanham, Shaw, 
Barbour Ermentrout Lawrence, Shively, 
Barr, Foran Le Fevre, Skinner, C. R. 
Bayne Funston, Lewis, Skinner, T.G. 
Belford Fyan, Libbey, Slocum, 
Belmont, Garrison Long, Smalls, 
Blanchard, George, Lyman, Snyder, 
Bowen, Gibson, McComas, Steele, 
Boyle, Glascock McCormick, Stewart, J. W. 
Brainerd, Graves Miller, 8S. H. Stockslager, 
Breitung Hanback, Mills, Stone. 
Brewer, F. B Hancock, Money, Storm, 
Brewer, J. H Harmer, Morgan, Struble, 
Broadhead, Hart, Morrill, Sumner, D. H. 
Browne, T. M Hatch, H. H Morrison, Swope, 
Brumm, Haynes, Muldrow, Talbott, 
Buckner, Hemphill, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Burnes, Henderson, T. J Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, Felix Henley, Murray, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E Hepburn, Mutchier, Tucker, 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, Nelson, Tully, 
Cannon, Hewitt, A.S Nicholls, Turner, H. G. 
Chalmers Hoblitzell, Nutting, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Clardy, Holton Oates, Valentine, 
Clay, Hooper, Ochiltree, Van Alstyne, 
Connolly, Hopkins, Paige, Vance, 
Cook, Horr, Payson, Van Eaton, 
Covington Houk, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Cox,8.S. Howey Phelps, Wait, 
Cox, W.R Hunt, Poland, Ward, 
Craig, Hurd, Rankin, Warner, A. J. 
Culberson, D. B Hutchins, Ray,G. W. Wilkins, 
Culbertson, W.W. Johnson, Ray, Ossian Williams, 
Cullen, Jones, J. H Reagan, Winans, John 
Curtin, Jones; J. K. Reed, T. B. Wise, J.8. 
Dargan, Jones, J.T. Rice, Worthington, 
Davis, L. H Keifer, Riggs, York, 
Dibrell, Kelley, Robertson, Young. 
Dingley, Kellogg, Robinson, J.8. 
Dockery, Ketcham, Robinson, W. E. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. COBB and Mr. WELLER objected. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, on this vote. 

The following gentlemen were announced as being paired for the re- 
mainder of the day: 

Mr. Kino with Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. PAIGE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of [linois. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. MULDRow. 

Mr. REeEpD, of Maine, with Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. BoyLe with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. TULLY with Mr. CONNOLLY. 

Mr. DockERY with Mr. Lona, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that this House do now take a 
recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Imade the point of order that no quorum 
had voted. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not been able to hear 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I madethe point thatno quorum had voted. 

-The Chair has announced the pending motion to be the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, that the House take a recess. I sub- 
mitted a motion to the House that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Wednesday next. Pending that the gentleman from 
Georgia made his motion that the House adjourn; which vote has just 
been taken, and on which no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
make the point of order that no quorum had voted. 
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The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 
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Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 
| it in the hearing of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair accepts, of course, the state- 
ment ofthe gentleman from Missouri, but the point was waived by the 
subsequent motion of the gentleman from Georgia, to wit, that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. My motion was that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Wednesday: next. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that there has been a motion for a call 
of the House, and pending that the motion was made to adjourn. 
Would not the motion recur on the question of a call of the House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no information that a 
motion for a call of the House was made. 

The Chair will state again that the point of no quorum was not heard 
by the Chair when made by the gentleman from Missouri. The Chair, 
however, regards the point as having been waived and yielded by the 
gentleman when the motion of the gentleman from Georgia was made 
that the House do now adjourn. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri to make the point of order 

Mr. RANDALL. Less than a quorum can adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. TheChair has not intimated or ruled that 
that question was not in order in the absence of a quorum. The Chair 
now recognizes the gentleman from Missouri to make the point of order. 
The Journal shows that the last vote was taken upon a motion to ad- 
journ, which motion was made pending a motion that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meeton Wednesday next. The Chair will state 
that that motion would not now be in order. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Then I make the motion now, that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recegnize that motion 
as being in order. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask a parliamentary question. Ifthis means 
to promote thedelay of business, or if it means to promote the business 
of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the gentle- 
man submits a parliamentary inquiry. The question recurs upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the House do now 
take a recess, and pending that motion the gentleman from Missouri 
moves that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Thursday 
next at 12 o'clock. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were 
67. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, and Mr. BEACH. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pointof order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, and Mr. COLLINS were appointed tellers. 

Mr. BLAND. Pending the vote by tellers, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. ELLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Was not the last yea-and-nay vote on a motion to ad- 
journ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will answer the gentleman 
that the last yea-and-nay vote was taken upon a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ELLIS. I make the pointof order that nointervening business 
has been transacted by the House which will warrant the repetition of 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must state that in the mean 
time, since that motion was submitted to the House, what is recognized 
as intervening business under the rules of the House has taken place. 

Mr. ELLIS. What business has taken place ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A vote rive voce on a motion that when 
the House adjourns it be to meet on Thursday next and after that a 
division on the same motion. 

Mr. ELLIS. But that has determined nothing. - We are now en- 
deavoring to ascertain whether we can do anything by the presence of 
a Quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion of order, 

The question before the House is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 67, 
noes 61. 

Mr. ELLIS and Mr. COLLINS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 63, nays71, not voting 
189; as follows: 


I insist, Mr. Speaker, that I did make 


ayes 32, noes 


The Chair must overrule the ques- 


YEAS—63. 
Alexander, Candler, Dowd, Hiscock, 
Bennett, Carleton, Dunham, Holman, 
Blackburn, Clements, Everhart, Jones, J. H. 
Bland, Cobb, Ferrell, Kean, 
— “ Converse, See, oe: 
Breckinridge, Cosgrove, reen, m, 
Bu a. . Halsell, Moulton, 
Cabell, Da > Hardeman, Neece, 
Caldwell, Dorsheimer, Hatch, W. H. Nelson, 


noe 
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Patton, Reese, Thomas, White, Milo 
Peel, Riggs, Tillman, Willis, 
Pierce, Rogers, J. H. Wakefield, Wilson, W. L. 
Price, Singleton, Wallace, — Winans, E. B. 
Pryor, Springer, Warner, Richard Wolford, 
Pusey, Stephenson, Wellborn, Yaple. 
fandall Taylor, J.M. Weller, 
NAYS—71. 

Adams, J. J Evans Lowry, Rockwell, 
Bagley Fiedler, McAdoo, Russeil 
Barksdale Findlay, McCoid, Smith, A. Herr 
Beach Finerty, MeMillin Smith, H. Y. 
Bingham, Foliett, Maybury Spooner 
Bisbee, Greenleaf, Millard, Spriggs. 
Bratton, Guenther Milliken Stevens, 
Brown, W. W. Hardy, Mitchell Strait, 

Budd, Henderson, D.B. O’Ferrall Sumner, C. A. 
Burleigh, Hill, O'Hara, Taylor, J.D. 
Clardy, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Van Alstyne, 
Collins, Houseman, Parker, Weaver, 
Cutcheon, James, Payne, Wemple, 
Davis, G. R. Jeffords, Peters White, J. D. 
Davis, R. T. Jones, B. W. Pettibone, Whiting 
Deuster, Jordan, Post, Wilson, James 
Dibble, Kleiner Potter, Woodward 
Ellis, Lore, teid, J, W 


NOT VOTING—189. 


Adams, G. E. Eldredge, Laird, Ryan 

Aiken, Elliott, Lamb, Seney, 
Anderson, Eliwood, Lanham, Seymoui 
Arnot, English, Lawrence, Shaw, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Shively 
Ballentine, Foran, Lewis, Skinner, C. R. 
Barbour, Forney, Libbey, Skinner, T.G 
Barr, Funston, Long, Slocum, 
Bayne, Fyan, Lovering, Smalls, 
Belford, Garrison, Lyman, Snyder, 
Belmont, Geddes, McComas, Steele, 
Blanchard, George, McCormick, Stewart, Charles 
Boutelle, Gibson, Miller, J. F. Stewart, J. W. 
Bowen, Glascock, Miller, S. H. Stockslager 
Boyle, Graves, Mills, Stone 
Brainerd, Hammond, Money, Storm 
Breitung, Hanback, Morgan, Struble 
Brewer, F. B. Hancock, Morrill, Sumner, D.H 
Brewer, J. H. Harmer, Morrison, Swope 
Broadhead, Hart, Morse, Talbott, 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, H. H. Muldrow, Taylor, E.B 
Brumm, Haynes, Muller, Thompson, 
Buckner, Hemphill, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Burnes, Henderson, T. J. Murray, Townshend, 
Campbell, Felix Henley, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Campbell, J. E. Hepburn, Nicholls, Tully, 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, Nutting, Turner, HH. G. 
Cannon, Hewitt, A. 8. Oates, Turner, Oscar 
Cassidy, Hewitt, G. W. Ochiltree, Valentine 
Chalmers, Hitt, O'Neill, J. J. Vance, 
Clay, Hoblitzell, Paige, Van Eaton, 
Connolly, Holton, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Cook, Hooper, Perkins Wait, 
Covington, Hopkins, Phelps, Ward, 

Cox, 8. S. Horr, Poland, Warner, A.J. 
Cox, W. R. Houk, tankin Washburn, 
Craig, Howey, Ranney, Wilkins, 
Culberson, D.B. Hunt, Ray,G. W. Williams. 
Culbertson, W. W. Hurd, Ray, Ossian Winans, John 
Cullen, Hutchins, Reagan, Wise, G. D. 
Curtin, Johnson, Reed, T, B. Wise, J.S. 
Dargan, Jones, J. K. Rice, Wood, 

Davis, L. H. Jones, J. T. Robertson, Worthington, 
Dibrell, Kelley, Robinson, J. 8, York, 
Dingley, Kellogg, Robinson, W. E. Young 
Dockery, Ketcham, Rogers, W. F. 

Dunn, King, Rosecrans, 

Eaton, Lacey, Rowell, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. JOHNSON with Mr. Howey, for the remainder of the day. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, with Mr. DinGLey, for the remainder of 


the day. 


Mr. MILLER, of Texas, with Mr. ApAms, of Illinois, for the remain- 
der of the day. 


Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, with Mr. Stone, for the remainder of the | 


day. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr. Hit, for the remainder of the day. 
Mr. FoRNEY with Mr. RYAN, for the remainder of the day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before announcing the result of the 
vote just taken the Chair will submit the following personal requests: 

The Clerk read the request of Mr. WEAVER for leave of absence on 
account of sickness; and 

The requestof Mr. ANDERSON to be excused from attendance during 
the remainder of this day’s session on account of important business. 

Mr. PRICE. I object to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
SON] being excused. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask if there is any ob- 


| 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I move that the House adjourn immediately. 


The SPEAKER protempore. 


Mr. GUENTHER. 


nays. 


| unbecomirz 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 


to have the rules suspended 


} 


of my constituents. 


Mr. WHITE, 
Mr. SPRINGER. I knew some « 
The SPEAKER pro 
gentleman from Kentucky to interpose an objection 


of Kentucky 


fe mipore 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
irom Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] be taken down 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
The SPEAKER pro tempo 
| right to withdraw words used in debate 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 


ag 


| and withdraw them. 
i ne SPEAKER pro te pore 


jection to the request of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER]. | 


There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro #mpore. 
the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. ANDERSON]. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced 
as above stated. 


Objection is made to the request of 


| 





‘ 
| 
( 
| Clardy 
( 
( 
( 
( 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 


down 
House 


Mr. RYAN 
The SPE A K ER pro té mipore. 


n order 


words, and has withdrawn 


be to meet on Thursday next 
have been demanded. 


The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Dlinois. 
rhe negative vote being counted, there were noes 75. 

I demand tellers on ordering the yeas and nays 
Pending the demand for tellers, I move that the 


aves on 


Mr. CLARDY. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 


House do now adjourn 


lhe question being taken, there were 


Mr. COLLINS. 


ing 18°; 


Alexander 
Bennett 
Slackburn 
Bland 
Blount 


Breckinridge 


Buchanan 

Burnes 

Cabell 
aldwe 
andler 
arleton 


‘Nements 
obb 
‘onverse 


osgrove 


Adams, J.J 
Bagley, 
Barksdale, 
tarr 

Beach 


Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Bratton, 


Brown, W. W 


Budd, 
Burleigh 
Collins, 
Cutcheoén 
Davis,G. It 
Davis, R.T 
Deuster, 
Dibbie, 
Dorsheimer 
Ellis, 


Crisp 
Davidson 
Dowd 
Dunham 
English 
Everhart 
Ferrel! 
Goff 
Green 
Halse}! 
Hardeman 
Hatch, W.H 
Holman 
Jones, J. H 
Keifer 
MeMillin, 


Matson 


Evans 
Findlay 
Finerty 
Follett 
Graves 
Cireenleaf 
Guenther: 
Hardy, 
Henderson, D 
Hill, 
Holmes, 
Houseman 
James, 
Jeffords 
Jones, B. W 
Jordan 
Kean, 
Kleine: 
Lore. 


I eall for the regular order 

The pending motion is that of the gen 
} tleman from Missouri [Mr. HatTcH], that when the House adjourns it 
| be to meet on Thursday rext 
| Mr. WELLER. 
That motion is notin order 
tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 
And upon that motion I call for the yeas and 


and a ve 


I of 


i ask that the words of the gentleman 


He has not the right to uselanguage 
a gentleman on this floor, and 


Che Chair 


them 


I desire to submit a request for unanimous consent 
[ rise to a question of orde1 
The Chair will allow the gentleman 
from Illinois to state his request for unanimous consent, after which 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WaHitr] 
to state his question of order 
Mr. SPRINGER. At 1 o’clock to-day, 
man from Pennsylvania { Mr. RANDALI 
reported by the Committee on Rules might be brought up 
v little bill passed for the benefit 


ect 


I take them back. 
I insist that they shall be taken down 
¢ Any member of the House has the 


Those words should. be taken down. 

The gentleman from Kentucky is not 
The gentleman from [linois has a right to withdraw the 
The question is on the motion cf 
the gentleman from Missouri that when the House adjourns to-day it 
end on that question the yeas and nays 


Count the other side. 


YEAS—66 


Moulton 
Neece 
Nelson 
Patton 
Peel, 
Pierce 
Price, 
Pryor 
Pusey, 
Randall 
Reese 
Riggs, 
Rogers, J. H 
Singleton 


Springer, 


NAYS 


B 


Stephenson 
raylor, J.M 
~75 
Lovering 
Lowry 
McAdoo 
McCoid, 
Maybury 
Millard 
Milliken 
Mitchell 
Nutting 

O’ Ferrall 
O' Hara, 


O' Neill, Charles 


Parke 
Payne 
Peters 
Pettibone 
Post 
Potter 


Reid, J. W. 


at the request of the gentle 
, I gave way that the resolution 


rank would object to this 
The Chair recognizes the right of the 


then 


has decided that the gen 
tleman had a right to withdraw the language objected to 

I insist that the words shall be taken 
or that, as a dog, he shall withdraw them in the presence of the 


ayes 71, noes 65 

[ call for the yeas and nays. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered—49 members voting therefor 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 66, nays 75, not vot- 
as follows 
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The ques- 


[ now want 


skulk to his corner 


~o 


Thomas 
Tillman, 
Wakefield 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
White, Milo 
Willis, 
Wilson, W.L 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise,G.D 
Wolford 
Wood, 

Yaple 


Rockwell 
Rosecrans 
Russell, 
Seymour 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, H.¥ 
Spooner 
Spriggs 
Stevens 

Strait 
Sumner,C.A 
Taylor, J.D 
Van Alstyne, 
Wemple, 
White, J.D 
Whiting 
Wilson, James 
Woodward 


L1S0 


Adams, Gi.) 
Aiken 
Anderso: 
Arnot 
Atkinson 
Rabentine 
Barbour 
bayne, 
Belford 
Belmont 
Blanchard 
Boutelle 
Bowen 

Boyle, 
Brainerd 
Breitung 
Brewer, F. B 
Brewer, J. H 
Broadhead, 
Browne, 'T. M 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Jammpbell, J. M 
‘annon 
‘assidy, 
*halmers, 
lay, 
jonnolly, 
‘ook, 
‘ovington 
ox, 8.5 

‘ox, W.R 
Craig, 
Culberson, D. B 
Culbertson, W. W. 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dunn, 

Naton, 


oe 


i i tm 


NOT VOTING 


ldredge 
liott 
Sliwood 
rmentrout 
‘iedlei 
‘oran 
orney 
Funston 
yan 
Garrison 
Geddes, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Giaseock, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Harmer, 
Hart 
Hatch, H. i 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, T. J 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S 
Hewitt,G. W 
Hiscock 
Hitt, 
Ifoblitzell, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 


CONGRESSIO 





182, 
King 
Lacey 
Laird, 
lamb 
Lanham 
lawrence 
Le Fevre 
Lewis 
Libbey 
Long, 
Lyman 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Miller, J. F. 
Miller, S. H. 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 
Nicholls, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Paige, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Rankin, 
tanney, 
Ray,G.W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reagan, 
Reed, T. B. 
tice, 
tobertson, 
Robinson, J.S. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, W. F. 


Rowell, 

tyan, 

Seney, 

Shaw, 
Shively, 
Skinner, C.R 
Skinner, T.G 
Slocum 
Smalls, 
Snyder, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Storm, 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Townshend, 
‘Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Winans, John 
Wise, J. 3. 
Worthington, 
York, 

Young. 


Houk, 
| Howey, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
| Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J.K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 


this day: 
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Millard, 
Miller, J. F 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Neill, J.J 
Paige, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Price, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray,G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 





Reagan, 

Reed, T. B. 
Reese, 

Rice, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J.8. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, W.F. 
Rowell, 
Russell, 

Ryan, 

Seney, 

Shaw, 
Shively, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Slocum, 
Smalis, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Stecle, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Siorm, 
Struble, 
Summer, D. HH. 
Swope, 
Talbott, 


Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. MILLARD. 
Mr. Lowry, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 


Mr. MAYBuURY, with Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. 


Mr. WoopDWARD with Mr. PRICE. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
I make the point of order that there is no quorum 


| Mr. COLLINS. 
present, and I move a call of the House. 
Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 
Mr. KEIFER. 


Mr. DUNHAM. 
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Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
White, J.D. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.S. 
Woodward, . 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 

York, 
Young. 


The following additional pairs were announced for the remainder of 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order (under par- 
agraph 2 of Rule X VII) that a motion for a call of the House is not in 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HaTcH], that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next; upon which 


order unless the Speaker has counted the members present and ascer- 
tained the fact for himself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has announced the vote, 
which shows the number of members present. The question is on the 





motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 10, nays 106, not 
as follows: 


voting 207; 


YEAS—10. 


motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] that the Honse 


do now adjourn. 


Mr. COLLINS. 


The question was taken; and there were—ayes 58, noes 44. 
I cail for the yeas and nays. 


Bisbee, Guenther, McCoid, Spooner. | The yeas and nays were ordered. 
or —= . Hear H. Y. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 62, nays 65, not vot- 
- : on : 
NAYS—I0s. ing 196; as follows: ent 

Adams, J.J. Davidson, Lore, Skinner, T. G. ee, ae m 
Alexander, Davis, G. R. Lovering, Snyder, i Bennett, Dowd, Neece, ‘Taylor, J. M. 
Bagley, Davis, R. T. MeMillin, Spriggs, Blackburn, Dunham, Patton, Thomas, 
Barksdale, Deuster, Mitchell, Springer, Bland, Eldredge, Peel, Tillman, 
Beach, Dowd, Moulton, Stevens, Bratton, English, Pierce, Wakefield, 
Bennett, Dunham, Neece, Strait, Buchanan, Everhart, . Price, Wallace, : 
Bingbam, Ellis, Nutting, Sumner, C. A. Burnes, Ferrell, Pryor, Warner, Richard 
Blackburn, English, O’ Ferrall, Taylor, J. M. Cabell, Goff, Pusey, Wellborn, 
Bland, Evans, O'Hara, Thomas, Caldwell, Graves, tandall, Weller,” 
Blount, Everhart, O'Neill, Charles —‘ Tillman, Carleton, Green. Reese, White, Milo 
Breckinridge, Ferrell, Parker, Van Alstyne, Clardy, Halsell, Riges, Willis, : 
Brown, W. W. Findlay, Patton, Wakefield, | Clements, Hardeman, Singleton, Wilson, W. L, 
Buchanan, Follett, Payne, Wallace, Cobb, Hatch, W. H. Skinner, rT. G, Wise, G. D. 
Budd, Graves, Peel, Warner, Richard Converse, Holman, Snyder, Wolford, 
Burleigh, Green, Pierce, Wellborn, Cosgrove, Jones, J. H. Springer, Wood. 
Burnes, Greenleaf, Pettibone, Weller, Crisp, MeMillin, Stephenson, 
Cabell, Halsell, Post, Wemple, Davidson, Moulton, Storm, = 
Caldwell, Hanback, Potter, Whiting, o pent tin 
Candler, Hardy, Pryor, Willis, NAYS—S. 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Pusey, Wilson, James Adams, J. J. Findlay, McCoid, . Russell, 
Clardy, Hill, Randall, Wiison, W. L. Bagley, Follett, Millard, Seymour, 
Clements, Houseman, Reid, J. W. Winans, E. B. Barr, Greenleaf, Mitchell, Smith, H. Y. 
Cobb, Jones, B. W. Riggs, Wise, G. D. Beach, Guenther, Nutting, Spooner, 
Sonverse, Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Wolford, Bingham, Hanback, O’Ferrall, Stevens, 
Cosgrove, Jordan, Rosecrans, Wood. Bisbee, Hardy, O'Hara, Strait, 
Crisp, Keifer, Seymour, Brown, W. W. Hill, O'Neill, Charles Sumner, ©. A. 
Cutcheon, Kleiner, Singleton, was, eaiaees, a J.J. ee D. 

2 , mee 6 Collins, James, er, an yne, 

NOT VOTING—207. Cutcheon, Jones, B. W Payne, Wemple, 
Adams, G. E, Brumm, Dibrell, Hancock, Davis, G. R. Jordan, Peters, White, J. D. 
Aiken, Buckner, Dingley, Hardeman, Davis, R. T. Kean, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Anderson, Campbell, Felix Dockery, Harmer, Deuster, Keifer, Post, Wilson, James 
Arnot, Campbell, J. E. Dorsheimer, Hart Dibble, Kleiner, Potter, Wood ward. 
Atkinson, Campbell|J.M. Dunn, Hatch, H. H. Dorsheimer, Lore, | Reid, J. W. 
Ballentine, Cannon, Eaton, Haynes, Ellis, Lovering, Rockwell, 
Barbour, Qaesidy, Midredee, Hom hill, is Evans, Lowry, Rosecrans, 
Barr, Chalmers, Zlliott, enderson, D. B. : , on 
Bayne, Clay, Ellwood, Henderson, T. J. NOT VOTING—19%. 
Belford, Connolly, Ermentrout, Henley, Adams, G. E Blount, Burleigh, Cox, W. R. 
Belmont, Cook, Fiedler, Hepburn, Aiken, Boutelle, Campbell, Felix Craig, 
Blanchard, Covington, Finerty, Herbert, Alexander, Bowen, . Campbell, J. E. Culberson, D. B. 
Boutelle, Cox, 8.8. Foran, Hewitt, A.S. Anderson, Boyle, Campbell, J. M. Culbertson, W. W. 
Bowen, Cox, W.R. Forney, Hewitt, G. W. Arnot, Brainerd Ca r, Cullen, 
Royle, Craig, Funston, Hiscock, Atkinson, Breckinridge, Cannon, Curtin! 
Brainerd, Culberson,D.B. Fyan, Hitt, Ballentine, Breitung, Cassidy, ‘ 
Bratton, Culbertson, W.W. Garrison, Hoblitzell, - Barbour Brewer, F. B. Chalmers, Da L. H. 
Breitung, Cullen, Geddes, Holman, Barksdale, Brewer, J. H. Clay, Dibrell, 
Brewer, F. B. Curtin, George, Holton, Bayne, Broadhead, Connolly, ; 
Brewer, J. H. Dargan, Gibson, Hooper, ford, Browne, T. M. Cook, ’ 
Broadhead, Davis, L. H. Glascock, Hopkins, Belmont, Brumm, Covington, Dunn, 
Browne, T. M. Dibble, Hammond, Horr, Blenchard, Buckner, Cox, 8. 8. Eaton, 
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E}liott, Houseman, Morse, Spriggs, 
Eliwood, Howey, Muldrow, Steele, 
Ermentrout, Hunt, Muller, Stewart, Charles 
Fiedler, Hurd, Murphy, Stewart, J. W. 
Finerty, Hutebins, Murray, Stockslager, 
Foran, Jeffords, Mutchler, Stone, 
Forney, Johnson, Nelson, Struble, 
Funston, Jones, J. K. Nicholls, Sumner, D. H. 
Fyan, Jones, J. T. Oates, Swope, 
Garrison, Kelley, Ochiltree, Talbott, 
Geddes, Kellogg, Paige, Taylor, E. B. 
George, Ketcham, Payson, Thompson, 
Gibson, King, Perkins, Throckmorton, 
Giascock, Lacey, Phelps, Townshend, 
Hammond, Laird, Poland, Tucker, 
Hancock, Lamb, Rankin, Tully, 
Harmer, Lanham, Ranney, Turner, H. G. 
Hart, Lawrence, Ray,G. W. Turner, Oscar 
Hatch, H. H. Le Fevre, Ray, Ossian Valentine, 
Haynes, Lewis, Reagan, Vance, 
Hemphill, Libbey, Reed, T. B. Van Eaton, 
Henderson, D. B. Long, Rice, Wadsworth, 
Henderson, T.J. Lyman, Robertson, Wait, 

Henley, McAdoo, Robinson, J. S. . Ward, 
Hepburn, McComas, Robinson, W.E. Warner, A. J. 
Herbert, McCormick, Rogers, J. H. Washburn, 
Hewitt, A. 8. Matson, Rogers, W. F. Weaver, 
Hewitt, G. W. Maybury, Rowell, Wilkins, 
Hiscock, Miller, J. F. Ryan, Williams, 
Hitt, Miller, 8. H. Seney, Winans, E. B. 
Hoblitzell, Milliken, Shaw, Winans, John 
Holton, Mills, Shively, Wise, J. 8. 
Hooper, Money, Skinner, C. R. Worthington, 
Hopkins, Morgan, Slocum, Yaple, 

Horr, Morrill, Smalls, York, 

Houk, Morrison, Smith, A. Herr Young. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 
be dispensed witli. 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. JEFFORDS, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BARKSDALE, upon all questions in relation 
to adjournment. 

Mr. FeLtrx CAMPBELL with Mr. WEAVER, for the remainder of the 
day. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. FIEDLER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for the remainder of this day on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoLLIns], who moves a call of 
the House. 

Mr. KEIFER We are operating under the previous question; and 
it will be necessary for the Speaker, before entertaining the motion for 
a call of the House, to make a count of the House himself, under para- 
graph 2 of Rule XVII. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair recognizes the rule to which 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIreR] refers, but begs the House to 
note that there has been on a call of the yeas and nays a vote of 62 to 
65, showing by the best evidence the House may have that a quorum 
is not present. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoLirs] 
moves a call of the House; and in view of the report made by the Clerk 
on the call of the yeas and nays the Chair holds the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to be in order and submits it to the House. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CoLutns for a call of 
the House, there were—ayes 68, noes 52. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, Mr. BLOUNT, and others called for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 46 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. NEECE. I meve that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BENNETT. [I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask the Speaker to direct the enforcement of the 
rule which forbids smoking on the floor of the House. [Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken, and 
the Speaker requests the Sergeant-at-Arms to see that the rule of the 
House is enforced and obeyed. 

Mr. MOULTON. I —_ the Committee on Ventilation will give us 
a little more fresh air.. [Laughter]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to take the question on the 
motion of Mr. NEECE, and announced 53 votes in the affirmative. 

Mr. COLLINS (before the negative vote was announced). I raise 
the question of order whether the motion to adjourn is now in order. 
The last motion which was acted on by the House was a motion to ad- 
journ, and no business has intervened since that time. [Cries of ‘‘ Too 
late!’’] No; it is not too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must state to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that the question recurred upon his motion 
for a call of the House—— 

Mr. COLLINS. But no action was taken upon that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A division was had, and the yeas and 
nays were ordered; which, in the judgment of the Chair, constitutes 
intervening business. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman will state it. 
I think, if the Chair will remember, the 


gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoLLins] rose and demanded a 


call of the House. Upon that the vote was taken, and the motion pre 
vailed. Justat that juncture the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. 
BENNETT] rose to a question of privilege. I now make the point of 


| order that when the House had ordered a call of the House a motion 


| to adjourn was not then in order, but 


it was only in order to execute 


| the call of the House. 


| decided since the former motion—Journal 1, 23, page 651 


The SPEAKER pre te mpore. As the shortest way to express its 
opinion, the Chair will ask the Clerk to read what it is hoped will be 
sufficient to inform the House upon the point of order on wil 
gentleman from Kentucky seems disposed to insist. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion to adjourn ymay be repeated, although no question has been put or 
-but there must have 
been some intervening business.—Jbid.,1,31,1092. [Another motion submitted, 
progress in debate, or reading a paper by the Clerk, an order to the yeas and 
nays, &ec., has been considered such “‘ intervening business”’ as will authorize 


ich the 


the repetition of the motion to adjoin 


Mr. ELLIS. 
Speaker ? 


Is that a rule of the House or a ruling of some preceding 


The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The Chair will state that it is the 
ruling of Speakers of the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. It is nota rule of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not a rule of the House. The 


Chair overrules the point of order. 
from Illinois to adjourn the ayes are 53, the noes 57. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 


On the motion of the gentleman 


[ call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 38 voting in favor thereo! 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


64, nays 66, not voting 193; as follows: 


YEAS—. 
Bennett, Cox, W. R. MeMillin, Springer, 
Blackburn, Crisp, Moulton, Stephenson, 
Bland, Davidson, Neece, Storm, 
Blount, Dowd, Patton, Taylor, J. M 
Bratton, Dunham, Peel, Thomas, 
Breckinridge, Eldredge, Pierce, Tillman, 
Buchanan, English, Price, Wakefield, 
Burnes, Goff, Pryor, Wallace, 
Cabell, Graves, Pusey, Warner, Richard 
Caldwell, Green, Randall, Wellborn, 
Carleton, Halsell, Reese, Weller, 
Clardy, Hardeman, Riggs, White, Milo 
Clements, Hatch, W. H. Rogers, J. H. Willis, 
Cobb, Henderson, T. J. Singleton, Wilson, W. L. 
Converse, Holman, Skinner, T. G. Wise, G.D 
Cosgrove, Jones, J. H. Snyder, Wolford. 

NAYS—66. 
Adams, J.J, Everhart, Lowry, Rockwell, 
Barr, Findlay, McAdoo, Rosecrans, 
Beach, Follett, MeCoid, Russell, 
Bingham, Greenleaf, Millard, Seymour, 
Bisbee, Guenther, Mitchell, Smith, H. Y. 
Brewer, F. B. Hanback, Morse, Spooner, 
Brown, W.W. Hardy, Nutting, Stevens, 
Budd, Hil}, ©’ Ferrall, Strait, 
Collins, Holmes, O Hara, Taylor, J. D. 
Cutcheon, Houseman, O'Neill, Charles Van Alstyne, 
Davis, G. R. James, O'Neill, J.J. Wemple, 
Davis, R. T. Jones, B. W. Parker, White, J. D. 
Deuster, Jordan, Payne, Whiting, 
Dibble, Kean, Peters, Wilson, James 
Dorsheimer, Kleiner, Pettibone, Woodward 
Ellis, Lore, Post, 
Evans, Lovering, Potter, 


NOT VOTING—193. 


Adams, G. E. Connolly, Harmer, Laird, 

| Aiken, Cook, Hart, Lamb, 
Alexander, Covington, Hatch, H. H. Lanham, 
Anderson, Cox, S.S. Haynes, Lawrence, 
Arnot, Craig, Hemphill, Le Fevre, 
Atkinson, Culberson, D. B. Hendersou,D. B. Lewis, 
jagley, Culbertson, W. W. Henley, Libbey, 
Ballentine, Cullen, Hepburn, Long, 
Barbour, Curtin, llerbert, Lyman, 
Barksdale, Dargan, Hlewitt, A.S. McComas, 
Bayne, Davia, L. H. Hewitt, G. W. McCormick, 
Belford, Dibre}l, Hiscock, Matson, 
Belmont, Dingley, Hitt, Maybury, 

| Blanchard, Dockery, Hoblitzell, Miller, J. F. 
Boutelle, Dann, Holton, Miller, S. H. 
Bowen, Eaton, Hooper, Milliken, 
Boyle, Elnott, Hopkins, Mills, 
Brainerd, Ellwood, Horr, Money, 
Breitung, Ermentrout, Houk, Morgan, 
Brewer, J. H. Ferrel}, Howey, Morrill, 
Broadhead, Fiedler, Hunt, Morrison, 
Browne, T. M. Finerty, Hurd, Muldrow, 
Bromm, Foran, Hutchins, Muller, 
Buckner, Forney, Jeffords, Murphy, 
Burleigh, Funston, Johnson, Murray, 
Campbell, Felix Fyan, Jones, J. K. Mutchier, 
Campbell, J. EF. Garrkon, Jones, J.T. Nelson, 
Campbell, J. M. Geddes, Keifer, Nicholls, 
Candler, George, Kelley, Oates, 
Cannon, Gibson, Kellogg, Ochiltree, 
Cassidy, Glascock, Ketcham, Paige, 
Chalmers, Hammond, King, Payson, 
Clay, Hancock, Lacey, Perkins. 





L182 


Phelps Seney Swope Warner, A.J. 
Poland, Shaw, Talbott, Washburn, 
Rankin Shively Taylor, E. B. Weaver, 
Ranney, Skinner, ©. R. Thompson, Wilkins, 

Ray, Ossian Slocum, Throckmorton, Williams, 
Ray,G. W. Smalls Townshend, Winans, E. B. 
Reagan, Smith, A. Her: ‘Tucker, Winans, John 
Reed, T. W. Spriggs, Tully, Wise, J.8 
Reid, J. W Steele, Turner, H. G. Wood, 

Rice, Stewart, Charles Turner, Oscar Worthington 
Robertson Stewart, J. W Valentine, Yaple 
Robinson, J. 8 Stockslager Vance, York, 
Robinson, W. E Stone, Van Eaton, Young. 
Rogers, W.F Struble, Wadsworth, 

Rowell Sumner, C. A. Wait, 

Ryan, Sumner, D. H. Ward 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. LORE. I move to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, objected. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Speaker’s 


= —— ee 


Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchier, 
Nelson, 
Nicholis, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
Paige, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Phelps, 
Pierce, 
Poland, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reagan, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Reed, T. B 

Rice 

Robinson, J. 8. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rowell, 

Ryan, 

Seney, 

Shaw, 

Shively, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Slocum, 

Smalls, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Spriggs, 

Steele, 

Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 


FEBRUARY 2, 


Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thompson, 


Throckmorton, 


Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Osear 
Valentine, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 


Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Winans, E. B 
Winans, Joha 
Wise, J. S. 
Wood, 
Worthington, 


Young. 


So the House ordered there be a call of the House. 
During the call of the roll Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, moved to 
dispense with the reading of the names. 


desk: 


Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. TULLY, for the balance of the day. 
Mr. Coss with Mr. SuMNER, of California, on this vote. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


is called. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted in the following 


cases: 


I call for the regular order of business. 
The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoLLins] for a call of the 
House, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Chair 
begs leave to submit some personal requests of members before the roll 


To Mr. BEACH, on account of sickness in his family. 


To Mr. NICHOLLS, for one day, on account of sickness in his family. 
‘The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


72, nays 57, not voting 194; as follows: 


Adama, J. J 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Barr, 

Beach, 
Bisbee, 
Bratton, 
Brewer, F. B 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan 
Budd, 
Collins, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Deuster, 
Dorsheimer 
Ellis, 

Evans, 


Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge. 
Oabeil, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Converse, 
Cox, W. R 
Crisp, 
Cutcheon, 


Adams, G. FE. 
Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Balientine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bianchard, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 


Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, J. M 
Oannon, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 


YEAS—72. 
Ferrell, McAdoo, 
Findlay, Millard, 
Follett, Mitchell, 
Goff, Morse, 
Greenleaf, Nutting, 
Guenther, O’ Ferrall, 
Hanback, O'Hara, 
Hardeman, O’ Neill, Charles 
Hardy, O'Neill, J. J. 
Hill, Parker, 
James, Payne, 
Jones, B. W. Peters, 
Jordan, Pettibone, 
Kean, Post, 
Keifer, Potter, 
Kleiner, Reid, J. W. 
Lore, Rockwell, 
Lovering, Rosecrans, 
NAYS—37. 

Davidson, McCoid, 
Dibble, MeMillin, 
Dowd, Neece, 
Dunham, Patton, 
Eldredge, Peel, 
English, Price, 
Everhart, Pryor, 
Graves, Pusey, 
Green, Randall, 
Halsell, Reese, 
Hatch, W. H. Riggs, 
Holmes, Robertson, 
Houseman, Rogers, J. H. 
Jones, J. H. Singleton, 
Lowry, Skinner, T. G. 

NOT VOTING—1M. 
Clay, Gibson, 
Cobb, Glascock, 
Connolly, Hammond, 
Cook, Hancock, 
o ve, Harmer, 
Covington, Hart, 
Cox, 8. 8. Hatch, H. H. 
Craig, Haynes, 
Culberson, D. B. Hemphill, 


Culbertson, W. W. 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 


n, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibrell, 
Dingiey, 
Dockery, 
Dunn, 

n, 
Elliott, 
Ellwood, 
Ermentrout, 
Fiedler, 
Finerty, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. 8. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
oe 
ooper, 
ealdns. 


oer e a 


Russell, 
Seymour, 
Smith, H. Y. 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Strait, 

Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 

Van Alstyne, 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, G. D. 
Woodward. 


Snyder, 
Springer, 
Storm, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 
Wakefield, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
White, Milo 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Wolford. 


Jones, J, K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 


Lyman, 
cComas, 
McCormick, 

Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, + i. 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
wv. 
organ, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 


Mr. STORM objected, but afterward withdrew his objection, and it 
was ordered accordingly. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I move to reconsider the vote ordering a call 
of the House. 

Mr. COLLINS. I move that motion be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Irisetoaquestionof order. I make the 
point that it is not in order to receive the motion to adjourn while the 
House is voting to complete the question to which we agreed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WILLIs in the chair). The Chair 
oyerrules the point of order under the precedents which have been es- 
tablished. N 

Mr: COLLINS. I rise toa point of order. How could I be taken 
off the floor when I made the motion to lay upon the table and stil! 
occupied the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s motion to lay upon 
the table took him off the floor. The motion to lay upon the table is 
not debatable. 

The question recurred on the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 54. 

Mr. BLAND demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 57, 
nays 74, not voting 192; as follows: 


YEAS—57. 
Bennett, Crisp, Neece, Springer, 
Blackburn, Davidson, Patton, Storm, 
Bland, Dowd, Pierce, Taylor, J. M. 
Blount, Dunham, Peel, Tillman, 
Bratton, Eldredge, Price, Wakefield, 
Breckinridge, English, Pryor, Wallace, 
Buchanan, Giascock, Pusey, Warner, Richard 
Burnes, Goff, Randall, Weller, 
Cabell, Halsell, Reese, White, Milo 
Caldwell, Hardeman, Riggs, Willis, 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Robertson, Wise, G. D. 
y, Henderson, T. J. Rogers, J. H. Wolford. 
Clements, Houseman, Singleton, 
Converse, Jones, J. Ti. Skinner, T. G. 
Cosgrove, MeMillin, Snyder, 
NAYS—74. 
Adams, J. J. Everhart, McAdoo, Russell, 
Atkinson, Findlay, McCoid, Seymour,’ 
Bagiey, Follett, Millard, Smith, H. Y. 
Barr, Greeilerf, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Bayne, Guenther, Morse, Spriggs, 
Bisbee, Hanback, Nutting Stephenson, 
Brewer, F. B. Hardy, O’Ferrall, Stevens, 
Brown, W. W. Hill, O'Hara, Strait, 
Budd, Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, J. D. 
Collins, James, O'Neill, J. J. Van Alstyne, 
Cox, W. R. Jeffords, Parker, Wellborn, 
Cuteheon, Jones, B. W. Payne, Wemple, 
Davis, G. R. Jordan, Peters, White, J. D. 
Davis, R. T. Kean, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Deuster, Keifer, Post, Wilson, James 
Dibble, Kleiner, Potter, Wise, J. 5. 
Dorsheimer, Lore, Reid, J. W. Woodward 
Ellis, Lovering, Rockwell, 
Evans, Lowry, Rosecrans, 
NOT YOTING—19. 
Adams, G. E Breitung, Cook, Ermentrout, 
Aiken, Brewer, J. H. Covington, Ferrell, 
Alexander, Broadhead, Cox, 8.8. Fiedler, 
Anderson, Browne, T. M. Craig, Finerty, 
Arnot, Brumm, : Culberson, D. B. Foran, 
Ballentine, Buckner, Culbertson, W. W: Forney, 
Barbour, Burleigh, Cullen, Funston, 
Barksdale, Campbell, Felix Curtin, Fyan, 
Beach, Campbell, J. E. Dargan, Garrison, 
Belford, ae J. M. Davis, L. H. Geddes, 
Belmont, Candler, Dibreil, George, 
Bingham, Cannon, Dingley, Gibson, 
Blanchard, Cassidy, eae; Graves, 
Boutelle, Chalmers, Dunn, . 
Bowen, Clay, ae. 
Boyie, Cobb, . Hancock, 
Brainerd, Cennoliy, Ellwood, Harmer, 
s 
/ 
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Bart. Laird, Paige, Sumner, D. H. 
Hatch, H. H. Lamb, Payson, Swope, 
Haynes, Lanham, Perkins, Talbott, _ } 
Hemphill, Lawrence, Phelps, Taylor, E. B. 
Henderson, D.B. Le Fevre, Poland, Thomas, 

Henley, Lewis, Rankin, Thompson, | 
Hepburn, Libbey, Ranney, _ Throckmorton, 
Herbert, Long, Ray, G. W. Townshend, 
Hewitt, A. S. Lyman, Ray, Ossian Tucker, 
Hewitt, G. W. McComas, Reagan, Tully, } 
Hiscock, McCormick, Reed, T. B Turner, H. G. 

Hitt, Matson, Rice, Turner, Osear } 
Hobiitzell, Maybury, Robinson, J. 8. Valentine, 

Holman, Miller, J. F. Robinson, W. E. Vance, 

Holton, Miller, 8. H. Rogers, W. F. Van Eaton, | 
Hooper, Milliken. Rowell, Wadsworth, | 
Hopkins, Mills, Ryan, Wait, } 
Herr, Money, Seney, Ward, 
Houk, Morgan, Shaw, Warner, A. J. | 
Howey, Morrill, Shively, Washburn, 
Hunt, Morrison, Skinner, C. R. Weaver, | 
Hurd, Moulton, Slocum, Wilkins, 

Hutchins, Muldrow, Smalls, Williams, 

Johnson, Muller, Smith, A. Herr Wilson, W. L. 

Jones, J.T. Murphy, Steele, Winans, E. B. 
Jones, J. K. Murray, Stewart, Charles Winans, John 
Kelley, Mutchler, Stewart, J. W. Wood, 

Kellogg, Nelson, Stockslager, Worthington, 
Ketcham, Nicholls, Stone, Yaple, 

King, Oates, Struble, York, 

Lacey, Ochiltree, Sumner, C. A. Young 


| gard to that appeal. 















Liss 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I believe that I have some rights in re- 
I would like to be heard 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theappealis debatable in the pleasure 
of the Chair; and it is the pleasure of the Chair to hear the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. KEIFER. I rise to a question of order 

The SPEAKER pro & mpore 
pending. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire simply to raise a question of order that the 
appeal is not debatable when there is a pending previous question 
The previous question has been ordered and there is no debate in order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is correct 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. On what is the previous question pend 
ing? 

Mr. KEIFER. On the report from the Committee on Rules 

Mr. BLAND. I move to lay the appeal on the table; and on that |! 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the House for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to give the 
gentleman an opportunity of being heard, if itis the wish of the House 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
be heard upon it. 


There is already one question of order 


I should like to have the indulgence of 


I will withdraw the appeal if I can not 
If the rules of the House are so iron-clad that I can 





So the House refused to adjourn. 

On motionof Mr. NUTTING, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. BEACH, for the remainder of this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ELLIS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). The 
question recurs upon the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
which is to lay upon the table the motion made by the gentleman from | 
Georgia to reconsider the vote by which the House ordered a call of the | 
House. 

Mr. HARDEMAN and Mr. BLAND demanded the yeas and nays. 

- The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. BLAND. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 


Mr. COLLINS. I raise the point of order that that motion is not in 
order. 
TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. 


The motion is in order. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. ° 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
language of Rule XVIII, where it is laid down that— 

Where a motion has been made and carried or lost, it shall be in order for any 
member of the majority, on the same or succeeding day, to move for the recon- 
sideration thereof, such motion shall take precedence of all other questions 
except the consideration of a conference report, a motion to fix the day to which 
the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, or to take a recess, and shall not be with- 
drawn after the said succeeding day without the consent of the House, and 
therefore any member may call it*up for consideration: Provided, That such 
motion, if made during the last six daysof a session, shall be disposed of when 


made. 

Now, I make this point: that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
moved to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider which was en- 
re by some gentleman on the other side, I do not now remember by 
whom. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And thereupon the motion was made 
that the House adjourn. That motion has been made and lost; and I 
insist, Mr. , With all due deference to the expression of the 
Chair a moment ago, that under this rule the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has a right to demand a vote on the motion to lay upon the | 
table the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In answer to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky on the point of order, the Chair will cause for the second or third 
time to-day to be read the only answer he proposes to submit, showing 
that the motion of the gentleman from Mizeouri is in order. The 
Clerk will read from the Digest of the House on this very subject, show- 
ing the uniform decisions made heretofore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to adjourn may be repeated, although no question has been put or 
decided since the former motion—Journal 1, 23, page 657—but there must have 


been some intervening business. {Another motion submitted, progress in de- 
bate, or reading a r by the an order f 
bate, : vg hh Clerk, an order for the yeas oni mie. &c., has 


business as will authorize the repetition of 
the motion to urn.| * * @ less than a quorum is present a motion 


to take a recess is not in order; and no motion is in order except for a call orto 
adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
ae WHITE, of Kentucky. I must appeal from the decision of the 
ir. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair entertains the appeal of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 





not be heard upon it, I withdraw the appeal. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The appeal being withdrawn, the que 


tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri that the House 


do now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were 


noes 74. 


Mr. GEORGE 


tion. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were 


D. WISE. 


voting 190; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 


yeas 


NOT VOTING—1%” 


ayes 5G 


I demand the yeas and nays on that mo 


60, nays 75, not 


YEAS—60 
Bennett, Cox, W. R. MeMillin Snyder, 
Blackburn Davidson, Matson, Springer, 
Bland, Dowd, Money Storm 
Blount, Eldredge, Neece, Swope, 
Bratton, Ellwood, Patton, Taylor, J.M 
Breckinridge, English, Peel, Thomas 
Buchanan, Goff, Pierce Tillman, 
Burnes, Graves, Price, Wakefield 
Cabell, Halsell, Pryor Wallace, 
Caldwell, Hardeman, Pusey, Warner, Richard 
Candler, Hatch, W.H. Randall, Weller, 
Carleton, Henderson, T. J Reese Willis, 
Clements Houseman, Riggs, Wilson, W. LL. 
Cobb, Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Wise, G. D. 
Cosgrove, Lowry Skinner, T.G. Wolford 
NAYS—73. 
Atkinson, Evans, Millard, Spooner 
Bagley, Everhart, Mitchell Spriggs 
Barr, Findlay, Morse, Stephenson 
Bayne, Follett, Nutting, Stevens, 
Bingham, Greenleaf, O'Ferrall Stewart, J. W. 
Bisbee, Guenther, O’ Hara, Strait, 
Boyle, Hanback, O’ Neill, Charles Sumner, C. A 
Brewer, F. B. Hardy, O'Neill, J.J Taylor, J.D. 
Brown, W. W. Hill, Parker, Van Alstyne, 
Budd, Holmes, Payne, Wemple, 
Burleigh, James, Peters, White, J.D 
Collins, Jeffords, Pettibone White, Milo 
Cutcheon, Jones,B. W. Post, Whiting, 
Davis, G. R. Jordan, Reid, J. W. Wilson, James 
| Dayis, R. T. Kean, Rockwell, Wise, J.S 
Deuster, Keifer, Rosecrans Woodward 
Dibble, Kleiner, Russell, 
Dorsheimer, Lovering, Seymour, 
Ellis, McAdoo Smith, H. Y. 


Clardy, Funston, Hort 
Adams, J. J. Clay, Fyan, Houk, 
Aiken, Connolly, Garrison Howey, 
Alexander, Converse Geddes, Hunt, 
Anderson, Cook, George, Hurd, 
Arnot, Covington, Gibson, Hutchins 
Ballentine, Cox, 8.8. Giascock , Johnson, 
Barbour, Craig, Green, Jones, J. K. 
Barksdale, Crisp, Hammond, Jones, J.T. 
Beach, Culberson, D. B. Hancock, Kelley, 
Belford, Culbertson, W.W. Harmer, Kellogg, 
Belmont, Cullen, Hart, Ketcham 
Blanchard, Curtin, Hatch, H. H. King. 
Boutelle, Dargan, Haynes, Lacey 
Bowen, Davis, L. H. Hemphill, Laird, 
Brainerd, Dibrell, Henderson,D.B. Lamb, 
Breitung Dingley, Henley, Lanham, 
Brewer, J. H. Dockery, Hepburn, Lawrence, 
Broadhead, Dunham Herbert, Le Fevre, 
Browne, T. M. Dunn, Hewitt, A.S Lewis, 
Brumm, Eaton, Hewitt, G. W Libbey, 
Buckner, Elliott, Hiscock, Long 
Campbell, Felix Ermentrout, Hitt, Lore, 
Campbell, J. E. Ferrell, Hoblitzell Lyman, 
Campbell, J. M. Fiedler, Holman, McCoid 
Cannon, Finerty, Holton, McComas 
Cassidy, Foran, Hooper, McCormicts, 
Chalmers, Forney, Hopkins, Maybury, 
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Miller, J. F Phelps, Skinner, C. R. Vance, Eaton, Hooper, Morse, Smith, A. Herr 
Miller, 8. H. Poland, Slocum, Van Eaton, Elliott, Hopkins, Moulton, Steele, 
Milliken, Potter, Smalls, Wadsworth, Ermentrout, Horr, Muldrow, Stewart, Charles 
Mills, Rankin, Smith, A. Herr Wait. Fiedler, Houk, Muller, Stockslager, 
Morgan, Ranney, Steele, Ward i Finerty, Howey, Marphy, Stone, 
Morrill, Ray, G. W. Stewart,Charles Warner, A.J. Foran, Hunt, Murray, Struble, 
Morrison, Ray, Ossian Stockslager, Washburn, Forney, Hurd, Mutchler, Sumner, D. Ii 
Moulton, Reagan, Stone, Weaver, Funston, Hutehins, Nelson, Talbott, 
Muldrow, Reed, T. B. Struble, Wellborn, Fyan, Johnson, Nicholls, Taylor, E. B. 
Muller, Rice, Sumner, D. H. Wilkins, Garrison, Jones, J. K. Oates, Thompson, 
Murpby, Robertson, Talbott, Williams, Geddes, Jones, J.T. Ochiltree, Throckmorton, 
Murray, Robinson, J. 8 Taylor, E. B. Winans, E.B. George, Kelley, Paige, Townshend, 
Mutchler, Robinson, W.E. Thompson, Winans, Jobn Gibson, Kellogg, Payson, Tucker, 
Nelson, Rogers, W.F. Throckmorton, Wood, Glascock, Ketcham, Perkin, Tully, 
Nicholls, Rowell, Townshend, Worthington, Graves, King, Phelps, Turner, H. G. 
Oates, Ryan, Tucker, Yaple, Green Lacey, Polane, Turner, Oscar 
Ochiltree, Seney, Tully,. York, Guenther, Laird, Rankin, Valentine, 
Paige, Shaw, Turner, H.G. Young. Hammond, Lamb, Ray, G. W. Vance, 
Payson, Shively, Turner, Oscar Hancock, Lanham, “Ray, Ossian Van Eaton, 
Perkins, Singleton, Valentine, Harmer, Lawrence, Rea > . aw ggamaamn 
‘ . : Hart Le Fevre, Reed, T. B. ait, 
So the House refused to adjourn. - | Hateh, H. H. Lewis, Rice, Wakefield, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the reading | Haynes, Libbey, Robinson, J.S. Ward, 
of the names of members voting be dispensed with. Hemphill, Long, Robinson, W. Z. Warner, A. J. 
There was no obiection Henderson,D.B. Lyman, Rogers, W.F. Washburn, 
a ; yocuon. : Henderson,T.J. McCoid, Rowell, Weaver, 
rhe following additional pair was announced: Henley, McComas, Russell, Wellborn, 
Mr. Crisp with Mr. BARKSDALE, for the balance of the day, on ques- | Hepburn, McCormick, Ryan, Wilkins, 
tions of adiournment ” Herbert, Maybury, Seney, Williams, 
ae) Hewitt, A.S. Miller, J. F. Seymour, Winans, E. B. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. Hewitt, G. W. Miller, 8. H. Shaw, Winans, John 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before announcing the result of the = rh Sinsletn, Worthington, 
vote just taken the Chair asks permission to submit to the House a per- | Hoblitzell, Morgan, Skinner, C. R. Yaple, 
sonal request. Mr. SINGLETON asks to be excused fram further at- | Holman, oe eee — 
tendance at this session, on account of feeble health. — ete t , ’ _— 


There was no objection. 
The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then announced 
as above stated. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoLLins] to lay upon the table 
the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDEMAN], which 
was to reconsider the vote by which a call of the House was ordered. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will proceed to call 
the roll. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
if the yeas and nays 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 78, nays 53, not vot- 
ing 192; as follows: 


I rise to'a question of order. 
The gentleman will state it. 
Itis that when the roll is called through, 





Let the Clerk proceed with the call of 












So the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MILLARD, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. Boy Le, for the remainder of the day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before announcing the result of the 
vote the Chair asks consent of the House to submit a personal request. 

The Clerk read the request of Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, for leave of 
absence for the remainder of the day. ° 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. Weare trying to get a quo- 
rum here now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made, the Chair will 
submit the request to a vote of the House. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the request of Mr. Hewirv, 
of Alabama, it was decided in the negative. 

The result of the vote on the motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of the House is now ordered, 
and the Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 





Adems, J.J. 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Barr, 

Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Bratton, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
Budd 
Burleigh, 
Collins, 
Cox, W.R. 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibbie, 
Dorsheimer, 


Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Breckinridge, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Cosgrove, 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 


Belmont, 
Blanchard 


YEAS—78. 
Ellis, Lore, 
Ellwood, Lovering, 
Evans, McAdoo, 
Ferrell, Millard, 
Findlay, Mitchell, 
Follett, Nutting, 
Goff, O’Ferrall, 
Greenleaf, O'Hara, 
Hanback, O’ Neill, Charles 
Hardy, O'Neill, J.J. 
Hill, Parker, 
Holmes, Payne, 
Houseman, Peters, 
James, Pettibone, 
Jeffords, Post, 
Jones, B, W. Potter, 
Jordan, Reid, J. W. 
Kean, Rockwell, 
Keifer, Rosecrans, 
Kleiner, Smith, H. Y. 
NAYS—53. 
Davidson, Patton, 
Dowd, Pierce, 
Eldredge, Peel, 
English, Price, 
Everhart, Pryor, 
, I a 
ardeman Randall, 
Hatch, W. H. Ranney, 
yonen, 5.0. oe . 
AwTy, i. 
MeMiltin, Robertson 
Matson, Rogers, J. H. 
Money, Skinner, T.G, 
Neece, Snyder, 
NOT VOTING—192. 
Blount, Campbell, J. E. 
Boutelle, Campbell, J. 
powen, Cannon, 
vie, Cassidy, 
Brai Chalmers, 
Breitung, Clay, 
Brewer, J. H. Gonnetty, 
Browne, T.M. Covington, 
Buckner Oral, ws 
ner. ° 
Campbell,Felix Crisp, 


oe 

om 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Strait, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Taylor, 3D. 
Thomas, 

Van Alstyne, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W.L. 
Wise, J.8. 
Woodward. 


Springer, 
— 

wope, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, G. D. 


Wolford. 


Culberson, D. B. 
Culbertson, W. 
Cullen, 

Curtin, 


Davis, L. H. 
Deuster. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr, HARDEMAN. I desire to be heard upon that question. 

The SPEAKER pro mab The Chair does not desire to hear any 
argument on it. The House has ordered by a yea-and-nay vote that 
its roll shall be called, and a motion to reconsider that vote has by a 
yea-and-nay vote been laid on the table. The motion to adjourn has 
been entertained and rejected. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. There has been intervening business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House bya yea-and-nay vote has 
ordered that the shall be called. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 








Adams, G. E. Curtin, Holton, Moulton, 
Aiken, n, Hooper, Muldrow, 
Alexander, Davidson, Hopkins, Muller, 
A > Davis, L.H rr, M y, 
Arnot, Dibreil, Houk, Murray, 
Ballentine, Dingley, Howey, Mu r, 
Barbour, Dunn, Hurd, Nelson, 
Barksdale, Hutchins, Nicholls, 
Beach, Elliott, Johnson, Oates, 
Belford, Ermentrout Jones, J. K Ochiltree, 
Belmont, Fielder, Jones, J.T Paige, 
Blount, Finerty, Kelley, Payson, 
Boutelle, Funston, Kellogg, Perkins, 
Bowen, Fyan, Ketcham, Phelps, 
ews, Garrison, King, — 
tung, Geddes, ace 

Brewer, J.H George, I » Ray, G. Ww 

. Gibson, Lamb, y, n 
Browne, T. M Glascock, > . 
Brumm, Green, Lawrence, /_T.B 
Buekner Hammond, Le Fevre, is 
Campbell, Felis Hancock, Lewis, Robinson, J.S 
Guess . Harmer, Libbey, nea, © E. 
Cannon, Hatch, H. H. Lyman, Rowell, 
Clay, Henderson,D.B. McCormick, Seney, 
Covington Henley oP. Miller'3. ir Shivel 

‘ . r,9. vely, 
Cox, 8.8. Hepburn, Millikin, Si n, 
Craig, Hewitt, A. S Mills, Skinner, C. R. 
Crisp, Hiscock , Morgan, Ss ‘ 
Culberson, D. B. Morrill, Smith, A. H 
Culbertson, W.W. Hoblitzell, Morrison, Steele, 
Callen, Holman, Morse, Stewart, Charles 

# 
© » 


_ 
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. Siockslager, cownshend, Wait, Winans, E. B. 

f Stone, Tucker, Wakefield, Winans, John 

Struble, Turner, H.G. Ward, Yaple, 

: Sumner, D. H. Turner, Oscar Warner, A. J. York, 

; Talbott, Valentine, Washburn, Young. 

; Taylor, E. B. Vance, Weaver, 

: Thom n, Van Eaton, Wilkins, 

; Phrockmérton, Wadsworth, Williams, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks the consent of the | 

; House to submit certain personal requests of members. [Cries of | 


‘Regular order!’?] Is there objection to the submission of the re- | 
yuests? [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’ } 
Mr. COLLINS. I offer a resolution which I ask to have read. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution is not in order at this | 
time. The Chair will announce the result of the vote. 
151 gentlemen have answered to their names. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Sergeant- | 
at-Arms be directed to send for absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will execute the rule. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will execute the rule if gen- 
tlemen will permit. The Doorkeeper is directed to close the doors. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Itisnotinordernow. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman at the proper time. The Clerk will now call 


pS. 


, the names of members who have not answered, and as the names are 
S read excuses will be in order. 

S Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 

cd ceedings under the call. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain that motion 
at the proper time, but it is not nowin order. The call is not con- 
cluded. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, and the Clerk will pro- 
ceed to call the names of absentees. As the names are called excuses 
will be in order. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the names of members who had not 
answered, as follows: 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. AIKEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ALEXANDER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ANDERSON: No excuse offered. 


I move to dispense with all further pro- | 








ap Mr. ARNOT: No excuse offered. 


} 
Mr. BALLENTINE: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BARBOUR: No excuse offered. | 
Mr. BARKSDALE: No excuse offered. 
Mr. Bracu: Absent with leave. 
Mr. BELFORD: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BELMONT: No excuse offered. } 
Mr. BLANCHARD: No excuse offered 
Mr. BLountT: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BOUTELLE: No excuse offered. | 
Mr. BOWEN: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BRAINERD: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BREITUNG: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BROADHEAD: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BruMM: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BUCKNER: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York: No excuse offered. 
z Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 
2 Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
ee Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, has 
- been called home to Ohio by sickness in his family, and I move that 
= he be excused. 
; The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] will be excused. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CLAY: Absent with leave. 
Mr. Coox. 
Mr. WELLER. My colleague, Mr. Cook, is absent by leave of the 
— on account of important business in Iowa, and I ask that he be 
xcused. 
The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair is advised that the time for 
which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] was ted leave of ab- 


gran 

sence has expired; but his colleague [Mr. WeLLER] asks that he be 

4 excused. Is there objection? t ed 7 

ry 
: ee R pro tempore. _Objection is made, and the gentleman 
e wee Mr. Speaker, I move that my colleague, Mr. Coox, 
& The question was taken; and there were—ayes 37, noes 16. 
7 Mr. WEELER. No quorum voting. [Langhter| 
= The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair inform the gentleman 
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| from Iowa that under the rules a quorum is not required. 


cused. 





L185 


The 





ayes 


have it, and the motion to excuse the geritleman’s colleague [Mr. Cook } 
| is agreed to. 


Mr. COVINGTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cox, of New York. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Crisp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky: No excuse offered. 
Mr. CULLEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CURTIN. 


Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, I dm paired with Mr. CurRTIN, and he 


| requested me this evening to state, in the event of a call of the House, 
| that he was not feeling well, and to ask that he be excused. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection. the gentleman 


Upon this call | from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] will be excused. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. DARGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAvis, of Missouri: Absent on leave. 
Mr. DIBRELL. 
Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that Mr. DIBRELL be ex- 
He is unwell and unable to be here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the gentleman 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL] will be excused. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. DinGLey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Dunn: Absent on leave. 

Mr. EATON: No excuse offered, 

Mr. Exvxiotrr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FIEDLER: Absent on leave. 

Mr. FrInerty: No éxcuse offered. 

Mr. Funston: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Fyan: Absent on leave. 

Mr. GARRISON: Absent on leave. 

Mr. GEDDES. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to state that the health of my colleague, 
Judge GEDDES, is very delicate, and I therefore move that he be ex- 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GIBSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the gentleman from California [ Mr. 
GLASCOCK ] be excused on account of serious illness in his family 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAMMOND: No excuse offered. 

Mz. HANCOCK. 

Mr. WELLBORN. My colleague, Mr. HANOGOCK, is suffering from 
a very sore foot, and it is a matter of difficulty for him to getout. On 
account of this indisposition I move that he be excused. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order at 
this time to move that the Congress adjourn sine die to get out of the 
malaria of Washington ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair could hardly hold that mo- 
tion to be in order. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [M». WELLBORN] that his colleague be excused for the rea- 
son assigned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARMER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HART: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hatcu, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAYNES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HENLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HEPBURN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hewirrt, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama: Absent on leave. 

Mr. Hiscock: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hitt: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that my colleague [Mr. HoLmMAN] be excused 
[Cries of ‘‘No!”? ‘“‘No!?’} 

Several Mempers. On what ground ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the gentleman state the reasons for making 
this request. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iam sure if the gentleman’s colleague 
were here he would object. [ Laughter. ] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CoBB, it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. HourTon: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hooper: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hopkins: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Horr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hovk. 
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Mr. PETTIBONE. I move that my colleague, Mr. Houx, be ex- 
cused. His wife is very ill, arid he was obliged to be up all last night 
with her. 

The motic . was agreed to; there being—ayes 40, noes 8. 

Mr. Howey 

Mr. KEAN. My colleague, Mr. Howry, was called home to New 


Jersey to-day. I do not know on what account, but evidently on some 
important business. I move that he be excused, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. Hurp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HUTCHINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JOHNSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas: Absent on leave. 

Mr. Jones, of Alabama: Absent on leave. 

Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I move that Judge KELLEY be excused. 

Mr. KEIFER. His health is not strong. 

The motionof Mr. RUSSELL was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KETCHA™M: No excuse offered. 

Mr. KING: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LACEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAtrp: Absent on leave. 

Mr. LAMB: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LANHAM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAWRENCE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LE FevRE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LEwIs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lipsey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lona: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LYMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McComas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McCormick: Absent on leave. 

Mr. MILuEnr, of Texas. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. 
excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. M1u.1.eR, of Pennsylvania: 

Mr. MILLIKEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MILLs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MORGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MORRILL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morrison: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Mouton: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MuLpROW: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MULLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Murpny: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MuRRAY: No éxcuse offered. 

Mr. MuTCHLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NELSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NICHOLLS: Absent on leave. 

Mr. OATES. 

Mr. FORNEY. 
be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. OCHILTREE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PAIGE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I move that Mr. Payson be excused. 
Ne has been confined to his house by sickness for two weeks. He was, 
to be sure, on the floor to-Gay, but was compelled to return home. I 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS: No excuse offereil. 

Mr. PHELPS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. POLAND. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move that Mr. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANKIN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
House. 

Mr. ELLIS. Was the name of Mr. Pryor called ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Alabama is marked 
as present, and the Chair will further say that he is t, 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move, on account of the gentleman’s 
age, that Mr. Pryor be excused from further attendance during this 
day’s session. 

Mr. ELLIS. I hope that will be done. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRYOR. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I answered distinctly 
when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Anditissorecorded. By order of the 
House the gentleman has been excused from farther attendance at this 
day’s session. 

Mr. Ray, of New York: No excuse offered. 


I move that my colleague, Mr. MOLLER, be 


No excuse offered. 


My colleague, Mr. OATES, is sick. 


POLAND be excused. 


Mr. RANKIN is absent by leave of the 


I move that he | 
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Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire: No excuse offered. 

Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move that Mr. REAGAN be ex- 
cused for his absence from the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. . I desire tosay that my colleague [ Mz 
Rice] is suffering from a bronc hial affection, ‘which renders it unsafe 
for him to trust himself in the night air, and I*move that he be ex- 

cused. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. Rosrnson, of Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have in my pocket a letter from the governor of 
Ohio, stating that James S. Roprnson had resigned at 11 o’clock on the 

12th day of January, 1885, his seat in this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he has no 
official information of the gentleman’s resignation. Does the gentle- 
man move that he be excused ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man is not excused. 

Mr. Ropinsoy, of New York. 

Mr. COLLINS. I move that Mr. Roprnson be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Rogers, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROWELL. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that Mr. RowELL be excused. 

Several MEMBERS. For what reason ? 

Mr. THOMAS. He is quite unwell. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RYAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SENEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that no leave 
has been accorded to his:colleague. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has not been present during the 
session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIVELY: No excuse offered. 

Mr SINGLETON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the House. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York: Absent on indefinite leave. 

Mr. SLocUM. 

Mr. JAMES. General SLocuM has been suffering for several weeks 
from rheumatism, and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. A. Herr SMITH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEELE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STONE. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE 
is delicate. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. STRUBLE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. COBB. The temper of the House seems to be better now than 
it was awhile ago, and I ask if it be in order to move that my col- 
league, Mr. HOLMAN, be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent to renew his motion. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. LIobject. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TALBOTT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. NUTTING. I move that Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR be excused on 
account of ill health. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMPSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that my colleague be excused. (Cries of 
*“No!’’ “No!’’] He came to my desk at 5 o'clock this avening and 
said he was called home on account of sickwess in his family. I know 
ee a week. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam informed that my colleague, Mr. Hart, left 
the Hall some time during the early edhe quite unwell, and I move 
that he be excused. 


Then no motion is made and the gentle- 


I think my colleague has an indefinite leave of 


The gentleman is absent by leave of 


I ask that Mr. STONE be excused. His health 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. COBB. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro The will state it. 


tempore. 
Mr. COBB. Does i it take unanimous consent to move to excuse my 
colleague, Mr. HOLMAN? 





1885. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion having once been voted 


a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. TucKER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move that Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, be excused. 
He left the Hall at 6 o’clock this evening on account of a severe cold 
almost threatening pneumonia, and it would be unsafe for him to turn 
out at this late hour in the evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr TuRNER, of Kentucky. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the gentlemin from Kentucky be ex- 
cused from further attendance on this day’s session. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39; nodes 28. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. VANCE. 

Mr. REID, of North Carolina. Mr. VANCE has been quite unwell 
for two or three days, and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN EATON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WARD. 

Mr. COBB. I move that he be excused on account of a bad cold. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WEAVER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. WILKINS: No excuse oifered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
the hotel. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin: No excuse offered. 

Mr. YAPLE. ,’ 

Mr. WELLER. I move that he be excused. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 63. 

Mr. WELLER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. YORK. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. 
on account of ill health. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I move that my colleague, Mr. JonEs, of Wis- 
consin, be excused. He was called home by illness in his family. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move that Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, be 
excused, 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
BENNETT, has been in attendance on the House all day. He says he is 
too ill to remain any longer, and I ask, therefore, that he be excused 
from further attendance on the House during this day’s sitting. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If it be in order I will move to amend 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina by excusing every 
member of the House who has been filibustering on that side of the 
House. I offer that as an amendment—to excuse all members of the 
House from further attendance to-day who have been engaged in this 
filibustering proceeding. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kentuck y of course 
knows that his motion is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I presume I can make it in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What motion does the gentleman offer ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina by adding that we excuse all of the mem- 
bers who are sick of the proceedings on that side of the House. 

_ SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman is not in 
order. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina 
to excuse his colleague, Mr. BENNETT. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that Mr. SHiveLy be excused. 

a — was not agreed to. 

e SPEAKER tempore. The Clerk wi i 
of the roll of a por ill proceed with the call 
Mr. YOuNG's name was called: No excuse offered. i 


He is absent by leave of the House. 


I move that he be excused. His wife is sick at 


I move that Mr. YorK be excused 
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Mr. COBB. 


The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. COLLINS. 
| desk. 
Mr. WEMPLE. 


I now renew the resolution I send to the Clerk’s 


I move that Mr. Eaton, of Connecticut, be excused 
from further attendance on this day’s session of the House 


The motion was agreed to 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore 


I move that my colleague, Mr. STOCKSLAGER, be ex- 
down, the Chair knows of no other way except by unanimous consent or | cused on account of important business. 


Mr. Speaker—— 
The Chair will recognize the gentle 
man from Missouri as soon as the Clerk has reported the resolution sub- 


mitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the barof 
the House such of its members asare now absent without the leave of the 
House. 


The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 72, noes 


46. 


Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. 
Several MEMBERS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Too late! 


the demand too late. 


Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. 


The Chair thinks the gentieman made 


ately upon the announcement of the vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Did the gentleman demand the yeas 
and nays immediately on the statement of the result of the vote? 


Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. I did. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


gentleman from North Carolina 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The gentleman will state it. 

Has a gentleman whose name is not recorded as being 
present the right to vote on a question as to whether or not the yeas 


Mr. BUDD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. BUDD. 


and nays shall be ordered ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ing 201; as follows: 


Adams, J. J. 
Atkinson, 
Bagley 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brown, W.W 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Cassidy, 
Clardy, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R.T. 
Deuster, 


Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Bratton, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, W.R. 
Dibble, 


Adams, G. 
Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Jalentine, 
Barbour, 
Jarksdale, 
Barr, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 


| Bennett, 


Bianchard 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 


Breckinridge, 


Breitung, 


YEAS—69. 
Dorsheimer, McAdoo, 
Ellis, Millard, 
Evans, Mitchell, 
Ferrell Nutting, 
Findlay, O’Ferrall, 
Follett, O'Hara, 
Greenleaf, O' Neill, Charles 
Guenther, O'Neill, J. J 
Hardy, Parker, 
Holmes Payne, 
Houseman, Peters, 
James, Post, 
Jeffords Reid, J. W 
Jordan Rock well, 
Kean, Rogers, J. H. 
Kleiner, Seymour, 
Lore, Smith, H. Y. 
Lovering, Spooner, 

NAYS—S5. 
Dockery Money 
Dowd, Neece, 
Dunham Patton, 
Eldredge, Peel, 
Ellwood, Pierce 
Everhart Price, 
Goff, Randall, 
Halsell, Ranney, 
Hardeman, Reese, 
Hatch, W. H Skinner, T. G. 
Jones, J. Hi Snyder, 
Lowry, Springer, 
MeMillin, Swope 
Matson Taylor, J.M 


The Chair accepts the statement of the 


The Chair will state that no gentleman 
is entitled to vote who is not present as shown by the record. 

The yeas and nays have been ordered on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion which has just been read, and the Clerk will call the rol! 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 69, nays 53, not vet- 


NOT VOTING—201 


Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T.M 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
‘ampbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E 
Campbell, J.M 
Cannon, 
Chalmers, 
Clay, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Covington 
{ 

( 

( 

i 

( 

( 

{ 


~ 


ox, 8.5 

‘raig, 

‘risp, 
‘ulberson, D. B. 


Julbertson, W. W. 


ullen, 
‘urtin 


Dargan 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H 
Dibrell, 
Dingley 
Dunn, 
Eaton 
ciliott, 
english, 
“‘rmentrout, 
*iedler, 
‘inerty 
‘oran, 
‘orney, 
Funston 
yan, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George 
Gibson, 
Cilascock, 


feet eet eet eed eet ed 


{ Laughter. ] 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


I made the demand immedi- 











































Stephenson 
Stevens 
Stewart, J. W 
Strait 
Sumner, C.A 
Taylor, J.D 
Thomas, 

Van Alstyne 
Wallace, 
Wemple, 
White, J.D 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J. 5 
Woodward 


Tillman 
Tully, 
Warner, Richard 
Weliborn, 
Weller, 
White, Milo 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Wise, a.D 
Wolford, 
Wood 


Graves 

Green, 
Hammond 
Hanback 
Hancock 
Harmer 

Hart 

Hatch, H. H 
Haynes 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, D. B 
Henderson, T. J 
Henley, 
Hepburn 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S 
Hewitt, G. W, 














Hill, 
Hiscock 
Hitt, 
Hobtitzell 
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Holma: McComas, Rankin, Sumner, D. H. 
Holtor McCormick, Ray, G. W. Talbott, 
Hoope: Maybury, Ray, Ossian Taylor, E. B. 
Hopki: Miller, J. F. Reagan, Thompson, 
Horr Miller, 8. H. Reed, T. B. Throckmorton, 
Houk Milliken, Rice, Townshend, 
Howe Mills Riggs, Tucker, 

Hunt Morgan Robertson, Turner, H. G. 
Hurd Morrill, Robinson, J. 8. Turner, Oscar 
Hutchins Morrison, Robinson, W. E. Valentine, 
Johnson, ‘Norse Rogers, W. F. Vance, 

Jones, B. W. Moulton, Rosecrans, Van Eaton, 
Jones, J. K. Muldrow, Rowell, Wadsworth, 
Jones, J. T. Muller, Russel) Wait, 

Keifer Murphy, Ryan, Wakefield, 
Kelley Murray, Seney, Ward, 
Kellogg, Mutchier, Shaw, Warner, A. J. 
Ketcham, Nelson, Shively, Washburn, 
King Nicholls Singleton, Weaver, 
Lacey, Oates Skinner, C. R. Wilkins, 
Laird, Ochiltree, Slocum, Williams, 
Lamb Paige Smalls, Winans, E. B. 
Lanham, Payson, Smith, A. Herr Winans, John 
Lawrence, Perkins Spriggs, Worthington, 
Le Fevre, Pettibone, Steele, Yaple, 

Lewis, Phelps, Stewart, Charlies York 

Libbey, Poland, Stockslager, Young. 

Long, Potter, Stone, 

Lyman, Pryor, Storm, 

MeCoid, Pusey, Struble, 
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So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I now renew my motion to dispense with 
all further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that motion, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. It is evidently useless to sit here and go on 
with these proceedings any longer. If gentlemen are determined to 
filibuster, of course we can do nothing in the way of business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. Before the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. DUNHAM said: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
members who are now in the lobby, but were not present on the call of 
the House, be allowed to come in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER inthe chair). That mo- 
tion is not now in order while the House is dividing on a motion to ad- 
journ. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 52. 

Mr. COLLINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

rhe yeas and nays were ordered, 41 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 66, nays 68, not vot- 
ing 189; as follows: ' 





Harmer, King, Ochiltree, Storm, 
Hart, Lacey, Paige, Struble, 
| Hatch, H. H. Laird, Payson, Sumner, D. H. 
|} Haynes, Lamb, Perkins, Talbott, 
| Hemphill, Lanham, Phelps, Taylor, E. B. 
| Hen erson,D.B. Lawrence, Poland, Thompson, 
Henderson, T.J. Le Fevre, Price, Throckmorton, 
| Henley, Lewis, Pryor, Townshend, 
Hepburn, Libbey, Rankin, Tucker, 
Herbert, ~ Long, Ray, G. W. Turner, H. G, 
| Hewitt, A.S. Lyman, Ray, Ossian Turner, Oscar 
| Hewitt,G. W. MeCoid, Reagan, Valentine, 
| Hiscock, McComas, Reed, T. B. Vance, 
| Hitt, McCormick, Rice, Van Eaton, 
Hoblitzell, Maybyyy, Robinson, J. 8. Wadsworth 
Holman, Miller, iy F. Robinson, W. E. Wait, 
Holton, Miller, 8. H. Rogers, W. F. Wakefield, 
Hooper, Milliken, Rosecrans, Ww ; 
Hopkins, Mills, Rowell, Warner, A. J. 
Horr, Morgan, Ryan, Washburn, 
Houk, Morrill, Seney, Weaver, 
Howey, Morrison, Shaw, Wilkins, 
Hunt, Morse, Shively, Williams, 
Hurd, Moulton, Singleton, Winans, E. B. 
Hutchins, Muldrow, Skinner, C. R, Winans, John 
Johnson, Muller, Slocum, Worthington, 
Jones, B. W. Murphy, Smalls, YVaple, 
Jones, J.K. Murray, Smith, A. Herr York, 
Jones, J.T. Mutchler, Steele, Young. 
Kelley, Nelson, Stewart, Charles 
| Kellogg, Nicholls, Stockslager, 
Ketcham, Oates, Stone, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, said. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
rule which requires members toabsent themselves from the Clerk’s desk 
during the call of the roll. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


The rule does not permit members to be about the Clerk’s desk dur- 
| ing the call of the yeas and nays. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. 





I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names of members voting. ; 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. .I change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ‘‘ay,”’ 
because I think there is no use of punishing the menibers any longer. 
We have excused so many members [Cries of “* Regular order !’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (rapping to order). The gentleman is 
notin order. The gentleman from Kentucky changes his vote from 
**no”’ to “‘ay.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HAtrcH] to dispense with all fur- 
ther proceedings under the call. 





i ED 





YEAS—66. 
Atkinson, Dockery, Money, Taylor, J. M. 
Blackburn, Dowd, Neece, Thomas, 
Bland, Dunham, Patton, Tillman, 
Bratton Fidredge, Peel, Tully, 
Breckinridge Ellwood, Pierce, Wallace, 
Buchanan, English, Pusey, Warner, Richard 
Burnes, Golf, Randall, Wellborn, 
Cabell, Graves, Ranney, Weller, 
Caldwell, Halseli, Reid, J. W. White, J. D. 
Candler, Hardeman, Reese, White, Milo 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Riggs, Willis, 
Clardy, Houseman, Robertson, Wilson, W. L. 
Clements, Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Wise, G. D. 
Cobb, Keifer, Skinner, T. G. Wolford, 
Converse, lowry Snyder, Wood, 
Cosgrove, MeMillin, Springer, 
Cox, W. —. Matson, Swope, 

NAYS—68. 
Adama, J. J. Ellis, Lore, Russell, 
Bagley, Evans, Lovering, Seymour, 
Barr, Everhart, McAdoo, Smith, H. Y. 
Bingham, Ferrell, Millard, Spooner, 
Bisbee, Findlay, Mitchell, Spriggs, 
Brewer, F. B. Follett, Nutting, Stephenson, 
Brewn, W. W. Greenleaf, O’Ferrall, Stevens, 
Budd, Guenther, O’ Hara, Stewart, J. W. 
Burleigh, Hanback, O'Neill, Charles Strait, 
Cassidy, Hardy, O'Neill, J. J. Sumner, C. A. 
Collins, Hill, Parker, Taylor, J. D. 
Cutcheon., Holmes, Payne, Van Alstyne, 
Davis, G. R. James, Peters, Wemple, 
Davis, R.T. Jeffords, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Deuster, Jordan, Post, Wilson, James 
Dibbie, Kean, Potter, Wise, J. 8. 
Dorsheimer, Kleiner, Rockwell, Woodward. 

NOT VOTING—189. 

Adama, G. E. Bowen, Cook, Elliott, 
Aiken, Boyle, Covington, Ermentrout, 
Alexander, Brainerd, Cox, 8. 8. Fiedler, 
Anderson, Breitung, Craig, Finerty, 
Arnot, Brewer, J. H. Crisp, Foran, 
Ballentine, Broadhead, Culberson, D. B. Forney, 
Barbour, Browne, T. M. Culbertson, W.W. Funston, 
Barksdale, Brumm, Cullen, Fyan, 
Bayne, Buckner Curtin, Garrison, 
Beach, Campbell, Felix Dargan, Geddes, 
Belford, Campbell, J. EB. Davidson, George, 
Belmont, Campbell, J. M, Davis, L. H. Gibson, 
Bennett, Cannon, Dibrell, Glascotk, 
Blanchard, Chalmers, Dingley, Green, 
Blount, Clay, Dunn, Hammond, 
Boutelle, Connolly, Eaton, Hancock, 


Sa ae ne eer ree Meenas: 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 49, noes 57. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 

Several members called tor the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. COLLINS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. COLLINS. 


I am sorry 


The Sergeant-at-Arms is supposed to 
be in the process of executing the order of the House. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 

I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The gentleman will state it. 

I wish to inquire whether the motion to adjourn is 


The Chair answers that it isin order. 


to hear it. 


The proceeding has intervened of a 


motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] is in order. 
The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 


ayes 57, noes 53. 
Mr. COLLINS. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 44 members voting therefor. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 65, nays 66, not vot- 
ing 192; as follows: 


in order pending the execution of the order of the House. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. COLLINS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion to dispense with all farther proceedings under the call. The 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Bratton, 
Breckinridge, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 


YEAS—65. 
Dowd, Neece, Taylor, J. M. 
Dunham, Patton, Tillman, 
Eldredge, Peel, Tully, 
Ellwood, Pierce, Wal i 
English, Price, Warner, Richard 
Goff, Pusey, Wellborn, 
Graves, 1, Weller, 
Halsell, Ranney White, J. D. 
Candler, Hardeman. Reid, J. W. Wale, Milo 
rleton, Hateh, W.H. > 
Clardy, Houseman, Ri Wilson, W.L. 
Clements, Jones, J. H rtson Wise, G.D. 
Cobb, Keifer, rs, J. H. Wolford, 
Converse, . Skinner, T. G. Wood. 
ve, MeMillin, Snyder, 
Cox, W.R. Matson, Springer, 
Dockery, Money, Swope, 
NAYS—66, 
Adams, J.J. Brown, W. W. Davis, G. R. Everhart, 
Bagley, Budd Davis, R. T. Ferrell, 
Barr Cassidy, Deuster, - Findlay, 
Bingham, Sounothy Dorsheimer, Follett, 
Bisbee, Oon: : Ellis, Greenleaf, 
Brewer, F. B. Cutcheon, Evans, Guenther, 
we 


188d. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Eso 





























































i B ai Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, you have been 
tanback, McAdoo, Pettibone, Strait, t pi ! Mir. AD ’ ’ 
— Millard, —. ee, -A. absent from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuss 
a es crete, Rockwell, Van Alstyne, have you to offer? é ws en Sie S 
emt.” O’ Ferrall, Russell, Wemple, | Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I left the House about % 
Jeffords, O'Hara, Seymour, Yy gs a o'clock this evening, thinking that it was about to adjourn, and bavin; 
Jorden, ORele Chaeies a w—. been previously paired with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLER] 
oo ne 5 eaten i 9 Stephenson, Woodward. I was not well, so I went to my hotel and went to bed. He ring a 
Lore, — Payne, Stevens, , short time ago that a call of the House had been ordered, 1 came here 
Lovering, Peters Stewart, J. W. | voluntarily. 

Pe eee. Y | Mr. DAVIS, of Mlinois. Mr Speaker, I move that my colleague {| M1 
.E — Kellogg, Robinson, W. E. | yawel he excensed 
ae Soo Reton, Ketcham, Rogers, W. F. } A DAMS } be excused. az 5 thes aaa : 
Alexander Elliott, King, Rosecrans, Phe que stion was taken; and there were—ayes 6 10€eS 
Anderson, Ermentrout, Lacey, Rowell, | So the motion was agreed to 
Arnot Vinerty Somme Senay, | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Hiscock, you have been absent 
. Mu , », se fi rr . . ‘ j 

ae eee oe" cee or | from the sitting of the Hortse without its leave. What excuse |} 
Barbour, _ Forney, mee, Shively. you to offer? 
Barksdale Funston, ae aitee ¢ | Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I went to my hotel, thinking that no 

; , ry. ewis Skinner, C. R. a - Mr. / 
ow Geoninon Linbey, Slecmen. business was to be transacted here for an hour or two [laughter], re 
Belford, Geddes, Long, Smalis, : turned, 2nd have been in the lobby for some time. I came bac k vol : 
Belmont, aaree: ae, o> lig meee untarily, not under arrest, and am here ready to respond to all calls of 
Binehard, Glascock, McComas, Steele, the House. . 

Blount, Green, McCormick, Stewart, Charles | Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that my colleague | Mr. His 
Boutelle, Hammond, eee, - ae | cos K] be excused. 
: Miller, J. F. Stone, oe ee 1" om 
cn eee Miller, SH. Storm, The question was taken; and there were—ayes 4°}, noes 29. 
Brainerd Hart, ’ Milliken, Struble, | So the motion was agreed to. 
Breitung, a Morgan — The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. JoHNSON, you have been absent 
' ew ed Hemphill, Morrill,” Taylor, E. B. from the sitting of the House without its leave What excuse have 
: Browne, T. M. Henderson, D.B. Morrison, Taylor, J.D. you to offer? 
Brumm, Henderson, T.J. Morse, ees Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I left the House about half past 
I } 
Buckner, Henley, Moulton, Throckmorton, ; . ee ; a i 
Burleigh, Hepburn, Muldrow, Townshend, as I was obliged to go out of town. I returned at 11.50, and, seeing a 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, Muller, ‘Tucker, light in the Dome I came at once to the House and have been awaiting 
Campbell, J.B. Hewitt, A.S. Murphy, Turner, H.G. er 
; .W. ra, urner, Osca > . 
‘ a aC Hiscock, Mutchier, Valentine, Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that my colleague, Mr. JOHN- 
e Chalmers, ie Nelson, Vance, SON, be excused. 
Clay, itzell, Nishelis, von Hiaton The motion was agreed to. 
Cook Helman Oates Wakefield, : 8 ‘% 
Covington Holton,’ Ochiltree, Ward, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. TUCKER, you have been absent 
; Cox, 8.8. a r, Paige, wanes A.J from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
‘ Craig, opkins, yson, ow you to offer ? 
srisp : Perkins Weaver, ‘ rar eee ES ; 1 
Culberson, D. B. Houk, Phelps," Wiikins, Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I had an engagement to go to the city 
Culbertson, W.W. Howey, Poland, —, B of Baltimore this evening. [Laughter.] I went to Baltimore at 6 
Curtin; Hurd, Rankin, Winans John o'clock and returned ata quarter before 12. I saw a light in the Dome 
ins Ga. W. Wadsworth 0 e Capitol. rushed to this Ha © represent my constituents, 
7 Hutchins, Ray, G. ¥ f ; f the Capitol. I rushed to this Hall to represent m} tituent 
Da n, Johnson, Ray, Ossian wertes but was excluded from it, and for the first time I have the honor to 
Bowie, La i seat EW oF en appear in this position. I trust that it will be the pleasure of the House 
Dibble, Jones, J. K. , 2B Yaple, ppe I : I 
Dibrell, Jones, J.T. Rice, York, to excuse me and to admit me to the duties that I desire to perform. 
Dingley, Kelley, Robinson, J.S. Young. [ Laughter. ] 

So the motion was not agreed to. _ Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I move that my colleague 

Pending the announcement of the vote, [Mr. TUCKER] be excused. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
Indiana on my right [Mr. STEELE), who is now present, having come | TucKER] has stated that he left the city for Baltimore. The House 
in voluntarily; and I ask that he be excused, in order that he and I may | was in session at the time. It does not appear that he was excused. 

y; : y Pp en 

vote on the second roll-call. He now comes back to the House, and while standing in the area in 

' The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. | front of the Speaker violates clause 7 of Rule XIV, which is in this 
Y HovntT} is not in order at this time. language: 
i Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. During the session of the House no member shall wear his hat, or remain by 
3 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his inquiry. the ¢ an ee eee the call of the ro!l or the counting of ballots, or smoke 
e Mr. POST. I desire to be informed by the Chair whether members | "P°? ‘®¢ “oor of the House 
x who have been reported absent, and who have come in since the doors A MEMBER. He is not smoking. 


were ordered closed, have a right to vote. Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. As is obvious to the view of every mem- 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Inanswer tothe gentleman from Penn- | ber present the gentleman has a cigar in his hand, i utter disregard 
sylvania [Mr. Post] the Chair will state that those members have not of the rules of the House. He has confessed that he left the city with 
the right to vote, and the Chair is not aware that any one has been I therefore think he ought to be fined to the full extent of 
permitted to enter the Hall since the doors were closed under the rule. 

Mr. POST... I ask that the proper officer be called upon to report 
whether any members reported absent on the call of the House have 
been admitted since the doors were closed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that no member -reported as absent when the doors were closed has | gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GrorGe D. WISE] that his colleague 
voted. | (Mr. TUCKER] be excused. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr, Speaker, I have voted, but, under the de-| The motion was agreed to, there being— yes 59, noes 10 
cision of the Chair, I withdraw my vote. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. STEELE, you have been absent 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The voteof the gentleman from Penn- | from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have ye 
sylvania [Mr. MuTcHiLer] is withdrawn. | to offer ? , 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, after a member gets into the Hall |. Mr. STEELE. 


out leave. 
the law. 
Mr. TUCKER. So far as the cigar is concerned, it is not 
but I have no objection to handing it over to the gentleman fi 
tucky. [Laughter. } 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of th« 


lighted 


om Ken 


SIRI Wet a 4S Nanay re vis 


Mr. Speaker, after having voted twice in favor of ad 


r has he not a right to vote? | journment I paired with the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. HunT] 
; The SPEAKER wro.tempore.. Under the rule governing proceedings | and went to my boarding-house. Discovering about half past 11 o’clock 
° that this House was in session I came here voluntarily, and as soon : 


the Sergeant-at-Arms would admit me I came into the Hall 
House to exeuse me. 

Mr. LOWRY. I move that my colleague be excused 
| The motion was agreed to 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MUTCHLER, you have been absen 
| 


Task the 








i 
on a call of the House any gentleman who is absent when the roll is 
ss called has not the right to vote, nor the right to enter the Hall except 
in the custdédy of the Sergeant-nt-Arms. 

The result of the vote on the motion of Mr. DUNHAM to adjourn | 
was announced as above stated. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will enforce the regular 





order under,the rule. | from the sitting of the House without its leave. What exense have you 
The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House, having in | to offer ? 

eustody Mr. ADAMs.of Illinois, Mr. Hiscock, Mr. JoHNSON, Mr. | 

Tuckkrt, Mr. STEELE, and Mr. McTCcHLER. 





Mr. MUTCHLER. Nota very good one, Mr. Speaker 
until 7 o’clock voting on every roll-cal] (bout that 


I was here 


left the 








time I 
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House under the belief that it would soon adjourn. 
o'clock before I discovered that the House had not adjourned. I then 
came up here; and finding the doors barred against me I took a seat in 
the gallery, and witnessed the proceedings of the House with a great 
deal of dissatisfaction until I was admitted to the floor. I ask to be 
excused. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that my colleague be excused 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House having in 





It was near 11 


custody, in obedience to its order, Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, and 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Ray, you have been absent from 


the sitting of the House without its leave. 
offer ? 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I left"here about 6 o’clock, under 
an engagement that I accepted last week to dine with a friend in the 
western part of the city. As I passed the Capitol I inquired whether 
the House had adjourned, and understood it was voting on a motion to 
adjourn, which would probably be carried. I paired with a gentleman 
who was voting in favor of adjournment, while I was opposed to it. 
[Laughter.] I went and dined with my friend, and have been com- 
pelled to walk to this Capitol a distance of about two miles. Perhaps 
if I had mistrusted what was going on here I might have gone in some 
other direction. But I saw the light, and it rather attracted me here. 
I have come now to perform my duties for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. COSGROVE. As the gentleman was seeking “‘light,’’ I move 
that he be excuged. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 41, noes 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. HoBLITZELL, you have been ab- 
sent from the sitting of the House without itsleave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Mr. Speaker, I left the Hall about 6 o’clock, 
after voting twice to adjourn. I have been very much indisposed for 
three weeks. I left here sick to get my dinner. After dining I went 
to my room, where I have been ever since until notified that I was 
wanted here. I am sick now; and I ask to be excused. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. 
dispensed with. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, there were— 
ayes 70, noes 57. 

Mr. COLLINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MATSON. Pending that, I move that the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MATSON, there were— 
ayes 70, noes 58. 

Mr. COLLINS, Mr. DORSHEIMER, and others calied for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 41 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
73, nays 67, not voting 183; as follows: 


What excuse have you to 


YEAS—73 
Blackburn Dunham, Mutchler, Taylor, J. M. 
Bland, Eldredge, Neece, Thomas, 
Bratton, Ellwood, Patton, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, English, Peel, Tucker, 
Brewer, F. B Ferrel), Pierce, Tully, 
Buchanan Goff, Price, Wallace, 
Burnes, Graves Pusey, Warner, Richard 
Cabell, Halsell, Randall, Weliborn, 
Caldwell, Hardeman, Ranney, Weller, 
Candler, Hatch, W. H. Reid, J White, J. D. 
Carleton, Hiscock, Reese, White, Milo 
Clardy, Hoblitzell, Ri % Willis, 
Clements, Houseman, 7 oleetsen, Wilson, W.L. 
Cobb, Jones, J. H Rogers, J. H. Wise, G. D. 
Converse, Keifer, Skinner, T. G. Wolford, 
Cosgrove, Lowry, Snyder, Wood. 
Cox, W. R MeMillin, Springer, 
Dockery, Mateon, Steele, 
Dowd, Money, Swope, 

NAYS—67 
Adams, J. J Everhart, Lovering, Seymour, 
Bagley, Findlay, McAdoo, Smith, H. Y 
Barr, Follett, Millard, Speoner, 
Bingham, Greenleaf, Mitchell, 8; : 
Bisbee Guenther, Nutting, Sionkereon, 
Brown, w. Ww. Hanback, O’Ferrall, Stevens, 
Budd, Hardy, Oo’ Stewart, J. W 
Cassidy, Hill, O'Neill, Charles Strait, 
Collins, Holmes, O'Neill, J. J. Sumner, 0. A 
Connolly, Hunt, Parker, Van Alstyne, 
Cutcheon, James, Payne, Wemple, 
Davis, G. R Jeffords, Peters, Weaver 
Davis, R. T. Johnson, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Deuster, Jordan, Post, Wilson, James 
Deorsheimer Kean, Potter, Wise, J.8. 
Ellis, Kleiner, Rockwell, Woodward 
Evans, Lore, Russell, 

NOT VOTING—183. 

Adams, G. E. Atkinson, Beach, Blount, 
Aiken, Ballentine, Belford, Boutelle, 
Alexander, Barbour Belmont, Bowen, 
Anderson, Barksdale, Bennett, Boyle, 
Arnot, Bayne, Blanchard, Brainerd 


I move that further proceedings under the call be | 
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Breitung, Gibson, Libbey, Ryan, 
Brewer, J. H. Giascock, Long, Seney, 
Broadhead, Green, Lyman, Shaw, 
Browne, T. M. Hammond, McCoid, Shively, 
Brumm, Hancock, McComas, Singleton, 
Buckner, Harmer, McCormick, Skinner, C. R. 
Burleigh, Hart, Maybury, Slocum, 
Campbell, Felix Hatch, H. H. Miller, J. F. Smalls, 
Campbell, J. E. Haynes, Miller, 8S. H Smith, A. Herr 
Campbell, J. M. Hemphill, Milliken, Stew grt, Charies 
Cannon, Henderson, D. B. Mills, Stockslager, 
Chalmers, Henderson, T. J Morgan, Stone, 

Clay, Henley, Morrill, Storm, 

Cook, Hepburn, Morrison, Struble, 
Covington, Herbert, Morse, Sumner, D. H. 
Cox, 8. 8 Hewitt, A. 8. Moulton, Talbott, 
Craig, Hewitt, G. W. Muidrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Crisp, Hitt, Muller, Taylor, J. D. 
Culberson, D. B. Holman, Murphy, Thompson, 
Culbertson, W. W. Holton, Murray, Throckmorton, 
Cullen, Hooper Nelson, Townshend, 
Curtin, Hopkins, Nicholls, Turner, H.G. 
Dargan, Horr, Oates, Turner, Oscar 
Davidson, Houk, Ochiltree, Valentine, 
Davis, L. H Howey Paige, Vance, 
Dibble, Hurd, Payson, Van Eaton, 
Dibrell, Hutchins, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Dingley, Jones, B. W. Phelps, Wait, 

Dunn, Jones, J. K. Poland, Wakefield, 
Eaton, Jones, J.T. Pryor, ard, 

Elliott, Keiley, Rankin, eae. A. Jd. 
Ermentrout, Kellogg, Ray, G. W. Washburn, 
Fiedler, Ketcham, Ray, Ossian Wilkins, 
Finerty, King, Reagan, Williams. 
Foran, Lacey, Reed, T. B. Winans, E.B 
Forney, Laird, Rice, Winans, John 
Funston, lamb, Robinson, J. 8. Worthington, 
Fyan, Lanham, Robinson, W. E Yaple, 
Garrison, Lawrence, Rogers, W. F. York, 
Geddes, Le Fevre, Rosecrans, Young. 
George, Lewis, Rowell, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BAYNE said: Mr. Speaker, I move, by unanimous consent, that 
the reading of the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The following additional pair was announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. Perkrys. Mr. Ray would 
vite ‘no’? and Mr. PERKINS “ ay.’’ 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 10 minutes a. m., Tuesday, February 3, 
1885) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Newburgh, N 
a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
Michigan, relative to the purchase by the United States of the Portage 
Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canals, and making the same free of 
tolls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Marquette, Mich., requesting that 
the United States acquire title to the two canals con Portage 
Lake, Michigan, with Lake Superior, and make same free of tolls—to 
the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of the village of Sault de Ste. Marie, Mich. , 
requesting the immediate passage of Senate bill No. 1374, for the change 
of location of Fort Brady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Academy of Natural Sciences 
of Philadelphia, asking to have placed on the free-list works pertaining 
to the sciences—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Ex of Philadelphia, ask- 
ing for the passage of the Senate bankrupt bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Post No. 1,Grand Army of the Republic of Penn- 
sylvania, asking for the passage of the Senate bill General 
U. 8. Grant to the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS, Petition of Floyd 8S. Hudgins, of 
County, Georgia, asking compensation fur y taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of Chicago Live-stock Exchange, 
against false and slanderous cha preferred by men ignorant of the 
business, and sgainst the Hopkins sere eather the Congmittee on 


By Mr. DINGLEY: Remonstrance of John 8. E 


mery & Co. and other 
ship-owners of Boston, against the repeal of the provision of the shipping 


law Se of advance the same committee. 
By Mr. E UT: Petition of a Jersey against the 


Eads proposition for the improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Bi wen EVERHART: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade 


the — of the bankrupt bill—to 
= Committee on the Fadicinry — 


Y., in favor of 


a a abe orentesi St 
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Also, resolution of Philadelphia Academy of Natural Sciences, urging | 
that scientific books and apparatus be placed on free-list—to the Com- | 
mittee on Ways and Means. . ; 

3y Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of John Edwards, | 
of De Kalb County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of citizens of Oregon, to ratify certain 
patents made by Richard Nicolls and Thomas Dargan, governors of the 
Colony of New York—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Hon. Alvin P. Hovey, of Indiana, 
for the enactment of a law to promote purity and integrity in elections 
and appointments, accompanied bya bill for that purpose—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. B. W. JONES: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade 


and Transportation, relative to the bankruptcy bill—to the same com- 
mittee. 


reference to the Mormon question—to the same committee. 
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3y Mr. GOFF: Of citizens of Gilmer Courty, of Harrison Count; 


of Tyler County, and of Wetzel County, West Virginia 


By Mr. HANBACK: Of citizens of Ellsworth County, of Norton 


County, of Phillips County, of Smith County, of Rooks County, of Os 
| borne County, and of Russell County, Kansa 


By W. H. HATCH: Of citizens of Putnam County, of Canton County, 


of Marion County, of Clarke County, and of Schuyler County, Missouri 


By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Cedar Falls, of Independ 


ence, and of Waterloo, Iowa 


By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON 
County, and of Lee County 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Of citizens of New York, and of Taylor County 
Iowa. 


sy Mr. HILL 


Of citizens of Bureau County, of Heary 


Of citizens of Detiance County ‘and of Van Wert 


| County, Ohio. 


By Mr. LOWRY: Petition of 61 citizens of Fort Wayne, Ind., in 


By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Thomas H. Hill and 3 others, praying 


for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRYOR: A bill for the relief of Isaac Stinnett, jr., of Lime- 
stone County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the ciaim of James Clendinnin, of Jackson 
County, Alabama—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, against the 
ratification of the treaty with Spain or an extension of the treaty with 


Hawaii, and against the measures to carry into operation the treaty with | 


Mexico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, two petitions of managers and officers of houses of refuge and 
reformatories for children, to publish information concerning such in- 
stitutions—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of shippers of live-stock, of Chicago, II1., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 6405, which provides for the 


inspection of live-stock, hog products, and dressed meats intended for | 


exportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of pork- packers and dealers in and shippers of hog prod- 
ucts, praying for the passage of House bill No. 6405, which provides 
for the inspection of live-stock, hog products, and dressed meats in- 
tended for exportation—to the same committee. 


sion for disability incurred in the military service and in the line of 
his duty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petitions of citizens of Kansas, to open Oklahoma to 
settlement—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of Turner Bab- 
bitt, of Scott County, Mississippi, for quartermaster stores and prop- 
erty ‘taken from him by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of R. P. Efinger and others, of Peru, 
Ind., and of Andrew J. Reynolds and others, of Decatur, Ind., asking 
legislation on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of C. J. Higgins and 62 others, of 
Ashland, Wis., praying that the United States acquire title to the Port- 


age Lake and Lake Superior Canals, and make the same free of tolls— | 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. HOLMES: Of citizens of Hardin County and of Boone County, 
lowa. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Of citizens of Ottawa County, of Allegan 
County, of Grand Rapids, of Ionia County, Michigan. 

$y Mr. B. W. JONES: Of citizens of Fayette County, of Green County, 
and of Dane County, Wisconsin 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Cannelton, Ind. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Of citizens of Ohioville, of New Castle, and 
of Rochester, Pa. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of citizens of Sunfield, Mich. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Of citizens of Saint Mary’s, of Wapakoneta, of 


| Sidney, and of Moulton, Ohio. 


By Mr. LOWERY: Of citizens of Steuben County, of Allen County, 
and of Whitley County, Indiana. 

3y Mr. MATSON: Of citizens of Hendricks County, of 
County, and of Morgan County, Indiana. 

By Mr. 8. hh. MILLER: Of citizens of Sandy Lake, and of Crawtord 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of citizens of Jackson County, Kansas. 

By Mr. MORSE: Of citizens of Natick and of Cambridge, Mass. 

sy Mr. NELSON: Of citizens of Polk County, of Douglas County, 
of Becker County, of Stearns County, and of Wadena County, Minne 


Monroe 


| sota. 
By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Judson Knight, praying for apen- | 


| 


By Mr. STORM: Petition of Philadelphia Commercial Exchange, ask- | 


ing for the passage of a bankrupt bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
e 


Also, petition of the Academy of Natural Sciences, asking that certain | 


By Mr. NUTTING: Of citizens of Oswego County, New York 

By Mr. PETERS: Of citizens of Kinkfield, Edwards County, Kansas 

By Mr. PRICE: Of citizens of Barrow County, of Eau Claire, of 
Trempealeau County, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Of citizens of Cass County, of Crawford County, 
and of Harrison County, Iowa. 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Of citizens of Brooklyn, of Penobscot, of Yar- 
mouth, of Skowhegan, of West Sumner, of Greenfield, of Monticello 
of Fayette County, of Mapleton, of South Etna, and of North Water- 


| borough, Me. 


By Mr. RUSSELL: Of citizens of North Dana and of Athol, Mass 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of citizens of Kasson, Madison County, of 
Dallas County, and of Dexter, Dallas County, Iowa. 

sy Mr. STEELE: Of citizens of Pennville, Ind. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of citizens of Sioux County, of Dickinson County, 
and of Calhoun County, Iowa. 

By Mr. WOOD: Citizens of Cass County, of Newton County, of Pu- 


| laski County, of Fulton County, of White County, and of Hammond, 


books and apparatus be placed on the free-list—to the Committee on | 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Thomas C. White, of Cartersville, 
Ill., for additional pay for soldiers of the late war—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of Mrs. Sallie Jackson, of Clinton County, 
Indiana, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
hill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 


By Mr. ANDERSON: Of citizens of White Rock, of Clifton, of Belle- | 


ville, and of Delphos, Kans. 
County, and of Grundy County, Missouri. 


By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Huntingdon County, of Sullivan | 


County; and of Juniata County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of citizens of Brewer, Me., and of Medford 
Centre, Me. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Of citizens of Warren County and of Erie 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of citizens of Cambridge City, Ind. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of citizens of Tioga County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CANNON: Of citizens of Champaign County, Illinois. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of citizens of Oxford County, Maine. 

By Mr. ELLWOOD: Of citizens of Harvard, of Aurora, of Saint 
‘Charles, and of Nunda, Il. 


' Privileges and Elections 


Lake County, Indiana. 
ty Mr. WOODWARD: Of citizens of Richland County, Wisconsin 
By Mr. YAPLE: Of citizens of White Pigeon, of Bloomingdale. ot 
Sturgis, of Eau Claire, of Howardsville, and of Scott, Mech 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 3, 1885. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntLEy, D. D 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
CREDENTIALS. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the credentials of William 


| M. Evarts, chosen by the Legislature of New York a Senator from that 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: Of citizens of Chariton County, of Randolph | 


State for the term commencing March 4, 1885: which were read 

Mr. HOAR. I ask permission to say, having had occasion to ex- 
amine the subject as chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
tions, that in my judgment a certificate from the executive, the prope: 
certificate officer of a State, saying simply that A B on acertain day 
was duly elected a Senator of the United States from that State for the 
term mentioned is a sufficient credential under the usages of the Sen- 
ate and the laws of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that this paper contains no certificate from the gov- 
ernor whatever, as required by the act of Congress. 
placed on file, if there be no objection 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move that it be referred to the Committe 


The paper will be 


on 
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The PRESIDENT p?o tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the paper be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. That order will be entered, if there be no objection. 


FHIRD INTERNATIONAL RED CROSS CONFERENCE. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Jo the Senate of the United States 

I transmit herewith tothe Senate a communication from the Secretary of State, 

submitting, at the request of a delegate from the United States to the third in- 


ternational conference of the Red Cross, held in September, 1881, a copy of-the 
preliminary report of that conference 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


ExecuTive Mansion. February 2, 188 


NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro testpore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 


I tranamit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, the report of the Na- 
tional Board of Health for the year 1884 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 2, 188 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY -OF SCIENCES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommunication 
from the President of the National Academy ofSciences, transmitting, in 
compliance with the act of Congress of March 3, 1863, a report of the 
operations of the National Academy of Sciences during the past year; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying report, 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs 
of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illégally 
seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, 
Brazil, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The bill (H. R. 8037) to amend the tenth section of the act to re- 
move certain burdens on the American marine, &c., was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of certain eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late William A. Duncan was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The bill (H. R. 1339) to increase the appropriation for the erection 
of the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa., was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection this bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I suggest that the bill should 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That reference will be made, if 
there he no objection. As the bill proyides for the increase of an ap- 
propriation the Chair was of the opinion that it should be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 2158) for the benefit of John C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 4685) for the relief of Robert Tally, colored; 

A bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 4687) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 4688) for the relief of William Clift; and 

A bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the estates of Hugh and Byrd 
Douglas, deceased. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 252) granting a pension to Peter M. Hagler; 

A bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. Mor- 
gan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a brevet brigadier-geneéral 
in the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 2540) granting a pension to Priscilla J. Small; 

A bill CH. R. 3052) for the relief of John C. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 3155) granting a pension to David Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. Olive W. Parker; 

{ bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to David N. Bryan; 

bill (H. R. 4766) granting a pension to David Compropst; 
bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of Abigail Honey; 
bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline; 
bill (H. R. 6948) granting a pension to George W. Eagles: 
bill (H. R. 7000) for the relief of Clark G. Maine; 
bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pension to John Vanderhoff; 
bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to Eliza M. Byers; 
bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Lavisa Heth; 
A bill (H. R. 7602) to grant a pension to Harriet M. Baily; 


ee ad 


> 


oe 


} 
| A bill (H. R. 7672) granting an increase of pension to Elbert Hewitt; 
| ‘4 bill (H. R. 7722) granting a pension to Almira K. Parker; 
| A bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee; 
A bill (H. R. 7769) to grant a pension to Joseph R. Dodds; 
A bill (H. R. 7803) granting a pension to L. W. Pitts; 
A bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. Vincent Phelps; 
A bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to Mark Spencer Van Loan; 
A bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; : 
| A bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Emeline L. Fitch; 
| A bill (H. R. 8033) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
| Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts; 
A bill (H. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to George 8. Haw- 
| ley; 
| A bill (H. R. 8132) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Rachael 
| A. Queen; and 
A bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to Thomas MeGill. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the memorial of E. W. Oyster, 
president, and J. F. Billingsley, secretary, on behalf of the labor unions 
| of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the passage of the 

bill (S. 2507) to amend the law concerning mechanics’ liens in the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
| of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of A. W. Parker and H. R. Morgan, 
of Pleasant Valley, Wis., urging such legislation as shall prohibit rail- 
roads between States from charging more for a short than for a long 
distance; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Hon. John Owen, A. Y. Lind- 
say, E. C. Walker, and 48 other citizens of Detroit, Mich.; the petition 
of Moffat Tazline, Capt. Darius Cole, M.S. Smith & Co., Friend Palmer, 
and 50 other citizens of Detroit, Mich.; the petition of Merrick Essel- 
slyne & Co., Capt. 8. B. Greenwood, George W. Brady, Willard Parker, 
and 48 other citizens of Detroit, Mich. ; and the petition of David Carter, 
FE. L. Small, Alfred Russell, and 50 others, of Detroit, Mich., praying 
that the Government provide for the purchase of the two canals cross- 
ing Point Keweenaw, Lake Superior, Michigan, as recommended by the 
Secretary of War; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania favoring the repeal of the act of Congress of 
July 22, 1876, by which the legal-tender quality of the trade-dollar 
was abrogated. I also present a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania favoring the passage of the measure known as the 
foreign-contract-labor bill. I believe the trade-dollar bill has been re- 
ported since I was last present in the Senate, and the other bill Also, I 
think, is before the Senate. I therefore move that the resolutions lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of 325 officials and business 
men of Allegheny, Pa., the petition of 125 citizens of Parker’s Landing, 
Pa., and the petition of 624 workmen and owners of works at Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Allegheny River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented two memorials of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, a memorial of the Pittsburgh (Pa.) Board of Trade, and a me- 
morial of 52 citizens of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Lumberman’s Exchange of Will- 
jamsport, Pa., praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
West Branch of the Susquehanna River; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. PLUMB presented a resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
| Kansas, remonstrating against the creation of the so-called cattle trail 
across the State of Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of George H. McKinney, of Lin- 
coln County, Kentucky, praying for an increase of facilities in the 
Patent-Office so as to expedite the issuance of patents; which was re- 
ferred to. the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of the Scoville Manufacturing 
| Company and 12 other corporations and citizens of Connecticut, in 

— of free canals between Portage Lake, in Michigan, and Lake Su- 
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or; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. CONGER presented the petition of H. W. Bradley, Dwight N. 
| Lowell, and 16 other citizens of Romeo, Mich., praying for the passage 
of a bill providing that the overflosved shoal-water lands in Lake Saint 
| Clair, known as the Saint Clair Flats, be set aside and kept for a public 
' resort; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I present the petition of Nicholas White, 
| of Washington, D. C., prayingreimbursement for certain property taken 
| by the United States forcesduring the late war. I move that the peti- 
| tion be referred to the Committee on Claims, where a bill is now pending 

for the relief of the claimant. 

The motion was agreed to. ° 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. } mending that the Pension Office afford him the benefit of another ex- 
: : lar i ination in reference to his restoration, and ask to be discharged trom 
(0C e Committee on Military Affairs, to whom | #™'4 | jis restoration, and ¢ ged 
tt ee (sma) ee the charge of desertion existing | the further consideration of the petition, and that the report be printed 
pier : 5 ate > . Bart; ad \¢ New | in order that the attention of the Pension Office may be called to it. 
against Daniel Morris, late of Company F, Fortieth Regiment of New | re , 
York State Volunteers, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was | Sport was ag to. 
agreed te; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. Mr. BLAIR, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I am directed by the Committee | the bill (8. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner, reported it 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2365) for the re- without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
lief of First Lieut. Augustus R. Egbert, Second Regiment United States | . Mr. WILSON, from the COGEAINCCS On Pensions, to whom was re- 
Infantry, to report it adversely and to ask its indetinite postponement. | ferred the petition of Patrick Furlong, of Hinesburg, Vt., praying tor 
I will state as the reason for the adverse report that a general bill is | 4 Pemsion, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 2610 


now before the Senate covering this and all similar cases. — a pension to Patrick Furlong; which was read twice by its 
. . . > . i? > 
; SSIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- | “Ue | , . 12 
” ln PRESIT f : vi He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
) ° 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the | H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Margaret A. Maguire, reported it 
subject was referred, reported a bill (8. 2609) to provide permanent res- | “ thont amendment, and submitted a report thereon. Pia ‘ 
ervations for the Indians in Northern Montana, and for other purposes; | | He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
which was read twice by its title. | lowing bills, submitted averse reports thereon, which were agreed to; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (5. | and the bills ne postponed indefinitely: iach aie : 
2544) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to extend the time of | \ bill (H. R. 6803) granting a pension to John T. Brake; and 


payment of installments to be paid by actual settlers of Omaha and Otoe . a re . sanipnace a Ce th to Dav = W ee ; 
Indian lands, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, reported it with | , .- [r. iL ON. I also report from the Committee on Pensions the 
an amestment bill (H. R. 2485) for the relief of Treadwell Seaman, jr., adversely, on 


Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | the ground that the case is still pending in the Pension Office. I move 
ferred the petition of C. W. Minnix, praying that his name be placed that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 
on the pension-roll, reported adversely thereon; and the prayer of the Phe motion was agreed to 
petition was denied. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. | 
2158) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 8. Harrold, reported it 


WOONSOCKET NATIONAL BANK 


Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 


: d 2 ealientthed + th whom was referred the bill (S. 2600) for the relief of the Woonsocket 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. National Bank, of Woonsocket, R. I., to report it favorably and with- 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- | Soe . 
ing bill ’ bmitted adv orts th eS toi ee neneel th ied | out amendment. 
on Vaniheaen. which were agreed to; ang | Mr. CHACE. 1 ask unanimous consent that the bill may be put on 
= ; . —— ‘ its passage. 
A bill (S. 2068) to increase the pension of William Baldwin; Mr ce CK RELI et ee ae eee 
A bill (S. 2010) granting a pension to John S. Williams; and T. DIEATIVENT coe 4 a . 1 2p 
4 bill (S. 2138) granting a pension to Nancy S. Daniels The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read, if there be no 
ony aamundh 2 : Ce es = objection. 
Mr. JACKSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to | The Chief Clerk readi.the bill. os fellows 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2377) granting a pension to James | , ae on ee 
Stockton, to submit an adverse report thereon. Whereas D. W. Gooch, United States pension agent at Boston, Mass., on the 


: . .. | 13th day of October, 1884, issued check numbered 301408, on the assistant treas- 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed upon the Calendar until | urer of the United States at Boston, Mass., payable to the order of Burton God- 
I can see the report. | dard, for the sum of 21,247.60, which said check, it is claimed, was indorsed by 
" > 7 ’ , . s : a » said Goddard to the Woonsocket National Bank, Woonsocket, R. I., and by said 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Phe bill will he placed on the Cal- | bank tothe Maverick National Bank, of Boston, Mass.,and stolen from the safe 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. | of the Adams Express Company, Woonsocket, R, I.,to whom it had been deliv- 
Mr. HARRISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- | ered for transmission to Boston on the 2Ist day of October, 1884, and has never 


fairs to report adversely and to ask the indefinite postponement of the } been received by said Maverick National Bank, nor paid by the assistant treas- 


; * Sac cal . : " . : urer of the United States at Boston, Mass.: Therefore, 
bill (8. 2305) for the relief of Frederick Schwatka. The Senator from | Be it enacted, &c., That D. W. Gooch, United States pension agent at Boston, 


Oregon [Mr. DoLpH] introduced the bill: I do not know whether he | Mass., be, and heis hereby, instructed to isssue a duplicate of the above-described 


: . i a | check, No. 301408, for $1.247.60,in favor of Burten Goddard, and the Secretary 
desires to have it placed upon the Calendar. . , of the Treasury is hereby instructed to make said duplicate check payable to 
Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be placed upon the Calendar. | said Woonsocket National Bank: Provided, That said Woonsocket National 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- Bank shall first execute a bond with good and sufficient sureties, to be approved 
endar with the saverse report ofthe committee. SS < oe , to hold the United States harmlessagainst the 
Mr. CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to | me : ; ' : 
whom were referred the bill (S. 1899) granting an increase of pension | By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
to James M. Blades, and the bill (S. 2056) granting an increase of pen- | proceeded to consider the bill. ; 
sion to James M. Blades, to report them adversely. The bill was reported to the Senate w ithout amendment, ordered to be 
I desire to state that the claimant can get whatever relief he is justly | engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
entitled to from the Commissioner of Pensions. I move that the bilis | The preamble was agreed to. 
he postponed indefinitely. BILLS INTRODUCED. 
The motion was agreed to. ; ; | Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2611) to revive and 
Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | amend the act of Congress of August 15. 1876. to encourage and pro 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, | mot, ead — Sal ang st ep nee a re 
and submitted stn oe an) amenament, | mote telegraphic communication between America and Asia; which 
and submited re thereon: : ; . _ | Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
A bill (S. 1365) granting an increase of pension to Eugene O. Sulli- | Relations. 
aa of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer In-| He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 115) providing for the 
Dee foe eee A 4 : | Supply of public documents to certain nations in the Indian Territory; 
Se 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover. | W hich bed. read wien by its title, sat awed . the Committee at 
Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | Printing. $ 
pe i pw a Sm reported them without amendment, andsub-| He also introduced a joint resolution (S: R. 116) relating to the loan 
Se ee, eee ; ; ‘ of tents to the association at Mobile, Ala., in control of the interstate 
+ tos = 5565) granting a pension to Theo. Abrens; and drill; which was read twice by its title. 
pill (H. R. 2692 granting a pension to Sara) Kennedy. | Mr. MORGAN. In connection with this joint resolution I ask leave 
Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | to pres ac 73 apers : »morial of the Legislature of 
= jo . q a | to present as accompanying papers a memorial of the Legislature of 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5543) granting a pension to David M. Nagle, re- abama : eat len aaledl : : 
it with nd ie nate aan ge, Alabama and other papers relating to the subject, which I move be re 
ported amendments, and submitted a report thereon. ferred with the joint resolution to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S., The niotion was agreed to 
— ae increase of pension to Miles Barber, submitted an | Mr. PALMER (by request introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 117) 
cndeanitely. ereon, which was agreed to; and the bil! was postponed | referring the title of Mary A. Washington to property referred to in 
. . . | 94 United States Reports, page 716, » Cou "Claims; ich was 
Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- | read ee by its oF 2 a es > ogeaidp ha anit - 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the District of Colum- | spies: hs, fe é ar 
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- EENEST H. WARDWELL. 
priations, . , ; : Mr. HAMPTON. I ask, by direction of the Committee on Military 
Mr. BLAIR, By direction of the Committee on Pensions I report | Affairs, that the bill (S. 521) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell, be 
adversely on the petition of Hugh Bodell, late private Company B, One | recommitted to that committee. It was reported some time ago and 
hundred and ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, pray- | indefinitely postponed. 
ing te he restored to the pension-roll. The committee report recom-| The PRESIDENT pro te 


npore. The Chair finds on reference to the 
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minutes that the, bill was indefinitely postponed in April, 1884, at a 
previous session of the Senate, and the bill is on the files of the Senate 
but is not present at the Secretary’s desk. The Senator from South 
Carolina asks unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate taken in 
April, 1884, indefinitely postponing the bill, be reconsidered, and that 
it be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
JOSHUA SHEPARD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill (H. R. 3691) for the relief of 
Joshua Shepard, which was reported adversely by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON], be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions, 
with the adverse report, on the ground that additional evidence has 
been filed with the committee, and I think that the evidence—so I am 
advised—will have weight in determining the decision of the commit- 
tee to reverse the report that has been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be taken from the Calendar and re- 
committed to the Committee on Pensions. Is there objeetion? The 
Chair hear» none, and the order will be entered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 646) for the 
relief of R. G. P. White, Peter Hanger, and L. T. Green. 

The message = announced that the House had passed a joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 327) providing for printing the eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the. late John H. Evins, late a Representative in the 
Forty-eighth Congress from the State of South Carolina; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ADDITIONAL SENATE EMPLOYES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution on the Calendar authorizing the increase 
of the force in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to employ three messengers at $1,440 each ; two skilled labor- 
ers at $1,000 each; two laborers at $720 each; two firemen at $1,080 each ; two 
janitors at $900 each. And the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized and 


directed to pay the above employés out of the miscellaneous items of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada’ A resolution was passed at the last ses- 
sion directing the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Architect of 
the Capitol to select convenient rooms for the committees which had no 
rooms in this building, and also instructing them to rent such building, 
when they should find one appropriate, with the consent of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
They found a building, and with the consent of that committee rented 
it. The officers provided for in the resolution are for the purpose of 
serving the five committees who now have rooms there, and to keep the 
building in order and to give such ferce as shall enable the committees 
conveniently to perform their duties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. : 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7163) to reg- 
ulate the forms of bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of ship- 
owners and others; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Chair fill the vacancies occurring 
upon committees by the absence of the late Senator Sheffield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to offer at this time an order. Is there objection? The 


Chair hears none. 
I merely ask that the Chair be authorized to fill 


The resolution is before the Senate, 


Mr. ALLISON. 
the vacancies on certain committees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent to move at this time that the Chair be authorized to fill 
the vacancies on committees occasioned by the retirement of Senator 
Sheffield, late a Senator from the State of Rhode Island. Is there ob- 


jection? The Chair hears none. Is there objection to the motion pro- 
posed by the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 
Mr. 


JONAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 100) relative to the Chinese indemnity fund; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make a motion now toe proceed to the con- 
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sideration of the unfinished business. As the Senate is aware, I gave 
notice yesterday that I should ask the friends of the interstate-com- 
merce bill to remain here to-day untilits completion. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H: R. 5461) to regulate 
interstate conimerce and to prohibit unjast discriminations by common 
carriers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB} 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] 

Mr. PLUMB. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. Let theamendment and the amendment to the amend- 
ment be read once more. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky and the amendment offered to it by the Senator from Kansas 
will be again read. 

The Cuier CLERK. The amendment of Mr. PLUMB is to add to the 
proposed amendment the words: ‘‘ Under similar conditions and cir- 
cumstances;’’ so as to make the amendment read : 

Any distance less than the whole length of the line than is charged for similar 
service over the whole length of the line, under similar conditions and circum- 
stances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to these 
last words proposed by the Senator from Kansas, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name wascalled). iam paired on the pend. 
ing amendment with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
from California [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam paired with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. WALKER] on the bill which came from the other House and 
on the bill which was reported from the Senate committee. I do not 
know how he would vote on any of these amendments, and I announce 
once for the day that if I were not paired I should vote for the Senate 
bill as it came from the Committee on Railroads without change or 
amendment. Being paired onthe bills, I withhold my vote on the pend- 
ing amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
Maryland [Mr. Groomer]. 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the Senator 


I am paired with the Senator from 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—26 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Pugh, 
Bayard, Hawley, Morgan, Sabin, 
Blair, Hoar, . Morrill, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Palmer, Sewell, 
Chace; Jones of Nevada, Pike Sherman. 
Dawes, Lapham, Platt, 
Dolph, Manderson, Plumb, 
NAYS—20. 

Aldrich, Conger, Jackson, Slater, 

ok, Culliom, Kenna, Vance, 
Call, Edmunds, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Fair, Maxey, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Saulsbury, Wilson. 

ABSENT—30. 

Bowen George, Jonas, Pendleton, 
Brown, Gibson, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Butler, Gorman, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Groome, Logan, oorhees, 
Cameron of Pa Hale, a Walker, 
Colquitt, Harris, Williams, 
Farley, Harrison Miller ot Cal, 
Garland, Hill, Miller of N. z=. 


So the amendment to the amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question recurs on the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] as amended, and upon that the yeas and nays mare 
been ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. M@. President, before the final vote is taken upon 
this amendment of the Senator from Kentucky I desire to submit a few 
remarks to the Senate. 

The struggles of a great abuse to prevent its abolition and reform is 
one of the most instructive views which a political student can take of 
our history. It shows better than anything else the strength which 
power wealth can exert in resisting simple truth and justice. 

Now, sir, I believe without exception everybody admits that great 
wrongs and abuses have crept into the management of transportation 
lines in this country; and a few Senators in this body with common- 
sense instincts believe that it isour duty to try to eradicate those abuses. 
Others say that it can not be done and therefore it is best not to try; 
while others again profess to try but with such weak measures that it 
almost becomes a caricature of 1 on. 

Mr. President, let us examine for a moment the reasons given by 
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those who obstruct reform in railroad management. ‘In the first place, 
they say that we are too ignorant on the subject; that the United States 
Senate does not comprise the ability or the experience or the knowl- 
edge sufficient to legislate on this subject. This is said, I believe almost 
without exception, by all who speak in deprecation of these attempts 
at reform. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], a day or two 
ago, avowing his own, alleged the universal ignorance of the Senate 


on this subject; and he invited us to look for light to one Albert Fink, | 


and to listen to what hesaid as pointing out the true path of reform— 
the aforesaid Mr. Albert Fink being one of the chief individuals whose 
doings it is proposed to reform. 

Now, sir, of the intricate details of transportation, and of the com- 
plicated rivalries, the conflicting interests of the various lines, | profess 
myself to have very little knowledge; much less have lL any knowledge 
of the various tricks of the trade, and it is to be hoped at least that all 
other Senators are in like blissful ignorance. But of the common prin- 
ciples of justice and of right and wrong I do profess to have a reason- 
able amount of knowledge, and I ask any Senator what it is there that 
is abstruse and incomprehensible and unmanageable by the ordinary 
methods of legislation in what is known as the Reagan bill, the House 
bill, for which it is proposed to substitute the Senate bill. 

If I remember aright the provisions of that bill, they provide in the 
first place that freights shall be reasonable. I can see nothing pecul- 
iarly abstruse in that. If it is, we must charge the obscurity upon the 
common law. 

Second. That one man shall pay no more than another man for the 
same service. Is that beyond the comprehension of any Senator? Is 
that beyond the comprehension of any page who waits upon us on this 
floor? 

It provides again that there shall be no rebate nor drawback, which 
is simply another form of stating that all men shall be charged alike 
for the like service. 


It provides again that the arrangement called pooling bet ween these | 


railroad lines or transportation lines of all kinds shall not be permitted— 
that is to say, that the pooling arrangements, which are intended to 
smother«ompetition and to keep up prices in despite of the well-known 


economic effects of competition, shall be forbidden. Is there anything | 
very abstruse in that? Will any Senator say that this is a dangerous | 


subject upon which he feels hesitation to enter? 
* Again, the House bill provides that greater charges shal! not be made 


for hauling products over a railroad a part of the distance than are made | 


for hauling them over the same railroad the whole distance. If there 


is anything incomprehensible or mysterious about that which the plain | 


common sense of Senators can not comprehend, I confess that I have 
been unable to find it. It is as plain a proposition to me as ever was 
submitted to a legislator; and the abuses resulting from the practices 
which this portion of the bill seeks to prohibit are as flagrant and as 
well recognized as any abuses connected with the transportation sys- 
tem. ‘ 

Again and lastly it requires the rates prescribed by the railroad com- 
panies to be printed and posted up in every depot, so that every shipper 


may know precisely what he has to pay. That may be incomprehen- | 


sible to some Senators, but it seems to me plain that any man, how- 
ever innocent, who ever saw a railroad ought to be able to understand 


it, and how it could affect with a dangerous action or reaction any of 


the interests of the railroads or the capital invested therein, is.some- 
thing [ can not understand. . 

Again we are told by those who desire to devise means to obstruct 
these reforms, that it is dangerous to undertake it because of the great 


number of persons engaged in railroading, the great number of lines of 


railroads, the great number of miles of railroad tracks that they oper- 
ate, and the vast amount of capital engaged therein. They say there 
are over 1,200 separate distinct lines of railroad, covering 125,000 miles 
of track, and therefore it is dangerous, and it is complicated, and we 
ought not to attempt to legislate in regard to it. Why, Mr. President, 
the same thing might be said of larceny; that there were so many peo- 
ple engaged in it and had been at all times, and they were so ramified 
through all portions of the community that it was dangerous to under- 
take to legislate to restrain. The same thing might be said of fraud, 
and of all crime. 

Suppose, if you can so imagine, 2 community of a somewhat Arca- 
dian simplicity where the crime of robbing hen-roosts had come to be 
something of a nuisance; and suppose the Legislature, listening to the 
clamors of the rural population engaged in that kind of industry, should 
undertake to legislate and enact more stringent laws to prevent and 
punish the offense; and about the time they were ready to proceed, 
suppose that a delegation from persons engaged in the hen-roost rob- 
bery business should appear before the Legislature and should say to 
them, “‘Sirs, without meaning to be offensive, we warn you that you are 
ignorant of this business; we notify you that the robbery of feathered 
animals that fly is a highly complicated and technical business, differ- 
ing very much from the ordinary vulgar robbery of animals that walk 
upon the earth. We assure you that all theoretic and speculative 
knowledge on this subject is entirely misleading and unsafe. There is 
a —_ error abroad on this subject, and has been from the days of 
old Moses down. We ay that no legislator can have any knowledge 
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You will do more harm 
than you will do good by your enactment,’’ continues the address of th« 

| delegation to the Legislature, ‘‘ you will do more harm than good by 
your laws if you are not very careful; we can not stand inflexible, iron 
rules; we must be left to the effect of competition and the laws of trade 

If you are not careful and your laws become too rigid, you will abso- 
lutely force us to go to work, or you will drive us into the pork busi- 
ness, in which case the pig-raisers of the country will have to bear the 
loss of the short haul on chickens. If you will go into this business 

if you will undertake to enact laws about a business of which you are 
profoundly ignorant, the least you can do is to hear us and our experts 
and business men and follow our advice. We offer to you, in lieu of 
your imperfect knowledge, the testimony of one Bill Sykes, who has 
been in the business for forty years, and, in fact, is anexpert. Hecan 
tell an old hen from a pullet by starlight in the top of the loftiest apple 
tree ina farm-yard. Hear him. If you are determined to pursue this 
course, take Sykes’s advice, appoint a committee of constables in every 
neighborhood to watch us when we go out upon our nightly forays, and 
see how many fowls we take and trom whom we take them, but do not 
| give them any power to arrest us; simply let them throw the light ot 

publicity in upon our doings; perkaps we will quit of our own accord 

| but we think in fhirness to both parties, as you profess to want to do 
| justice to all classes of the community, we ought to have a hand in ap 

pointing that commission that is to watch us!”’ 

That is about the sum and substance of the argument used in this 
| case. You are ignorant, they say, of everything connected with rail- 
} 
} 


of the business except by actual experience 


roads; you do not know anything about the complications and ramifi- 
| cations of this transportation business throughout all regions of the 
| country, and all the interests of business people, and how there is action 
| and reaction; and how a single law that you will pass here, simple as 
| it may look, will redound to the ruin of all men who have invested capi 
tal in these great enterprises. That is about the argument. 

Sir, Iam willing to confess my ignorance of the details and tricks of 

| the trade of railroad transportation, and acknowledge that it is perhaps 
as great as that of any Senator on this floor. But that a public insti- 
tution, affected with a public mterest and chartered by the laws of the 
land and given peculiar privileges for the purpose of doing certain things, 
| shonid chargé one man more than another for the same service, should 
| be permitted to smother the laws of competition and keep up prices, is 
| something that if | were to confess my ignorance of I would confess my 
| unworthiness to a seat in this or any other legislative body in Christen- 
| dom. 
Now, sir, they tell us that pooling is absolutely necessary; and I cali 
| your attention, Mr. President, and that of the Senate to the argument 
of Mr. Albert Fink, which was read to us the other day and indorsed 
by the Senator from Alabama, on this subject. Pooling is absolutely 
necessary! Whattor? Why, in the first place, to keep up the charges 
upon the long haul, or from competitive points to competitive points 
Well, what good does that do? That enables the railroad companies, 
they say, to keep down the charges on the short haul or on the loca! 
| freicht. It seems to me that I have heard that argument before on an- 
other subject. It seems to me that I have heard it said on this floor 
that a high protective tariff would enable the manufacturers to pay their 
workinen higher wages; and that is very true, but I call your atten- 
tion to a distinction between the ability of men to do things and the 
disposition of men to do things. They are able to pay their workmen 
higher wages; but do they do it? ‘That is the question. If the rates 
on the long haul were kept up I acknowledge that it would enable the 
railroad men to reduce the freight on the short haul; but would they 
do it? That is the question. Have they everdone so? I have never 
known the local freight charge upon people who were in the absolute 
power of the road, and who could not patronize another, to be reduced, 
let the long haul be higher or lower. 

Well, they say again that it is necessary to permit pooling for the 
reason that the rates in that way can only protect themselves against 
what may be called competitive strife; and Mr. Fink draws a very nice 
distinction, which as a lawyer you can understand, between legitimate 
| competition and competitive strife, as he calls it. When the railroads 
are all at peace with each other there is a legitimate competition be 
| tween them as to who shall plunder the people most, but when the pool. 
are broken up and competition exerts its natural force, then the com 
| petition is as between themselves, and that is what Mr. Fink calls ‘‘ com 
| petitive strife,’’ or ‘‘cut-throat’’ competition, as the Senator from 
| Georgia [Mr. Brown] termed it the other day. 

Mr. President, that argument amounts to this, and nothing more 
that if you do not permit the railroads to plunder the people they wil! 
plunder each other. That is what it means. If you will permit them 
to make pools and put up the rates on their long hauls from all com 
petitive points to the injury of the people, they will refrain from in- 
| juring each other; but if you do not do that, if you compel them, the: 
} say, to meet the force of competition at all competitive points and le! 
the charges for the long haul be reduced, then they will go to fighting 
among themselves. 
| This isa candid defense of the policy of pooling at all events, whetis: 
it be an acceptable one to the public or not. I should like to ask 1: 
| there is any reason why competition should not be permitted and eu 
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couraged between transportation lines just the same as it is permitted 
and encouraged and becomes the obvious policy of the law in all other 
business? But it seems that there is to be a different rule adopted in 
relation to the transportation companies from that which operates in 
all other business, Senators will.get up on this floor and they will ar- 
gue very eloquently indeed, and yet do nothing; in fact I believe that 
the eloquence exhibited here is in inverse proportion to the disposition 
of the speakers to do anything to remove the evils which are the sub- 
ject of their eloquence. The moment you undertake to do anything 
practical to remove the evils they all with one accord begin to make 
excuses.. They will exclaim almost,if not quite,in the language of 
Seripture: *‘ Touch not mine incorporated, do my profiits no harm ”’ 
spelling it with two “' f’s.”’ 

In justification of the position that nothing should be done, Senators 
have undertaken, it seems to me, to change theissue entirely. Ihave 
listened to some of the most cloquent speeches that I have ever had the 
pleasure of hearing in praise of railroads per se. We have been told 
that they are most excellent things for any civilized community. I 
listened, notably, to the speech of the Senator from Georgia, in which he 
told us what benefits they had conferred on the communities that came 
within his knowlédge; how the great and prosperous city of Atlanta, 
or the ground on which it now stands, had not many years ago been 
bought for the priceof a horse, bridle, and saddle, and now it is covered 
with great business houses and immense wealth. We have been told, 
also, how it increases the priceof land, and how it causes vast additions 
to the population and to the business of the country. I listened to these 
encomiums upon the institution of railroads until I became convinced 
and well satisfied in my mind that a railroad could actually beat an 
old dirt-road and wagon for the transportation of freight—let me speak 
cautiously—I mean for long distances and for heavy loads; and I became 
satisfied that steam as applicable to water conveyances was absolutely 
better than the old-fashioned raft, because the old raft had frequently 
to wait until the river rose, whereas the steamboat, as I have been 
told, could get up steam, and, if the vessel did not draw too much 
water, start off just the same as you could start a wagon on the road. 

So I was convinced that the railroads were useful things, and I was 
convinced from the course of the argument that the attempt was made 
to make the public believe that those of us who wanted ‘to reform the 
operations of railroads were opposed to those institutions; else if it were 
not for that purpose it was certainly wasted eloquence. The Senator 
from Georgia in particular used the term, ‘‘a long line of steel rails 
against which so much has been said.’’ Now I should like to know 
who has said anything against steel rails. Who has said anything 
against long lines of steel rails? Who has said anything against the 
superior advantages of railroads over the old-fashioned methods of con- 
veyance? I have not heard any such thing said on this floor, and I do 
not remember to have heard any such thing said even by the statesmen 
who preside over the destinies of the intersections of highways in the 
rural districts. But because they doall these things is that any reason 
for refusing to control those who manage them? 

We are told again that freights are cheaper now than they ever have 
been. That is no doubt true. We are told that this fact is due tothe 
railroads. That is undoubtedly true. But that the freights on rail- 
roads would be cheaper even than they now are but for the manage- 
ment of the managers of railroads in resisting the clamor of the people for 
a reform is most trne ofall. Nothanks to railroad managers for cheap 
freights. We owe thanks to science that has given them superior means 
of transportation over the old methods. That is where we owe thanks; 
and whenever the Huntingtons and the Goulds and the Vanderbilts 
and the Finks et id genus omne come here or anywhere else and claim 
credit for cheap freights, they claim that which is due to science, and 
that which has been brought about in spite of their energies to main- 
tain high freights. As well might the sieve claim praise for yielding up 
the water which was poured into it as for them to claim credit for the 
charges which they can not get and have tried in vain to get. 

_ Because the manufacturer of cloth, equipped with all the inventions 
of modern science, can make cheaper cloth than the old hand-loom and 
cards, are we therefore particularly and specially to adore that manu- 
facturer? Do we owe any of the advantages of civilization arising from 
cheap literature to the genius of the authors and the art of printing, or 
do we owe it all to the compositors who set up the type and the press- 
men who strike off the work? Do we owe anything to Morse and to 
seience for the telegraph, or do we owe it all to the men who set up the 
poles and arrange the wires? And because printing has been beneficial 
to civilization, shall there therefore be no laws against slander, libel, and 
defamation of character? And because telegraphs are useful, shall 
there be no laws to regulate them in their dealings with the community ? 
Verily, sir, it would seem not. But, in my opinion, every institution 
of any kind whatsoever, whose operations affect the public should be 
made subservient to the laws and the regulations imposed upon them 
by the laws. 

Nor is it true, sir, that we owe any great amount of credit to the rail- 
road corporations of the country for their generous investment of cap- 
ital for the public good. At least half of all the railroads, if nota ma- 
jority, with which I have personal acquaintance, were either built by 
the public taxation of the States or they were built by syndicates who 
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would commence operations with about half the means necessary to 

finish. They would go through the country and have public meetings 

called, speeches made, and the public expectation excited, and obtain 
| all the private subscriptions that were possible, all the town and county 
| subscriptions that could be obtained toward building the road; and 
| when they were all received and expended in building the road, and 
| perhaps they would about half finish it, then a mortgage by the syn- 
dicate would be placed upon the whole work for its completion, and in 

due time that mortgage would be foreclosed; the private stock, the town 

and county stock, and all the little fellows would be forced out, and 
| the road passed into the hands of the syndicate for half price. That is 
the history of the roads built in my country; that is the history of the 
majority of them, perhaps everywhere, especially in the earlier periods 
of railroad construction. They are not now in the hands of the men 
whose money was originally put in toconstructthem; and yet men and 
the representatives of men who obtained control of these corporate works 
in this manner are the very loudest in protesting against any laws being 
passed which shall interfere with their right to do as they please with 
their property. 

It is also worthy of note that much as these roads deprecate any in- 
terference of the law with their right to do as they please, they are 
willing, on the other hand, to obtain some more concessions from the 
law to strengthen them in their unjust discriminations, Witness the 
willingness and the anxiety of Mr. Fink and others to obtain laws 
making their pooling system legal. 

The amount of capital invested in railroads in this country, upon the 
face of the statistics, we find to be about $7,500,000,000, in round num- 
bers, and the gross receipts that they obtain for their operations from 
the people amount, in round numbers, to $823,000,000 per annum. 
Therefore it is seen at once that these corporations which it is preposed 
shall not be controlled by the public levy and collect from the Ameri- 
can people about two and a half times more money annually than is 
levied and collected by the Government of the United States for its sup- 
port; and these are the institutions which we propose to exempt from 
all control. 

Why, sir, the territory of this country is parceled out for tagation by 
these railroads in great geographical boundaries, as the Romans. par- 
celed out the adjacent world for conquest and plunder, assigning con- 
suls and armies for the purpose. These financial fields are assigned to 
certain groups of transportation lines which are governed by central 
associations. Mr. Fink is at the head of one, and the Senator from 
Georgia informed us the other day that he was at the head of another, 
and there are still others beyond the Mississippi. I am told that the 
region of country which each line is permitted to supply is carefully 
laid out, and any trespass by competing lines on that territory as well 
as any infringement of the established rates is promptly punished by 
the central] association. So the great syndicates which regulate freights 
have, in fact,a greater power over the property and fortunes of our 
people than Congress is invested with, for the taxing power of Congress 
is limited and defined by the Constitution; but what is to limit or de- 
fine the tax of the transportation lines either in methods or amount?! 

Most of our States provide in their constitutions that taxation shall 
be uniform; but Senators say that it wiil not begin to do to apply the 
principle of uniformity to the taxation imposed by corporations. Many 
of the States provide that taxation shall be ad valorem, but this the 
friends of monopoly reject on behalf of the railroads; yet the represent- 
atives of the people, their powers being limited by the Constitution, are 
still farther restrained by the direct responsibility which they owe to 
the people, whereas there is no responsibility whatever upon those who 
regulate rates for transportation. They meet in secret conclave; they 
are afraid of nobody; they are afraid of no influence. They levy tax- 
ation—notaccording to the ad valorem character of the property on which 
it is levied, but according to the amount which the product will bear— 
that is to say, they take the last cent that they can take without stop- 
ping the shipment and transportation of the article; and as for the pub- 
lic, they are in a position to say, as it is said one of their greatest men 
has said, ‘‘ The public be damned.’”__—- 

And yet Senators say these things must not be changed ! 

Mr. President, I was wrong. I confess there is a mystery about this 
transportation business after all. It is a great and incomprehensible 
mysterytome. That mystery consists in the meek endurance, the long- 
suffering patience of the American people. That is the most mysterious 
thing connected with the whole transaction. 

_ It is too late to say that there is no power in the law to control these 
corporations or to redress the grievances under which we labor. The 
great lawyers of the country have settled that. They are public insti- 
tutions; they are subject to public control by virtue of their public 
capacity. The States within their borders can regulate them, and under 
the power given in the Constitution to Congress they can be regulated 
by Enapen when their lines extend beyond the State borders. If not, 
then they are uncontrollable; and as the great wealth of the country con- 
sists in the value of its uctions, and as these derive all their value 
from the facility with which they can be got to a market, we might as 
well surrender at once the property and fortunes of our people to in- 
corporated human avarice. 

Candid Senators should look the issue squarely in the face, and 
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should say either that they will or that they will not undertake to reg- 
alate these great railroads. There should be no more dodging—if I may 
be excused the expression; there should be no more doubting as to the 
power; there should be no more pleas of ignorance of the subject, and 
that they are afraid of doing wrong, because they permit wrong to be 
done every hour by failing to act. ; ; 

As for the Senate bill which it is proposed to substitute for the House 
bill, however well meant it may have been, I consider it entirely de- 
lusive; I consider it absolutely inefficient. Why, Mr. President, it is 
proposed that nine commissioners shall operate over thirty-eight States 
and eight Territories, shall control and regulate traffic as far as it is 
invested with the power to do so over 1,200 railroads and 125,000 
miles of lines. That of itself will impress every candid-thinking man 
in the country with the idea that the purpose of the Cullom bill is to 
do nothing, that it is the direct progeny of the circumlocution office 
where the highest effort of British genius was ‘‘ how not to do it.’ 
That is the way, it seems to me, that candid statesmen will be com- 
pelled to view it. 

What remedy does it give that does not already exist? Itisalready 
the privilege of any citizen who feels himself aggrieved to bring a suit 
against a railroad company for the redress of his wrongs. As the law 
now stands he can bring it either in the State courts or in the Federal 
courts, according to the question of jurisdiction. This bill would compel 
him to bring two suits and to bring both in the Federal tribunal—that 
is to say, he must first go beforethiscommission. Where will the com- 
mission sit? Is it to bea traveling commission, and are its writs, like 
those of the old English kings, to be returnable ubicunque fucrimus ? 

After he has brought all his witnesses and employed his counsel and 
made his case known to the commission, and the commission decides 
in his favor, then what? Then the commission can do him no good. 
He is permitted to bring his suit, and he is to have the service of the 
district attorney of the district forthe purpose of bringing his suit, with 
all the penalties as to costs and all the misfortunes arising from failure 
that he has now. If these commissionersare invested with the extraor- 
dinary powers proposed—not in extent, but in character—to be given 
them by this bill, I hope that there will be appended as their instruc- 
tions Dogberry’s charge to the watch when he stationed them for the 
night. Says Dogberry, addressing the watch: ‘‘ You are thought here 
to be the most senseless and fit man for the constable of the watch, 
therefore bear you the lantern. This is your charge: You shall com- 
prehend all vagrom men; you are to bid any man stand in the prince’s 
name. Watch: How if a’ will not stand? Dogberry: Why, then, 
take no note of him, but let him go; and presently call the rest of the 
watch together, and thank God you are rid of a knave.”’ 

These commissioners are charged by the bill to comprehend all vag- 
rom railroads, and bid them do justice in the name of the United 
States, and how if they will not dojustice? Well then you are totake 
no note of them, but let them go and call the commissioners together, 
and thank God you are rid of a knave. That is the proposition with 
which grave Senators expect to satisfy the clamor of the country ! 

Mr. President, let me remind Senators of the story of the Sibylline 
books. You will remember that when the oid Roman king was offered 
the whole nine at a certain high price he refused to purchase them. 
The Siby! went away and burned three, and returned and offered 
him six for the same price. He still refused. The Sibyl went away 
and burned three more, and came back the third time and offered him 
the three for the same price, and by the advice of the augurs the price 
was paid. Now, sir, let me say to Senators that you will reject the 
demands of the people now, the honest demands for the redress of these 
grievances. I have no doubt the corporations have friends enough in 
this Congress to enable them to defeat a measure that will do any good; 
but the people will not abate one jot of their honest demands, and at 
every refusal their favor for the railroads will become less and less, and 
they will ultimately attain the fall measure of all that they ask. 

I shall close these few imperfect remarks by repeating what I said in 
debate some two weeks ago, that the interests of all concerned, railroad 
men and the public, will be subserved if the corporations will come in 
with a spirit of fairness and give us the advantage of their technical 
knowledge, and lead us in the safe and wise way to redress these griev- 
ances, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HArRRIs in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky 
as amended. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say that I shall vote against the amendment 
I offered because the amendment made to it was evidently intended to 
destroy it, and I agree that it does. It was voted for generally by the 
men who intended to kill the House or Reagan bill, so called, and I am 
content to stand on the provisions of the Reagan bill as they came from 
the House, rather than vote for an amended amendment which I in- 
tended in good faith to be attached to the bill for the purpose of get- 
ting clear of many of the things which gentlemen on the other side 
have always claimed the Senate bill provided for better. In regard to 
as hauls along a line where one haul might be longer than an- 

, it was said there might be terminal difficulties at different points 
along the line that made it important to charge a little more for asome- 
what shorter hau] than wae charged fora longerone. I looked into the 
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matter and sought in good faith to remove one flagrant evil, an acknow!- 
edged evil, and that was to say and to say no more than that the charge 
for hauling over the whole length of the line should be as great as should 
be made for a haul over any lesser or shorter part of it. 

No man can deny that the proposition is fair and just, leaving all the 
questions ineregard to intermediate hauls, whether they were a little 
longer or a little shorter,to be arranged hereafter. But when the Sen- 
ate adds ‘‘under similar conditions and circumstances,’’ it is evident 
that there’can be no similar conditions and circumstances between a 
haul part of the way and a haul the whole length of the line. The 
conditions and circumstances must differ; the terminal points must be 
different. The conditions perhapsas to the cost of takingoff or putting 
on freight must be different; and it must open up a series of lawsuits 
and controversies with the great power and wealth of the combined 
railroad corporations against the individual man who has the courage 
or audacity to sue them, by being able to say, ‘‘ You know the conditions 
and circumstances were different because the termini were different, 
and many other conditions were different;’’? and no individual man 
will venture to enter into controversies with a system of roads control- 
ling 125,000 miles and $6,000,000,000 of capital. 

When my amendment to the first section of the House bill was voted 
down I saw very clearly what would be the tactics of the enemies of 
the bill. They did not intend to make it any better or less objection- 
able than it was when it came from the House. One of their principal 
grounds of attack was that the House bill limited the passenger charge 
to 3 cents a mile by providing that the railroads should not charge more 
than that for passenger travel. I thought that there might be condi- 
tions under which it might be proper to charge more than that. I did 
not desire to go into the question of limiting them as to their passenger 
charges per mile. Let that be settled by a commission after examina- 
tion. But most of the enemies of the House bill, who were opposed to 
the 3-cents-a-mile clause, voted upon a call of the yeas and nays to retain 
that provision in the House bill. Why? Was it because they desired 
it to be retained? No; it had been their main point of attack. I was 
seeking to divest the House bill of that objection and of other provis- 
ions, such as distinctions between one short haul and another shorter 
haul, neither of which extended over the whole length of the line, which 
was another of their points of attack, so as to make the House bill as 
little objectionable to them as: possible. And yet upon a call of the 
yeas and nays the REcoRD will show that a large majority of the men 
who are opposed to the House bill, nearly all who desire to do nothing 
but to allow the railroads to continue the absolute control over the com- 
merce of the country which they have now in the interstate roads, all 
who desire that Congress should adjourn and have the Senate get away 
as far from the House as possible and leave the conferees nothing to 
confer, certainly nothing to agree ahout, placed themselves on record to 
maintain in the House bill the very provisions they had contended made 
it unconstitutional, and therefore vicious legislation. 

No higher evidence can be given to prove to the country that they 
do not intend to consider the House bill or to make it correspond with 
the views they profess to entertain. Now, when they have added an 
amendment to my amendment, by which I in good faith sought to make 
the bill more acceptable to the men who were Dpposing some of the pro- 
visions of the House bill by saying we will not go into the question of 
charges between different short hauls over portions of the road, but will 
simply deal with one great question, which is that the maximum charge 
for any service upon any road shall be the maximum charged over any part 
of it, leaving the other matters to be considered hereafter; they oppose 
it. I illustrated yesterday that it was an outrage to charge $800 per 
car to Virginia City, Nev., and only $300 for an eight hundred miles 
longer haul to San Francisco over the same line, on the same train, for 
the same class of goods; and when I called that to the attention of the 
Senate, and also alluded to the charge from Memphis to New Orleans 
of $1 a bale, and from Winona to New Orleans, a shorter haul by one 
hundred and twenty-five miles, at $3 a bale, the Senator from Kansas 
said there were only two or three cases of that sort, as if there had been 


more the Senator from Kentucky would have mentioned them. There 
are hundreds of such cases; there may be thousands of them. In the 


city where I live within a very few years we have paid more to get 
freight from Cincinnati to Lexington than it cost to bring the same 
freight from New York to Cincinnati. I have before me the argument 
of Judge Black, of Pennsylvania, wherein he showed that some years 
ago coal which washauled from the mines of Pennsylvania through the 
city of York, Pa., for sixty miles farther along the same line on the 
same train to Baltimore was debivered to the purchasers in Baltimore 
at a dollar and a half a ton less than it was delivered to men in York, 
on the same line of road, sixty miles nearer the mine. Thus, men liv- 
ing in York, Pa., carrying on blast-furnaces for example, could not 
compete with men livivg in Baltimore carrying on the same business, 
because their coal costs them a dollar and a half a ton more in York 
than it does in Baltimore, though the coal that went to Baltimore was 
hauled sixty miles farther over the same road on the same train that 
left it at York. 
Mr. PLUMB. 
him a question ? 
~ Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 


Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to ask 
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Mr. PLUMB. 
one of the transportation to Baltimore and to York and the other the 
transportation from Cincinnati to Louisville and Lexington, are not 
cases of unjust discrimination ? 


I ask him if the two cases which he has mentioned, 


Mr. BECK. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
ate bill? 

Mr. BECK. The Senate bill provides for nothing except through 
the action of a commission of doubtful constitutionality. There would 
not be a railroad in the country that would not attack the legality of 
that commission, both for its semi-legislative powers and semi-judicial 
powers, and keep all questions made against them in the courts of the 
country for five years to test that question. If it is not unjust dis- 
crimination, why not let the man affected go to the courts of thecoun- 
try where he can have a hearing without let or hindrance or appeal to 
any commission or to any other body of men to control his action? 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator advise me as to the particular pro- 
vision of the Cénstitution which is violated by the appointment of this 
commission ? 

Mr. BECK. Congress has the power to regulate commerce among 
the States, but we have no right to invest any body of men with the 
power of a court by our appointment for a term of years, for one, two, 
three, four, five, or nine, as this commission is. Ju must be ap- 
pointed for life or good behavior. Have we, I ask the Senator from 
Kansas ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think we are creating a court todo that. 

Mr. BECK. Then what do we create the commission for? 

Mr. PLUMB. We create a certain agency to act under such instruc- 
tions as may be from time to time given to them by Congress in regard 
to this matter? 

Mr. BECK.: If you will read your own bill—— 

Mr.PLUMB. Thatis tosay, we shall have done that if this bill shall 
pass. If we have not the right.to do this through any agency of that 
kind, then of course the only right we have is to dictate specific rates 
for every kind and character of haul that is transported over a railroad 


line. 
Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. 
I want to.say one other thing in the same connection. 


Obviously. 
Then are they not specifically provided for in the Sen- 


Mr. PLUMB. 
I do not understand that the bill in any wise prevents any one from ex- 
ercising any right which he is now permitted to exercise. Every per- 
son can bring his suit for unjust discrimination under the common law, 
and I remember a few days ago that a judgment was rendered in the 
Standard Oil case, which the Senator is undoubtedly familiar with, be- 
cause he is up in all that class of cases, in the city of Cleveland, where 
the court held that the discrimination which had been practiced was 
unjust, and awarded damages by reason of it; and that class of cases 
and all such cases are permitted to go on as before if the party does not 
himself choose to resort to the remedies and to the agency provided by 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. BECK. The very object of the House bill is to declare that acts 
which up to this time have not been unlawful shall be declared unlaw- 
ful. Could the managers of the roads heretofore be punished for giving 
back rebates to the Standard Oil Company to the amount of $10,000,000? 
What law prohibited that? None. We propose to pass a law saying 
that that shall be unlawful. 

Mr. PLUMB. The court in Cleveland, Ohio, in the absence of Con- 
gressional legislation, decided it to be unlawful the other day. 

Mr. BECK. Undoubtedly under State laws and State authority men 
can be reached for violation of State law. Why was it necessary for 
ten States in the Union to prohibit these acts in their constitutions? 
Why was it necessary for thirty States to enact laws against them if 
they can be reached without law, and why should interstate commerce 
remain without Congressional control while all the States of the Union 
are regulating their common carriers by law? I should like the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to answer that. If it was necessary for ten States to 
put itin their constitutions, if it was necessary for the Legislatures of 
thirty States to put it into their law-books, surely in the far larger class 
of cases under Congressional control as interstate commerce itis equally 
necessary to declare what shall be illegal, what shall be extortion, what 
shall be unjust discrimination, and what shall be the fine and other 
penalties for the men who are guilty of such acts. Is it not important 
to say that he shall be sent to jail either for a year, or a day, and be 
fined not less than a thousand dollars if he is guilty? Would not that 
be a great restraint and important.aid in prohibiting men from com- 
mitting these offenses ? ° 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator evidently has not read the Senate bill. 

Mr. BECK. I have read the Senate bill, and I regard it as a very 
cunning expedient to pretend to do a good deal and to do nothing. 

Mr. PLUMB. The House bill is not of that sort! — . 

Mr. BECK. The House bill is not, because the House bill says that 
unjust discrimination shall be punished by fine and imprisonment, and 
the man aggrieved may go directly to the courts of the coy yyy 
mand redress. Is there anything wrong or unusual about ? Is 
that not the manly and direct way of doing it? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is just what the Senate bill says. 

Mr. BECK. No; theSenate bill says that he shall go to a commission 
and lay his papers before them. : 


Mr. PLUMB. No; it gives him that additional right. 

Mr. BECK. Andif he does not get consent from them, he can not 
get much further. Their will, of course, be made up in the inter- 
est of the corporations, who will dictate who shall compose the commis- 
sion, just as the men interested dictated the Tariff Commission. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator why would a commission be any 
more the creature of the corporations than a court appointed by the 
same authority and confirmed by the same Senate? 

Mr. BECK. ‘The court is appointed for life, or good behavior, and is 
independent of everybody, Republican or Democrat, and can not be dis- 
turbed, because they do not pander to power. The Tariff Commission, 
everybody knows, was made up and controlled by the parties in inter- 
est, and men interested were allowed to draw their own schedules, as 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said in his speech in regard to 
the cotton schedule, and as we all know was done in regard to the sugar 
and other schedules. .Why did Charles Francis Adams, when he was 
disinterested, argue in favor of the Reagan bill and every principle of it, 
and then turn around when employed by the railroads and denounce 
the House bill andall similarlaws? Why did Mr. Fink, with his $25,000 
a year, go before our Labor Comhmittee and talk about the folly of leg- 
islation unless you gave the power to him? We may as well under- 
stand that 1,200 great railroad corporations, with $6,000,000,000 capi- 
tal, controlling 125,000 miles, are too big almost for Congress to han- 
dle, far less a body of three, four, five, seven, or nine men. 

But I rose only to say that I would vote against my own amendment, 
emasculated as it is now by the amendment added to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire to say a word, and [ 
should not have done that had it not been for the Senator from Ken-» 
tucky making the statement that the Senate bill is a cunningly devised 
bill, the purpose of which is to do nothing. I undertake to say, sir, 
that the House bill is a cunningly devised bill which will result in 
nothing so far as the public good is concerned, and I want to say that 
I drew the Senate bill myself, and I did it because I believed as I drew 
the bill that it was a bill which would operate in the interest of the 
people against the corporations of this country. 

There is no cunning about it so far as protecting or shielding the cor- 
porations of the country is concerned; but it is a bill the result of my 
judgment, having had experience, more I may be allowed to say than 
the Senator from Kentucky, in dealing with commissions and railroads, 
and never having an interest to the extent of a 5-cent piece in any railroad 
onearth. But I believe from my experience that the Senate bill which 
is now before this body along with the House bill is the bill that will 
give the country relief from the impositions upon the people alleged by 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

The Senator talks about the House bill as being the remedy for all 
the evils that exist; but, in my judgment, that House bill weuld fall 
to the ground without any sort of consequence to the country at all, be- 
cause it would not be enforced in practice before the country, and, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] suggests, it is impracti- 
cable. 

The Senator from Kentucky talks about the action of the States of 
this Union. Itis true that about thirty States of the Union have leg- 
islation and some of them constitutional provisions upon this subject, 
but nearly all of them, about twenty-five of them I believe, have com- 
missions for the of executing whatever laws the States have 
passed on the subject. When the Senator talks about this being a 
novel proceeding, something unheard-of, the Senator talks about what 
is the rule in this country so far as legislation is concerned by the 
State governments. 

I only rose now to say that I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to what has been the history of legislation in the British Govern- 
ment.as well as in this country on some of the points which have been 
referred to. I shall refer to some passages in the paper before me. I 
take out this not for the purpose of reading a speech, but simply 
for the purpose of reading extracts from a report of a select committee 
ef Parliament upon the subjects that are now before the Senate. 

The report of this select committee was ordered published by the 
house of commons in 1882. The committee consi of twenty-seven 
members, and they were charged with the duty of looking into the work- 
ings of the railway commission established in 1873, and to report any 
amendments to the laws governing railways and canals. Referring to 
the railway commission, the committee say: 

The next question is the nature and constitution of the tribunal from which 
ved seek Your committee are, first of all, “~ 


Representatives of the railway companies— 


And I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Kentacky to 
this subject— 


Representatives of the railway companies, backed up by legal gentlemen of 
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The Senator from Kentucky comes in here and insists that nothing 
is necessary but to pass an iron-clad law and turn the people over to 
the courts of the country. This committee of Parliament, consisting of 
twenty-seven members, after the English Government had had ten years’ 
experience of a commission, say that the lawyers representing the cor- 
porations go before them and insist on the repeal of the statute and 
relegating the pouiere= to the courts as the sole judge having purely 
judicial control. | 
which we are seeking that they should have in this country, because a 
simple judicial tribunal is not the kind of tribunal that the people in 
the mass of these cases can ever vo to and get through in securing jus- 
tice against great corporations. We say that we want a commission 
created that shall aaa he far off from Pager of the people that have 
to deal with these corporations—not that they shall have to go to them, 
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upon your committee that it is not desirable to continue 


but that the commissi.n, the tribunal specially created, shall go to the | 


shipper and go to the people. So-under the bill of the Senate to-day, 
if it were a law, no shipper having a complaint would be compelled 
to go out of his county or his town scarcely in making up his case 
and turning it over to the commission if he desired to do so, and that 
is the very theory upon which the bill was drawn; it is the very theory 
given by these twenty-seven members of a committee of Parliament, 
who say that the lawyers for the railroads want the commission repealed 
and a judiciary established for the hearing of these cases just like any 
others that might come before it. 

I tell my friends that we can not expect to give any relief to the peo- 
ple against these corporations unless we give them a special tribunal 
that they can go to or that can come to them in making their com- 
plaints, and afford them a tribunal that will look into the complaints, 
find the testimony, carry it forward, make a decision, and ir the corpo- 
ration does not submit to it then turn it over to the courts and help the 
district attorney in prosecuting it further. What does the House bill 
do in this case? The House bill says, it is true, as the Senator from 
Indiana (Mr. HARRISON] said yesterday, that they can go into the 
courts and sue, and if they recover a judgment they will be entitled to 
smart-money. So it is; that is the provision of the House bill; but I 
tell you, sir, that practically no shipper of ordinary means will ever get 
to the end of a prosecution in the courts. First, he would have to en- 
ploy a lawyer, pay him a retaining-fee to follow his case, hunt up his 


testimony, go through two or three courts, and if he lived long enough | 
and had money enough to pay the expenses he would then forsooth be | 


entitled to a little smart-money. 

I say, Mr. President, that the interest of the people is in the line of 
establishing a commission that will go to the complainant, ask him 
what his grievance is, ask him who his witnesses are, hunt up his wit- 
nesses, take their testimony, examine into the facts, make a report, 
notify the railroad company, and if the railroad company do not pay. 
then turn it over to the district attorney and aid him in the prose- 
cution of the man’s case in the ordinary courts of the country. But 


the Senator from Kentucky says that we do not allow the shipper to | 


go anywhere else. I say, as the Senator from Indiana said yesterday, 


that a man has a right to pursue his own remedy as the law exists to- | 


day if he does not desire to allow the commission to look into the case. 


| equitable treatment is safest and, in the long run, more effective. 
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portion to the distance for which they are carried. This point was urged before 
the royal commission, and is so effectually disposed of by their report that it 
seems scarcely necessary to dwell upon it further. They say it would prevent 
railway companies from lowering their fares and rates so as to compete with 
traffic by sea, by canal, or by a shorter or otherwise cheaper railway, and would 
thus deprive the public of the benefit of competition and the company of a legit- 
imate source of profit. 

It would prevent railway companies from making perfectly fair arrangements 
for carrying at a lower rate than usual goods brought in larger and constant 
quantities, or for carrying for long distances at a lower rate than for short dis- 
tances. 

It would compel a company to carry over a line which has been very expensive 
in construction, or which from gradients or otherwise is very expensive in work- 


| ing, at the same rate at which it carries over less expensive lines. 


e say that that does not give the people the relief | 


They further say that— 

The proposers of equal mileage have admitted that there must be numerous 
exceptions where there is sea competition, where low rates for long distances 
will bring a profit, or where the article carried at low rates is a necessary, such 
as coal. It is scarcely necessary to observe that such exceptions as these, whiie 
inadequate to meet all the various cases, destroy the value of equal mileage as 
a principle or the possibility of applying it as a general rule 

Mr. Presidont, [ have quoted enough to show at least that the com- 
mittee of Parliament, after long investigation, after years of legislative 
control of the railways of the kingdom, were unqualified in their dec- 
laration that it would be injurious to the business interests of the peo- 
ple to pass a law on the theory of equal mileage rates. On the question 
of legislation in relation to agreements between railway companies—in 
other words, in relation to pooling—the committee say: 

As tothe conference of companies for the purpose of mutual agreement, such 
as the English and Irish traffic conference, your committee would point out that 
such associations are inevitable and find place in almost every branch of trade 

Now, Mr. President, from what has been shown does it not seem wise 
to leave out of any bill we may pass these provisions which are dan- 
gerous to the business interests if put into a statute and enforced, and 
instead to passa bill making extortion and unjustdiscrimination a crime, 
provide a commission of able and honorable men to enforce the law, and 
while doing so furnish all the information possible for our guidance in 
the enactment of any further legislation to secure absolute protection 
to the people in dealing with transportation companies? 

The principle of Government inspection with a commission to enforce 
The 
people in many of the States are well supplied with railroad facilities 
You may traverse the continent enjoying almost the comforts of home. 
Freight is shipped with great expedition from one side of the continent 
to the other, a fact which I may say-is in a great measure due to the 
consolidation of roads resulting in unity of management. There is no 
complaint, then, on account of lack of facilities or promptness or con- 
venience. There are portions of the country where there is still a lack 


| of railroad facilities, and we should be careful to avoid any legidlation 


the effect of which would be to put a stop to the further investment of 


| capital in the construction of railroads in sections of the country where 


greater facilities are needed. Let us then favor only such legislation 


| as will secure the people against extortion and unjust discrimination, 


But what does the Parliamentary committee say in reference to the | 


people? It says: 


From the traders and the general public, on the other hand, no demand has 
eome for such a change. On the contrary, the general tenor of their evidence 
exhibits satisfaction with the services rendered tothe public by the existing rail- 
way commission. 

* . * * = *. 

Your committce can not see any reason for reversing the legisiation of 1873 
and returning to the purely legal tribunal which, as the court of common pleas, 
was tried from 18534 to 1873 and then abandoned. 

ee. * * € * . 

Your committee further consider that the jurisdiction of the railway commis- 
sioners should be extended, and that they should have power to enforce in the 
interests of the public the provisions of general and special acts affecting rail- 
way companies (exclusive of questions touching the safety of passengers), to 
enjoin and enforce obedience and to give redress in any case of illegal charges, 
including power to order payment of damages for any injury already sustained. 


These 
committee of Parliament in 1882, after more than ten years of trial of 


a commission, showing the judgment of that committee as to the im- 
portance of the commission and favoring its retention with an enlarge- 
ment of its powers. In England maximum rates are fixed by law. 


the Senate to this—is discussed in the commi 


ttee’s report, which in- 
volves the question of charges for long and short hauis. The House 


bill provides that it shall be unlawful for any person engaged in inter- 
state commerce to charge more for the transportation of property for a 


shorter than for a longer distance. The Senate bill says nothing about | treat these corporations as we do other interests, with fairness. 
long or short hauls, but leaves the commission charged with the duty | people should be protected from imposition at the hands of these trans 
of just discrimination. | portation companies. There should be no real antagonism between the 
British Parliament say after | carrier and the customer, and in my judgment the way to avoid such 


protecting the people from extortion and 
Now, sir, what does the committee of the 
years of experience? They say: 


The form which the fora fixed standard usual 
is equal mileage—{. ¢. a for each class of ar bes en 


| and we would be called upon very soon to repeal it. 


allowing only reasonable charges by transportation companies. The 
principle that transportation charges should be made in exact propor- 
tion to the exact distances over which goods are carried, known as the 
pro rata or mileage principle, is recognized as correct in the abstract, 
but it can not be made of universal application, because a tariff should 
be based on the cost of transportation, cost of road, quantity, and many 
other considerations that must be counted as factors in determining 
the expense of the transaction. A law to prevent the exercise of busi- 
ness judgment in any case, and that makes no allowance for the con- 
ditions that cause rates to vary, will, in my opinion, be a bad law, 
Grain and fuel 
and the necessaries of life should be carried at the lowest possible rates, 
and the profits made by higher rates on luxuries. 

Mr. President, it has often been said im this Senate that the question 
of regulating commerce among the several States is a great and im 
portant one, and yet there has seemed to be a little disposition to avoid 
its consideration. The subject of the transportation of freights and 


| the mode of securing its transportation at the cheapest rate possible is 


| of railroad as all the rest of the world. 
, Mr. President, are some of the expressions of the | 


engaging the attention not only of the people of this nation, but of 
many of the great nations of the world. We have about as many miles 
They represent a nominal 
capital of $7,000,000,000 and a real capital of between three and 
four billions. The value of our internal commerce is said to amount to 
$15,000,000,000 per year. The railroads carry the greater part of the 


| internal commerce of the country, by far the larger portion, and hence 


j 
| 
} 
| 


i 


7 | the attention given by the people to the subject of Government regu 
The question of equal mileage—and I desire to ask the attention of | 


lation of interstate commerce. The vast amount of capital invested 
in these roads, furnishing facilities to the people for carrying them 
and their products to market, should not be depreciated in value nor 
the rights of the roads disregarded. And in the performance of our 
constitutional duty to regulate commerce between the States we should 
The 


antagonism is to pass a bill providing against extortion and unjust dis- 
crimination, and providing for the punishment of its violation, and to 


goods and passengers in pro- | place the whole matter in the hands of a commission for enforcement. 
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I have shown the position of Parliament and the English law on this 
subject. We are not safe in going further than the present lawof Eng- 
land goes. The best we can do will ina measure fail in satisfying 
the whole people, and do the best we can in relation to the regula- 
tion of interstate commerce we shall still be unable to secure the trans- 
portation of freights as cheaply as we hope they may finally be carried. 
While we are working in the interest of fair dealing between the rail- 
roads and the people and finally to reduce the rates, we shall be com- 
pelled to do as other nations are doing—not only regulate commerceon 
railroads, but five our attention to the improvement of all our water 
ways as well.” While England is now controlling and regulating her 
railways, she is at the same time entering upon a system of canals 
which it is said will cost $350,000,000, notwithstanding the fact that 
traffic by rail has been reduced to the minimum of cost. Germany also 
is about to spend in the same way about one hundred millions; France 
about eighty millions outside of the Panama Canal, which has not un- 
frequently been zeferred to of late. 

I will not take up time longer in reading further passages from the 
report of the committee of the British Parliament which go to show 
that after the long experience they bave had there legislating to control 
the railroads of that country for about thirty years, finally in 1873 they 
adopted the commission plan and refused to legislate on the subject of 
long and short hauls, or upon the subject of pools, and they in their 
report say that it is not in the interest of the public that either of those 
things should be fixed by statute, but that they had better be left to a 
commission whose exclusive business it should be to deal with the trans- 
portation companies in the interest of the people, and see to it that the 
people have fair play as bet ween them and the corporations of that coun- 
try. And that is what I have been seeking and what the.Committee 
on Railroads of the Senate have been seeking by the report of their bill. 

The Committee on Railroads are just as anxious as the Senator from 
Kentucky or the Senator from Texas or the Senator from North Caro- 
lina to do whatever is best in the interest of the public in regulating 
these great transportation companies of the country, and I insist that 
the apparently persistent effort on the part of those distinguished Sen- 
ators to create the impression on this floor that every man who is notin 
favor of the House bill belongs to the corporations and is simply trying 
to do nothing, is not justified or true as a matter of fact; and I hon- 
estly believe that if the Senate bill were to pass it would prove to be 
more in the interest of the people than the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives which is now under consideration would prove to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck] as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE (after having voted in the negative). I desire to with- 
draw my vote. I remember now that I was paired with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. If he were present, he would vote 
**vea’’ and I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. LoGAN} is paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsomM]. 

Mr. PLUMB (after having voted in the negative). I voted under a 
mistake. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grason]. 
I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LOGAN] whenever his colleague says.so; I do not know how he would 
vote on this amendment. If at liberty, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 41; as follows: 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has another hmendment he wishes to propose. 

Mr. BECK. I propose to amend in section 5, line 26, by adding after 
the word ‘‘ substituted ’’ the following proviso: 

Provided, That there may be a reduction of rates prior to the posting of such 
new schedule. But in such case the new schedule shall be ted as aforesaid 
within five days after such reduction shall be made, and said schedule shal] also 
specify the date at which the reduction commenced, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck}. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the essential distinction, as I under- 
stand it, between the Senate bill and the House bill is whether or not 
the grievances complained of by the people as to the action of the rail- 
roads shall be investigated by a commission without authority of law 
to hear and determine, or whether the grievances complained of shall 
be set forth and declared misdemeanors and submitted to the courts for 
adjudication, like any other misdemeanor or grievance. 

It has been said that the Senate bill provides against pooling. The 
system of pooling is one of the gravest and most serious objections the 
people have to the present railroad management. I insist that the Sen- 
ate hill does not provide against pooling, but that it admits the prin- 
ciple of pooling. It does it in a qualified way, but it admits the right 
of the railroads to pool, and the effect of pooling is a monopoly of all 
the railroads by a combination of some of them; and what they regard 
as an equitable distribution of the profits arising from-transportation 
on any one of the roads in the combination is made for the common 
good ofall. That is pooling. It is making a corner upon transporta- 
tion; it is forestalling the market upon transportation. The House 
bill, in unqalified terms, makes that unlawful. The Senate bill makes 
it lawful. 

Is not thisso? Let ussee. The Senate bill, in section 11, page 10 
of the last print we have, declares one of the objects to be: 

For the prevention of such pooling arrangements and agreements to refrain 
from just competition as may tend to impose unreasonable burdens upon said 
cominerce among the States. 

That is, the commission is to determine what arrangement and agree- 
ment will tend to impose unreasonable burdens upon the commerce 
among the States. That is a question which according to the Senate 
bill is not to be determined judicially, but to be passed upon by the 
commission, and when passed upon by the commission no remedy what- 
ever can be applied by the commission to redress that grievance. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator was reading from the Senate 
bill at section 11. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. That section has no legislation in it any farther than 
an instruction to the commission to examine into the question of pooling, 
as well as every other question named there, and to report to a future 
Congress. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is precisely the objection which I have to the 
whole theory of the Senate bill. You create a commission, and you 
clothe that commission with power to go out into the country and hear 
complaints, and after they have heard the complaints they are power- 
less to afforda remedy for those complaints. That is the objection which 

I have to the whole theory of the bill. It is a promise to the ear to be 
broken tothe hope. Onthecontrary, the House bill in terms declares: 


And it shall be unlawful for any person or persons carrying poeqesty as afore- 
said to enter into any contract, ment, or comb.nation for the pooling of 
freights, or to pool the freights of different and competing railroads, or to divide 
between them the aggregate or nct proceeds of the earnings of such railroads, 


or any portion of them. 

This distinction is as broad as the difference between sun in the noon- 
day heavens and the darkest midnight. One tolerates and agrees to the 
propriety and the right of the pooling system, and then says that any 
arrangement which shall tend to interfere with commerce shall be re- 
ported. Who reportsit? The commission. When it isreported what 
good does that do? Who determines it? Then you go through all the 


YEAS—s. machinery of vette 3 matter thus reported before the district attor; 
Bayard, Hawley, Van Wyck, Vest, ney, and after a w if yow can work up a case, it goes to the courts. 
Conger, Piatt, eee In other words, a man whe is really eved has to go before the com- 
ae a NAY Sai Nae mission and have his case looked into by the commission, with all the 

ison, air, eo : Sabin, ex accom that investigation, and after he has done that it 
Blair’ tan —— nen” is before the isteict attorney, and if there is enough in it to make 
Cans {Wi 3 - Mendensen, Sewell, a — a - bill in equity or an indictment, then you have to send that 
eron of Wis, Harrison, Maxey, Sherman, to tates commissioners to take up the proof, and again comes 
Colquitt, nents, Mitchell,” Wittigme in this double expense. 
Cullom, Jackson, Morrill, Wilson. * ere of it is in its very natare and necessarily to deter any man 
wes, onas, mer, w really aggrieved from ever an effort to have a remed 
ae peng Poet for his givmnees, whereas the Haase is both a cease oath aly 
. S measure. declares pooling, w isa which is a contract 
Alérich Farley mens of Florida, R in restraint of trade, which isa of market, to be unlaw- 
Bowen, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, ful. It merely aeeree eae nas Soe known to be the common law for 
Brown, George, Lapham, Vance, cen and that a part and of the law of the land. 
—~ Soe an x. wae, Mr. . Mr. aS ve had more difficulty in deal- 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, M . ing with question than any of the important questions presented at 
Cockrell, Hale, . the present session of Congress. ny og are very in- 
Coke, Hill Plumb, terested in railroad i e have 7,200 miles of 


So the amendment 2 amended was rejected. 
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territory as any State in the Union. _ Our people are largely interested | votes for the Reagan bill it will become a law rather than if the Sena- 
as owners and managers of railways, the capital and debts of such cor- | tor should vote for the Senate bill it can becomealaw? Asa question 
porations amounting to over $500, 000, 000. Therefore it is that the of practical legislation, would it not be better for the Senator to support 
people of Ohio take the deepest interest in the proposed legislation by the Reagan bill in order to procure a law on the subject ? 
Congress. I can safely say that, without division of party, the people; Mr. SHERMAN. If I shall be able to show that the Senate bill is 
of Ohio are in favor of strong, just, and liberal legislation upon the | better ‘an the Reagan bill the Senator ought to join with me in pass- 
«question of transportation and the management and control by Con- | ing the Senate bill, ang the House, I have no doubt, would agree te it. 
gress of interstate commerce. | I know the feeling in the House, because I have conversed with mem- 
There is no doubt expressed anywhere but that Congress alone has | bers of the House of both political parties who voted for the Reagan 
the power to deal with this question. The interstate commerce extends | bill, and they are not entirely satistied with its provisions, but with 
to the great body of the commerce of thiscountry. The local commerce | the expectation and hope that the Senate would make such changes as 
within the limits even of a State solarge as Ohio is comparatively small. | would make it more wide-reaching, comprehensive, and effective than 


Nearly all thesurplus productions of Ohio are shipped to States beyond 
our limits, and nearly all that is consumed not the products of Ohio | 
has been the subject of interstate commerce. So that I may say that | 
the body of the commerce of the State is interstate. It so happens, too, | 
that nearly all the great leading lines of railway in the United States | 
cross that State; certainly all the four great trunk-lines running from 
east to west, and some of those running from north to south. So our 
people are deeply interested in this question , and I have no doubt but | 
that both my colleague and myself would agree that the people of Ohio 
are more intensely interested in the subjects embraced in the bill than 
in any other bill pending before Congress. 

In respect to the power of Congress over the subject, as I have said, 
it is indisputable. We find it plainly written in the Constitution: 

The Congress shall have power * * * toregulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several States. 

It is a broad and exclusive power that has not yet been fully exer- 
cised as it was expected to be by the framers of the Constitution. It 


is only asserting a trite fact when I say that but for the necessity of | 


regulating commerce with foreign nations and among the States the 
Constitution probably would not have been formed at the time it was. 


the Reagan bill, they gave it their support. 

The reason why Congress has not heretofore acted upon this ques 
tion is very palpable. Our whole commerce is changed, notonly inits 
extent but in the mode of transportation. Within my period of man 
hood every railroad in the United States has been built. When, as 2 
young man, I crossed the Alleghany Mountains and struck a railroad 
at Cumberland, Md., I thought it was the greatest wonder in the world 
‘Up to that time I had never seen a railroad. Indeed all the railroads 
in the United States have been built since the period of manhood of the 
majority of Senators. Even that great motive power, the steamboat, 


| has been invented, devised, and brought into being since the framers of 
| the Constitution finished their handiwork. 


So we are dealing now not with a power tat is doubtful, not upon 


| a question on which we should have any difference of opinion, but we 


are dealing with new agencies of commerce devised in our generation 
or in the preceding one, and we should bring to the subject the lights 
of modern experience as well as the ideas and objects that prevailed 
when the Constitution was farmed. Steamboats and railrozds are now 
the chief agencies of commerce. They have revolutionized commerce: 
No longer does any one depend upon the slow-moving sailing craft or 


In the very first movements to form the National Government the im- | upon the prairie ‘‘schooner’’ or on the old Conestoga wagon over the 


portance of regulating commerce among the States was declared to be 
the leading motive for the formation of the National Government. 
It must be remembered that at that time commerce among the States 


was but a very small item compared to what it is now. All the States | 


were located along the line of the Atlantic Ocean. Our commerce with 
foreign nations then was immensely greater than our commerce among 
the States, but the enormous development of this country has changed 
the whole order of things. Now our foreign commerce, exports and 
imports together, embraces about $1,500,000,000, and our internal com- 
merce is estimated at $15,000,000,000, or ten to one. It is pretty dif- 
ficult indeed to-estimate what is the extent of our interstate commerce. 
It is so vast that figures seem to fail to express the immense extent 
of it. ; 

It is affirmed that the navigation along the Ohio River and the Mis- 
sissippi River is greater than our whole external commerce. Itissaid 
that the navigation of the lakes far exceeds our commerce with all for- 
eign countries. So the question we are dealing with is not only with 
greater amounts than any other problem before us, but affects every 
class of our people in the broad extent of our country. 

Under these circumstances, I have felt it my duty, without hereto- 
fore taking any share in this debate, not being a member of the com- 
mittee which framed the bill, to examine it with all the care and atten- 
tion I could give to it, and I shall express my opinions in as few words 
as _—— as to the choice to be made between the two bills. 

e have two propositions before us, one called the Reagan bill, 
which has been debated and passed by the House of Representatives, 
and another called the Cullom or Senate bill, framed by one of our 
committees, and which has been debated here in antagonism to the 

bill. We are called upon to choose between them. I would 
vote for either if the other was away. It is, therefore, a mere choice 
between the two measures; and I propose now to give the reasons why 
I think on the whole the Senate bill is the most conservative in its 
character, the most wide-reaching in its effect, the most beneficial to 
the people of all the States interested, the most beneficial even to the 
people of Texas and to the regions where the Reagan bill seems to 
have the greatest strength. 

If I can convince any Senator, as I have convinced myself, that this 
will be the effect of the Senate bill as against the Reagan bill, then I 
shall have at least justified the vote that I shall give in favor of the 
Senate bill, and I shall have justified my conduct to my constituents 
whe are writing to me in great number to act upon this question 
— That general public opinion has been in favor of the Reagan 

ill solely because it proposed legislation controlling railways, but, as 
@ matter of course, the people have not yet studied or examined the 
details or provisions of the Senate bill, so they have not been able to 


give any ion on one as against the other. 
Mr. MAXEY. ill the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him a 
question ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. MAXEY. TheSenator 


way. Now, I ask him as a practical legislator with a great many years’ 


| mountains of Pennsylvania. Our modes of communication are entirely 
| different, and therefore we must look upon this question as practical 
; men, and conform our measures to the wonderful development that 
has been made in our productions, the revolution in our means of trans- 
portation, and the almost fabulous sums invested in these new agencies 
of commerce. 

Nearly every question which affects the problem we are now meeting 
has arisen within the last twenty years, because it must be remembered 
that until 1866 nearly every railroad in the United States was merely 
local initscharacter. There wasno interstate commerce until in the last 
twenty or thirty years. For instance, the Erie road ended and termi- 
nated at Dunkirk, and the State of Pennsylvania refused to allow that 
road and other roads to cross the State of Pennsylvania at the little 
panhandle up,on the Lake Shore. The roads of Ohio began and termi- 
nated in Ohio. The great New York Central, which now stretches out 
| with its mighty arm across the continent, had its terminus at Bufizlo, 
and that road itself was divided into seven distinct corporations, and it 
required years upon years to combine it into a single line from New 
York to Buffalo. 

Take the great Pennsylvania Railroad, the tonnage of whichis so enor- 
mous—more than 22,000,000 tons a year. That road itself was a local 
road. Within my recollection, yes, within twenty years, its terminus 
was in Pittsburgh, Pa. Going from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh it there 
terminated, and there it joined another road chartered by Pennsylvania 
to reach the Ohio State line, and there the line was taken up across 
the State of Ohio by another road, and across Indiana by another road, 
and into Chicago, Il]., by another road. All these roads have been 
consolidated within thirty years. 

All the elements of this problem have changed, and now we have 
connecting lines of railroad, which Congress required to be made. ‘The 
act of 1866 was one of the wisest laws passed by Congress. Up tothat 
time there was no continuous and continuing lines of railroad going 
from State to State and doing the commerce of « continent. They 
were mere local roads or local lines, subject only to local regulations 
Now they are transcontinental; they are more than national—they are 
international. ‘These lines have been formed by their connecting links, 
one after another. 

I ought to have said that when the Baltimore and Ohio road was 
| started it was purely a local road, and when it approached the borders 


en 


hee LE 


of the State of Pennsylvania that State refused to allow the Baltimore 
+ and Ohio road to cross its horders,and for years that was a matter of 
| contention. ‘The Baltimore and Ohio was compelled to deflect this 
| line to Bellaire instead of the natural route to Pittsburgh. It was 
| purely a Jocal road, and could only go through, as it did, with the 
assent of the State of Virginia. When it came tothe Ohio line, Ohio, 
by another railroad, took up the Baltimore and Ohio line and extended it. 
| Until within twenty or twenty-five years these were merely local 
| roads without the slightest power to contract outside of the limits of 
| the State, but gradually from a community of interests these connecting 


and I was very glad to hear him | lines formed their links by pooling, you may say, or a species of pool- 
say 80, that he would vote for either bill if the other was out of the 


ing, by connecting their separate corporations, binding them in con- 
| neeting-links by contract, until Congress in 1866 declared, as the first 


experience, if there is not a far greater probability that if the Senate i regulation of interstate railway commerce of an effeetive character in 
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this country, that where railroads connected they should be run as con- 


tinuous lines. That is the law which was referredto by my honorable 
friend from lowa [Mr. WiLsoN]. He says that he was part and parce! 
of the law and helped to make it. That was the first law passed by 


Congress to make interstate commerce possible in this country, and 
that has been done within twenty years. 
We thus by our law connected these lines of gailroad so that instead 


of being local corporations they are great national eorporations. The 
Pennsylvania line extends in one unbroken management from New 
York to Chicago, with interlacing lines stretching every way like a great 
tree 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, by 
his permission, whether the railroads enjoy that privilege under the 
authority conferred by Congress, or whether the privilege which they 
have of uniting and consolidating is not derived by State legislation 


from the State charters of the companies that are thus consolidated ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the whole of that grew out of the fact that 
the corporations were authorized to contract and to be contracted with, 
and connecting lines by mutual agreements made arrangements with 
each other. I do not know how the State of Delaware could give any’ 
railroad in Delaware the right to go into Pennsylvania. The National 
Government can give that right asa regulation of interstate commerce, 
or by mutual agreement. between adjoining States the power to con- 
nect may be given to corporations created by such States. 

Mr. SAULSBURY.. Does not the Senator see that a State Legisla- 
ture may charter a company and give that company the power to con- 
solidate with any other conmpany chartered by another State on such 
terms and conditions as the two companies may agree upon? That is 
frequently done. But the Senator was referring to an act of Congress, 
and I wanted to ascertain whether there was-any authority conferred 
by Congress under which any railroad companies were to-day operating 
conjointly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The States incorporating two separate companies 
may authorize them to contract with each other and to make these ar- 
rangements, but Congress made it the duty of the roads todo so. It 
was not a mere permission to contract and extend and connect their 
lines of communication, but Congress made it imperative, and two 
railroads that merely touch each other by contact are compelled by the 
terms of that law to make through rates the whole extent of their lines. 
There is no doubt whatever but what that is within the power of Con- 
gress, because the power of Congress to regulate commerce includes also 
the power to regulate corporations created by States as Well as natural 
individuals. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator will not think me impertinent 
for asking the question—for it is information I want—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have had some difficulty in arriving at a eon- 
clusion in my own mind as to what was the proper thing to doin refer- 
ence to these bills. I wish to ask the Senator whether under the power 
to regulate commerce he thinks Congress has any authority whatever to 
deal with the question of freights and fares charged by railroads? I 
should like to hear his views on that subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt of it. I do not want to go into 
these collateral questions, because it will prolong my remarks. I did 
not intend to speak long, but wished merely to give the reasons why I 
prefer one bill rather than another. 

I do not think Congress has the right to impair the obligation of con- 
tracts. I do not know by whatauthority © can the con- 
tract made between the State and the individual, as is proposed in the 

teagan bill, by providing that no railroad in the United States shall 
charge more than 3 cents a mile, although its construction may have 
cost a million dollars a mile, and although the State may have author- 
ized the railroad to charge 5 cents a mile. Congress can not change 
the contract between the State and an individual or 

I have been looking for gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
to correct this flaw in the Reagan bill. I should like to know, and to 
have them answer at their leisure, where is the authority in Congress 
to change a contract between a corporation and a State. Here is a 
question where the doctrine of States’ rights may comein. It seems to 
me that wherever States’ rights should be asserted to do justice to a 
corporation they are not asserted, but where they may be used to rob 
or plunder a corporation they are ‘asserted and enforced. 

That Congress ought to legislate upon this subject is manifest to 
everybody. The railroads engaged in interstate commerce have cost, 
or are represented by securities amounting to $7,000,000,000. The 
number of miles of railroad is over 120,000 miles. All the 
that can affeet these railroads must come from the National Govern- 
ment. Their local charters end with local boundaries. The States 
of Pennsylvania and New York, though powerful and great States, 
have no right to regulate contracts made beyond their boundary line. 
They have no right te regulate anything in the way of commerce ex- 
tending beyond their boundary line, and unless the railroad corpora- 
tions are subject to the jurisdiction of Congress they are a power within 
a power, stronger even than the State. 

If it were not for the power of Congress over these corporations they 
would be a supreme power in this country. But Congress is armed 
with full power to do by them as they may think it right in accordance 


CON GRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 














FEBRUARE: 3. 











with the Constitution of the United States, and without respect to local 
laws. It is Congress, therefore, that must act upon this subject, and 
all of us on this side of the Chamber, as well as on the other, admit 
that the power of Congress is not only ample but it is exclusive, for if 
it should be claimed that what we attempt to do here can not be done, 

then a railroad corporation, armed with the charter of a State and with 
the authority of the National Government to connect at State lines 
across a continent, would be above and beyond all law. I do not be- 
lieve that at all. I believe that the New York Central Railroad and 
the Pennsylvania Railroad, two of the greatest railroad corporations in 
this country, are just as amenable to the laws of the land, just as much 
within the local power of Congress, as I myself am subject to its juris- 
diction. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the duty of Congress in this respect ? 
The first duty of all is to protect the people from imposition, from in- 
justice, from wrong. Therefore I have no difficulty in dealing with 
the Reagan bill by admitting that with the exception of the attempt to 
change the contract between the State government and the corporation 
Congress has the power to do all that is asserted by the Reagan bill. 

This is but the beginning of legislation in regard te railroads. Here- 
after it will continue and increase: I have no doubt that the making 
of suitable regulations in regard to railroads in this country will be one 
of the great and immediate duties of Congress. I am therefore not dis- 
turbed about the power, but I say it is the duty of Congress to protect 
the people from injustice by the railroad corporations. I am willing 
to go as far as any one in doing justice, but I do not want to go so far 
as to destroy these great agencies of modern commerce. I do not want 
to destroy the goose that lays the golden egg. It is the commerce of 
these railroads that has united: our country more than any other cir- 
cumstance. It is the commerce carried on by these railroads that has 
enabled us to people and populate a vast region of country in the West. 
It isthe engineering, progressive, pushing force of these railroads inte 
the wilderness that has made our continent and our country a magnifi- 
cent whole. Before that time California was separated from the Mis- 
souri and the Mississippi. The North and the South were widely sepa- 
rated from each other for want of communication. Railroads have done 
more to knit and bind this country into one magnificent whole than all 
other agencies combined. Therefore, while we protect our own people, 
we ought not to destroy the railroads. 

I have no doubt that the power of Congress will be appealed to—it 
is appealed to now—not only to protect the people but to protect the 
railroads themselves and the owners of those railroads. Within the 
twenty years since the railroads have formed their connecting lines 
they have been eaten to death by parasites. Every railroad has had 
its little inner ring and all sorts of cunning schemes and devices have 
been made and entered into not only to cheat the, people but to cheat 
their own stockholders. I doubt if there is a single railroad in our 
country that has not in it and about it, com of its officers, some 
of these parasites which prevent proper dividends from being paid to 
the stockholders. What arethey? The sleeping-car company is one. 
Railroad corporations make an arrangement with a sleeping-car com- 
pany, an organization entirely outside of them, to run cars over their 
road. Such contracts become much more valuable property than the 
road itself which carries the cars over the rails. 

Another mode is by express or freight companies. | believe that this 
is pretty well broken up now, but for years express and freight compa- 
nies have been incorporated and lines have been started, the Red Line, 
the Blue Line, and all sorts of lines, over the railroads. In this way a 
property right was created by a contract between the board of directors 
of a railroad with some favored individuals in the railroad, and then 
privileges and rates were given to the express companies which bled and 
ate the life and substance and property of the railroad stockholders. 
Those have existed, and I have no doubt we shal! be called upon to pro- 
tect the stockholders from this imposition. So with telegraph lines. 
Besides that, many boards of directors by voting themselves high sala- 
ries and creating enormous expense, run the road not for the benefit of 
the owners, but for the benefit of a favored few. 

Therefore it is ble in our country that railroad stock may sell 
for $20 or $30 a in the market, when every man knows that this 

railroad stock will never pay a dividend as long as water runs or fire 
burns. But it isthe power to control the corporation given by the votes 
of the stock that enables men to seize and hold a great corporation and 
pay enormous sums for the stock of the road merely to exercise the 
power granted by the corporate law for their own gain and profit. 

There are these and others; but I am not going to waste much time 


about it. In some cases salaries are given which shock almost our sense 
of j salaries not only by one corporation but by a dozen corpo- 
allen. Not only that, but in some cases, although the railroads are 


represented by directors who are sworn, or at least whose duty it is 
Se property they represent, they pile mortgage 
mortgage on the property, create income bonds, preferred stock, all 
sorts of liens; and in that way many of the best railroadsin this country, 
that would earn a fair dividend on their actual cost, by subtle plans on 
the part of the stockholders, the interest of the innocent citizen, men, 
women, and children, who yey have invested their little sums for 
stock, is fairly eaten out, 


lost, and 
There isno doubt that Congress, which now exercising its power in 
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this country to protect the people, will be soon called upon to protect the 
stockholders, and I shall be just as ready then to vote reasonable legis- | 
lation to protect against these abuses as I would vote for the bill to pro- | 
tect against undue discriminations, fares, and tolls in favor of particular | 
individuals. I speak of this merely to show that this power over the | 
subject-matter is vital to us, and that we ought to so act upon this bill as 

to show that we are fit to be trusted with this great and important power. 

I say that legislation by Congress upon this subject is demanded not | 

only in the interest of the people, but in the interest of property hon- 
estly held and honestly earned. At this time the railroad system is in 
very great danger. No one can doubt that the enormous competition | 
which has been created by rival lines has in many cases reduced the | 
profits of the railroads and their earnings. The necessity of providing 
for dividends on watered stock and the like has been so great that 
there are but very few railroads of the United States, powerful as they 
are, which can*pay dividends to their stockholders. Therefore any 
hostile legislation to further cripple their business ought to be very 
carefully guarded. If we do not look out we may really break down 
those corporations and compel them to divide the long-extended lines 
into broken links, and then the rates of transportation will rapidly 
‘advance. The decrease in the market value of railroad securities in the 
last two years is represented to be about 40 percent. 1t has disappeared 
in the market value. Few of the roads are now earning dividends. 
‘ It has been sometimes said in this debate that the law of competition 
is a sufficient regulation for railroad corporations. In some respects the 
law of competition has worked well. Since these lines have been con- 
nected the cost of transportation in the United States has been reduced 
in a marvelous degree. I remember when I was a member of what is 
called the Windom Committee on Transportation we traveled all over 
the United States; we took the testimony of all the expert railroad men 
we could find and men engaged in commerce of various kinds. Upon 
one question we found a singular unanimity of opinion, and that was 
that the minimum cost of transportation was I centper mile. The fig- 
ures were produced, the actual details, the expenses shown, and this 
simple problem was absolutely demonstrated. 

It was shown by the general superintendent of the New York Central, 
who gave us the details of the cost of transportation, and the same evi- 
dence was given by other corporations, that the minimum of transpor- 
tation was 1 centatonpermile. That would be $10a ton from Chicago 
to New York, the distance being about a thousand miles. That was 
their statement of what is the lowest cost. Now, this system of com- 
petition has gone on since then, and there has been a progress made in 
railroad building, a change so great that it is almost marvelous when 
I now think of it. That was only ten years ago, and yet since that 
time by the introduction of steel rails, by new and improved cars, by 
new machinery in the way of brakes, by a thousand ingenious devices 
of our own.people, the same freight can be transported over the same 
railroad for less than one-half of what it could be only twelve years ago. 

I have here a table cut from one of the commercial papers showing 
the enormous reduction that has been made by competition in long 
lines of transportation. I find that the freight from New York to Chi- 
cago on a bushel of wheat weighing sixty pounds was in 1868, 29 cents; 
in 1869, 25 cents; in 1870, 22 cents; in 1872, 28 cents, andso on. Then 
running down again, in 1874 it was 16 cents; in 1875, 14 cents, and 
so on until in 1884 the freight on a bushel of wheat from Chicago to 
New York was 9} cents. So that the freight by competition has heen 
reduced to 9} cents. Here is the statement: 

WHEAT PRICES AND FREIGHTS. 
[From the Cincinnati Price Current. } 


In the following compilation will be shown the annual wheat crops of the 
pas ent exports Rone potaie®. stated in millions of bushels, with 
e lowest and average of No. 2 wheat in Chieago, and average rates of 
freight from Chicago to New York per bushel of wheat by lake and rail, with 
the lowest Ch price and freight to New York added, annually for seven- 
teen years, from 1868 to 1885, inclusive : 
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. 24 3 104} 170} 29 183} 
260 of 76} li} BB 1014 
236 | 53 78h %7 2 | 95} 
231 40 * 1213 | 3 | 124} 
250 | 52 lol 125# | 28 129 
231 | 92 | 89 117} | * 26% 115; 
309 73 Sli 108} 16} 984 
292 | 76 | RB} 93; | 14} V5 
289 | 37 83 102; i 943 
364 | 93 101; 128} 153 1174 
420 149 | 7 963 11} 83} 
449 | 181 | 813 994 13} ; 
A9R 186 | 865 105} | 153 102} 
380 | 122 sd 115} | 10} 1053 
504 M49 91} 118 | 10; 102 
450 | lil ~” | 1012 | 11} | 101} 
IR hes osisnitiniiio 695 823 9} 79 





‘In the above the exports are for twelve ehtn Gentaning on July 1 of the 
on no The freight rates for 1834 are the average dream Yonuaty } to Sep- 
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| he can sue. 


| over a hundred dollars, and commence suit in any tribunal. 
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What more do you want? If any man had told me when we were 
around on that pilgrimage seeking for cheap transportation that with 
out a law of Congress, merely as the effect of competition, the price of 
the transportation of wheat would be reduced from 29 cents, as it was 
then, to 9 cents, I would have said that our committee ought to dis- 
band because the thing would work out its own cure. So it will toa 
The 
rates are now so low from the great competing points owing to compe- 
tition, sav from Chicago, Saint Louis, or Cincinnati, that if our Texas 
grangers should try to reduce them more they would break up every 
railroad corporation in the country. The rates can not be further re- 
duced. There isa point to which you can go, and beyond that you 
will draw the life-blood. 

The attempt to carry wheat at a lower rate than 9} cents in a long 
haul would be absolute destruction to ail the railroad corporations 
They can notdo it. It may be that we shall have some new invention 
new devices, that will still enable them more and more to cheapen the 
rate. We know that the great competing railroad companies, each of 
them representing probably a hundred million dollars, are eagerly 
watching out for every chance of competition, and they will reduce 
the rate still more and more. That has been done by competition prob- 
ably more than could have been done by legislation. 

If I were seeking only by the passage of this bill cheap transportation! 
I would say, *‘ handsoff ; let these men compete with each other.’”’ But 
that is notall that we are trying to accomplish by the bill. It is claimed 
that while from certain points transportation is low enough, probably; 
from other points shorter in distance and shorter in haul the rates are 
much higher, and that there is an unjust discrimination made between 
citizens, between towns, between States, and between individuals; that 
the railroad companies mgke contracts with favored individuals by 
which they give them the monopoly of transportation. 

The common case pointed out by the Senator from Kentucky, I be 
lieve, was that thé Standard Oil Company had a rate which actualy 
drove out of existence all competitors in their line of business. That 
is wrong, intrinsically wrong, and I shall vote to break it down if there 
is power enough in Congress to doit. If these corporations are soul- 
less, they ought to be heartless, they ought to make no discrimination! 
giving no favor, but making the same rule apply to all classes of trans 
portation under the same conditions; and to the extent that this meas 
ure will tend to effect that object I think it is of vital importance 

The Reagan bill makes ample provision against discrimination. It 
says that no discrimination shall be made. It forbids it. It declares 
that if it is done it shall be illegal, and then provides « penalty at the 
end of a long lawsuit, and the measure of the penalty is three times 
the damage done. The damage may be $10, in which case the penalty 
would be $30, and then the plaintiff who has prosecuted his suit under 
the operation of that bill, or has sought his remedy, would probably be 
broken up in the contest, and the railroad would not care about draw- 
ing a check for $30, but would pay him in silver dollars, or in any way 
they thought would be easiest. The first objection I have to the Rea 
gan bill, and I beg Senators to think of it, is that it is a penal bill, penal 
in its nature and in all its provisions. It has no remedial feature in it, 
except the remedy that can be recovered at the end of a iong lawsuit. 
You can not make such a bill as that useful or operative, except to pun- 
ish crime, and you can not make this a crime of a magnitude and char- 
acter which would justify you in sending to the penitentiary the presi 
dent or the directors of the company. If you choose to do it, if you 
attempt to carry the measure by penal law, you ought to furnish pen 
alties and punishments that would send the president of the railroad to 
the penitentiary. 

But that is not all. The Reagan bill provides that the remedy shal! 
be in the State courts, in any court where an agent can be found 
Whether the injury occurred in that State makes no difference. Wher 
ever the man who complains of the action of the railroad chooses to sue 
He can go before a justice of the peace, if the amount is 
within the jurisdiction of a justice, or go before a county court, if it is 
What is 
the effect of the judgment? You may make the railroad pay the judg 
ment, but what does that amount to? Nothing. 

Besides there is no appeal from that decision. Suppose the railroad 
insist that they are not violating the law, must they try that great 
question, which turns upon the construction of an act of Congress, b: 
fore a justice of the peace in Texas? Must they try that great ques 
‘tion before some local tribunal in a State perhaps hostile to this legis 
lation? Must they try that question in a State which probably does 
not own a single share of the railroad stock affected by the operations 
of that judgment? 

- According to the proposed law, although the question involved may 
be a construction of the Constitution of the United States, although it 
may be the construction of the very law that we are passing, yet that 
case can in no event be carried to the Supreme Court of the United 
States or to any United States court. Thus thirty-eight different tri- 
bunals all over this country, with their varying decisions, may be called 
upon to decide upon the terms of this measure without any power 
whatever to take the case to a court whose decision will be universally 


acknowledged. This, it seems to me, is the worst feature of the Rea- 
gan bill. It seems to he State rights gone mad. The very cause of 
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action is given by an act of Congress. The whole thing is granted by 
Congress, and is national in its nature. No State could give such au- 
thority over a corporation beyond its limits, and yet this question, grow- 
ing out of national law, can not be brought to a national court, but must 
be decided finally in a local tribunal. 

The language is plain and clear. No such measure as that can meet 
my sanction. If under the circumstances and under the clauses of the 
judiciary act the case involved in any of these local courts does involve 
# construction of an act of Congress or of the Constitution, or any na- 
tional question, then the right to carry it before the national authori- 
ties must be given. Otherwise you have struck out the whole founda- 
tion of your judiciary system. We havea national judiciary to construe 
the laws of Congress and pass upon all questions arising under the na- 
tional law; and yet the billexcludes the Supreme Court of the United 
States and all the national courts from any jurisdiction over any case 
that may arise under it, and confines it to the local tribunal. But 
that is not all. 


Mr. COKE. Will theSenator from Ohio allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. COKE. I refer the Senator to the House or Reagan bill, in which 


I think he will see it is provided that a citizen who has been injured 
by a railroad company may prosecute his remedy in either a State or 
Federal court, as may happen to have the jurisdiction of it in the locality. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is, it gives him the choice. 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir; it gives him the choice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But when he commences his suit in a State court, 
as he always would, the decision of that court is final, and no provision 
is made to transfer the case; indeed itis prohibited that it shall be trans- 
ferred, to the United States court. 

Mr. COKE. A transfer of the cause to the Federal court is prohib- 
ited; but I ask the Senator if there are not methods of reviewing the 
decisions of State courts, outside of this proposed act, already provided 
by writ of error? . _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that the Supreme Court would hold with- 
out question that that provision of the proposed law is unconstitutional ; 
but I do not want to pass an unconstitutional law merely to allow the 
Supreme Court to reverse it. 

Mr. COKE. The question I put to the Senator is, if every citizen 
has not a right already granted, in a mode already provided, to bring 
before the Supreme Court of the United States an infraction of a law 
of the United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I doubt very much whether this provision does 
not fall within the decision in the case of Prigg vs. The Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, where it was decided by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that Congress had no power to impose upon any State an 
act in the nature of the enforcement of what would be regarded as a 
criminal act. The actin this case is in the nature of a quitam action. 
It is an action for a penalty. I have not the slightest idea but what 
the Supreme Court would hold it tobe unconstitutional, at least to the 
extent that it denies to the citizen of the United States living not in 
Texas where the suit is brought, but living say in Pennsylvania, the 
right by writ of error to transfer the case to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. If they do it they do it because the law is unconstitu- 
tional which attempts to restrain it. 

But that is not all. I do not believe we have the power to confer 
jurisdiction upon the State courts to enforce penalties. That is fair 
and square in the face of the decision of the Supreme Court. Here is 
a penal action where treble damages are to be allowed. - What right 
has Congress to impose upon a State the enforcement of these laws or 
to confer jurisdiction upon it? Any State might refuse to do it clearly. 

Mr. COKE. I will ask the Senator, with his permission, if the laws 
of Congress are not supreme all over the United States, and ifthey are 
supreme I ask bim if the State courts can not enforce them ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think the laws of Congress are supreme 
over a State to compel a State to pass a law to suit our convenience. 
Why should the United States, with an ample judiciary power, with 
authority to create courts anywhere and everywhere of all kinds and 
descriptions, rely absolutely and exclusively upon State courts to pass 
upon the construction of our own laws? I do not think that this is a 
provision which should appear in the law. I believe it is plainly un- 
constitutional. 

I should like Senators to answer me another question. What right 
has Congress to change a contract made between a State and a citizen? 
It is true that the provision of the Constitution—— 

Mr. COKE rose. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will hear the Senator. 


Mr. COKE. I understeod the Senator to put a question to me. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will have time enough to answer. 
Mr. COKE. I understand the Senator to refer to the provision in 


the House bill prescribing 3 cents per mile as the maximum rate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That-is what I refer to. 

Mr. COKE. I voted to strike out that provision, and all the gentle- 
men on this side of the Chamber in favor of the Reagan bill so voted, 
while the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber voted to k 
itin. I ask the Senator to propound his question to some of his fri 
over there. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps, taking the usual course which I have 
seen pursued on both sides very often, we require you to perfect your 
own proposition in your own way. Perhaps that is the way, but at 
any rate that provision is Clearly unconstitutional. Senators around 
me say, for I do not think I was present at the time, that other ques- 
tions were involved in the same motion. But I certainly assure the 
Senator that if he will move to strike out that proposition I shall vote 
with him to improve the bill to that extent. 

Mr. COKE. It will be done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another feature of the Reagan bill which 
struck me at first with a good deal of force, and it was only after a care- 
ful examination that I was able to satisfy myself that it ought not to be 
putin. I refer to the following provision, in section 4 of the Reagan 
bill: 

That it shall be unlawful forany person or persons engaged in the transporta- 
tion of property as provided in the first section of this act to charge or receive 
any greater compensation for a similar amount and kind of property, for carry- 


ing, receiving, storing, forwarding, or handling the same, fora shorter than for 
a longer distance, which includes the shorter, on any one railroad or pipe-line. 


As.an abstract proposition it would appear to be right and just that 
no railroad should be authorized to charge Jess for a greater distance 
for transportation of the same kind of property than for a shorter dis- 
tance. That would seem to be right and fair, but when you come to 
examine this question in all its surroundings such a provision as that 
would in my judgment not only do great harm to the people of the 
United States, but I believe it would confer a great benefit upon the 
railroad companies to the injury of the people; and I hope my friend 
from Texas will listen to me upon that point. I have no doubt that if 
that provision should become a law, wheat would not be transported 
from Chicago to New York for 9} cents a bushel;by a great way. It 
would leap up at once to a rate in harmony with the local rate. 

I know enough about corporations and railroads to know that the 
first effect of this provision would be to compel an advance of freights 
at all the competing points. .Why? If the Pennsylvania Railroad, for 
instance, should attempt to carry wheat at the rate of 9} cents a bushel 
over the whole line of its road from Chicago to Philadelphia and from 
all the points along that line, the result would be bankruptcy to any 
railrood in the United States which would undertake to carry all its 
freight upon that kind ofa rate. Before submitting to bankruptcy the 
railroad would take the other alternative; they would raise the rate at 
Chicago, and then ‘‘all Rome would howl.’’ Then our Western gran- 
gers and our Texas friends would begin to feel that their cattle would 
have to pay.a considerably larger sum. AlJlour Western friends, whose 
country has been developed by railroad competition, would find then 
that they would have no advantage as they now have over the people 
of a State like Ohio, where we lie midway between the great Western 
ports and the Atlantic coast. 

If I were speaking only for the people of my own State, and only in 
a narrow, selfish interest, I should vote for this proposition, because I 
know the effect of it. While it might not reduce our local freights in 
Ohio, it would advance the freights in the West, and would relieve us 
from the enormous competition which Iowa now makes with us in 
raising wheat, pork, corn, and all those things; but I do not think it 
would be right. Nor do I think it is wrong for the railroad companies 
to make this discrimination in favor of competing points. Why? It 
is known that the great body of the transportation of a railroad is its 
local transportation. Different railroads differ in regard to that; but 
the general rule is that the local transportation is 70 per cent. and the 
through transportation is 30 per cent., but in most cases it is 85 per 
cent. local and 15 per cent. through. 

For the purpose of gaining a share of the through transportation from 
Chicago or Saint Louis or the great interior points, the railroads strug- 
gle for the through business, because whatever they can get from that 
source is so much added to their income without much increasing their 
expenses. They struggle for it and make competition and make the 
lowest rates of transportation; butif you relieve them from that necessity 
and make a mandatory iron rule by which they shall charge no more 
from Chi than from Fort Wayne or other places it will raise their 
rate, and they will stand by that rate and say that ‘‘ Congress, com- 
posed largely of our fellow-citizens from Western States, compel us to 
do it in order to live.’? That would be the effect of it; and I do not 
think that any railroad man who hears me or any man accustomed to 
their mode of business would think otherwise. 

I have heard the remark made in the course of this.debate that the 
railroads would not carry wheat for less than it would cost them. No, 
but it must be remembered that in king of the whole cost of a 
railroad you must take into account interest on their bonds; you 
must take into account all of what are called in technical phrase fixed 
charges, charges which can not be avoided, not only the running ex- 
penses and interest upon their debt, but fair dividends to their stock- 
holders, proper improvements and additions to their equipment. When 
they arecontesting for the trade in Chicago they can dispose of the 
charges for the competition and say, ‘‘If you can get a portion of the 
through freight from Chicago we can afford to carry it at a reasonable 

ton the actual running cost.’’ I hope Senators will understand 
the difference between them. 
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The running cost of a railroad is the cost of the wear and tear of | it is wrong; we pronounce it te be, in the language of the law, extor- 
railroad cars, the wear and tear of machinery, the pay of the engineer | tion.’’ Now, no railroad will submit to that. Norailroad would vio- 


and the brakeman, and that is about all. If they can get from this | late in a plain case the injunction of this high tribunal, because if they 
through traffic, which gives to the West an enormous, benefit over our did the decision of the tribunal would be certified to the proper officers 
traffic, simply a compensation for their running charges or a reasonable of the Government, and, armed with this decision, with the facts and 
profit, they will compete until they get their share of it. That is all circumstances of the case and the opinion of the court, the parties :om- 
there is about it. But if, on the other hand, they shall not be per- | plaining would apply to the courts of law. 

mitted to do that, but shall charge as much under all circumstances | The only reason, | suppose, why the commission is not armed with 
from Chicago through to New York as from all the intermediate points, | the power of judgment and execution is that under the Constitution 
as a matter of course they will first make a ratewhich they think is just | they can not be. They are not a court in the true sense of the word 
and fair for their local stations, and then they will put Chicago at the | They might be created a court if necessary, but I think the general 
same rate, and if you complain they will point to your own law as a | judgment of the people would be against that. If they were consti- 
justification and an excuse for it. There can be no doubt about it. tuted a court they would be judges for life, and these are to be men in 

There is another thing I heard my friend from North Carolina { Mr. | active life, able to work, able to take testimony and to hearcauses. In 
VANCE] was very much troubled about—pooling. Pooling sometimes | other words, they ought to be men of suchactivity that they can travel 
reduces rates; sometimes it: may be made to increase rates. Where around through their respective circuits, receiving complaints and hear- 
there is but a small transportation, as on the failure of a crop or the | ing complaints so far as they are authorized tohear them. The moral 
like, the freights have fallen off largely, and then pooling prevents | powers of such a commission would be greater than the judgment of 
competition, because there is not enough business for all the competing | fifty State courts, which can not be supervised 
roads; but when there is a great crop as there was two or three years | With the exception of the provision about the long haul and the 
ago, or whenever there is a great crop, using all the equipments and ma- | short haul I say that the Senate bill-contains every safeguard, every 
chinery of all the competing roads, as a matter of course pooling is bene- | restriction, every provision against injustice that is contained in the 
ficial, because they are enabled then at less cost to divide the business | Reagan bill. Its language against discrimination is as strong as that 
among them. On some roads it may be best and most economical to | in the Reagan bill. It does not prescribe as an absolute rule that the 
run all the wheat, on another road it may be best’to run all the cattle, | charges should not be in any case that may be conceived less on the 
and they divide the freight by arrangement between them, some car- | short than on the long haul, but it does provide that the charges shal] 
rying one article, some another, according to the grades, the equipments, | be reasonable, and it is authorized to pass and report upon the question 
the nature of the road, and a thousand circumstances which enter into | as to how far rules may be prescribed in the future. I only utter the 
it. In such cases the pooling arrangement is a beneficial one, and in- | language and repeat the very admirable statement made by the Senator 
stead of adding to the cost it actually diminishes it. So if we attempt | from Alabama [Mr. PtGH], when I say that it contains more wide- 
to impose upon these companies an absolute iron rule which would pre- | reaching provisions that will command the respect of the railroads and 
vent pooling in all cases, 1t might defeat the object of this bill. command enforcement and execution than the Reagan bill. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to go any further in thediscussion! The more I study it I regard it with more favor. At first | feared it 
of the Reagan bill. I have no doubt that the general rules laid down } was not strong enough, but I believe now that it contains the founda- 
by it are right. I respect the desire of the Senators who seek to pass | tion of a code which will be built up by the railroad commission into 
it, but I say it will not accomplish the object they seek to gain, but, on | a body of laws as the commercial law of England was built up by the 
the other hand, it will add to the burdens of all the Western people by | masterly ability of Chief-Justice Holt and Lord Mansiield. It has been 
compelling railroads to charge them local rates substantially. 1t will | said over and over again that the commercial laws of that time, with- 
prevent railroads from making such arrangements with each other as | out the aid of acts of Parliament, were built up by judicial decisions 
will enable them to run cheaply and successfully all the vast products | by those great men in a time when commerce was reviving over the 
country. All the laws relating to bills of exchange and promissory 
notes and a vast field of commercial law were the dictate of judicial de- 
cision. I believe that this commission, if composed of such men as it 
ought to be, will be able from time to time to frame such rules and 


cause where a railroad has an advantage by physical law, as the New 
York Central Railroad has an advantage by physical law, having a lower 
grade, if they are all compelled to charge the same rate at all times, it 
gives to the road having physical advantages a great advantage over | regulations. 

another road that has had to overcome mountains and cross valleys. Mr. MCPHERSON. Willthe Senator trom Ohio yield for a question ? 

Now, a few words in regard to the Senate bill. The Senate bill goes| Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

upon the idea of a board of arbitration. I think if I had been called | Mr. MCPHERSON. The statement that he makes, found in the 
upon to frame a bill I should have called it the board of arbitration | Senate bill, that the commission will have the power to determine as to 
instead of acommission. But a name is nothing in a matter of this | the reasonableness of rate, gives them the power to fix rates, does it not ? 
kind. What is the theory of the Senate bill? We know now that the Mr. SHERMAN. ‘They are authorized by the general phraseology 
freight charges and the regulations of railroads are generally made by | of the bill not only to say what rates are reasonable, but to prescribe 
a little congress of five or six people chosen one from each of the great | rules and regulations. Indeed, their field is as broad as the power of 
railroads. They meet at Chicago, or at the Fifth Avenue Hotel, or | Congress. Whatever can be done under the authority to regulate com- 
some other place where it is convenient and pleasant, and they sit | merce can be recommended by the commission. 

down and make laws which affect every person in the United States.| Mr. McPHERSON. Then the Senator places it a good deal stronger 
Sometimes they discriminate against persons, sometimes against places. than my languagedid. Their power is undisputed; it is not restricted 
They make unreasonable rates from particular localities, they make | in any particular at all; the discretion of the commission is the only 
discriminating rates against certain articles, they lower rates in regard thing in the world that is to govern the rate. The rate must be rea- 


a 


to other articles not founded upon any reason. | sonable. It must depend entirely upon the judgment of the commis- 
In other words, as I have heard one of them say, they put such rates | sion whether the rate is exorbitant or reasonable. Let me ask the 

as the market will afford without much respect to their equity. They | Senator if he thinks there is any power lodged in Congress, under the 

are compelled to do it. They are legislating for a local corporate in- | Constitution of the country, to so regulate common carriers as to fix the 

terest. Unquestionably in doing this they often do injustice by their | rates upon which they shall do business? 

discrimination, and the people complain all over the country. The Mr. SHERMAN. I say that their decision is not final, because if 

people say, ‘‘ We ought to have redress.”’ Take a town in Ohio, where | they should decide, a railroad company is not bound to obey their de- 


‘ . ° eax 7 > ° : ° 
the le say, ‘‘Our charges are more than another neighboring town | cision. Therefore a suit may be commenced in the proper tribunal, 
where i$ more competition.’’ That is wrong, and everybody says | and the court would decide that question, so that after all it is their 


it is wrong, but what is their redress? A suit in the courts against a | moral power and influence that will be most operative. 

great railroad corporation. The suit under the Reagan bill would be| Mr. McPHERSON. . Very true; but if the Senator will bear witb 

os — farce, to enforce a penalty of three times the amount in- | me a moment longer, the bill gives the commission power to fix the 

volved. | measure of damages resulting to the aggrieved party. He may appeal! 
On the other hand, the bill of the Senate provides for a board of arbi- c% 


t ] to the court from the judgment of the commission. 
tration, not a little local court whose opinions would not be respected Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There is no judgment rendered. 


by the corporation or anybody else, but a high tribunal composed of Mr. MCPHERSON. After all, the commission have the power to fix 
men equal in dignity to the Supreme Court of the United States. There | the rates and determine their reasonableness. Now let 
any citizen may seek his redress; any town may make its plea. That | another question to the Senator. 

tribunal, in the terms of the bill, isarmed not with the power of issuing| Mr.SHERMAN. I trust the Senator will not interfere now. I shall 
execution but armed with the moral power of the people of the United | be through in five minutes, if he will let me proceed. 
States. A complaint is made in the name of the people, under this| Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the question, because it 
proposed law, before this tribunal of nine distinguished judges, among | touches on this matter. 

the best in our country, who ought to be non-partisan in their charac-| Mr.SHERMAN. I did not hear any question put to me. | waited 
ter, because the bill I believe provides for that—men of the highest type, | for a question. 

who are not interested in the subjectematter. The complaint is sentto| Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; I shall wait. 

that tribunal and they hear it in a summary manner, as they could! Mr. SHERMAN. 
rapidly do, and they would say at once, ‘‘ This discrimination is unjust; 


me present 


If the Senator will put the question and not pre 
mise it with an argument I shall answer it with pleasure. 
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The experience of the States shows that the form of a commission here 
We have a railroad commissioner in Ohio who 


proposed is the best. 


has but very little power, and yet his influence has been good. In 


many of the States they have commissions very much like the commis- 
sion proposed in the Senate bill, and the experience in every one of 


them has been favorable in securing the rights of the people. What 
has been adopted by the States in regard to their local commerce might 


well be followed by the United States in regard to the broader field of 


interstate commerce. 


Again, the bill is merely tentative, inquiring, experimenting, pushing 
No man ought to deal with a great question like this with a 
It is 


forward. 
broad-ax or prescribe rules that have many exceptions to them. 
far better to proceed by tentative, slow, and progressive acts, until 


finally we shall have a railroad code established in this country after a 


few years’ experience. 
Then, besides, it is cheap and easy. 
in this business. 


they can require it to be given and it will be given cheaply and plainly. 
The facts may not be disputed. 

Then it will apply uniform‘rules throughout the United States. 
These rules are made by national authority, while if the rules govern- 
ing railroads as to what is a reasonable charge are to be decided by legal 


tribunals, we have thirty-eight different decisions, all differing, and no 


one having any force beyond the limits of the State line. 

Mr. President, this proposed law is based upon general principles 
which apply to the whole country and not merely to localities, and it 
will be, therefore, respected and observed, while the laws of one State 
will not be respected or observed in another, and the decisions of the 
courts in one State will not be respected and observed in others. It is 
based upon general principles. 

Then it ailows a just leeway for exceptions. There is no rule stated 
in either{of these bills that has not some exceptions. I could give them 


almost from my own knowledge of railroads. Then on the question of 


discrimination I could point out cases where discrimination would be 


justified, although this prohibits it in all cases. That is probably a |. 


. Strongcase. The rules ought to be universal; but as to the long haul 
and short haul I éan see exceptions; as to pooling I can see exceptions, 
and they are exceptions that may be defined properly by experience, 
and we shall have that experience in the various complaints that will 
be made to this commission. I say it is better for the protection of the 
railroads themselves. 

Indeed, I think the time has fully come when the railroad 
tions of the country ought to be placed under the wgis of the law. Un- 
less this is done I believe railroad property will like plank-road 
property, or turnpike property, or canal ——_ , it will disappear from 
among the properties to be bought and sol cutie it is protected from 
some of the abuses that occur in nearly all the great railroad systems 
of the country. 

I think, therefore, in every way in which I can view this bill it will 
be beneficial to the pore East and West, North and South. I believe 
it will be beneficial to the owners of the railroads, the stockholders, 
and the men who have put their moneyin them. It will tend tocurb 
and control and limit the powers of the men who now govern them with 
absolute sway. 

In every view of it, therefore, I think the Senate bill is better than 
the Reagan bill, and although much popular favor has been enlisted 
from time to time in favor of the Reagan bill because it is a bill that 
deals with the questiom—that is all—not because they understand its 
provisions or faver them, but because it gra: with and deals with 
the railroad corporations. Isay the Senate billdoes more. It not onl 
grapples with them, but it lays the broad and deep foundation for an ad- 
mirable system of railroad law, which in my judgment will govern all 
the railroads of the country. ; 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. President, it has been many years since any ques- 
tion under discussion before the Senate has given rise to so great a di- 
vergence of thought and diversity of argument as that now under con- 
sideration. It seems to me, and I am not sure I am correct in that 
sumption, that the question has been made to present difficulties w 
do not properly belong to it. We have before us for consideration two 
bills, one involving a commission, the other bill aimed directly at the 
evils alleged to exist. Both bills in their respeetive theories are based 
on the assumed power of Congress to deal with the subject. While the 
exercise of that power is vigorously resisted, [concur in ifsassertion. I 
desire briefly tocall attention toa general line of declarations by a num- 
ber of decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States touching the 
subject and to state my own position in favor of the fullness of the power 
of Congress over it. 

In the early case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, reported in 9 Wheaton, page 
195, Chief-Justice Marshall said, in delivering the opinion of the court: 


But in regulating commerce with foreign nations the power of Congressdoes 
not stop at the jurisdictional lines of the several States. It would bea use- 
leas power if it could not those lines. The commerce of the United States 
with foreign nations is t of the whole United States; every has a 
right to participate in it. The deep streams which penetrate our country in 
every direction pass through the interior of almost every State in the Union, 
and furnish the means of exercising this right. If Congress has the power to 
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Every man can be his own lawyer 
He writes an intelligent statement of his grievance 
to intelligent men, and if they requfire evidence to fortify his statement 















regulate it, that power must be exercised whenever the subject exists. If it ex- 
ists within the 8: if a foreign voyage may commence or terminate at a port 
within a State, then the power of Congress may be exercised within a State. 

This principle is if possible still more clear when — to commerce “‘ among 
the several States.’’ They either join each other, in which case they are sepa- 
rated by a mathematica! line, or they are remote from each other, in which case 
other States lie between them. What is commerce “among” them, and how is 
it to be conducted? Can a tradin; a between two adjoining States 
commence and terminate outside of each? And if thetrading intercourse be be- 
tween two States remote from each other, must it not commence in one, terminate 
in the other, and probably pass through a third? Commerce among the States 
must of necessity be commerce with the States. In the ion of trade with 
the Indian tribes the action of the law, especially when the Constitution was 
made, was chiefly within a State. The power of Congress, then, whatever it 
may be, must be exercised within the territorial jurisdiction of the several 
States. 

The sense of the nation on this subject is wnogutecenliy manifested by the pro- 
visions made in the laws for transporting goods by land between Baltimore and 
Providence, between New York and Philadelphia, and between Philadelphia 
and Baltimore. 

We are now arrived at the inquiry, what is this power? It is the power to 
regulate—that is, to preseribe—the rule by which commerce is to be governed. 
This power, like others vested in Congress, is complete in itself, may be exercised 
to its utmost extent, and acknowledges no limitations other than are bed 
in the Constitution. These are expressed in plain terms, and do not affect the 
questions which arise in this case or which have been discussed at the bar. If, 
as has always been understood, the sovereignty of Congress, though limited to 
s) fied objects, is plenary as to those objects, the power over commerce with for- 

nations and among the several States is vested in Congress qameny 
as it would be in a single government having in its constitution the same re- 
st ions on the exercise of the power as are found in the Constitution of the 
United States. 


Mr. Justice Johnson, in an opinion delivered in the same case, page 
225, supported by the decision of the court, said: 

The “ power to regulate commeree,”’ here meant to be granted was that power 
to regulate commerce which previously existed in the States. But what was 
that power? The States were, unquestionably, supreme; and each 
that power over commerce which is acknow to reside in every sovereign 
State. The definition and limits of that power are to be — among the 
features of international law ; and, as it was not only admitted insisted on 
by beth parties, in argument, that, *‘ unaffected by a state of war, by treaties, or 
by municipal regulations, all commerce among independent States was legiti- 
mate,” there is no necessity to appeal to the oracles of the jus commune for the 
correctness ofthat doctrine. 

The law of nations, regarding man as a social animal, pronounces all. com- 
merce legitimate, in a state of peace, until prohibited by positive law. The 

wer of a sovercign State over commerce, therefore, amounts to nothing more 

nh & to limit and restrain it at am. And since the power to pre- 
scribe the limits to its freedom necessarily implies the power to determine what 
shal) remain unrestrained, it follows that the power must be exclusive; it can 
reside butin one potentate; and hence the gramt of this power carries with it 
the whole subject, leaving nothing for the State to act upon. 


And, Mr. President, following the line of decisions of the Supreme 
Court, itseems to me to be settled by that tribunal that it makes no differ- 
ence whatagencies operate in the conduct of commercial intercourse. The 
poe attaches according to the classification ef the subject. If that 

interstate in its character, Congress has the power. If it be confined 
wholly within a single State, power over it remains in the State. In 
the case of the State freight tax (15 Wallace, page 275), this proposition 
is laid down, I think, with sufficient clearness. I read from the opinion 
of the court: 


Beyond all question the transportation of freight, or of the subjects of com- 
merce, for the purpose of exchange or sale, is a constituent of commerce itself. 
This has never been donbted, and probably the transportation of articles of trade 
from one State toanother was the prominent idea in the minds of the framers of 
the Constitution when to Congress was committed the power to regulate com- 
merce among the several States. A power to prevent embarrassing restrictions 
by any State was the thing desired. The power was given by the same words 
and in the same clause by which was conferred power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations. It would be absurd tosuppose that the transmission of the sub- 
jects of trade from the State to the buyer or from the place of production tothe 
market was not contemplated, for without that there could be no consummated 
trade either with foreign nations or among the States. 

In his work on the Constitution Judge Story asserts that the sense in which the 
word “commerce” is used in that instrument includes not only traffic, but in- 
tercourse and navigation. And in the Passenger cases it was said: ‘‘ Commerce 

superfiuity, in purchasing articles of necessity, as well pro- 
ductions as manufactures, in buying from one nation and selling to another, or 
in ap yee ep merchandise from the seller to the ee gain the y 


iscommerce. Among the States it must have been principal! land 
wien the Constitution was adopted. teil 
* 7 = * * - > 
However this may be, the rule has been asserted with great clearness. that 
whenever the subjects over which a power to regulate commerce is are 
in their nature national, or admit of one uniform system or plan of regulation, 
they may justly be said to be of such a nature as to require exclusive legislation 
by Congress. 
And in the Missouri case, reported in 1 Otto, page 280, the same prop- 
osition is discussed: 
Commerce is a term of the largest import. It comprehends intercourse for 
the purposes of trade in any and all its forms, including the transportation, 
sale, and of commodities between the citizens of one coup- 
and citizens or of other countries and between the citizens of 
different States. The power to regulate it embraces all the instraments by 
which such commerce may be conducted. 


Mr. BAYARD. From what ease does the Senator read? 
Mr. KENNA. Welton vs. State of Missouri. 
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commodities is of national importance, and admits and requires uniformity of 


regulation. The very object of investing this power in the General Government | presenting my views on this interesting question to employ the lan- 


was to insure this uniformity against discriminating State legislation. 


conducts commerce, that the agency which transports the commodities 
of any State to be exchanged for.those of another, shall operate wholly 
within a State or within many States. The case of the Daniel Ball, 
reported in 10 Wallace, page 565, thoroughly establishes this position. 
The Daniel Ball was a steamer plying on Grand River, Michigan, wholly 
within the State, not running in connection with any line of transporta- 
tion by land, or by water, or any continuous line, nor by arrangement 
with any line, but acting independently wholly within the State and 
upon water within the State exclusively. 
In this case— 


Said the court— 


it is admitted that the steamer was engaged in shipping and transporting down 
Grand River destined and marked for other States than Michigan, and in 
receiving and transporting up the river goods brought within the State from 
without its limits; but inasmuch as her agency in the transportation was en- 
tirely within the limits of the State and she did not run in connection with or 
in continuation of any line of vessels or railway leading to other States, it is 
contended that she was engaged entirely in domestic commerce. But this con- 
clusion does not follow. 


So far as she was employed in transporting goods destined for other States, or | 


goods brought from without the limits of Michigan and destined to places within 
that State, she was engaged in commerce between the States, and however iim- 
ited that commerce may have been, she was, so far as it went, subject to the 
legislation of Congress. She wasemployed as an instrument of that commerce ; 
for whenever a commodity has begun to move as an article of trade from one 
State to another, commerce in that commodity between the States has com- 
menced. The fact that several different and independent agencies are employed 
in transporting the commodity, some acting entirely in one State and some act- 
ing through two or more States, does in no respect affect the character of the 
transaction. To the extent in which each agency acts in that transportation 
it is subject to the regulation of Congress. 


Mr. President, it makes no difference, according to the same line of 


anthorities, that the agency did not exist when the Constitution was | 
adopted. The distinction between commerce and the agency which con- | 


ducts it is pointedly marked through the whole line of decisions. In 
acase decided not very long ago, reported in 6 Otto, coming from Florida, 
a case, by the way, in which a Senator now on this floor was one of the 
counsel, Chief-Justice Waite, delivering the opinion of the court, makes 
the following presentation: 


Congress has power ‘to te commerce with foreign nations and among 
the several States" (Constitution, Article I, section 8, .-_— a. 3); and ‘to |} 
establish ee , (d., pomngraeh 7). The Constitution of 
the Uni States and the laws made in pursuance thereof are the supreme law 


ofthe land. (Article VI, par. 2.) A law ef Congress made in pursuance of the 


Constitution or overrides all State statutes with which it is in conflict. 
Since the case of Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheat., 1) it has never been doubted that 
commercial intercourse is 


an element of commerce which comes within the 
Pr and 


of Congress. Post-offices post-roads are established to 
Tatitinnte tab teamearionion of intelligence. Both commerce and the postal serv- 
ice are placed within the national in their 


power of Congress, because, bei 
ion, should be under the protecting care of the National Government. 
powers thus ted are not confined to the instrumentalities of com- 
but they k with the progress eolibecratinpant ohean Gumpertcontoaes 
eep pace of the country themselves tothe 
new develo: ts of time and circumstances. They extend from the horse with 
its rider to , from the sailing vessel to the steamboat, from the 


stage-coach 
coach and the steamboat to the railroad, and from the railroad tothe telegraph, 
as these new agencies are successively brought into use to meet the demands of 
nereasi and wealth. They were intended for the government of 
es and under al! circumstances. As 
they were intrusted to the General Government for the good of the nation, it is 


not the right but the duty of Congress to see to it that intercourse amon 
the Crclonnnd tne transmission of intelligence are not obstructed or waneues 


sarily encumbered by State legislation. 


We are all aware of the fact that the power conferred upon Congress 
by the commercial clause of the Constitution was conferred for the very 
purpose of preventing improper and embarrassing discriminations by 
the States. To admit for one moment that the power was conferred 

the States upon Congress for the of preventing and setting 
a perpetual bar invidious action by the various States of the 
country upon a subject in which all were greatly concerned, and on the 
other hand to assert that a State may do by the charter of corporations 


what it confessedly can not do by direct legislative enactment, would 
be an abandonment of the whole ive of Congress conferred by 


the commercial clause of the Constitution. It would do more. It 
would sonstrue the clause to divest the States of the power, and yet con- 
cede tu the States the right to confer it on railroad corporations; thus, 
on the other hand, wresting it from Congress, and thereby, Mr. Presi- 
dent, grave as theassertion may appear, surrendering absolute control 
of the interstate commerce of 50,000,000 of people to quasi-public and 
quasi-pri but in either event equally irresponsible, corporations. 
This conclusion, I assert, is the deliberate object of those 
who boldly deny the power of Congress over interstate commerce. 
And this would be equally accomplished if it be conceded for a 
moment that because an agency operates wholly within a State Con- 
gress can not reach it. What an anomaly! A railroad, for instance, 
runs wholly within a State; therefore, these corporations tell us, Con- 
gress can notact. But that same railroad carries freights passing from 
one State to another. This is interstate commerce; therefore the State 
can not act. Mr. President, that will not do. 
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local or State commerce is supreme in the State. I have preferred in 


ea . , | guage of the courts, because it is apt and adds to argument the weight 
It does not matter, according to these decisions, that the agency which | . 


of authority. 

Congress having the power, then, what is the demand for legislation 
on the subject? It has been said here that the demand is popular; 
that it is practically universal; that it comes from every quarter. | 
have satisfied myself by some observation on the subject that these 
demands‘have come from very important sources. A number of the 
Legislatures of the States have demanded this legislation, among them 
New York and Pennsylvania. The National Board of Trade has de- 
Boards of trade and chambers of commerce throughout the 
country have urged it. The Grain-Receivers’ Association—here let me 
remind the Senator from Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN}, who illustrated his op- 
position to this bill by reference to its supposed injurious effect upon 
grain shipments from Chicago—the fact is that the Grain-Receivers’ 
Association of Chicago has demanded legislation in this very line. The 
Millers’ Association of Cincinnati, the Produce Exchange of New York, 
the national and local boards of trade throughout the country, and 
merchants and citizens everywhere have appealed to Congress for na- 
tional intervention. 

Why is it that legislation is demanded? Why is it that a country 
| like this, which owes so much in the last half century of its develop- 
| ment, of its greatness, of its prosperity, to railroad enterprise alone, 
should thus early in the histery ofthat development and enterprise be 
demanding that the strong hand ef power be placed on these agencies 
to restrain them? The demand is not unreasonable. It can not be 
It comes from intelligent sources. It emanates from patriotic citizens, 
who would no sooner do injustice to railroad enterprise than that ot 
| the individual. 
| Take my own State as an illustration—with its coal and salt and its 
| iron and oil, with its magnificent timbers of every variety covering the 
whole face of the earth, natural resources which have become familiar 
every where—dependent as we necessarily must be for an indefinite 
period upon railroad enterprise not only already undertaken by the 
great trunk lines that traverse our State, but which is to come in the 
future, wrapped up as we are and as we must be in present and prospect 
| ive railroad development, why is it that West Virginia should be in 
| sympathy with this proposed legislation? Mr. President, there is a 
reason forit somewhere. it is not the developmentof a native instinct 
| of hostility to railroads or to capitel or to corporate interests. 
| Ido not refer to unreasonable clamor. I do not refer to that spirit 
demagogism which would take the rostrum to array honorable and 
} 


honest sentiment unjustly against capital or against men in all the 
forms of their activities and their successes. Not at all. I take no 
share in that. Legitimate enterprise must be respected and protected. 
Success in life is a goal at which we all are striving. .They who reach 
it legitimately, under the providences of God, I bidenjoy it legitimately, 
and [ will never raise the hand or the voice to injure or detract them. 

It is not that; it is not passion; it is not impulse; it is a growing, 
deep-seated, well-founded, determined sentiment of a free people, who, 
for cause, insist that there should be somewhere found the power to re- 
strain unrestrained and unlicensed corporate power. Why, sir, if there 
were no such demand, if there were no immediate cause for such de- 
mand, as we are in the habit of saying in the courts, on the very face of 
the papers, legislation in a conservative and reasonable spirit ought to 
be had upon this subject. 

What are these corporations? We all know the reasons, the human 
instinct common perhaps to us all, that led men in England to find in 
the doctrine of uses a device whereby to escape laws enacted for their 
restraint. We know the craving of the human mind after perpetual 
enjoyment. We know what the doctrines of primogeniture and estates 
tail meant. We know they were abolished for reasons familiar to the 
whole country, in accordance with the spirit of our institutions, in every 
State in this Union. But we have lived to see the day in which an- 
other form of perpetuity has come to life—corporations which never 
die, corporations which live forever, and which do not fail—I do not 
discuss or reflect upon motive—to find advocates upon this floor, as upon 
the floor of every legislative body in this great country, ready to advo- 
cate any theory they put forward for the maintenance of their preroga- 
tives, even in defiance of the interests of the public and of the powers 
of the state! 

They never die. It is true that sometimes they ‘‘shuffle off this 
‘mortal coil,’’ a receivership is established, a temporary proceeding re- 
sorted to, but itis only the process by which they put on immortality. 
One hundred and twenty-five thousand miles, some Senator stated to- 
day to be the length of the railroad tracks i.. this country. One hun- 
dred and twenty-tive thousand miles was the statement of the mileage 
of railroads in this country some months ago. I saw last night the most 
recently tabulated statement, by companies and ownership, which I have 
met with anywhere, and it places the railroad mileage of the United 
States at something over 143,000 miles! It would reach nearly six 

times around this earth; and the capital invested in it, according to the 
statement of railroad authorities before your committees investigating 
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to take this world of oursin one hand and to wrap it and bind it thirty 
times around in greenbacks with the other. 

Last year, according to the statement of Mr. Fink, who is said to be 
better informed on the subject than any other living man, these railroads 
collected in tariffs from the people of the United States $700,000,000. I 
need not deal in exact figures. Turn to the gross receipts of your Treas- 
ury from all sources—direct taxes, internal revenue, imports, sales of 
public lands—take them all, and at least 30 per cent. mote was collected 
from the American people by railroad corporations in one year, the last 
year, than the total amount from every quarter collected by the United 
States Government. And this has happened under asystem which has 
grown up without an enactment of Congress to regulate or control it. 
How startling isthe fact. You have had your tariff wars, your factional 
lights, and your battles of trade; your national conventions to pass upon 
questions of taxation: but over and above them all has stood the Jaw to 
control every power. I’reemen arealwaysjealousof the power of taxation. 
The strongest sentiments of American citizenship surround and guard 
the power, which is confided to human hands, to take from the citizen 
a portion of his earnings for public purposes. No bill can be enacted 
by the other House, or by this, touching the tariff that does not attract 
the earnest attention of the people of this country; no discussion can 
be had touching the internal-revenue system or elements of taxation 
in any form without affecting and to some extent agitating a large num- 
ber of people in every section of this great country. 

And yet a transportation system has grown to proportions which dwarf 
every acknowledged measure of human enterprise; which involves over 
$6,000,000,000 of invested capital; which carries over twelve billions of 
annual commercial values, and which drew from the people last year 
$700,000,000 in freights and tarifts, and this without the let or the 
hindrance of a law to control this stupendous power or to give it direc- 
tion for the public good. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] stated this morning that 
this was only the beginning of legislation on this subject. I would 
thank God, sir, to see it begin. The Senator says in the same connec- 
tion that without legislation, without the exercise of the power and 
the performance of the duty imposed upon-Congress by the Constitu- 
tion of this country, the railroad corporations ate supreme. Then, Mr. 
President, they are supreme, for no such Jegislation exists. Can the 
people intrust such power to mortal hands? It can not safely be. 

Ye'll find mankind are unco weak 
An’ little to be trusted ; 

If self the wavering balance shake, 
It's rarely right adjusted. 


Let us check that supremacy. Let us bring this great power into 
subjection to law. Outside of an act passed a few years ago to require 
them to water and rest their cattle ou the routes between the great West 
and the East, I believe Congress has never laid its finger on the trans- 
portation agencies of this great continent. It has been attempted over 
and over again, and it has as often failed. I had some familiarity with 
the history of attempted legislation on the subject as far back as the 
Porty-third Congress. An act passed the House of Representatives 
March 26, 1874, which established a commission. I have not been able 
to find any record of it in the Senate. I have not been able to find 
what I understand to have been a pending amendment when the bill 
was last heard from, but on inquiry I have found that the bill actually 
reaclfed the Senate of the United States. If it ever got further than the 
portal I have no information on the subject. ‘That was a commission 
bill. In the Forty-fourth Congress another bill was introduced—half a 
dozenofthem. ‘The bills pending in that Congress gave rise to what is 
recognized to-day as the Reagan bill. What is now known as the Reagan 
bill is not, however, the original bill, nor is itany one of the original bills. 
Again, in the Forty-fifth Congress a number of bills were introduced. 
Some of those bills provided forcommissionsp some presented the idea 
contained in the Reagan bill with other provisions added; some con- 
tained ideas that are not in either bill. What is now known as the 
Reagan bill was reported to Congress, passed the House, and came to 
this hody as a substitute for the original bill which was prepared by 
some lawyer, I believe, in Buffalo, N. Y. That was the origin of the 
Reagan bill. It passed the House of Representatives of the Forty-fifth 
Congress, came to the Senate, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and there it died. 

In the present Congress, as we are all aware, the bill has again passed 
the House. This is the third time the House has responded to the 
popular demand for action on this important subject. The last bill is 
hefore us. It is substantially the Reagan bill except that those pro- 
visions which undertake to regulate the transportation of passengers and 
to fix specific rates of charges therefor are interpolations. ‘They are no 
part or parcel either of the Reagan bill as it originally existed or of its 
scope or theory. It might not be proper under the rules of the Senate 
to state where they found their origin, but they were no part of the 
original Reagan bill and did not emanate from its author. 

Now, Mr. President, I favor legislation on this great subject. I do 
not accept that plan of legislation which is embraced in the Senate bill. 
I have not quite been able to get into my head what our friends mean 
by such proposed legislation. The first idea I ever acquired of law I 
derived from Blackstone. I have studied a good many law-hooks in 
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the course of time, but I must express my surprise in the face of all I 
have been able to gather from the books when it is boldly asserted in 
the Senate of the United States that no enactment arising to the dig- 
nity of positive law can be made to reach this subject; that the subject 
is so great, so complex, so beyond the ordinary ken and ingenuity of 
common manhood, and the Senate so correspondingly ignorant, that 
there must be an invention, there must be a new device that will ena- 
ble us to reach the object, and we are to have for the regulation of in- 
terstate commerce what Senatorial fertility of resource has denominated 
a ‘‘flexiblelaw.’’ Shades of departed lawgivers! explain to us by some 
process of inspiration what we are to understand by a ‘‘ flexible law.’’ 

‘*Now you see it, and now you don’tsee it.’’ I presumé under the 
proposed flexible commission we are to go to these commissioners on 
Monday morning bright and early and ask them what the law is to-day. 
On Wednesday morning we goagain and ask them what the law is that 
day, and on Saturday we may repeat the experiment. Mr. President, 
I mean no disrespect and no discourtesy to any Senator on this floor, 
but I have been unable to work myself up to any other conception than 
that a flexible law is a flexible absurdity. 

Possibly the difficulty is met on the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], by striking out of the Senate bill all there 
was in it that was law of any kind and leaving it to establish a mere 
roving commission something after the fashion of our own committees, 
which we sent out a summer or two ago, the product of whose labors we 
have been discussing here for a month or more and with a likelihood of 
reaching similar practical results. If the Reagan bill be not a proper 
bill let it be defeated; but in so far as the Senate undertakes to deal 
with this great subject let it make law, let it make rule, let it enact 
something that will govern somebody somewhere, that somebody on 
earth can understand and know that he is bound by and must obey. 
Give us no “‘flexible’’ commission with ‘‘ flexible’’ powers to mock the 
just demands of the public. ‘Those demands are reasonable. They 
should find here a reasonable response. 

Now a word or two about the provisions of the Reagan bill, and I 
shall not detain the Senate longer. The first section of the Reagan 
bill makes prdVision— 

That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons engaged alone or associ- 
ated with others in the transportation of property by railroad or by pipe-line or 
lines from one State or Territory to or through one or more other States or Ter- 
ritories of the United States, or to or from any foreign country, directly or in- 
directly, to charge to or receive from any person or persons = greater or less 
rate or amount of freight, compensation, or reward than is by him or them 
charged to or received from any other person or persons for like and contem 
raneous service in the carrying, receiving, delivering, storing, or handling of 
the same. 

Equality of pay for equality of service—nothing more, nothing less. 
I desire to call the attention of Senators to one important consideration 
in connection with.this very provision. I know more about the his- 
tory of the origin of the Reagan bill than the proprieties of this body 
under the rules which prohibit reference to occurrences in the other 
House perhaps will permit me to say. I.am sufficiently familiar with 
the Reagan bill and its origin to know that it never was intended to 
regulate passenger rates, it never was designed to regulate freights, it 
was never a part of its purpose to control the charges and rates of trans- 
portation anywhere in this country for interstate commerce or com- 
merce of any kind whatever. 

It was intended—and mark the declaration—to take from the railroad 
corporations of this great country the power which has been appro- 
priated by them to regulate interstate commerce for the people. That 
was the design, that was the purpose of the Reagan bill, and I defy 
any gentleman anywhere to give it with propriety any wider scope or 
range. It has been misrepresented. It has been advertised as a dan- 
gerous meddling with the details of railroad affairs. It does nothing 
of the kind. It was never intended to doit. It is, I repeat, a resump- 
tion by Congress of a power to regulate interstate commerce which the 
Constitution confers upon Congress, and which the railroads have 
usurped and absorbed. : 

Why, sir, Iam told that the rule of equality of pay for equality of 
service, provided by this section, may prevent a railroad company 
from opening markets to the products of this country that otherwise 
they can not reach. Some man will want to carry his lumber from Mich- 
igan to New York, they tell us. The railroad company fixes a tariff— 
makes it, in the language of Mr. Fink—all it will bear to carry that 
lumber to New York for consumption within our own boundaries. 
Some other gentleman associates with some Englishman or some French- 
man or some German or somebody somewhere for the shipment of lum- 
ber abroad to come in competition with foreign productions. It is all 
well enough for Mr. Fink in his testimony to state that if you require 
equality of service for equality of pay from the railroads you deprive 
the railroad company of the opportunity to make reductions in behalf 
of the foreign shipper in order to enable him to carry American commerce 
to the remotest corners of the earth; but I beg politely to inform that 
intelligent gentleman that that is no part of the functions of a railroad 
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railroad company gives one shipper, with his foreign associates, terms 
which it denies to another. It thereby says to one that he may, and 
to the other that he may not, engage in foreign commerce. This is a 
power which the Constitution was designed to deny to the States and 
to confer exclusively on Congress, and which Congress can not, with 


decent regard to its commonest obligations to the public, abrogate in | 


favor of the roads. 

Sitting here to-day and for weeks I have tailed as yet to hear sub- 
mitted to the Senate by any Senator who has assaulted that clause of 
this bill an illustration of the hardship it will do to the railroad inter- 
ests of the country which was not at the same time an illustration of 


the regulation by the railroads of commerce between this and foreign | 


countries or between the States of this Union. 
Take the case the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN ] uses as an illus- 


tration. The people of the great West, citizens of Chicago, or grain- | 


dealers there, want to ship their grain to New York. The railroads 
fix arate. Under this first clause the same rate must be charged to all 
persons for similar service. : 
In a common carrier, conducting a business affecting the public, with 
every element of power embraced in his charter, his very existence 
drawn equally from the people, the head and front and source of all 
power, this would strike the average conscience as a fair and reasona- 
ble requirement. But without this section, in the absence of this re- 
quirement, the road may give a living rate to one shipper and deny it 
to another, thus opening to one and closing to the other the great mar- 
kets of the East. Why, Mr. President, the Legislature of New York 
can not doit. The Legislature of Illinois can not doit. All the Leg- 
islatures in the country can not do it, and its arbitrary achievement by 


the railroad companies is simply and boldly an arbitrary usurpation of | 


the powers of Congress over commerce among the several Stites. 
The second proposition of this bill is simply: 
Sec. 2. That it shall be an unlawful act for any person or persons engaged in 


the transportation of property as aforesaid directly or indirectly to allow any ‘ 
rebate, drawback, or other advantage,in any form,upon shipments made or | 


services rendered as aforesaid by him or them. 


That means exactly what the first section means, nothing more and 
nothing less. You shall not collectin the first instance unequally, you 
shall collect equally for equality of service, and having collected it, and 
by collecting it complied with the terms of the first section of this act, 
you shall not evade the law by handing half of it back. There is no 
possibility of a difference in the principle of the two provisions. The 
third clause is: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlaw/ul for any person or persons engaged in the car- 


riage, receiving, storage, or handling of property as mentioned in the first sec- | 
tion of this act toenterintoany combination, contract, or agreement, by changes | 


of schedule, carriage in different cars, or by any other means, with intent to pre- 


vent the carriage of such property from being continuous from the placeofship- | 


ment to the place of destination, whether carried on one or several railroads. 
That only means that this law provides against its own evasion: 


And it shall be unlawful for any person or persuns carrying property asaforc- | 


said to enter into any contract, agreement, or combination for the pooling of 
freights, or to pool the freights of different and competing railroads, or todivide 
between them the aggregate or nef proceeds of the earnings of such railroads, 
or any portion of them. 


I may not understand what pooling freights means. I have read a 
great deal about it; [ have read: what everybody who has testified be- 
fore any of the committees has said about it. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky |Mr. Beck] reminds me that the State of New York does not 
allow pooling, ever between ten canal-boatmen. Itseems to me to be 
a plain proposition that a pooling of freights as between competing 
railroad lines—and that process never happens as between any others— 
is nothing more, was intended to be nothing more, and can in the nat- 
ure of the transaction be nothing more than a combination to destroy 
competition as between carriers which may bring down the price of their 
services to the public to the ordinary level of supply and demand. 

Mr. President, bearing in mind what this law means, divesting it of 
the mystery which has heen made to surround it, and believing that it 
is right and proper that the people whose great commerce is transported, 
over 80 per cent. of it, now by rail should have the benefit in the hand- 
ling of that great mass of material, of such competition as railroads 
have created, as railroad men have created by their voluntary invest- 
ment in railroad en 
sition in the interest of American commerce. 

The fourth section is as follows: 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawf > sons e i 
uanepgrtation of propery an provided inti fs cb of is eto ate 


or receive any greater compensation for a similar amount and kind of property, 
for carrying, receiving, storing, forwarding, or handling the same, for a shorter 


than for a longer distance, w includes the shorter, on any one railroad or 
pea and the road of a corporation shall include all the road or pipe-line 
n use by such corporation, whether owned or operated by it under a contract, 


agreement, or lease by such corporation. 


Here, Mr. President, is the bone of contention. It has made more 
controversy, has excited more hostility among railroad men, and, in my 
humble judgment, developed to higher degree the genius of invention 
in the attempt to cripple and destroy it, than any forty bills which 
have been presented to Congress in as many years. 

_ In discussing this section of the bill I desire to present two proposi- 
tions. One is the propriety of the section as it stands. 
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the impropriety of denouncing it upon a forced or false construction 
Its enemies, instead of enabling its friends to perfect it and reach its 
object if it does not already do it, have entertained the Senate for two 
weeks and more by pointing out its anomalies and in my mind the ex 
ceptional illustrations of its effects. Here is the open declaration that 
under all circumstances the railroads are to be the judges of the pro- 
priety of charging a man as much for hauling a car-load four miles as 
they charge for four thousand. Itis true they have already that power 
and it is‘true that this bill does not attempt to deprive them of it. 

Under this bill they are not denied the power to charge as much fo 
a short as for a longer distance, but the service being similar they can 
not charge more. Thus, as the first section requires equality of treat 
ment as between individuals, this section at least limits the power of 
discrimination as between sections. Now, Mr. President, | make ot 
this section an observation equally applicable to every clause of this 
bill—it is born of the injustice and wrong visited upon helpless people 
| whose position has made them dependent upon single lines of road. 
| It is no secret in this body, nor in this country, nor indeed has it been 

denied before your committees that in numberless instances discrimi- 
nations so harsh and so merciless have been visited upon local traftic 
that through freights, where competition has effected reductions, have 
been carried for less than cost. 

Mr. President, what does this mean? I repeat, sir, what does this 
}mean’ It means that in the handling of interstate commerce angl im- 
posing tariffs for its carriage in numberless instances one section by its 
| 


| helpless condition has heen made to bear the burden of its own trans 
portation and likewise that of the more favored locality. And to re- 
| turn to the illustration offered by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHER 
| MAN]: If freight be carried from Chicago to New York at a given price, 
and from a point on the same line half the distance from New York a 
larger compensation be charged, what is this but a tax on the interme- 
| diate shipment in the interest of the Chicago shipper? But the Chicago 
{ shipper does not get the benefit of it in the end, because his wheat has 
already reached him from various intermediate stations in all the sec- 
| tions of country which feed his granaries and it has already borne the 
| exactions. Grain in its very nature comes from the country stations. 
It can not escape somewhere the heavy hand of the local rate, and 
thus, while before it reaches the consumer it has been taxed all it will 
bear, it has itself in the process of transportation been successively the 
victim and the beneficiary of local and of through rates. But the most 
| Serious aspect of the whole question, to my mind, is the utter, help- 
{ less, hopeless dependence of this commodity of interstate exchange 
| upon the railroads for the exercise of a function for which it has a 
| right under the Constitution to look to Congress. Who will deny, 
| who can deny that in the absence of this section of the bill railroad 
| tariffs may be so adjusted as to drive from a market a producer a hun 
dred miles away, and surrender it in monopoly to another who is a 
; thousand ? 
Who will deny that by the discriminations which this section at least 
| in a measure prohibits the products of one locality or of one State may 
| be landed in the market on the seashore at one tariff, and those of an- 
other three or ten times the distance away be brought there for a third 
the amount. And show me the genius who can devise a more effective 
method of controlling, regulating, making, or unmaking the interstate 
commerce of this country. This, with the other sections of this bill. 
is intended to divest the railroads of their power over the interstate 
commerce of the country, and relegate them to the legitimate perform- 
ance of their functions as carriers for reasonable compensation accord - 
ing to supply anddemand. It is intended todeny to the railroads the 
right to say to one citizen or one section, ‘‘I will build you up;’’ to 
| another, ‘‘I will tear you down;’’ to one operator, ‘‘ You may mine 
coal and live;’’ and to another, ‘‘ You may mine and starve;’’ to one 
lumberman, ‘* You may saw your logs and ship the product and sell it 
and thrive;’’ and to another, ‘‘ You may saw yours, and it shall lie and 
rot in your yards.’’ It is intended, in a word, and it undertakes no 
more, to divest the corporations of the power to take bodily possession 
of the business of the country and adapt that business to their own pur- 
suits. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] in presenting his views of this 
feature of the bill to the Senate has employed the following vigorous 
and practical language: 
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; . There can be no more reason for a railroad charging more for half the labor 
than for twice the amount of labor than there would be for any other interest 
| governed by the rules affected by machinery and labor, or than there would be 
for charging more for making one plow than for making two plows, or for a cart 
to charge more for carrying a load half a mile than it would for a mile over the 
same road; or for a hod-carrier to charge more to carry brick to the first story 
of a house than he would to carry the same brick to the second story over the 
same ladder by which he reached the first story. The cost of transportation to 
| @ railroad is measured by the wear and tear of the road and equipment and the 
| expenses per mile for fuel and labor in moving the train; and there is no theory 
| that I have ever seen advanced that satisfies my mind that these physical con- 
| ditions are varied to any great extent per mile in proportion to the distance 
| Iam, therefore, fully persuaded that this is a wise provision. 
' 
} 
| 


The next section of the bill, Mr. President, is that which requires a 
schedule of rates to be posted open to general inspection and accessible 


to the public. The schedule is not allowed to be changed except upon 


| five days’ notice, with a pending proposition to allow it to be reduced 
This Miggestion is made to meet the ob- 
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jection that water lines might make sudden reductions, and the railroad, 
obliged to give five days’ notice of a change, might be in the mean time 
seriously affected by its more fortunate rival for the trade. No harm 
can come from the reduction without the five days’ notice otherwise pro- 
vided for, but in the interest of fairness the fact of the reduction should 


be duly posted. If the general theory of the bill be defensible, this 
schedule is eminently so. It is simply the sentinel standing constant 
guard over the provisions and requirements of the bil! to point the finger 
of exposure to their violation. 

On the subject of the carriage of passengers I do not know whether 
the motion has been voted on to strike out the provision or not. I in- 


tended to vote to strike it out, and I shall certainly do so now if I have 
the opportunity. 
the bill to regulate the price of carrying a man, woman, or child, or one 
ounce or pound of freight. The only limitation in it is the limitation 
of the price of the shorter to the price of a longer distance, and that is not 
to regulate the amount, not to regulate the value, not to affect the price, 
but to affect the relationship as between similar services rendered for 
shorter distances as against longer ones. The provisions of the bill 
which I have not discussed relate to penalties and the various features 
looking to remedies. 


Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. KENNA. Certainly. 
Mr. MAXEY. I wish to place on record somewhere the fret that the 


friends of the Reagan bill, without exc eption, voted against the clause 
fixing the rate of fare for the transportation of persons, and the provision 
was left as it is in the bill by the votes of the opponents of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from, Texas, the Chair 
thinks, can not allude to the votes of any other body. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam not alluding to anything except what took place 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is quite in order then. 

Mr. MAXEY. I thoughtI was. The Senator from Kentucky gave 
notice that he would call for a vote on that proposition when we got 
back into the Senate, so that we shall still have an opportunity of prov- 
ing our faith by our works, and all who have said recently they will 
vote to strike that ont can put their votes on record when we come back 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I am not a very good parliamentarian, but I am afraid 
if the substitute offered by the Railroad Committee of the Senate is 
voted on in place of the House bill, I shall never be able to get that 
amendment into the Senate. I do not know how that is, but I am 
afraid that will be the way it will work. Therefore I am going to 
endeavor to move to strike out that part of it about the 3 cents a mile 
before the substitute comes to a vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the fact that he embodied in his amendment many more 
things than that clause relating to the charge per mile. 

Mr. BECK. I did in the first instance, and therefore I give notice 
now that I will again endeavor to test that three-cents-a-mile provision 
for fear I may not a chance in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. There will be no trouble about testing it. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no doubt, apart. from the fact that that pro- 
vision of the Reagan bill is a departure from the original design of the 
bill itself, any gentleman will see the great injustice of the operation 
of it. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me one word. If the amendment that I offered 
had carried—and it was lost by one vote only—it would have left the 
Reagan bill just as it was presented by the Senator from West Virgini 
when he was in the House, or when he was supporting Judge REAGAN 
in the presentation of it. They are both very familiar with the whole 
subject. 

Mr. KENNA. And this diversion brings me to make an observation 
that I think is due tothe spiritof the occasion. It was never designed 
by Judge REAGAN, as I have said, that this bill should regulate rates, 
that it should take hold of the business of railroads and manageit. It 
was intended to be moderate, conservative, and reasonable. I know 
that great and good old man. I have known him for years. I know 
his great capacity, and I know his great honesty and his great sense of 
fairness and of justice. 

I know that there is not a human o~ 
be more loath than he to do violence o oe even toa cor- 
poration. This bill was never designed, T repeat, repeat, to fix the rates of 
the railroads in the management of neat ir met NS 
to Congress of its own appropriate upon it by the Con- 
stitution of the country Ceabiote s iadettehbanmeenat 50,000,000 
of freemen—that and no more. If any Senator will point out a man 
ner by which the object can be better cnr 
than those which are employed, I for one will cheerfully support it. 
I deny that it has been 

What the Senator from aays about voting on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky to strike out the 3-cent clause brings 
forcibly to mind the attitude of the emer en ores SHERMAN] 

upon this subject. A half hour was the 
*‘ anomalous’? provision of that part of the bi vill w ich g gives jurisdiction 


on this continent who would 


ee ee 


C ON GRESSION AL RECORD—S SENATE. 


It is no part of the original scheme and purpose of 


FEBRUARY 3, 


to the State courts covered by the two simple words “‘ or State.’’ With 
the power on this floor which we have seen exhibited—sufficient at any 
moment to do with the bill as it pleases—it was easy at any time to 
strike out these two simple words and free the subject from all the em 

barrassment that an hour wes taken to exhibit. Not a motion was 
made, not an effort to perfect or improve the measure, but a disposi- 

tion all along the line, both actively and passively, to let it die the 
death. 

Sir, it may die; I have no doubt it will die; I regard itas practically 
dead now, but I have made these observations upon it in order that I 
may be regarded as in at the funeral, and if I mistake not the temper 
of the American people on this great subject I shall be likewise in at 
its resurrection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky*[Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. BECK. The yeas and nays were called for, I think. If not, I 
call for them now. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 5, line 26, after the word “ substi- 
tuted,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That there may be a reduction of rates prior to the posting of such 
new schedule, but in such case the new schedule shall be posted as aforesaid 


within five days after such reduction shall be made, and said schedule shal! also 
specify the date at which the reduction commenced. 


Mr. BECK. The only purpose of this amendment is to obviate what 
the railroads complain of as a very serious difficulty in the House bill, 
if it stands unamended—that is, that unless the amendment prevails 
they can not make a change of rates in less than five days. They say 
that they may be in competition with railroads which are not embraced 
in the provisions of this bill, that they may be in competition with 
water ways not embraced in any bill, and that their competitors may 
reduce their rates and thereby take their business, while by an iron 
rule they would be unable to meet them for five days. 

I have offered this amendment so as toallow them, if that condition 
of things occurs, to reduce their rates without notice, so that they shall 
not be embarrassed by the action of any competitor—to reduce them 
to everybody equally of course, to reduce them in accordance with the 
other provisions of the bill. 

It is well known that every shipper of goods has to ascertain, before 
he knows what he can pay the producer, what it will cost him to trans- 
port those goods to the place where he expects to find a market; and 
there ought to be some stability in that regard so that he will not, if 
he has Stoqpets and io senhiy ts sour them, fuk the selndule 
double or treble or quadruple what the rates were when he made the 

, Which would change his venture from a profit to a loss. 

But if the railroad finds itself with a competitor cutting under it, it 
is allowed to reduce its rates, neither h the nor the pro- 
ducer, but in fact it,is a benefit to both; and if it is a benefit to the 
railroads I desire to give the railroads that benefit. That is all there 


is in the amendment. 
The Secretary to call the roll. 
Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. Not knowing how he 
would vote on this amendment, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Ilinois [Mr. LoGaN]. If he were present, I should vote 


ac 
Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Hit en If he were here, I should vote 
‘ yea. > 


d with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
Mr. CAMDEN] being absent, I transfer the pair 
’ 


-Mr. GARLAND. Then I am at liberty to vote, and I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (after having voted in the jive). 
The Senator from i [Mr. GEORGE] is absent from city. 
I am paired with him for to-day. I was not aware when I voted that 
he was absent. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gipson]. 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—46. 
Sten. Fair, ioone st Nevada, Platt, 
Bek Garland . McMillan, Sawyer, 
Butler, Groome, McPherson, rman, 
Call, ampten, Mahone, Slater, 
Cockrell, Manderson, Vance 
Coke, Harrison, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Hoar Miller of ot 
Cullom, ietiaos, Morrill, Williams, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Pike, en 


® 
+ 





i 
4 
; 





5 
es 
ci 
a 
se 
og 
% 









1885. 


ne 


NAYS—7. 

Chace, Lapham, Morgan, Wilson, 
Hawley, Mitchell, Sewell, 

ABSENT—2. 
Aldrich Cameron of Wis., Hale, Ransom 
Blair, Dawes, Hill, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Farley, Lamar, Sabin, 
Brown, George, Logan, Saulsbury 
Camden, Gibson, Palmer, Walker 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Plumb, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I believe itis in order to go back tosection1. Ifso, I 
desire tomove an amendment, after the word ‘‘ discrimination,’’ in line 
27, to strike out down to and including the word ‘‘ person,’’ in line 31, 
being these words: 


Nor shall any railroad company or its officers charge to or receive from any 
person who is to be conveyed from one State or Territory into another any sum 
exceeding 3 cents per mile for the distance to be traveled by such person. 


I desire to avoid that question if I can by moving to strike out those 


words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MorriLtinthechair). The ques- 
tion ison the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, which 
will be read by the Secretary. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 27 of section 1, after the word ‘‘ discrim- 
ination,’’ it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the 
word ‘‘person,’’ in line 31, as follows: 

Nor shall any railroad company or its officers charge to or receive from any 
person who is to be conveyed from one State or Territory into another any sum 
exceeding 3 cents per mile for the distance to be traveled by such person. 

Mr. BECK. I simply desire to strike that clause out. It was no 
part of the original proposition of the friends of the bill; and there may 
be places such as the Saint Louis bridge where that limit would be re- 

ed as wrong. And as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuaH] and 
othtrs seem to have someconstitutional scruples in regard to our power 
over that question, I do not care to have the House bill encumbered by 
anything that any one has any doubt about. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, in section 1 of the bill, in lines 24, 
25, 26, and 27, I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘color,’’ in line 
24, down to and including the word ‘‘discrimination,’’ in line 27, and 
on the motion to strike out I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are called for on 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The words to be stricken out are, in section 1, 
after the word ‘‘color,”’ in line 24, to the word “‘ discrimination,’’ in 
line 27, as follows: ‘‘and that furnishing separate accommodations, with 
equal facilities and equal comforts, at the same charges, shall not be 
considered a discrimination.’’ 

Ro pen and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin eg his name was called). I am 
paired on this question with Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. If he were present, I should vote “‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘*nay ’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. HiLi]. If he were here, I should vote 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the affirmative). I intended to 
vote ‘‘ nay,”’ but I am recorded “‘yea”’ by mistake. I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and his colleague [Mr. Frye} 
advised me that upon this question Mr. HALE would vote ‘‘ yea;’’ and 
asd would vote ‘‘nay’’ I withdraw my vote, being paired. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
SLATER]. I do not know how he would vote, and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here. 


The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—S. 
Aldrich, Dolph, J Nev 
ee 
Biair, Fair, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Bowen, Frye, Mahone, Sherman, 
Butler, Harrison, nderson, Van Wyck, 
Chace, Hawley, lerof N.Y. Voorhees, 
caer, Hoar, se Wilson. 
Dawes, =. ike, . 
NAYS—17. 
Bayard, Spuptes, MePhe ‘ Va 
> oes rson wo . 
Cok — 5 ’ of Florida Pond “te 
e, ‘ones of Florida, leton, 
Groome, Kenna, Pugh, 
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ABSENT—235 
Beck Garland Logan, Sawyer, 
Brown, George Miller of Cal Slater, 
Camden Gibson, Palmer Walker 
Cameron of Pa Gorman Plumb Williams. 
Cameron of Wis Hale, Ransom 
Colquitt Hill, Riddléberger 
Farley, Lamar Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the substitu- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuL- 
LoM] for the House bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to offer an amendment to be added to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky which was adopted to the 
House bill. It is to come in at the end of the amendment adopted on 
his motion. His amendment applies to line 26 of section 5, on page 5 
I move to add: 

And such reduction of rates shall be granted to all persons without discrimi 
nation prior to as well as after the posting of said schedule 

I wish to say in explanation of the proposed amendment that under 
the operation of the amendment adopted on the motion of the Senator 
from Kentucky discriminations between shippers would be directly 
authorized, and in this way: Suppose that A should purchase a stock 
of goods in New York to be shipped to Lexington, Mo. The rate is « 
dollar ahundred. To-morrow B purchases a like stock of goods to ship 
to the same point. Under the operation of the amendment of the Sena 
tor from Kentucky a rate of 50 cents per hundred may be given to B; 
and that discrimination in favor of B against A would be authorized 
by that amendment unless the one I propose shall be added to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on. the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLson ] to the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] as a substitute for the 
House bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). On this 
question I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE}. 
If he were present, and I were at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGANn]. If he were here, I should vote 
ae nay.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK (after having voted in the negative). 1am paired, as | 
am reminded, with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe}, and I with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. [have been paired on the two bills with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER], as has been before announced. 
I agreed within the last hour to have that pair transferred to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. Therefore I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). I had agreed to 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I ask leave, there- 
fore, to withdraw my vote. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ and 
he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote of 
the Senator from Florida will be withdrawn. 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [| Mr. GARLAND]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 
Aldrich, Hampton, MeMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Harrison, McPherson, Pugh, 
Blair, Hawley, Mahone, Riddieberger, 
Chace, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Miller of N.Y Sewell, 
Cullom. Jackson, Mitchel), Sherman, 
Dawes, Jonas, Morgan, Wilson. 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, 
Frye Lapham, Pike 
NAYS—18. 
Bayard, Fair, Lamar Van Wyck, 
Butler, Groome., Manderson Vest, 
Cockrell, Farris, Maxey, Voorhees. 
Coke, Jones of Florida Pendleton 
Edmunds, Kenna, Vance, 

ABSENT—2 

Beck, Cameron of Wis., Gorman Ransom, 
Bowen Conger, Hale, Saulsbury 
Brown, Farley. Hi! Sawyer, 
Call, Garland Logan Slater, 
Camden, George, Palmer, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Gibsou Plumb Williams. 


While the result of the vote was being announced, Mr. Conaex ad- 
dressed the Chair. 
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The result having been announced, 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to know if my name is recorded. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The name of the Senator from Mich- 
igan is not recorded. 

Mr. CONGER. I vote *‘ yea.’’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator rose before the Chair | 


announced the result. The Chair will have his vote recorded though 
the Chair has made the announcement. The yeas are 55 and the nays 
18. The amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN. I was requested by my colleague [Mr. HILL] to an- 
nounce his pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY], 
but I was notin at the time the vote was taken. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to offer an amendment, adding a new sec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey pro- 
poses an amendment. Does it apply to the original House bill or to 
the substitute adopted ” 

Mr. SEWELL. ‘To the substitute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLerk. It is proposed to add, as a new section: 

Sec. 15. That the provisions of this bill shall be construed as applicable to all 
railroad or transportation companies engaged in the carrying of freight from 


points in the United States through the Dominion of Canada to tide water, or 
to tide water or other points within the United States. 


Mr. SEWELL. I suppose it is hardly necessary to make an expla- 
nation of the amendment. It is intended to cover transportation routes 
going through Canada for merchandise between points in the United 
States. It may be that the matter is covered before, but it will not 
hurt to have this provision put in. We certainly ought to place Cana- 
dian lines on the same footing with our own. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if the language would 
not include transportation down the Saint Lawrence River. 

Mr. SEWELL. It alludes to transportation that originates on the 
lakes, and is delivered to Portland, in Maine. 

Mr. HOAR. And does not relate to exclusively water transporta- 
tion ? 

Mr. SEWELL. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let it be read again. 


Mr. SEWELL, The bill as it now stands regulates water trauspor- | 


tation when in connection with railway transportation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. SEWELL. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from New Jersey how that would 
affect a road like the Grand Trunk, which has both its termini in the 
territory of the United States, Chicago being its western terminus, and 
Portland, Me., its eastern ? 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say -to the Senator from Kansas that I drew 
the amendment with special reference to such roads, so that they shall 
come under the provisions of our laws, and have our laws applied to 
them. 

Mr. INGALLS. There ought to be some limitation as to the tide- 
water points. Ifthe terminus of a road is at tide water in the United 
States, that is one thing; if it is in Canadaor Nova Scotia it isanother. 

Mr. SEWELL. Why should we not apply the same rule to that 
conveyed from their tide water that we do to our own? 

Mr. INGALLS. How we can make a law of Congress operative in 
Canada, is really past my comprehension. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the point of shipment is in our territory why 
should we not apply our law to it? The Grand Trunk does business 
in this country by permission of an act of Congress. It could not do it 
possibly except for the special permission in relation to the transfer of 
goods through the territory of Canada. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very true; but. this bill not only affects transpor- 
tation between terminal points, but it affects transportation between 
local points. How you propose to apply the provisions of this bill to a 
road like the Grand Trunk and compel it to contract under its provis- 
ions from Chicago to a point in Canada, or from Portland going west 
to a point in Canada, I can not comprehend. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is no intention to apply it to avy local point. 
It will apply to freight carried from points in the United States to their 
tide water. It does aot apply to local points at all. 

Mr. CONGER. If this provision relates to water transportation on 
the lakes of freight that goes by rail to Chicago or Milwaukee or De- 
troit, whether the terminus of the water transportation is Buffalo or 
Erie or Cleveland or through the Welland Canal to Oswego ox ens- 
burg or to the mouth of the Saint Lawrence, we might as w ve 
up all protection to lake transportation by water. No such isions 
as would apply to railroads can by any possibility be applied to water 
transportation on our great lakes without destroying the whole water 
transportation. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator will permit me to ask if he does not 
understand that the bill applies to water ? 

Mr. CONGER. I understand it; but there are amendments 
which I offered to strike out, in sections 12 and 13, whatever refers to 
water transportation. No one should vote hastily on this. He should 
consider how the passage of this bill, as applied to water routes on the 
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| great lakes, will destroy all water transportation and water communi- 
| cation and vessel property. No boat going uponthe great lakes, on the 
; common highway of the world, can be subject to the provisions of this 
| bill as to freights being a carrier in common with railroads of freights 
from the Northwestern States to Duluth, and from there down the lakes 
| or to Chicago or any other place. It is impossible to apply these rules 
and hold the carriers. by water subject to these provisions without de- 
| Stroying the entire water transportation of the lakes and making those 
| great expanses of the North a perfect wilderness so far as fleets are con- 
| cerned. 
| I think it would be well for those who represent the carrying interest 
of products all around the lakes to pause before they vote for a propo- 
sition of this kind. There is pending, I believe, a motion to amend in 
two of the places, and the only two where water routes are mentioned 
{ in the bill, sections 12 and 13, if I have the numbers right, by striking 
out the reference to Jake and water transportation. 
| Mr. SEWELL. My amendment can be adopted and then the Sena- 
tor from Michigan can test the sense of the Senate on his amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. So far as I am concerned, coming from the region of 
the great lakes, and representing as far as I may the vast interests con- 
nected with water transportation, which is the only security that can 
exist and does exist against excessive railroad charges, I am opposed 
to extending the terms of this bill to water transportation. _When at 
the Straits of Mackinaw the passage is dammed up, there is atonce an 
increase of from 15 to 45 per cent. in the cost of transporting the pro- 
ductions of the West, and so it remains until the sammer’s sun removes 
the obstacle. Now it is proposed to put each man that runs his barge 
or his boat, if he carries products which have come from inland, under 
the force of this law; to make every carrier on the lakes subject to the 
same provisions; and I say, without fear of contradiction, that it will 
destroy the commerce upon the lakes, and make vessel property, which 
has now been reduced in value to the lowest point where it can be run 
and pay expenses, utterly worthless, and it will put the whole Nofth- 
west at the mercy of the railroad companies. I can not vote forit upon 
any possible supposition that it may hereafter be changed without 

| voting in direct disregard of the interests of my people. 
| Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
after the word ‘‘Canada’’ the words ‘‘ to tide water or.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. How will it then read ? 
| Mr. INGALLS.* My amendmentis to strike out the words ‘‘ to tide 
water or ’’ after ‘‘ Canada.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas proposes 
to amend the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey as will now 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 4 of the amendment it. is proposed to 
strike ont the words ‘‘to tide water or;’’ so as to réad: 

7 the peoritens of this bill shall be -— rued as a —— oo mend 
or ransport. 
the United States hannah Gee Doninionot Ca anata tide sae or alee pet nts 
within the United States. . 

Mr. SEWELL. The effect of that amendment would be to secure a 
transporfation line to tide water in Canada, in competition with all the 
lines in the United States, without coming under the provisions of this 
act, although the freight originated in the territory of the United States. 
You would give a free-lance in transportation to Canadian lines, and bind 
ours up. 

Mr. CONGER. The railroad companies who have connecting lines 
running through Canada or across Canada west irom Buffalo, and the 
Falls, are not Canadian companies, neither east nor west of the lakes 
or in Canada. The Grand Trunk company from Chicago to Port Hu- 
ron is an organization chartered within the United States. It has a 
running connection with the Grand Trunk company of Canada. The 
company running from Portland to Island Pond in connection with 
the Grand Trunk has its own separate organization and name in Maine, 
New Hampshire, and Vermont; not a Canadian company at all, in char- 
ter or in control, though that it may be leased by or have running con- 
nection with the Grand Trunk of Canada. So far as the bill will ap- 
ply as a law to railroads in the United States, it will apply to these 
companies as much as to any others. 

Now, if it is claimed that by any process whatever we can exercise 
jurisdiction on any of the Canadian roads proper inside the Canadian 
territorial jurisdiction, I have yet to hear it claimed. I think no one 
will be foolish to assert that. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator from Michigan will allow me to say 
that if it was not for an act of Congress or for certain lations under 
an act of allowing goods to be transported from the United 
ate th Canada without having aoe ree oo, 

every package opened and examined,the roadsin Canada would not 
he carrying American freights. 

Mr. CONGER. We allow goods to in bond across our territory 


from China. Goods clear the United States to England 
in bond, not i no duties paid. From New York goods pass 
through Canada into then they pass by rail through Indiana 
and Illinois into and throngh Minnesota to Emersen and 
Saint Vincent on their way to Manitoba; and in the same way through 
the United States, throngh Canada, through the Northwestern States, 
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and into Canada again. If the Senator thinks that by any customs | 
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Montreal is the place of shipment for wheat, pork, 





Mr. PLUMB. 


regulations we are to prevent the passage of products of the Northwest | and other articles coming from the West, and that is above tide water, 


by the shortest and best route for New York and New England, that 
we are to legislate against the producers of every Northwestern State, 





as well as of every Eastern State, Iam not with him in that class of leg- | 
islation; and I do not wonder that those who are in the interest of the | originating in the United States should be railroad transportation within 


Southern routes should do, as was attempted in the House some years 
ago, bring in adverse legislation to the cheapest and most convenient 
routes of the producers of Michigan, Northern Indiana, Northern Ili- 
nois, all of Wisconsin, all of Minnesota, the northern part of Iowa, and 
a portion of Kansas. It was attempted to do that by adverse legisla- 
tion to the use of roads passing through Canada. It met with opposi- 
tion from every board of trade from away down East to Saint Paul, and 


tion. 

Mr. President, I had, as I supposed, pending on the Senate bill an 
amendment which I have marked here, to strike out in section 12 in 
the third line the words ‘‘and water’’ where it says: 


That the route of any transportation company engaged in interstate commerce 
shall include all the railroad and water routes in use by such company. 


I understand that to be pending, and before the last vote was taken 
I was called out for a moment, and had only time to get in and secure 
my vote by extra exertion. I had also pending another amendment 
in line 13 of section 12, to strike out the words “and partly by vessel ’’ 
after the words ‘‘or partly by rail;’’ also in section 13, line 5, to strike 
out ‘‘or any vessel or vessels, in whole or in part;’’ in line 7 of section 
13 to strike out ‘‘or any vessel or vessels,’’ and in line J]1 to strike 
out ‘‘and partly by water.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that under the 
rales and practice of the Senate no amendment is pending except that 
which is offered in order; and of course the Senator understands that 
there can be only two amendments pending at atime. All amend- 
ments that are given notice of by Senators have to be offered when the 
opportunity arises for proposing them. The Chair therefore thinks 
that the amendment proposed by the Senatot from Illinois [Mr. CuL- 
LOM] was proper to be voted upon because no further amendment to 
that amendment had been offered. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘But these amendments of mine were offered—I say 
it with all due submission—to the bill, and were pending at the time 
the motion was made to substitute. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks there was a notice 
of an intention to pro them. That was in accordance with the 
practice of theSenate. They could not be offered and pending because 
only one amendment and an amendment to that amendment can be 
pending at the same time. 

Mr. FRYE. There is nothing to prevent the Senator from offering 
them in the proper time now after this amendment is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That depends on the question 
whether it is a motion to strike out what the Senate in Committee of 
the Whole has agreed to. If it is a motion tostrike out what has been 
agreed to, it would not be in order until the bill comes into the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. He can do it then. 
Mr. CONGER. There will be an opportunity in the Senate, as I 
nderstand 





u 5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the bill shall be reported to 
the Senate the bill will be again at large, and every amendment the 
Senator from Michigan desires can then be offered. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I make this statement to show the Senator 


from New J that the provisions which are already in the bill may 
or may not be advisable. Is there any amendment pending, Mr. Presi- 


dent—I mean any amendment in the second degree; any amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey pending, that offered by 
theSenatorfrom Kansas[Mr. INGALLs]. Thequestion isonthe amend- 
ment by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to suggest an amendment which, while not 
ae ey in order, Iam in hopes my colleague will accept in lieu 
o 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] 
asks to have read an amendment which he desires his colleague [ Mr. 
INGALIS] to accept. If there be no objection, the proposed amend- 
ment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3 of the amendment of Mr. SEWELL, 
after the word “‘freight,’’ it is proposed to insert: 

From any place in the United States through any foreign territory to any 
other place in the United States, or from any place in the United States to any 
place outside the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the words of limitation which the Senator 
from New Jersey has in his amendment referring to tide water as the 
objective point would prevent the realization of the expectation which 
he has in view. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say that I have no objection to the amend- 
ment the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB] suggests. If the other 


and the point in Canada opposite Port Huron at which the Grand Trunk 


Railway term‘nates is also away from tide water. My amendment 
would also cover shipments into Mexico, and all transactions of any kind 


the limits of the United States, which we have a perfect right to regu- 
late under our power to control and regulate foreign and interstate com- 
merce. So-whether the shipments are made from a point in the United 
States to a point in Canada, or from the United States to a point in 
Mexico, or from a point in the United States through the Dominicn of 
Canada to Chicago or Port Huron, or any point in the United States 


| beyond the Dominion of Canada, this provision would cover it. 
all around the lakes; and this is another attempt in the same direc- | 


} 


cee At A ACC CCL CCT LO Le 


Mr. INGALLS. Permit me to ask my colleague if this language 
would not also cover water transportation from this country to Eng 
land by ocean ? 

Mr. PLUMB. 
portation. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the language of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey is: 

That the provisions of this bill shall be construed as applic 
or transportation companics 


It would if this bill is designed to cover water trans- 


‘able to all railroad 


That, of course, is the most comprehensive language that could be 
employed. It does cover water transportation, and therefore the lan- 
guage that my colleague employs, it appears to me, would cover ocean 
transportation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; that can easily be obviated by providing 
that it shall not apply to transportation wholly by water. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the differences of opinion on this question 
show the necessity of a commission more than we have ever known 
before. I withdraw my amendment and will accept the suggestion 
offered by my colleague. I am convineed that the one I offered will 
not carry out the design that I desired to accomplish. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas on the 
left of the Chair [Mr. INGALIS] withdraws his amendment. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas in front of the Chair [Mr. PLUMB] offers an amend- 
ment, which will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “‘freight,’’ in line 5 of the 
amendment of Mr. SEWELL, it is proposed to strike out the following 
words: 

From points in the United States through the Dominion of Canada to tide 
water, or to tide water or other points within the United.states 

And insert in lieu thereof : 

From any place in the United States through any foreign territory to any 
other place in the United States, or from any place in the United States to any 
place outside the United States. - 

So that the proposed section will read: 


That the provisions of this bill shall be construed as applicable to all railroad 
or transportation companies engaged inthe carrying of freight from any place 
in the United States through any foreign territory to any other place in the 
United States, or from any place in the United States to any place outside the 
United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing, to this 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this is to be opposed on the ground that it covers 
ocean transportation, about which I express no opinion, believing my- 
self that the scope of this bill relates entirely to railroad transportation, 
I will ask unanimous consent to add that it shall not apply to trans- 
portation wholly by water. That will obviate the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has the 
right to modify his amendment, the yeas and nays not having heen 
ordered. 

Mr. SEWELL. I shall object to the modification. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas has the 
right to modify it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I modify it by adding: 


Provided, That this shall not apply to transportation wholly oy wate: 


Mr. CONGER. I suggest to the gentleman to strike out the words 
‘‘or transportation.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. That can be settled afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification made by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will be read. The amendment as modified will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
would read: 

That the provisions of this bill shall be construed as applicable to all railroad 
or transportation companies engaged in the carrying of freight from any place 
in the United States through any foreign territory to any other place in the 
United States, or from any place in the United States to any place outside the 


United States: Provided, That this shall not apply to transportation wholly by 
water. 


The PRESIDENT pro tcinpore. 
to the amendment, as modified. 

Mr. SEWELL. I hope that last clause will not be adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, one proposition will meet all the ob- 
jections that could be made to including ocean transportation or lake 


The amendment as proposed to be amended 


The question is on the amendment 


Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] will accept it I shall agree to it. | transportation, by striking ont the words ‘or transportation” after 
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‘‘ railroad,’’ thus confining the section to railroad companies. This pro- 
viso leaves it still uncertain, because it may be construed to be where 
the freight goes partly by water and partly by rail; and, therefore, it 
will take all the lake transportation if it has railroad transportation 
connected with it. The Saint Lawrence is on tide water; the docks of 
Montreal are on tide water; therefore, if freight is carried on the Saint 





Lawrence and across the ocean to England or anywhere in Europe, if 


that construction was held, that, because the transportation was partly 
by rail, say from Omaha to Chicago and thence by water down the lakes 
through the Welland Canal and the Saint Lawrence, it could go to Eu- 
rope, and the bill would apply to ocean and lake transportation. 

The object the Senator has in view can be attained by striking out the 

words ‘‘or transportation ’’ before ‘‘companies’’ and after “‘railroad.’’ 
That would meet the whole case and confine it torailroads. Iask him 
to make that modification instead of adding the proviso. 
‘ Mr. PLUMB. I do not see why we should not regulate transporta- 
tion that is partly by water and partly by rail. I can see a great many 
reasons why we should not regulate transportation by water alone, be- 
cause transportation by water is free to all to engage in. Every man 
can put his boat on the Mississippi River or Lake Erie or Lake Mich- 
igan; but when we come to deal with transportation partly by rail and 
partly by water we may find that, for the purpose of protecting the in- 
terests of those companies whose transportation is wholly by rail and of 
shippers whose freight can be transported only wholly by rail, we ought 
to put our hands for the purpose of regulation on this mixed transpor- 
tation. Ifa through bill of lading is made from New York to Port 
Huron, in Michigan, would the Senator say that because the freight 
crosses the water between an opposite point in Canada and Port Huron 
it ought te be exempted, or would he say that if it went from New 
York to Buffalo by rail and from thence by water to Saginaw it ought 
to be exempted from the provisions of this bill? If he would, then I 
should differ with my friend respectfully. It seems to me that ina 
case of that kind it would be interstate commerce, and not only inter- 
state commerce, but interstate commerce of «a kind that might need, 
and that prima facie would need, regulation and the oversight of the 
Government as much as any other class of transportation that we are 
to provide for. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Michigan will 
suspend for a moment, the Chair begs to call the attention of the Senate 
to section 2 of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois, 
which was intended, as the Chair understands, to be the Senate bill. 
In the print of this amendment an error has been made, differing from 
the Senate bill in lime 5. After the word ‘‘and,’’ in line 5 in the Sen- 
ate bill, was the word ‘‘to,’’ and after the word ‘‘and,’’ where it sec- 
ondly oceurs in line 5, was also the word ‘‘to.’’ If the amendment 
agreed to by the Senate, proposed by the Senator from Illinois, were 
precisely like the Senate bill as it stood and as it was supposed to be 
intended, after the word ‘‘and’’ in both instances in line 5 of section 
2, the word ‘‘to’’ should be inserted, so as to read: 

All transportation companies engaged in interstate commerce, and to take into 
consideration and to thoroughly investigate. 

If there be no objection those errors in the reprint of the amendment 
from the Senate bill will be corrected and the corrections stand as a 
part of theamendment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that section 2 as it stands in the bill 
was substantially the amendmentoffered by the Senator from Alabama, 
and I have no doubt that the words the President of the Senate has in- 
dicated should be there. 

The PRESIDENT 


v tempore. Anexamination has been made, and 


it has been found that that. error has been made in the reprint. If 
there be no objection those two words will be inserted and stand as 
part of the amendment agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. Section 13 defines what shall be deemed r- 


tation companies as provided for in this act; and if it remains as it is 
it controls every vessel running in connection with a railroad; and by 
the proposition here every vessel and every line of vessels on the lakes 
that carries any freight starting from beyond the water in the West or 
in the East will come under this bill. This says: 

cud tntioeen shall be decnea enitahen to eee monary, 
or individual now owning, operating, or using any railroad or railroads, or any 
vessel or veasels. 

With the construction that is given to this bill in this section and in 
the next and in former sections, any freight which shall be taken bya 
railroad or by any intermediate transportation company or vessel or line 
of vessels comes under the absolute control of this legislation. It affects 
the prices to be paid every vessel that takes wheat from Iowa or Min- 
nesota, at Chicago, having come there by rail, to any'point in the East. 
I say it would be destructive of all vessel interests to establish these 
rules and these laws over vessels and their competitors that run upon 
the great lakes. . 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator before he takes his seat elucidate 
that point a little? Idonotunderstand it. This bill provides forthe 
regulation of interstate commerce, and perhaps by the terms of it all 
commerce, by prohibiting extortion and i and it estab- 
lishes a commission to prevent by its action this extortion and discrim- 
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ination. It is only in that way that it undertakes to interfere with or 
to regulate commerce, whether foreign or domestic. Now I do not 
comprehend how it is that if the bill aims only at those two crimes, 
extortion and discrimination, which are practically made crimes, be- 
cause they are attended with all those public evils that do attend crime, 
it is open to the objections that the Senator from Michigan urges simply 
because it embraces water tra rtation as well as railroad or land 
transportation. Ido not comprehend that the American public are to 
be subjected to extortion when perpetrated by owners of single vessels 
or lines of water communication any more than when those same evils 
are perpetrated by companies that operate only upon land; and that 
they may accomplish the same great injury we all know to be a demon- 
strated fact. We know it in the case of the Oregon Navigation Com- 
pany, of which we have heard so much for many years as to its mo- 
nopoly of the transportation upon the Columbia River, and in the case 
of lines that own the water communication along the Mississippi River 
and control commerce in connection with great railroad companies, trans- 
continental railroad companies. They are a practical continuation of 
thosesame lines of communication to the eastern continent. They are 
all owned by the same capital. They are continuous lines. The evil 
can be perpetrated upon water as well as upon land; and if we are to 
undertake to prevent discriminations and extortions by land companies, 
why on earth should we not extend the same regulation and exert the 
saine sovereign power which we possess with reference to the qther that 
we do with reference to the one? Ido not understand the Senator’s 
zealous denunciation of the provisions of this bill when they reach evils 
perpetrated by water transportation companies, when at the same time 
he is perfectly willing that those evils shall be regulated and prevented 
if perpetrated by railroads, 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to say a word 
here ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. A good deal of importance has been given to the testi- 
mony of Mr. Albert Fink, who is a very able man. In the volumes 
furnished to the Senate entitled ‘‘ Relations between Labor and Cap- 
ital,’’ volume 2, part 1, page 496, the Senator from New Hampshire, as 
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, was investigating 
in his examination of Mr. Fink the question as to whether water ways 
ought to be regulated because of the dangers of combination, and he 
put this question: 

The water ways among themselves are unable to combine ? 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] put that question; 
and to it Mr. Fink answered: 

A. There is no inducement for water waysto combine. They are never com- 
petitors in the sense in which railroads are. For example, the Erie Canal is 
not a competitor with the ere River; thatis tosay, not an immediate 
competitor. They are competitors in a certain sense—as for the export busi- 
ness; but they do not come into direct competition with eachother. For exam- 
ple, the Hudson River runs through a certain section of country. There are 
only certain people that can be furnished with accommodations by the Hudson 
River. But with the railroads it is different; the railroads cross each other in 
every direction. Theriwers do not. The net-work of railroads makes compe- 
tition very active; one road competes with many others. There is no competi- 
tion between the several water ways; there is only competition between the 
boats on each water way; but the railways compete with each other all over 
the country and in every direction. This makes railroad competition so much 
more widesp , leading to so many complications that it makes it difficult to 
prevent competition from becoming ruinous. 

And in the course of that gentleman’s examination he insisted that 
there was no necessity for any combination or any such organization as 
to water t ion as he was at the head of, because even on the 
Erie Canal, he testified, each individual boatman was working for him- 
self and was competing with every other boatman; and, indeed, the laws 
of New York prohibit and the supreme court of New York had decided 
that any attempt on the part of the men on that canal to make a pool 
was illegal, and they were therefore always competing with each other. 

















I think the Senator from Michigan is right in endeavoring to make | 
the water ways as free as possible, and we should not subject them to 
the same surveillance that we do their competitors, whose interest is to 
keep everything high, while the United States in every river and har- 
bor bill is endeavoring to give them as little power as possible by hav- 
ing a water competition. aa 

Mr.SEWELL. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me? i 

Mr. CONGER. I do not yield the floor further. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. ya 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan | 
yield ? 
“ Mr, CONGER. I yielded to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to express my obligation to the Senator from | 
Michigan. I desired to say that much, because I said to him the other | 
day that upon this question I thought he was clearly right. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to ask a 
question of the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; if the debate does not run on till morning. 

Mr. SEWELL. I simply want to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
how he would do in this case: Suppose the railroad companies should 
become transportation companies by water, as they are to a large ex- 
tent, would he not want to regulate them ? 

Mr. BECK. In a great question like this I would deal very cau- 
tiously, and I would deal with one thing at atime. If I found here- 
after that they were controlling those water ways in any manner preju- 
dicial to the interests of the great masses of the people of this country 
I would then interfere with them. 

Mr. SEWELL.- They are doing it now; sixty transportation com- 
panies are, partly by land and partly by water. 

Mr. BECK. But at the same time the water way is free to every 
citizen, isit not? The railway is not free to every citizen. There is 
no public water way in the United States that the Senator from New 
Jersey or myself could not float our produce down if we felt that it was 
profitable to do so in competition with anybody else, and there is no 
railway of the United States where we can put our car with our produce 
in competition with the railroad managers although ruin might stare 
us in the face unless we got it to market. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Michifan yield to me to ask 
him a question and also make a suggestion? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand this bill to regulate interstate com- 
merce, the definition of which is found in section 13, the bill does not 
apply to water transportation unless it is connected directly with rail- 
way t rtation. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Unless it is partof it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless it ispart of it; as, for example, the Erit Rail- 
way, which has a line to Buffalo and to Dunkirk, puts at those points, 
or either of them, a line of steamships to run from there to Duluth, and 
makes contracts for freights to Portland, Oreg., by way of Duluth. A 
part of that line, of course, is by rail and a part by water, and yet it is 
a part of the railway system. Now, it does seem to me that if we un- 
dertake to regulate railways in the interior of our country, such as the 
Pittsburgh, Fort Wayneand Chicago, and other lines which run wholly 
thro the interior, we should also have some jurisdiction to regulate 
those lines that run in a more northerly direction, and utilize the great 
lakes and the rivers, if you please, as a part of their system. It seems 
to me 30. I may be mistaken. Of course I would not be willing, for 
one, to undertake in this bill to regulate those vessels that come into 
Chicago either from Montreal or from any point on the lower or the 
upper lakes. I do not think it isso intended; but where vessels are a 
part of a railway I see no objection to including them within 
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the provisions of bill, and it seems to me that is all that this bill 
does. That is what I wished to suggest. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senator to look at section 13 while I am 
talking. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have looked at it. 

Mr. CONGER. “The term ‘transportation company,’’’ which is 


in the clause about which I was commenting, is in this bill defined— 


That the term “transportation company engaged in interstate commerce,” as 
used in this act, shall be deemed and taken to mean— 


What ? 

any corporation—— 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. CONGER. 


any co nm, company, or individual, now owning, operating, or using any 
talitoad or railroads, or any vessel or vessels, in whole or in part, or that may 
e righ ’ 


Go right on. 


or to operate, use, or control any railroad or 

railroads, or any or vessels, in whole or in part—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Read right on, the proviso. 

Mr. CONGER. 
Provided said ion, company, or individual is engaged in the business 
of tramaperting Mtiakts of property of any description ty reload — a 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, wholly by railroad. 

Mr. CONGER. 
or pa’ by railroad and partly by water, from one State into another State or Ter- 


ritory of the United States, or from any Territory into any State or any other Ter- 
ritory; and the provisions of this act shall apply to all persons, firms, and com- 
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panies, and to all associations of persons or companies, whether incorporated or 
not, and to all associations of corporations engaged in thus transporting freights 
or property of any description, in the manner above set forth, from one State 
into any other State or Territory, or from any Territory into any State or any 
other Territory 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that that would not apply to 
a line of vessels transporting property between Chicago and Buffalo, 
for example, or between Chicago and Detroit, for example 

Mr. CONGER. It would ifthey ran in connection with any railroad 

Mr. ALLISON. It would if the line was partly by rail and partly 
by water; otherwise not. 

Mr. CONGER. It has been argued all through the discussion that 
the object of this bill was to include thes@ products as freights from the 
starting point, in whatever Territory or State, clear through to the des 
tination and to make the lines continuous in effect. That is the object 
of the bill as to railroad lines. It is also provided that if goods go to 
Chicago and Milwaukee by rail, and then some captain with his pro 
peller or his barge takes them to Buffalo on his own private undertak- 
ing, because the product came by rail and is going on by rail from 
Buffalo, that vessel shall be included under the bill 

Mr. CULLOM. Notas the bill is 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, asthe bill is, and itshall be governed by this law. 
It seems to me that thoseof us who are interested in water transporta- 
tion East or West, North or South should stop and look at this ques- 
tion and see what its effect will be. We are expending at the rate of 
from three to ten million dollars a year to improve our water ways 
What for? To make them parts of railroad companies, to make them 
a part of the great railroad system of transportation by some possible 
connection of freight or productions that pass over them? No, sir 
We are spending these millions and hundreds of millions of dollars—for 
it amounts to that up to the present time since the formation of the Gov- 
ernment—to make a highway for every citizen of the United States te 
take his boat, his ark, his batteau, his vessel, his steamboat, whateve: 
he has that can carry freight, to make a highway upon which he may 
float his craft and carry his own produce or such as he can procure. 
Are we building light-houses for the benetit of railways? Are we put 
ting up beacon-lights on the Mississippi and light-houses on the lakes 
which tend to make those waters free to individual effort, to individual 
use, to bring them in subjection, because railroads should be subject to 
laws which may very well be applied to railroads, but which, in my 
judgment, would ruin the water communicntions if applied to them ? 
They can not live under these laws. They must be permitted to change 
their freights and their rates of freight. Freights from Chicago to But- 
falo change every hour. Charter-parties are different in the afternoon 
from what they were in the morning. If circumstances make it neces- 
sary for vessels, if they would be in business at all, to come down in 
their freights even below a living price they do it; but under this rule 
the steamboats must have schedules, the barges must have their sched- 
ules, that they cannot alter without five days’ notice. Why, sir, you 
would tie up the vessels at the docks and keep them there till piece- 
meal they rot into the waters of the lakes and the river: 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Michigan must 
is no such regulation of freights, no such provision. 

Mr. CONGER. Who would have dreamed that such a proposition 
could be offered to be put in this bill as the Senator from New Jersey 
has offered? Who would have dreamed that a quarter of an hour ago, 
and who can tell what will be put in this bill? We must meet these 
things where we find them and attack them whenever a head appears 
above water. That is the way I fight for the interests of the people | 
represent and the interests of the people who dwell along the great wate: 
courses of our country which have been made navigable for the benefit 
of the people and the whole people by an immense expenditure of money, 
which is to be increased and increased until the water ways of the United 
States shall be the great competing routes to keep down better than all 
law, better than all prescription, better than all oratory, the exorbitant 
charges of railroads in the land. They control them now better than 
any legislation which we can have. All up and down the current of 
these waters, from the remote ports, they control the prices and the 
monopolies of railroads. The main reason for paying the $10,000,000 
@ year to improve these water courses is that we may have something 
that shall compete with the giant monopolies of the land and hold 
them within control. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I am still as much in the dark as at 
the beginning, after listening to the explanations of the Senator from 

Kentucky through his new and favorite witness Mr. Albert Fink, 
against whose theories he has been combating during the entire debate 
on the bill, and whom he now quotes as the principal supporter of his 
theories, and also after listening to the eloquence of our friend the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

The bill does not undertake to interfere with proper practices on the 
part of land and water transportation companies. No authority vested 
in the commission, no authority emanating by virtueof the enactment 
of this bill into law, if it should become a law, authorizes anybody to 
intermeddle with any transportation company that is discharging its 
duty to the public, that is simply taking an honest and fair requital 
for the services it renders. The bill Snly undertakes to prohibit and 
to prevent certain public evils, extortion and unjust discrimination. 

When extortion and unjust discrimination are practiced by a water- 


see that there 
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transportation company, even although its entire sphere of operations 
is confined to the water, if it has to do with interstate commerce, why 
it is that such practices on the part of a water-transportation eompany 
are to be permitted, and are yet to be prohibited when they are under- 
taken by land companies, I am still unable to perceive. The Senator 


says that private individuals may place their vehicles of communica- | 


tion and of transportation on the water routes of the country. There 
is that distinction, and that distinction only, between a waterroute and 
a land route. There is no right of eminent domain attaching to the 
water routes of the country. ‘They are open, they are free like the air, 
and whoever has the capital, whoever can establish a route of water 
transportation, is, to be sure? not subject to regulation so far as that 
right of regulation comes from the sovereign by virtue of his power of 
eminent domain, which he has parted with for the benefit of the private 
individual, or the private corporation in the case of the railroad. 

But, nevertheless, we all know it to be a fact that the productions 
of the earth, the valuable things that are achieved by way of produc- 
tion, are divided among the various individuals and agencies which con- 
tribute to that production, and that associated capital and associated 
wealth always work to an advantage as against the individual or as 
against capital invested in small masses. The result is that when cor- 
porations or individuals are able to command great capital they are 
able to transact a particular business in which they engage at vastly 
reduced rates as against the individual who has smaller facilities, smaller 
capital, and consequently a lesser degree of efliciency; the practical re- 
sult of which is that capital is invested in large masses in water trans- 
portation precisely as it is in land transportation, and so capital is in- 
vested in large masses in the shipping business proper. 

So in the agricultural or producing classes, those classes which pro- 
ducedirectly from the earth. So with the manufacturers. Vast masses 
of capital are thus combined in these various pursuits, and, as it were, 
they play against each other, and they are able to extinguish anything 
like competition which arises on the part of individual or smaller 
amounts of capital. 

Therefore it is that the water-transportation route from Saint Louis 
to New Orleans by steamship, owned as it is by a few individuals—it 
may be almost wholly by one individual—can easily expel asa matter 
of practical business arrangement any private individual, any single 
man, any agriculturist or any manufacturer who is en with his 
farm or with his mill, and it is utterly impossible for him to get upon 
the water as a matter of fact. 

Everybody knows that the water-transportation companies of this 
country have practiced extortion and unjust discrimination just as much 
as the land-transportation companies of the country have done. We 
know that they have as much to do with the evils of internal or inter- 
state commerce as have the land companies themselves. They are there 
with capacity to practice unjust @iscrimination and extortion, and they 
do practice those great evils. They inflict those evils upon the com- 
munity; and are we to leave them without ion, to create those 
evils, by virtue of the power which they have, and subject the com- 
munity as a whole to the extortion and the unjust discriminations 
in the way of rates to which they do subject the community, when by so 
doing they are able to maintain themselves and to also tain a ruin- 
ous competition against any honest individual or any honest company 
that may undertake to establish itself? 

Since the bill only aims at these two real crimes, defining these evils 
as public crimes, and undertakes to prohibit them, I do not understand 
where the objection comes in from any source whatever to the provis- 
ion of the bill which does unquestionably to my mind include water- 
transportation routes as well as land-transportation routes. If I could 
see any reason why a bill which undertakes to deal with interstate 
commerce and with foreign commerce both (for I think it covers both) 
shou!d be made partial in its operation and leave the evils which exist 
with reference to water as well as land transportation unregulated in 
one case while it undertakes to prohibit those evils in the other case, 
I should be very glad to vote for the proposed amendment. 

Nor can I understand the sensitiveness of the Senator from Michigan, 
who talks of the Northwest and of the improvements there made 
the water lines of oe in the way of repair, the removal of 
snags, the deepening of channels, and the removal of ledges, and all 
that sort of thing, which enters into the public expense and is for the 
general public good, and so far as it goes is a 1 contribution to 
the capital invested in interstate commerce. I do not understand, I 
say, from whence and for what reason there is this sensitiveness 
the prohibition of the crimes which we are defining and establishing in 
the bill when committed by water-transportation companies. 

With reference to the testimony of Mr. Fink, it stands for what itis 
worth. It stands by itself. It is the testimony probably of the best 
educated student, the man best informed with reference to it sub- 
ject of interstate commerce and commerce as well. is the 
best informed man, so far as I know, there is in our own country; 
but nevertheless we know that Mr. Fink has his dices, he has his 
affiliations; and I would not consider the opinion of Mr. Fink one safe 
for the Legislature of the United States to follow without question. 

If the Senator from Kent will examine the testimony from 
which he quotes he will find that there is testimony from other and 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


FEBRUARY 3, 


| 


eminent witnesses who take a different view upon some of these great 
points from Mr. Fink. At all events, I do not see why he should rise 
here and quote Mr. Fink as a reliable witness in one case when he dis- 
cards and discountenances and denounces his testimony in everything 
else. 
Mr. President, I had no idea of saying anything upon the bill. I 
simply asked a question. 1 have understood from the beginning that 
it is ‘a measure ample and comprehensive in its scope, which covers the 
whole subject, and I look upon it as a futile attempt to do good to the 
| public unless we do so legislate as to cure and regulate the entire evil 
if we undertake to do anything about it at all. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to submit to the Senate a state- 
ment made in the arguments and statements before the Committee on 
Commerce of the House in 1882. Mr. Thurber, in his testimony on 
this subject, says: 

Mr. t igi v d, 
Huntington, and another in the Central Pacihe Railroad was $1200; amd in 
fourteen years the whole property had increased to $184,000,000. result was 
that they got so much money that they went to work and bought up the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company, and now they are paying that company $00,000 a 
month eubsidy in order to keep the rates up, instead of the public getting the 
benefits of the competition to which it is properly entitled. 

I do not know any reason why that line of water transportation should 
not be subjected to the provisions of this bill, if they are to be of any 
force or effect at all. Ido not know why the people of the Pacific coast 
should not be protected if the bill is to be a protection to anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mc. BuTLER in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
[| Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]. 

Mr. CONGER. Letit be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The Citter CLERK. In line 3 of the proposed new section, after the 
word ‘‘ freight,’’ it is moved to strike out the words: 

From points in the United States through the Dominion of Canada to tide 
water, or to tide water or other points within the United States. 

And insert: 

From any place in the United States thypugh any foreign tersitory to any 
other place in the United or from any place in the United States to any 
place outside the United States: Provided, That this shall not apply to transpor- 
tation wholly by water. 

Mr. CONGER. I move tostrike out the words ‘‘ or transportation.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. The pending question is 
an amendment in the second degree, and no further amendment is in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont make 
the point of order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I do not make any point of ofder. I only 
suggest to my friend from Michigan that it is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I shall withhold the amendment for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agrecing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. CONGER. In line 2 of the proposed new section I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘or transportation,’’ after *‘railroad;’’ #0 as to 
read: 


That the provisions of this bill shall be construed as applicable to all railroad 


companies engaged in the carrying of freight from any place in the United 
States, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Jersey as amended. 

Mr. SEWELL. I trust that the amendment to the amendment will 
not be adopted. It would destroy the character of the amendment as 
proposed by me. I wish to reach the joint railroad and transportation 
companies competing with the great trunk lines of this country and 
running through Canada. Ifthe wofds proposed are stricken out, the 
road that I wish to reach might do all the business in competition with 
our lines by just putting in part water. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. . 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Haw ry in the chair). The 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey as amended is now 
before the Senate. Is the Senate ready forthe question? [Having put 
the question.]. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. CONG. T ask for a division. 

Mr. HARRISON and others. Oh, no; that will result in a yea-and- 


vote. 
oe ( CONGER. It a in forcing the bill over, but in the 
absence of two-thirds of the Senators it is not consistent with my feel- 
ee 8 es eee with 
li they can be kept out. 
The Senator has a remedy. He can move to strike 
out and insert after the bill is reported to the Senate; but It as now 
make some progress with the bil). 
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Mr. CONGER. Possession is nine points of the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question 
again, with the consent of the Senate. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey as amended. [Hav- 
ing put the question.} The ayes appear to have it. The ayes have 
it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to correct the amendment 
in line 1 by sustituting the word ‘‘act’’ for the word **bill.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that verbal 


correction will be made. 
Mr. MAHONE. At the end of the twelfth section of the bill I move | 


to insert. 


And it shall not be lawful for any transportation company to engage in such 
transportation of rs or freights with any other such company unless it 
admits and contracts with any and all other transportation companies desiring 
to engage with it and its connecting carriers in the business of interstate com- 
merce upon the same terms of association as those agreed upon between it and 
such other company. And the rate of transportation over all lines mest & 


such business 1 be computed and charged upon the following -basis, t is 
to say: For ngers of the same class the combined cha of all the carriers, 
to be divid , shall nevertheless, for all distances, be pro rata 


per mile. For freights of the same class and of like units, taking the car-load 
as the maximum, total bom from the station of shipment to the station of 
final delivery shall be com of two items—the charges for fixed expenses 
and the c for any transfer where a break of gauge or a transshipment from 
rail to vessel, or vice versa, or & necessary porterage may be imposed, such 
proper cha’ for each class of freight and like units below and including the 
car-load to ascertained and agreed by the transportation companies con- 
cerned, subject to the roval of the said dof commissioners. The charge 
for transportation of freights of the same class and unit below and including the 
car-load shall be, as to the same carrier composing part of the route traversed, 
for all distances, pro rata per mile, to be divided between the carriers directly 
performing the service as they may agree. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. MAXEY. Theamendment offered by the Senator from Virginia 
is a very important one. It is now within a few minutes of 7 o’clock. 
We can not understand that amendment and vote intelligently upon it 
now, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; anil the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. - 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] 
is paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRRILL] is 
paired. : 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALpricu]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM. I was requested to state that my colleague [Mr. 
VANCE] is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 


Beck, Harris, Mahone, Vest. 
Call, Jackson, Maxey, 
Coke, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
Hampton, Lamar, nsom, 
NAYS—2&, ° 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Pugh, 
Blair, Dolph, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Chace, Frye, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Conger, ison, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cullon, Hawley, ike, Wilson, 
ABSENT—39. 

Aldrich, Farley, Lapham, Plumb, 
Bayard, Garland, 3 Sabin, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Slater, 

den, Gorman, Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hill, Palmer, Walker, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Pendleton, Williams. 
Fair, Kenna, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


The rule requires that the roll shall be called. 


Mr. CONGER. I think before the announcement that no quorum is. 


present the decision of the Senate on the motion should be stated, as 
the rules do not require that a quorum shall be present to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Less than a quorum may refuse to adjourn, but 
nothing can be done until the presence of a quorum is secured. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair should have stated that 
the noes have it on the motion to adjourn. The lack of a quorum be- 
ing disclosed, the next thing in order is the call of the Senate. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. BAYARD’s name was called). I ought to 
say that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay aRp] stated to me that 
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he was obliged to be absent this evening, and asked me to pair with 
him on the bill and the amendments. 

The roll-call was concluded, 43 Senators having answered to their 
names, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call shows that 43 Sena- 
tors are present, being a quorum. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Ma- 
HONE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from I1li- 
nois to the fact that the fourteenth section will have to be amended. 
Inasmuch as he has provided for nine commissioners at $7,500 each, the 
amount appropriated in the fourteenth section will not be sufficient. 
That section will require an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is in order I desire to ask the Senate to amend 
that section by striking out ‘‘sixty’’ and inserting ‘‘ninety’’ before the 
word ‘“‘thousand.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 

Mr. CULLOM. Iso thought. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I willask unanimous consent to move that amend- 
ment. I think there will be no objection to it, perhaps. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent that section 14 be amended, in line 1, by striking out 
‘sixty’? and inserting ‘‘ninety’’ before the word ‘‘ thousand;’’ so as 
to read— 

That the sum of $9,000 is hereby appropriated, &c. 

Is there objection to this amendment? The Chair hears none, and 
it is agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I have a number of amendments that were left with me 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeEorGE]. He is very anxious 
that they shall be presented for consideration before the bill is disposed 
of, and inasmuch as he has been compelled to go to New York and de- 
sires to be here himself to offer them, I will move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Then I offer an amendment to the bill on behalf of the 
Senator from Mississippi. At the end of section 4 I move to add: 

And proof that any transportation company has made a greater charge for 
hauling any such freight for a shorter distance than it charges for hauling ina 
contemporaneous service a like quantity of similar freight fer a greater dis 
tance, shall be prima facie evidence of unjust discrimination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire whatis the parliamentary condition 
of the bill? Is it not that the Senate have adopted a substitute. for the 
pending bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole has agreed to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill 
and to insert what the Senate has agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I rise to the question of order, that it is not in 
order to amend by inserting new matter between two sections which 
are part of one text, the substitute already agreed on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order to 
move additions, but not to strike out. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me, I had not concluded my 
statement. My proposition is that those additions can only come in at 
the end of the bill. The fact that a particular text is divided into sec- 
tions does not make it any the less one text when it is adopted as a 
unit as a substitute; and when it is one text it can not be amended, 
after having.been adopted as an amendment by a vote, at the same stage 
of the bill. It would be in order to add a new section at the end of the 
matter which has been adopted, but you can not put in between the 
lines in a section or between any two lines of the substitute anywhere 
an amendment, I respectfully submit. 

The PRESIDENT pfo tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. It has been, the Chair thinks, the constant practice of the Sen- 
ate to admit affirmative amendments of additional words in any part of 
an amendment that has been agreed to. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, of course, but I do not remember to have been present in my 
brief service in the Senate on any single occasion when the Senate has 
acted upon the practice to which the Chair refers. Having taken some 
little pains to master the parliamentary law, I had supposed that to be 
the settled parliamentary law. However, I defer to the decision of the 
Chair, which, of course, is founded upon a larger experience and upon 
profounder learning than my own. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not remember any 
precise instance, but the Chair is confident that it has been the prac- 
tice of the Senate ever since the present occupant of the chaip has been 
in the Senate to admit without question or dispute any affirmative ad- 
ditional words to an amendment that had been agreed to in any part 


That motion is not now in order. 


The section as it stands has been 


The Senator from Florida moves that 
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ofthe amendment. The Chair may be in error, but that is the opinion 
of the Chair at this moment. 

Mr. RANSOM. I should like to ask theChair if the rule suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts that the substitute can not be 
amended would apply to the bill after it is reported to the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT protempore Tt will then be entirely open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANSOM. I simply made the inquiry so as to suggest to my 
friend from Florida that he would have no difficulty whatever with his 
amendments when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the present 
amendment of the Senator from Florida is in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon me, the suggestion I distinctly 
made was as to the right to amend at the same , 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Illinois who has charge of the 
bill will permit me to make a suggestion to him, I ask him if it would 
not suit his convenience, if he can get unanimous consent, to agree upon 
some hour to-morrow at which we shall take a vote upon the bill? It 
seems to me almost impossible to get through with the bill to-night 
with the number of amendments of which notice has been given. I 
should like to have the Senator from Illinois express his opinion upon 
that subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I were to yield to the suggestion of the Senator 
from South Carolina it would be a very great convenience tome. I am 
not staying here as a matter of convenience, but I have felt that it is 
my duty toinsist upon the consideration of the bill until it is concluded, 
because I have felt very greatly embarrassed at its continuing before 
the Senate so long obstructing other public business of importance. I 
gave notice yesterday that I should ask the Senate to remain here to- 
day until the bil! was finished. If the Senate would agree to vote at 
3 o'clock to morrow on the bill so as to give a few minutes’ time for of- 
fering amendments and five-minute talks in explanation of them, so 
far as I am personally concerned I -would not object to the Senate ad- 
journing with the understanding that the final vote shall be taken to- 
morrow at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I a&Sk unanimous consent that the vote be 
taken at 3 o’clock to-morrow, in accordance with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from [linois and the Senator 
from South Carolina to fix the hour at 4 o’clock to-morrow. The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who is compelled to be absent 
to-day, desires to be heard upon the bill. The amendments which I 
am offering are his, and I offer them under a promise to him that they 
should be offered to the bill. He desires to be here, and I ask that the 
hour be fixed at 4 o’clock to-morrow, so as to give him an opportunity 
to be heard on the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill immedi- 
ately after the morning business proper is concluded to-morrow, which 
will give a considerable time for discussion and amendment, and I think 
there will be time enough between that and 30’clock. I hope there will 
be no objection to that arrangement. I ask the Senator from Florida 
to allow the bill to go along to-night so far as to get it into the Senate, 
after which he will have an opportunity to offer his amendments, and 
they will not-be repeated by being twice offered. 

Mr. CALL.. I shall not object to the arrangement proposed, but I 
think 4 o’clock will be the better hour, if the Senator will allow me to 
suggest it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think 3 o’clock would be better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida with- 
draw his amendment for the time being ? 

Mr. CALL. I will do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
Senator from South Carolina asks unanimous consent that it be under- 
stood that the bill be taken up immediately after the morning business 
to-morrow, and that the final vote upon the bill and all amendments 
offered and to be offered shall be taken, without further debate, after 3 
o’clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. That is the un- 
derstanding. The Chair understands that these agreements go not go 
on the Journal. = 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the bill be reported to the Senate to- 
night. The Senator from Florida can offer his amendments after the 
bill is reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no further amendments be pro- 
posed the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BOWEN. I ask the Senator to allow me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the motion. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BOWEN submitted an amendment intended to be b 
him to the Indian a iation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pursuant to the authority of the 


Senate the Chair appoints, to fill the vacancies occasioned by the ex- 
piration of the term of Senator Sheffield, of Rhode Island: 

On the Committee on Claims, Mr. CHACE. 

On the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, Mr. CHACE. 

On the Committee on Mines and Mining, Mr. CHACE. 

On the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, Mr. CHACE. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 11 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 3, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
8. Liuxpsay, D. D. 

Mr. LORE. Iask that somuch of the Journal as relates to the formal 
introduction of bills and joint resolutions be omitted in the reading. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move also that so much of the Journal 
as relates to the filibustering proceedings last night be omitted in the 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joan 


reading. 
Mr. RANDALL. I object. 
The Journal was then read and approved. 


PRINTING SMITHSONIAN REPORTS. 


On motion of Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent the joint 
resolution (S. R. 114) in regard to the printing of the reports of the 
Smithsonian Institution was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PRINTING OF EULOGIES ON LATE JOHN H. EVINS. 


Mr. BRATTON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res: 
olution: 


Resolved, That there be printed of the eulogies on the late John H. Evins, late 
a ntative of the Forty-eighth Congress from the State of South Carolina, 
12 copies, of which 7,300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, and 9,500 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives; and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to have printed a portrait of the said John 
H. Evins to accompany such eulogies, and for the purpose of engraving and print- 
ing said portrait the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proper form would be to make it 
a joint resolution of the two Houses. Does the gentleman desire that 
it shall be put in the form of a joint resolution ? 

Mr. BRATTON. I do. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 327) providing for the printing of eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon John H. Evins, late a resentative of the 
Forty-eighth Congress the State of South Carolina, was received, 
read a first and second time, and ordered to be e and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


Mr. BRATTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask to have reprinted the report of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations accompanying the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Missouri addressed 
the Chair some time ago to make a privileged report. 


SILVER DOLLAR.” 
Mr. BLAND, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
submitted the following report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
iow Association at New York, or any 


said association, and whether any official or officials of the Government accede 
to or such or 

i amount of came into the Treasury of the United States in ex- 
eames for silver and silver certificates during the month of Jan- 


, 1885. 
“Also, whether any national bank,or association of national banks, refuses to 
receive ver ver certificates 


or pay out silver dollars or sil contrary to law, or have 
adopted rule or practice in that regard for the purpose of discrediting such 
money, or the effect of which is to depreciate the same. 


Also, what amount of silver coin was in the Treasury of the United States on 
, 1879, and of each year thereafter, not held for the redemp- 
and what proportion the said coin bore on each of those 
the Treasury at those several dates. . 

the customs and internal revenues and other receipts of 


». 
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the Government, stated separately, have been received in silver coin or silver 
certificates, stated by meee for each year, since the Ist - of January, 1879. 
Also, what other governments of the world did, during the year 1883, permit 

i l-tender silver coin. ; 

Oe et of such coinage, and what part thereof was from recoinage 
rh bullion. 

ont eee per ounce by the Director of the Mint for silver bullion on 

the 1st days of January and July each year from 1878 to 1885, both years inclusive. 


Mr. BLAND. 
the report. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
report? ; , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York ques- 
tions the privfleged character of the report. The Clerk will read clause 
1 of Rule XXIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


1. Each Monday morning during a session of Congress, immediately after the 
Journal of the proceedings of the day’s sitting has been read and approved, 


the Speaker shall call all the States and Territories in alphabetical order for bills 


and joint resolutions for printing and reference, without debate ; on which call 
joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legisla- 
tures may be presented and appropriately referred, and on this call only reso- 
lutions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Executive Departments shall be in 
order for reference to appropriate committees, which resolutions shall be re- 
ported to the House within one week thereafter. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Does the Chair decide that that gives these 
reports a right to be considered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Maine that it has been but a very few days since a decision was 
made by the permanent Speaker of this House upon this very question, 
which the Chair was endeavoring to follow, and which decision held that 
these reports were privileged under the rule. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I was aware of that. I only want to con- 
gratulate the Chair and the House on the fact that there is something 
else besides appropriation bills that are considered to be privileged in 
this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state further that it lies 
of course with the House to determine the question of consideration. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is this a resolution reported by a committee, or is 
it offered by the gentleman from Missouri himself? 

Mr. BLAND. This is a report from the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it is in order under the rule. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I demand the previous question upon the adoption of 


On what ground is that claimed to be a privileged 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
report. 
The report was to 


Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 


agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
House Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7163) 
$e regulate the forms of bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of 
ship-owners and others, and ask to put the same upon its 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
jection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c,, That every vessel publicly offered at any port of the United 


wee mt eae of _—— and oe —— ee? “ igh seas, and all 
vesse nging gen cargo to any port of the Uni tates, shall be liable 
to all the conditions and restrictions of this act. ‘ 

' - 2. That it ae Ne be MOT of lading coe veal. nee onan, master, 
agent, or manager, eany o which does not clearly specify the 
exact voyage intended to be made, and any and every port at whi ® lp aon- 
templated she shall touch in the course of said voyage; and every departure 
from an Seas save only when compelled thereto by dangers of the sea, un- 
foreseen ty, vis major, or to save life and property in distress at sea, and 
to tow and convey the same into the nearest or most convenient port of safety, 
shall be deemed a deviation. But nothing in this act contained shall prevent 
or interfere with the right of the vessel to reserve to herself the privilege of 


ee ee on port or ports named in the bill of lading, and a 
failure to exercise suc’ petviieage shall not constitute a violation of this ah or be 


deemed a deviation. 
) Sec. 3. That it shall not be lawful for any such vessel, her owners, master, agent, 
ng any clause, covenant, or agreement 


said vessel to properly equip, man, 
, and outfit said vessel, and in way and manner within their, 


is, or her power to render said vessel qanererite and capable of performing h 
intended verage shall in any wise be lessened Miecieaed, ec aveidel: ona ail 


con in any bill of lading issued by any such public 
earrier relieving from liability the vessel, her owners or master, for eee me his 


neglect, or 9 —— improper condition of the vessel, shall be null and void and 


Ww. 
Sec. 4. That it shall not be lawful for any such public carrier, by any clause or 
contract or bill of lading. to be relieved from liability for its, 


, fault, or ure in per sto , custody, and 
dise confided to their ¢ , nor for failure by jeneon 


The bill will be read, subject to ob- 










of negligence to deliver the same, nor to provide for or adopt any other or dif- 
ferent transportation than that agreed on by the vessel or voyage specified by 
which the goods have been shipped, liability for dangers of the sea, vis major 
or unforeseen necessity being in all cases under this act excepted, nor to limit 
the extent of their liability to less than an indemnity to the claimant; nor shall 
anything in this act contained be. construed as enlarging the right of any carrier 
to limit his liability other than as now established by law. 

Sec. 5. That all goodsand merchandise delivered toand received by any such 
public carrier shali be deemed as shipped subject to the conditions of this act, 
and entitled to a bill of lading in accordance therewith ; and upon the refusal of 
the master or agent to issue such bill of lading on demand within a reasonable 
period after shipment, unless such goods and merchandise have been received 
from a preceding carrier and a bill of lading in conformity hereto has been issued, 
clearance of such vessel upon which said goods were to be or were laden shall 
be refused by the custom-house authorities of the port until such bill of lading 
be granted; and such vessel shall be liable to an action in rem for all damages 
and losses suffered by the shipper of goods or merchandise by reason of such 
refusal or neglect. In case of any dispute as to whether the terms of any bill of 
lading disagree with this act, and clearance if refused or delayed in consequence 
thereof, the following clause may then be inserted in or indorsed on such bill of 
lading, namely: “ It is hereby declared that this bill of lading, as well as ail 
other copies thereof, are intended to conform inall particulars tothe act of Con- 
gress of 1884 on the subject of the form of bills of lading, and anything herein 
contained to the contrary is hereby made null and void.” And thereupon the 
collector may deem such insertion or indorsement as making the bill of lading 
conform hereto, and shall grant the clearance if the vessel is otherwise entitled 
thereto. i 

Sec. 6. That if any vessel, her master, agent, or manager, shall pees, in bar 
or defense of any suit at law any clause or exception of any bill of lading con- 
trary to the provisions of this act, the limitation of liability provided by section 
4283 of the Revised Statutes, relating to ship-owners, shall not be held to apply 
to such vessel, owners, or either or any of them. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of September, 1834. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- - 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. I shall object if this is going to give rise to any ex- 
tended debate. 

Mr. LONG. If the gentleman will reserve his objection for a mo- 
ment, I think a brief explanation will be all that is necessary to satisfy 
the House as to the propriety of passing this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam compelled to object. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman reserve his objection fora brief ex- 
planation ? 

Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. LONG. 


I am willing to hear an explanation. 
How long does the gentleman ask ? 

I think three minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is a bill intro- 
duced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES], representing the 
large ship-owning interests of New York city. It has been considered 
by the Committee on Commerce and unanimously reported by that 
committee to the House. 

The report states that our occan-carrying trade is to-day almost en- 
tirely in the hands of foreign steamship lines. The object of the bill 
is to relieve American shippers and importers from risks whichat com- 
mon law belong to the carrier, but which the carrier by means of pro- 
visions inserted in his bill of lading has gradually succeeded in trans- 
ferring to the shipper. Within a few years new clauses have been in- 
troduced, so that the carrier has relieved himself even of some of th® 
risks arising from his own negligence. It is claimed that some of these 
provisions relieve him from the liabilities for thieves of all kinds, whether 
on board or not, from ‘‘ vermin,’’ ‘‘rats,’’ ‘‘heat,’’ ‘‘ stowage,’’ fire, neg- 
ligence on the part of his own employés; negligence, default, or error in 
judgment on the part of persons in the service of the ship-owner, defects 
in the hull or machinery, and even unseaworthiness on the part of the 
steamer. It is very important that there should be some general rule 
as to the forms of bills of lading. 

If there be no objection to the present consideration of the bill I wilt 
move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. The last section of this bill should be 
amended so as to take effect in 1885 instead of 1884. The bill reads 
September 1, 1884. 

Mr. LONG. I will move to amend so that it will go into effect on 
the Ist day of July, 1885. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. Do I understand the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to demand the previous question ? 

Mr. LONG. If do. 

Mr. WELLER. Regular order. [Cries of ‘‘ Too late!’’] 

.The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman is too 
late in making his demand for the regular order as against this demand 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts for the previous question upon the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous ques- 
tion was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. I called the regular order, and the Chair recognized - 
me as thus doing. I desire to inquire if, under the rules, the Speaker 


Is there objection to the requestof the 
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of the House can ignore that call and pass to the consideration of this 
bill, which requires unanimous censent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman made no demand for 
the regular order until the request for unanimous consent, submitted 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, had been to by the House 
and an amendment had been suggested and agreed to. The Chair 
thinks that the gentleman makes his objection too late. The previous 
question has been ordered on the motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent, inasmuch as this bill was re- 
ported last year, that wherever the words ‘‘eighty-four’’ appear in the 
bill they be changed to ‘‘ eighty-five.”’ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTORAL COUNT. 


Mr. EATON. I desire to take a concurrent resolution from the 
Speaker’s fable relating to the Presidential count of next week. Itis 
a House resolution with Senate amendments. I think there will be no 
discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecticut rises 
to a question of privilege, involving the countof the electoral vote. The 
Chair asks that the House be in order, so that the gentleman may be 
heard. 

Mr. EATON. Imove to take from the Speaker’s table a concurrent 
resolution which passed this House some days ago and went to the Sen- 
ate, where an amendment has been made thereto. I ask for the consid- 
eration of the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
of the Senate. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Connecticut, is 
there any objection to concurring in the Senate amendment? 

Mr. EATON. Notatall. There will be no discussion. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

In line 9, on page 1, strike out “ one person to be appointed teller” and insert 
“two persons to be appointed tellers.”’ 

Mr. EATON. I desire to say just one word. My friend from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Cay] is the author of the resolution which passed the 
House. The amendment was made in the Senate upon the ground 
that since the organization of the Government there had always been 
two tellers on the part of the Senate. I am compelled to say that the 
Senate has not examined the matter thoroughly. There have been, up 
to 1868, but two instances where there were two tellers on the part of 
the Senate. Always, with two exceptions, there has been but one teller 
on the part of the Senate with two on the part of the House. But it 
is a matter of no significance whatever. Therefore I move that the 
House concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. EATON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to make a privileged report. I am 
instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs to report back with an 
amendment the resolution which I send to the desk, and which was 
referred to the committee more than a week ago. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to inform this House 
the amount that has been expended by the naval advisory board as the cost of 
the board; the number of conphegie and amounts paid each; the amourit of 
salary drawn by the civilian members of said board and from what = 


tion it was drawn, and the amount paid each member of board as trave x 
mileage, or other expenses. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Also, what changes, if any, have been made from the ee lan in hulls 
boilers, machinery, &c., by the Sec of the Navy and advises board 
of the ships Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin, and the cost of such changes 
in each case. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the report. 

Mr.-REED, of Maine. Is the amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will examine it. [After a 
pause.] The Chair thinks the amendment is in order. It is a matter 
of inquiry. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and 
the resolution as amended was adopted. 


Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WEST VIRGINIA TROOPS. 


Mr. GOFF. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 3462) for the relief of West Virginia troops, act- 
ing under the authority of the governor of the State. The bill has been 
reported with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object. ° 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By agreement of the House made on 
yesterday, by unanimous consent, a private bill that had been called up 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BALLENTINE] was to be consid- 
ered this morning immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

R. J. P. WHITE AND OTHERS. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill (S. 646) for the relief of R. J. P. White, Peter Hanger, and L. T. Green. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on whether the bill 
shall be read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the consideration of this bill was post- 
poned to enable the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEppDss], to consider the matter. 

Mr. BALLENTINE. If the gentleman from Indiana willallow me, 
I will say that the chairman of the War Claims Committee has informed 
me this morning that he considered this bill as right and that these 
claims are just. 

Mr. GEDDES. The statement of the gentleman from Tennessee is 
correct. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BALLENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL AGENTS IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to makea privileged report. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to report back with an amend- 
ment the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to transmit to the House of Representatives a list of the names of the persons 
who were borne onthe rolls of the Department as spccial nts on the Ist day 
of November, 1884; also, a list of those on said rolls as such special agents on 
the 2d day of Febr , 1885; said list to include the names of those borne on 
what is known as the fraud-rolls of said Department. Also to specify the names 
of those removed or d. between said dates, and the cause or causes of 
said removal or discharge ; also the names of those discharged and reinstated 
between said dates, and the reasons for their reinstatement. , 

The Clerk read the report of the committee, as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the resolution call- 
ing ——- the Secretary of the Treasury for certain information touching the 
agents, haying considered the same, report 


eighty-four,” insert the following othe 30th day of June and Ist day of July, 
1883 and 1884, and the necessity for their appointment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ’ 


JULIO R. SANTOS. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. . I rise to report a resolu- 
tion which I think is in the nature of a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
STEWART] rise te make a privileged report? . 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Yes, sir. It isaresolution in answer to 
an inquiry addressed to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I think 
it comes under the head of a privileged report. 
aoa. protempore. That isaprivileged report. The Clerk 

it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the President be uested to take all necessary and rT 
guacnteed to eomnbe Julip & Ganton nn Ameuiean aiiiaen now tan : in 
impartial trial,and to protect him in his and his 


Ecuador, a speedy and 
property. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question on the adoption of this resolution as a substitute for the res- 
olution on the same subject referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 


The substitute was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
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tion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART] that the-report as 
amended by the substitute be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The 
Chair will first ask the consent of the House to submit certain execu- 
tive communications. 

There was no objection. 

UNITED STATES CONSULATE, IQUIQUE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a communication from the Secre- 
tary of State relative to the burning of the effects of the United States 
consulate at Iquique, Peru, and asking an appropriation to reimburse 
the United States consul; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

POWOW RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a report from the Chief of En- 
gineers of a survey of Powow River, Massachusetts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

COEUR D’ALENE LAKE AND RIVER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 


the Secretary of War, inclosing a report from the Chief of Engineers of 


an examination of Coeur d’ Alene lake and river, and of Saint Joseph’s 
River, Idaho; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the seventh number of the 
Statistical Abstract of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GLASCOCK, for this day, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BRAINERD, for this day. 

To Mr. Howey, until 7th instant, on account of important business. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. ROSECRANS, by-unanimous consent the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8025) for the relief of Christian R. Purdum, 
Hervey E. Clark, John M. Lamb, and Julius C. Shainwald; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1631) for the relief of John W. Blake; and the same 
was referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay.. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theregularorderis called for. The reg- 
ular order is the unfinished business of yesterday’s session, which is the 
report made by the = aga from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] from 
the Committee on Rules 

The a is upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] to strike out the word ‘‘five’’ and insert the word 
“ten ’’ as the number of members réquired to object in order to pre- 
vent the consideration of a bill. 
_ Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, can that report now be read for the 
information of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It may be in the absence of objection. 
If no objection be made, the Clerk will read the report. 

members objected. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read that part of 
the report to which my amendment applies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the clause which 
proposed to be ieumiol by the gentleman from Ohio. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “five,” before the word members, and insert ‘‘ten;” so that it will 
read, ‘‘ and the bills and resolutions so mated shall msi 
objected to by at least ten members.” “ie eeepecone eae 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio which tape been aa. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 117, noes 55. 

Mr. YAPLE. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 26 mem- 


bers voted in the affirmative and 139 in the ive— 
eeibeah ase negative— not one-fifth of 


So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 


is 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is or the adoption of the 


amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to, and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the reportof the Committee on Rules asamended, upon which the previ- 
ous question is operating. 

The report as amended was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by whic the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. A great many members would like to have this rule, 
as now amended, printed in the Recorp of to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection it will be 
printed_in the RECORD of to-morrow as amended. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution, as amended, is as follows: 

Resolved, That each morning during the remainder of this session, immediately 
after the approval of the Journal, there shall be set apart one hour for motions 
to take up and consider such bills or resolutions on any of the Calendars of the 
House, or on the Speaker's table, or bills favorably reported from the Calendars 
undisposed of, as the member making the motion may designate. And the bills 
or resolutions so designated shall be immediately considered, unless objected 
to by at least ten members. But no bill or resolution taken up for consideration 
under this order shall be debated for more than ten minutes, which time shall 
be equally divided between the supporters and the opponents of the measure. If 
the yeas and nays shall be ordered on any such bill or resolution, or any pro- 
posed amendment thereto, and the call of the roll shall be commenced before 
the expiration of the said one hour, the same shall be completed before the reg- 
ular order of business is entered upon: Provided, That while this order remains 
in force the Speaker shall not entertain any requests for unanimous consent to 
consider any bill or resolution at any other time than herein provided; but he 
may entertain such requests to refer bills or resolutions to committees, or to 
dispose of Senate amendments to bills which haye passed the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mittees for reports. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion ‘was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move thatthe House now resoive itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, my object being to call up 
the river and harbor bill. Pending this motion I move that all gen- 
eral debate in Committee of the Whole on this bill be limited to one 
hour and a half; and on that motion I call the previous question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ihopethat willnotbe done. The members of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have not got through addressing 
the Committee of the Whole on the subject 

Mr. WILLIS. I think the committee will be liberal in this matter. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope the gentleman will allow a little more 
time than an hour anda half. So far as I am concerned, I think the 
friends of the river and harbor bill on this side of the House 

Mr. WILLIS. What time does my friend from Minnesota suggest ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would say three hours and a half. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will say two hours, we can agree 
upon that. 

Mr. HENLEY. Give them leave to print. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will modify my motion so as to allow three hours 
for general debate; and upon that I call the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. So far as I am concerned, I believe it is the gen- 
eral disposition on this side of the House, certainly of those who are 
the real friends of a respectable river and harbor bill, to agree to three 
hours. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is it understood that the members of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors resign their right to occupy this 
time? Because otherwise other members of the House, who have not 
had opportunity to be represented before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, will have no opportunity to be represented before the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. So far as one member of the committee can control 
the matter, ample time will be allowed in Committee of the Whole for 
speeches of ten, fifteen, or twenty minutes each. I will endeavor to 
consult the wishes of all sides of the House. 

Mr.RANDALL. Iobjecttoany agreementat variance with the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The first question is on ordering the 
previous question on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr 
WILLIs] to limit general debate in Committee of the Whole on the river 
and harbor bill to three hours. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. DoI understand it is arranged that members 
of the committee shall not occupy all this time? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no information upon that 
subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. That isa matter to be regulated by the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole holds that the members of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors have the right to be heard first, and it looks as if they were not 
only to be heard first, but also to be heard last. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 


The regular order is the call of com- 
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from Maine that in the absence of any agreement (of which the Chair 
knows nothing) the disposition of time in the Committee of the Whole 
would be regulated by the chairman of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But in determining this question it is very 
important the House should know how that recognition is going to be 
extended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair has 
no control over the proceedings of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I am aware of that; but the House hassuch 
control, and I want to bring the question to the attention of the House. 
If the House does not wish to control it, no one can find any fault. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 139, noes 48. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I call for the yeas and nays on ordering the 
previous question. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, the ayes 
were 31—less than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair the yeas 
and nays are not ordered. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I cal) for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, 33 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. REED, of 
Maine, and Mr. WILLIs were appointed. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the House will indulge me, in the interest of pub- 
lic business [cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I ask whether three hours 
and a half——— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, all I ask of the House is that 
we whoare not members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall 
have an opportunity to discuss this question. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular or- 
der !’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not inorder. The House is 
dividing. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 143. 

So (one-fifth of those present having voted in the affirmative) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
174, nays 72, not voting 77; as follows: 





YEAS—174. ° . 
Aiken, Dorsheimer, Ketcham, Ryan, 
Alexander, Dowd, King, Singleton, 
Anderson, Dunham, Kleiner Skinner, T.G. 

ley, Eaton . Slocum, P 

ntine, Eldredge, Lanham Smalls, 
Barbour, Ellis, Lewis Smith, A. Herr 
Bark e Ellwood, Libbey, Smith, H. Y. 
Beach, English, Lovering Snyder, 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Lowry, 

Bisbee, Evans, McComas Stewart, Charles 
Blackburn Fiedler MeMillin, ; 
Blanchard Findlay ‘ Strait, 

dl, Follett, ny Sumner, C. A. 
Blount, Foran, Miller, J. F Sumner, D. H. 
Boyle Forney, Mills, Swope, 
Bratton Geddes, Money Tal 
Breckinridge Goff, Morrill, Taylor, J. M. 
Brewer, F. B Graves, Moulton, Thomas, 
Buchanan, Green Muldrow Tillman, 
Budd, Greenleaf, Murphy Townshend, 
Burleigh, Halsell, Mutchier Tully, 

Cabell, Hardeman, Neece, Turner, H. G. 
Caldwell, Harmer, Nelson, Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, J. M. Hatch, W.H. Nicholls, Van Alstyne, 
Candler, Hemphill, Oates, Wait, 
Carleton, Henderson, T. J. Ochiltree, Wallace, 
Clardy, Henley, O’ Ferrall, Ward 
Clements, erbert, O'Hara, Warner, Richard 
Cobb, Hewitt, G. W Paige, Washburn, 
Cosgrove, Hill, Parker, Wemple, 
Covington, Hoblitzell, Patton, White, Milo 
Cox, Holman, Peel, Wilkins, 
oar Holmes, Perkins, Williams, 
Cri Holton, Pierce, Willis, 
Culberson, D.B. Houseman, Pryor, Wilson, W. L. 
C ulbertson, W. W. Howey, Randall, E.B. 
Cutcheon, Hunt, Bengre Wi John 
Dargan, Hurd, Reid, J. W. Wolford, 
Davidson, Jeffords, Reese, ood, 
Davis, G. R. ae w Rice, ee, 
Davis, R. T. ones, B. 3 
Deuster, Jones, J. H. > Young. 
Dibrell, Jones, J.T Rogers, J. H. 
Dockery, Jordan Rogers, W. F. 

NAYS—72. 
Adams, G. FE Hanback, Milliken, Russell, 
Atkinson, oo" ae, fen 
Bayne, art, urray, Ss 
Bingham, Haynes, A Seill, Charles Springer, 
Boutelle, Henderson,D.B. O'Neill, J. J. Stephenson 
Brewer, J. H Hepburn, Payne, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W Hiscock, Payson, Storm, 
Browne, T. M Horr, Peters, Struble, 
Burnes, Houk, Pettibone, Taylor, E. B. 
Cassidy, Kean, Phelps, r, 
Collins, Keifer, Potter, . 
Connolly Lacey, Price Wadsworth, 
Converse Long, Ray, G. w. W kefield, 
Everhart, Lyman, _ Ray Whiting 
Ferrell, McAdoo, Reed, T B Wilson, James 
Finerty, McCormick Rockwell, wee 
Funston, Millard wi ward, 
Guenther. Miller,S. H. Rowell, Yaple. 


NOT VOTING—77. 


Adams, J. J Davis, L. H. Kelley, Seymour, 
Arnot, Dibble, Kellogg, Shaw, 
Barr, Dingley, Laird, Skinner, C. R, 
Belford, Dunn, Lawrence, . 
Belmont, Elliott, Le Fevre, le, 
Bowen, Fyan, Lore, Stone, 
Brainerd, Garrison, McCoid, Thompson, 
Breitung, George, Mitchell, T orton, 
Broadhead, Gibson, Morrison, Valentine, 
me, Gilaseock , Morse, Vance, 
Hammond, Muller, Van Eaton, 
Campbeli, pix Hancock, ~ Nutting, Warner, A.J 
Campbel Hatch, H. H. Poland, Weaver, 
—, Hewitt, A.S. Post, Wellborn, 
Chalmers Hitt, Pusey Weller, 
Clay Hooper, Rankin, White, J D 
Hopkins, Ranney, Wise, G.D 
Cox, 8.8. Hw ns, Robinson, J.S. 
. James, Robinson, W. 
Curtin, Jones, J. K. Seney, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. WASHBURN moved by unanimous consent that the reading of 
the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk on all 
political questions until further notice: 

Mr. Morrison with Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. Larrp. 

Mr. JoNnEs, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. ARNOT with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. Dunw with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. ELLIoTr with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, with Mr. BRAINERD. 

Mr. GARRISON with Mr. BARR. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. Howry. 

On this vote— 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. STONE. 

Mr. VAN Eaton with Mr. JAMEs. 

Mr. GeorGeE D. Wisk with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. WISE would have v “ay”? and Mr. STeece ‘‘no.”’ 

For this day— 

Mr. ADAms, of New York, with Mr. WEAVER. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr Hovuxk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. KELLEY. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] 
to close general debate on the siver and harbor bill in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union at the end of three hours. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I demand a division on that question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 41. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum votin 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. 
WIiLLIs and Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will waive the question of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes were 97, noes 41; and the 
point of no quorum having been withdrawn, the motion is agreed to. 

The question now recurs on the motion to go into committee for the 
Pike casks Gacenbes ter anata ttes eel riation bill. 

motion was agreed to; and the House ingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. HamMonD 
in the chair. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The present condition the debate is 
that on the Democratic side Mr. WILLIS, Mr. REAGAN, Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD, and Mr. Grpson have been heard, and on , the Republican side 
Mr. PRICE, Mr. THoMAs, and Mr. BAYNE. All of these are of the 
committee ex: Mr. Price. He has twenty-five minutes reserved, 
Mr. WILLIS twenty-five, and Mr. Grnson twenty-two. At present the 
gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is entitled to the floor, 
he having the floor when committee rose last week. 

Mr. WILLIS. I feel, under the statement I made to the House, I 
should surrender my time, and I do so. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made this statement with the de- 
sire there should be some arrangement agreed upon between gentlemen. 
There are many on the list of those who are on the committee 


and those who are not on the committee. While there is no positive 
rule on the subject, the custom is so uniform to recognize members of 
the committee, the Chair has felt it his duty to doso, alternating from 
side to side and from those favoring the to those the bill. 
The Chair hopes that some arrangement will be made the time 
Oe aS ees which will be 


By order of the House 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. rman, does it appear from any memorandum 
before the Chair bnos uanaiediiin time the members of the Committee on 
ee 

The CHAIRMAN Chair will state that every member of the 
committee had his name on the list, so far as the Chair remembers, ex- 
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cept one who is ill. The gentleman from Arkansas is entitled to the 
floor and will proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. -Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I be allowed ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] asks unanimous consent that his time be extended for ten min- 
utes. Is there objection ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to agree to allow 
the gentleman the extra ten minutes that he desires if the whole time 
can be extended ten minutes; but I fear that the gentleman himself [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] voted for the restriction of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be impossible to extend the time beyond 
the limit fixed by the House. Is there objection to the extension of 
time asked for by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the extension of the gentle- 
man’s time, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, when addressing the House a few days 
ago on this bill I gave a table of figures-which I conceded to be im- 
perfect, but claimed to be as nearly correct as could be arrived at in 
the few minutes that were allowed for examination after the bill was 
obtainable and before the debate opened. 

I have carefully revised these tables, and shall by leave of the House 
print them as a part of my remarks: 
























States and Territories. Amount. States and Territories. Amount. 
I . cctieanntiistrincatavnciannia 967,000 || California f.........00.-c00see0000 $162, 500 
New Hampshire.................. dd a ES 225, 500, 
Massachusetts +................... 246,000 Pennsylvania t.................. 97, 500 
eae 20, 000 |) Virginia {™ ..... ...cccccccseoesses 264, 000 
Rhode Islandt 50,000 | West Virginia... 325, 400 
Connecticut 138,000 Montanat 6, 250 
Illinois t...... 221,000 | Washi 16, 500 
New York f. 316,500 | Dakota 11, 250 
New Jersey 172,500 | District of Columbia 150, 000 

ware... 118,000 | Arkansas* 127,500 
Marylane ...... 87,000 | Missouri* 9,000 
North Carolina *........... 112,000 | Tennessee* | 302, 250 
South Carolina’*............. 179,500 || Kentucky *...........00000-+s000 312, 250 

BE GU 1) BENUIAD onscc. ccc cc scscveecoccesecess 57,500 
173, 750 || 4 — 
207,500 | 6,791, 600 
SD, G00 || Reservoiss ..............0000-20+ 35, 000 
395,750 Hennepin Canal ............... 300, 000 
gl” TSE 475, 000 
Re Fe BIBI onic csccccccesneses~o000- 540, 000 
438,700 Mississippi, above Cairo ... 880, 000 
212,000 Mississippi, below Cairo... 2,940,000 
50, 000 -_ 
5, 000 WORD io vseceocsvessecsssisesics) 11, 961, 000 


States represented on committees. 


" *Southern States. 
To briefly restate some of these figures may serve to awaken an in- 
terest on the subject that will assist in settling intelligently and fairly 


the question before us. - 

The whole sum to be appropriated is $11,961,600, besides providing 
for some surveying, &c., at an unknown cost. Of this.sum there is to 
be expended: For reservoirs, $35,000; for Hennepin Canal, $300,00; for 
improvement Ohio River, $475,000; for improvement Missouri River, 
$540,000; for improvement Mississippi River, $3,820,000, of which 
$2,940,000 is to be expended below Cairo, and $880,000 above Cairo. 
In thirteen Southern States, with a population of 15,254,115, there is 
to be expended the sum of $3,683,900; and in twenty-five Northern 
States and Territories, with a population of 32,826,584, there is to be 
e ed $3,107,700. 

ese sums last named are outside of the appropriations for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio Rivers, and for the 
reservoirs at the head of the Mississippi, and for the Hennepin Canal. 
The average appropriation to these States South is $283,337, and the 
average to the Northern States mentioned in the bill is $124,308; dif- 
ference, $159,029 on an average, or over half a million more for the 
thirteen than for the twenty-five; or, on a population of 15,254,115, 
more than for a population of 32,826,584. 

One extraordinary item is the sum of $1,012,500 for the State of 
Texas, and a part of that is one item of $750,000 for improving Gal- 
veston Harbor, which, it is claimed by its friends, is to be the initial 
step toward the expenditure of $8,000,000 or more on said harbor. But 
in a very eloquent argument made on Saturday by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] in favor of this appropriation, he made 
the startling announcement that ‘‘ Galveston shipped annually 800,000 
bales of cotton ;’’ and being asked how many tons that would make, he 
answered, ‘Count it yourself, at five hundred pounds per bale.’’ I 
understand, but I may be mistaken, that in that condition cotton is 
worth about 10 cents per pound; and, if so, that whole matter of com- 
merce is but $40,000,000. 

While we are dealing in figures I desire to submit a few on other 
matters that may very properly be considered in this connection. The 
States having a representation by one of their own members on the 
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Committee on Rivers and Harbors get, on an average, $233,140, while 
those not so represented, and named in the bill, get by its provisions 
$149,750 on an average, or $83,390 less than the others. These facts 
and figures tell their own story, but when interpreted by a few more 
figures, which I now propose to submit, I think gentlemen on both 
sides of this House, who mean to be fair, will admit that this manner 
of discussion is legitimate, as there is a clear discrimination against 
one part of the country and infavor of another. To-day we stand con- 
fronted with the fact that in this Chamber there are but 17,000 and 
a fraction of votes behind every member who represents one of the late 
insurrectionary States—I mean on an average—while in the other States 
of the Union there is a fraction of over 27,000 votes behind each mem- 
ber of this body on an average. I get my authority for this state- 
ment from the Congressional Directory of the Forty-eighth Congress; 
and the same inequality holds good in the electoral college. 

Again, it cost this Government for the year 1884, to pay the ex- 
penses of the United States courts in the States of Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia, with an aggregate population of 
12,990,246, the sum of $1,020,184.36; while for the same purpose for 
the States of Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minne- 
sota, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 
Wisconsin, with an aggregate population of 26,239,010, the cost was only 

751,087.19. Inother words, for the same purpose, and for half the pop- 
ulation, it cost the Government $847,389.20 more in the South than it 
did in the North. I submit that it is perfectly proper to consider all of 
the foregoing facts in connection with this bill. Every member of this 
House, and every tax-payer in the country, has a right to inquire where 
the revenues are being expended, and how, and by whom. 

I fully concur with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. EzrA B. TAYLOR] that sectional consid- 
erations should not control these appropriations; and it is because I so 
believe that I oppose this bill in its present form. 

Let me illustrate: For two different improvements in the Chippewa 
River, in the State of Wisconsin, the Government engineers reported 
that the sum of $54,000 could be judiciously expended; and the com- 
mittee insert in this bill the sum of $13,500 to cover both; and I was 
told by a member of the committee that it had adopted a rule to re- 
commend 25 per cent. of the recommendations of the engineers. 

Looking at this bill, I find that in the Northern States, particularly 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and some others, this rule has been inflexibly en- 
forced or the amount recommended in such instances falls below the 
percentage named. In none of these instances has this percentage been 
exceeded. I have no objection to the rule, but let us see how it is ap- 
plied and how it works. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will my friend allow me to say in one second—— 

Mr. PRICE. I yield for one second. 

Mr. WILLIS. As to political votes in the committee, I will state 
here in the presence of every member of the committee that there has 
never been any division in the committee politically since its creation. 
Further I will say that of the fifteen members of the committee (unless 
you count me as a Southern member) twelve are from the North and 
three from the South. As to the States of Michigan and Wisconsin, 
both of them have representatives on the committee. 

Mr. PRICE. It is a matter of the most profound indifference to me 
whether the fraud has been perpetrated by Northern or by Southern 
men. It is sufficient for me to know that the bill is unequal in its pro- 
visions, sectional in its character, and as such should be rebuked by 
the House. s 

Mr. OCHILTREE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PRICE. I must decline to doso, though I would like very much 
to oblige the gentleman. The other day when I occupied the floor for 
a brief period I allowed my time to be frittered away by;jinterruptions, 
but on a subsequent day when I sought from a gentleman, who after 
consuming an hour had his time extended, the privilege of making one 
single remark which would have saved the consistency of his record 
and relieved me from the necessity of making a correction of it to-day, 
he deliberately refused me that opportunity. I must decline, in my 
brief time, to be interrupted. 

Last summer an extraordinary flood occurred in the Chippewa River 
which created an impassable bar in it, and I asked that an additional 
sum might be appropriated for its removal. I was told that I could 
not get it, because the committee would not entertain a proposition to 
appropriate for any work not recommended by the engineers. 

Through the courtesy of a member of the committee, General HEN- 
DERSON, of Illinois, I succeeded in getting them to amend the bill so 
as to include the work on the bar with the work on the Yellow Banks 
and the jetties at the mouth of the river; but I was held inflexibly to 
the $13,500 to make these three improvements, when $55,000 was rec- 
ommended by the engineers for two of them, and this, too, upona river 
upon which a line of steamboats plies and that has a lumber commerce 
alone of $10,000,000 annually. 

For the improvement of the Superior Harbor the engineers recom- 
mended an appropriation of $50,000, but the committee, adhering to 
their ‘‘ rule,’’ give that improvement in this bill $12,500, or 25 per cent 

The engineer in charge has also sent asupplemental report, in which 
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he recommends a further appropriation of $70,000 to improve the Saint 
Louis River at Superior, which is really a part of the Superior Harbor, 
and on this I get nothing by this bill. isIlt due, however, to the com- 
mittee to say that I do not know whether or not they were in posses- 
sion of this supplemental report. I could not get to them to tell them 
of it, and the Wisconsin member of that committee was prostrated on 
a bed of sickness. 

The committee did graciously permit by the bill an expenditure of a 
part of the $12,500 which was for the Superior Bay on the work in Saint 
Louis Bay. Thus we have $12,500 appropriated instead of $120,000 
recommended by the engineers, or $17,500 less than 25 per cent. on such 
recommendation of the engineers. 

I am not appealing to the House on sectional grounds, but I could 
show if I had time that the commerce of that section of the country 
towers away above and overshadows the entire commerce of the city of 
Galveston; and that while the rule laid down by the committee was 
rigidly enforced in the North it was not enforced as to the South. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me just a moment? 

Mr. PRICE. Nothing would give me greater pleasure; but I can not 
afford to yield unless my time can be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield ? 

Mr. PRICE. No, sir. As suggested by a friend near me, I must 
‘* say no, and go on.’’ 

At the head of Lake Superior, and on the Wisconsin side, there are 
now two railroads and three more are being built. There is one coal 
dock which will hold one hundred and twenty-five thousand tons. A 
cattle company owning large herds in Arizona and elsewhere are com- 
mencing to ship cattle from the great Northwest by way of Superior 
to the seaboard. They have stabling enough to shelter and are now 
wintering six hundred head at that place for shipment East in the 
spring, and they are so well satisfied at present with the experiment 
that many thousand will go East by way of Superior next year, and 
thus avoid the more unhealthy Southern routes heretofore used. 
There is no power to foresee the future commercial prosperity of the 
head of Lake Superior. 

The following letter from Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers O. M. Poe, 
in relation to the present and future of the Sault Saint Mary’s Canal 
will give some idea of the commerce of these lakes, when it is remem- 
bered that most of the commerce of the canal has to pass the head of 
Lake Superior: 





Unrrep STATES ENGINEER OFFice, 
Detroit, Mich., January 8, 1886. 

Sir: In my annual report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, I submitted 
a project for the nent of Saint Mary's Falls Canal, including the con- 
struction of a new lock in place of the two old ones, and urged the matter in 
terms as strong as seemed proper. 

It was stated that the commerce through the canal Surtes 1883 was 2,042,295 
tons (registered) ; that the annua! increase in tonnage for fifteen years had been 
quite uniform, averaging 107,513 tons per year; that only 11 } wt cent. of the ves- 
sels passing the canal during 1883 were of suffic viently light draught to admit of 
their passing through the old locks; and that if these res were maintained 
for eight years the present lockage system, although in constant operation, 
seal te insufficient to take care of the shipping. 

We now have complete returns for the season of 1884, and the annual increase 
in tonnage has not only been maintained but largely ‘exceeded ; that is to say, 
es istered tonnage passing through the canal during the season of 1884 was 

7 tons, an increase of 955,578 tons, or nine times the average annual in- 
e aed for the preceding fifteen years. Or, to state it — with greater force, 
this increase in 1884 is equal to the entire commerce through the canal during 
the first five years it was open to navigation 

Should this rate of increase be maintained, the full capacity of the lockage sys- 
tem will be reached within four years instead of eight, as estimated in the annual 
rey »ort. 

Phe following table affords the means of comparing, in detail, the business of 
the canal during the season of 1884 with that of 1883 : 


Comparative statement of the commerce through Saint Mary's Falls Canal, Michigan, 
for the seasons of 1883 and 1884. 





° | 
| - ‘ ls | : re 
’ ’ 2 
s, e ; 
Item 1883 1884 | E ; | § iB § 
& 4 ee 
Vessels........... number... 4,315 5, 689 | R064 KODA faut 
Lockages ......number... 2,351 3,074 | 7233 SS ey Pee 
Tonnage ... registered... 2,042,259 2, 997, 837 955, 578 47 | 
Tonnage .........freight...| 2,267, 105 2, 874, 557 607, 452 
Passengers.....number.. 39, 130 34,214 15, 084 
) «tons... | 714, 444 PORTO Necicentresiten's 
Building stone. had tons. 2, 405 6, 047 3,642 
CROP cncrengiesnnin’ ns. 31,024 36, 062 5, 088 1 
i ee barrels 687, 031 1, 248, 143 561, 112 \ ies 
Grain -bushels. 6,677,025 | 12,502,801 5,825,869 | OF Beiteestal td 
[POM OFC o--.cons-e-s--4OD8 791,782 | 1,196,071, 344,339) 43 |............ Sil 
Lumber........ feet, B. M...| 87,131,000 122,389,000 35, 258, 000 OD Taeccssene Noho 
Pig and manufactured i 
FOND oveccccevees cessed tons 109, 910 FR GOB hevvessceesescinoes fentntereseial 87, 482 | 66 
70, 898 144, 804 73, 906 104 
814 9, 731 8, 917 
191, 571 | 207,173 15, 602 








Canal opened April 23.and datet Deventd 10, 168, being open to winvjation 
232 days. 

Canal was opened during season of 1883 224 days. 
. The increase in registered tonnage was 47 per ems in grain, 87 per cent. ; in 
flour, 82 per cent., and in iron ore 43 per cent 


These are the great staples (although a notable increase in the lumber traffic 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 3, 





was developed), and indicate the direction from which future increase must be 
ex ed. 

t will be principally from the cereal products of the Northwest, through the 
7 stems of railways terminating on Lake Superior. 

It is stated in the commercial columns of the newspapers that there are now 
stored at Duluth alone nearly 5,000,000 bushels of grain, and that this will be in- 
creased to more than 7,000,000 by the time navigation opens. 


And yet this bill-treats that section as though it were unworthy of 
consideration. I am in favor of a just and liberal appropriation bill; 
one that will include within its provisions all rivers and harbors whic h 
are of national importance, and want it as nearly equal sectionally as the 
commercial interests of the whole country will warrant. Not that I 
suppose that ourrivers will ever be the arteries through which will flow 
the bulk of our commerce, but if no ton should ever be carried on thei: 
broad bosoms to the seaboard, when so improved as to make their nav- 
igation practicable and certain, they serve as about the only check on the 
rapacity of those who control the other avenues, because they are the 
only highways with which others can not ‘‘ consolidate.’’ 

In the preparation of this bill the committee applied the principle of 
giving 25 per cent..only of the recommendations or estimates of the 
engineers in the North generally I believe—in my own district I know— 
and then fell below that. Another rule they adopted for their govern- 
ment I believe (and you must recollect thatif I ara wrong it is because my 
scources of information as to their purposes were extremely limited, as 
I could not get to talk with the committee) was to make no appropria- 
tion for new work or work not recommended by the Engineer or War 
Department. These rules were inflexible in the section where I am 
most interested, but became flexible and elastic under the balmier 
breezes of a milder clime. 

I do not call attention to these inequalities to embitter the feelings 
of any member on this floor or of any American citizen, but to prevent 
,2 repetition of them, and awaken such attention to their existence 2s 
“will insure their being remedied. 

It is said this is an ‘‘era of good feeling.’’ It oughtto be. I want it 
tobe. Butmy friend must be just; he must recognize my right to be his 
equal. I claimnosuperiority, and I can not without an earnest protest 
recognize the justnessof these matters to which I have referred; nor can I 
consent to vote for this billas it now stands, as it is clearly discriminat- 
ing against sections and interests. Strike from it some of its most odious 
provisions and I will heartily support it and join with gentlemen from 
every section and of every political party in this or any other measuré 
the tendency of which will be to make this what the God of nature in- 
tended it to be, the freest and most nation on the globe. 

But our Government can never reagh its full measure of usefulness 
unless the law-making power shall vest in men broad enough and honest 
enough to legislate with a wise and impartial reference to all sections, 
all interests, and all classes; until they come to be guided by the sole 
consideration that they are not so much the agents of a party as the 
agents of the people; until they study less how to place the opposite 
party in a bad attitude before the country by trapping them into doing 

ly and plan more how they may themselves do better; until we dis- 
enthral) ourselves from the senseless and infernal system of rules with 
which we have shackled and manacled ourselves. 

To-day, if some mischievo® wag should secrete at some place in this 
Chamber a parrot who had been t the one word ‘‘object’’ (and 
a parrot could be taught to say that), the proceedings of this House 
could be brought to a standstill ‘‘ under the rules,’’ and ‘‘ under the 
rules’’ I venture the opinion that not one member out of every twenty- 
five can become familiar with the several subjects upon which he is 
called to cast his vote, and that not one in fifty does have a clear idea 
of what is going on around him from day to day. 

Gentlemen speak lightly of an expenditure of 2 dozen million dol- 
lars when we have not got nor have we the present means of getting 25 
per cent. of what we honestly owe to men who have done work for the 
Government or to whom we have become indebted. There is angrmy 
of them. They crowd the corridors of the Capitol; they intercept and 
importune members of the committees; they plead and have been 
pleading for long years for simply their rights. In some cases the rep- 
resentatives of third generation are growing gray in a vain attempt 
to induce Congress—this Congress—to pay a debt due to their great- 
grandfathers; and we do not deny the do not even apologize for 
not paying it, but with a yawn we turn awayand jangle throngh a 
day’s session over the question of how the ‘‘rules’’ should be inter- 
preted, or what particular committee shall have jurisdiction of a bill, 
or what particular measures shall be consid first. And all this 
time we are without coast defenses, without a navy, without 2 mer- 
= marine. All over our land there are men dying broken-hearted 

in poorhouses, or in homes made wretched by poverty, who wrecked 
their lives and their fortunes in defense of the integrity of this country. 
Yet we stand here from day to day quarreling over the question of how 
we will adjust the manacles we have forged for ourselves and are vol- 
untarily 

I call atten to these matters not for the purpose of uselessly 
complaining, not for the purpose of wounding, but with the faint hope 
that it may have a to remedy the wrongs; to induce to such 
action as will demonstrate to the country that we are willing to sink 
the partisan in the patriot; to think less of North or South and mcre 
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of the whole country; to mete out equal and exact justice to all sections 
and all classes; to make an immediate and earnest effort to pay our just 
debts; to stimulate trade and commerce alike in all sections of our 
common country, and not waste millions on experiments or unjustly 
tax the industry and thrift of one section to encourage the idleness or 
unthrift of another. aos Nig a 

I agree that locality alone should not govern in this appropriation, and 
I go further and say that in my judgment that should not be the con- 
trolling consideration; but I think neitherof the members of this com- 
mittee nor any other member will deny what I claim, that it is per- 
fectly proper to consider this question, making it subordinate to the gen- 
eral commercial wants of the country; and I can not forget that the 
eighth Congressional district of Wisconsin, whete the Mississippi with all 
its mighty volume of commerce laves the shores of four counties, the Saint 
Croix River the shores of five counties, and Lake Superior two more, 
while it is traversed by the Chippewa and the Black Rivers with an 
annual commerce of $12,000,000, gets under the provisions of this bill 
$33,000, when the recommendation of the engineers is $202,500, one- 
fourth of which is $50,625; so that instead of giving us one-fourth of the 
amount of the engineers’ recommendation we receive $17,625—less even 
than 25 per cent. 

No man can more highly appreciate the importance of improving our 
water ways thanI do. Itis not this principle I am combating; it is 
the gross inequalities apparent in the bill, and the extravagant expend- 
iture of money that we can ill spare on schemes that are impracti- 
cable and visionary, that I am opposing. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] stated that Gal- 
veston was the ‘‘ second cotton port in the United States.’’ I hold in 
my hand a book belonging to the national Library entitled Cotton 
Facts, edition of October, 1884, which gives the annual cotton ex- 
ports from the several United States portssince 1873; and if the state; 
ments of this book are true the gentleman’s statement is incorrect, as 
I find that the average annual exports for the years 1873—’74 to 1883-’84, 
inclusive, to be as follows: 







Bales. 
isbn dicticiscenbdcisienpudbdnien esbteineddapinaceseuscesersedccoreeeence 05 GEIED 
Seite inti actassntthtinnatnenunieatannipescdembidmtnineceaceemneseaneesetecequenee 539, 000 
TE ean alice eeaimmnninseenssateessonncsteasizeccesceccossecese 397, 000 
Galveston.............. 


328, 000 
So that Galvesten is not the second cotton port, as stated by the 
gentleman, nor is it even the third, but it is the fourth. 

The gentleman stated also that the annual receipts of cotton at that 
port aggregate about 800,000 bales. In this the gentleman is still 
more widely mistaken if this book is correct, as it states the annual 
ee be but 328,000 bales for the last eleven years, and but 371,000 

ies last year, and in the last eleven years it never reached in any one 
year a greater amount that 521,000 bales. 

This reference to the mistakes of the gentleman is intended to prove 
two things: First, that the magnitude of the commerce of Galveston 
has been overrated in a manner which, if not corrected, would have a 
tendency to deceive the House; and second, to show that the bill pre- 
sented to us for our indorsement has been illy digested and imperfectly 
considered. 

Compare for a moment Galveston in, the South with Superior in the 
North. Superior, in 1883, was entered by ten vessels-with a registered 
tonnage of 7,734 tons, discharging at that port 9,750 tons of coal alone. 
In 1884 ninety-seven vessels, with a registered tonnage of 58,000 tons, 

i at that port 83,480 tons of coal alone. The recommenda- 
tion of the éngineers for this port was $120,000, and this bill gives it 
$12,500, The recommendation of the sums that can be profitably ex- 
pended during the next year for aship-canal in Galveston Bar is $500,000, 
and this bill gives it $750,000. 

The gentleman further states that Wisconsin has no cause of com- 

int, as in the aggregate appropriations she is next to New York and 
, and stands third on the list. A reference to the bill will 
prove that Wisconsin stands thirteenth in the list as to amount. 

But I am charged with making this a ‘‘sectional question.’’ I deny 
and resent the statement. A bill formulated in a committee with 
closed doors, discriminating against the States having no immediate rep- 
resentation on the committee, discriminating against a section by over- 
riding every consideration growing out of the volume and needs of com- 
merce and of the recommendations of the engineers, is presented to us, 
and we are asked on a three hours’ debate to crystallize it into a law, 
scarred and marred all over as it is with sectionalism. And because I 
have pointed out a few af these unjust provisions I am charged with 
making the discussion sectional. If I found a neighbor making off 
with my property and I should attempt to intercept him would I be 
justly cepnbie with inci aquarrel? I yield to no man in a de- 
sire to see all sectional consi ions ignored in this House or else- 
where, and it affords me a melancholy pleasure to indorse, in closing, 
one-fourth of the statement made by the gentleman from Louisiana 
oo BLANCHARD], when he said he knew ‘‘ No North, no South, no 

no West.’’ He certainly knows no North. 

Mr. STONE obtained the floor. 


Mr. REAGAN. Iask thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] 
to yield me one minute. 








Mr. STONE. I will do so. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire only to say one word in response to the sec- 
tional argument which has been made bythe gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. PRICE]. He opposes this bill because, as he claims, it is 
sectional. What is the fact? The records of the War Department 
show that there has been appropriated for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors of the State of Wisconsin $4,659,541. The records of the 
same Department show that the eight States of Tennessee, South Caro- 
lina, Mississippi, Louisiana, Kentucky, Florida, Arkansas, and Ala- 
bama have received in the aggregate $332,140 less than the amount re- 


ceived by the single State of Wisconsin. Yet that State, through her 





Representative, now talks about sectionalism. [Applause.] The tig- 
ures are as follows: 
Tennessee ... senna $85, 500 
South Carolina ...... 963 000 
Mississippi ......... 547, 900 
Louisiana “4 erie alah ce anal aias hanced cadagennaienee 245, 400 
SINT aincctardlasdineinantinnsyominioinesminentimmeveseneusuctee tence ta dacsseaee 157, 000 
BP Be chactesccencetowsecsdeveseconnnmmasncucnsseececqesocncecse-eeneees sortesaen icncunayeninal 760, 350 
INI sian nn tannihnasineninbinenasdeneiutn semnbowe eeueschiienabpinainenenimesmiiliaibices 316, 500 
SII niiitacinnsehedineitiicdeeaeamidinseieaeeientndmiaennnion 1,091, 751 
Total for eight States 4,317, 401 
Wisconsin alone...... .............06. dial . 4,659,541 


Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, as under the order adopted by the 
House this debate is limited to a short time, I will not undertake to 
speak at large, as 1 had hoped to do, upon the general merits of this 
bill. I will merely occupy a few minutes in explaining that item in 
the bill in which I am especially interested, and which has been par- 
ticularly alluded to by two or three members who have already taken 
part in the debate. I allude to the item which proposes an appropria- 
tion for the establishment of a first-class national harbor upon the At- 
lantic coast at a place in Massachusetts called Sandy Bay, at the ex- 
treme end of Cape Ann. 

By the action of Congress at its last session the Secretary of War 
was authorized to commence the construction of such a harbor at this 
place, provided that a board of engineers to be appointed by him should 
upon examination find that this location—Sandy Bay , Massachusetts— 
was the best point on the coast between Boston and Portland for such 
a harbor. 

The provision in the bill of last year passed without exciting any 
opposition. It was thoroughly considered in the committee before be- 
ing reported to this House, and inasmuch as it proposed the commence- 
ment of a large work—the establishment of a harbor which will cost 
four or five million dollars—it was considered right and judicious on 
the part of the committee not to embark upon the enterprise until the 
board of engineers had made an examination and passed upon the 
question of location. 

In pursuance of the authority thus vested in the Secretary of Wara 
board of engineers was appointed, who examined the coast and madea 
report to the War Department. In their report this board of engineers 
find distinctly that the location at Sandy Bay is the best point on the 
coast between Boston and Portland for such a harbor. 

The language of the bill last year which authorized this examina- 
tion by the board of engineers was.as follows: 

Constructing a national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay, Cape 
Ann, Massachusetts, $100,000: Provided, That a board of three engineers, to be 
appointed by the Seeretary of War, shall decide that this point is the best leca- 
tion on the coast between Boston and Portland for sucha harbor that shall serve 
all the uses for which it may be needed. 

In drafting that provision I had in my mind not only the establish- 
ment of a first-class harbor of refuge which would meet the demands of 
commerce and humanity, but I had alse in my mind what I believe it 
the duty of this Government to consider, the value and importance of 
such a harbor possibly in the future as a military or naval station in 
case of foreign complications. The question having been thus submit- 
ted to the engineers, they found in their report, as I have stated, that 
Sandy Bay was the best location. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman state just where Sandy Bay ‘is? 
Mr. STONE. Sandy Bay is upon the extreme eastern end of Cape 
Ann, on the eastern shore of Massachusetts, which projects into the sea 
from ten to fifteen miles beyond the ordinary contour of the coast. It 
is in all respects, as the engineers have reported, a very desirable and 
strikingly suitable situation for the establishment of a harbor of this 
description. But while the engineers found, as I have stated, that that 
was the proper location, for some cause which is unexplained, having 
passed upon the question submitted to them, they then went beyond 
their authority, and considered the question whether or not it was for 
the interests of commerc® that a harbor of the first class should be es- 
tablished at that point, and upon that question they have written a very 
longand full report. In that report they argue that while this is the 
best location for such a harbor, yet the needs of commerce would be met 
and satisfied by a harbor of the secoud class in that neighborhood, in 
connection with the work which they recommend shall be done in a 
harbor ten miles from there, the harbor of Gloucester. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is because of that report in which the engi- 
neers have passed upon another question, to wit, whether or not the 
needs of commerce will be satisfied if a harbor of another class be estab- 
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lished near there, that there appears to be here and now in this House 
a difference of opinion on the part of some members of the committee 
in regard to the expediency of this item of appropriation. But gentle- 
men will observe—and I ask the attention of the House to this point— 
that the question of the expediency of this appropriation and the ques- 
tion of the convenience and the necessity of such a harbor was the very 
first question that was discussed by the board of engineers. Before 
the question came to this House at all as a subject of appropriation, 
General Thom, who was the chief of the engineers of that section of 
country, was requested to examine this point as a preliminary step, 
and upon such examination he reported to the Secretary of War (who 
transmitted the report to Congress) that there was great need for a har- 
bor of refuge upon the coast in this vicinity, and that in his judgment 
this was the proper point for it, and also that it was a work of great 
importance and of public necessity. 

So that, as to the question of public necessity, that was passed upon 
and distinctly reported upon to Congress by General Thom. 

Now, these engineers, by what authority I do not know, have at- 
tempted not only to instruct this Congress upon the question submit- 
ted to them, to wit, the question of location, but they have attempted 
also to instruct this Congress in regard to a subject as to which their 
opinion was not asked, and in respect to which, so far as I know, by 
reason of their history and antecedents, they have no special qualifica- 
tions to speak. They are a board of engineers representing the execu- 
tive department of the Government, but why they found it convenient 
to enter upon another question which belongs especially to us, the legis- 
lative branch of the Government, to wit, the question whether or no 
the commercial needs of the country and the demands of humanity and 
of commerce require such a harbor, I do not understand; because that 
question is for us,and not for any board of engineers that this Govern- 
ment may happen to employ or control. 

I will read a few words from this report, which is dated December 
24, 1884. In the report the engineers begin by asking, What does Con- 
gress mean when it asks us to decide whether this is the best location ? 
That is the question that these engineers gravely and honestly raise. 
What does Congress mean when it says that it will establish a national 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay (I read now the very words): 

Provided, That a board of three engineers, to be appointed by the Secretary ot 
War, shal! decide that this point is the best location on the. coast between 


and Portland for such a harbor that shal! serve all the uses for which it may be 
needed. 


This board of engineers begin by asking what Congress meant when 


it submitted that question to them. Then, having said that, they pro- 
ceed to dismiss in a few words one part of the question submitted, 
namely, whether or not this is the best place on the coast between the 


points named for such a harbor for all the purposes for which it may be 


needed. They perceive that in that phraseology the question of the 
value of this point as a military or naval station is involved, but they 
do not devote any thought to that question, but dismiss it by say- 
ing that they do not think it is worthy of consideration. So that this 
board of engineers dismiss without thought or consideration one element 
of the question submitted to them, and then, having in a few words 
decided upon the question of location, to the effect that there was no 
doubt about the suitableness of this point, they then proceed to discuss 
a question which was not submitted to them at all. This is the posture 
of this board of engineers, declining to deal with one relation of the 
question which was submitted to them, and introducing and discussing 
another question which was not before them. 

Now what do they say? They say that, in their judgment, such a 
harbor is not needed, and that the wants of commerce can be met by 
establishing a second-class harbor at a place between Thatcher’s Island 
and Milk Island, which is a point about two miles from what is called 
Sandy Bay, and by expending also a millionand a half of money in the 
improvement of a harbor eight or ten miles distant called Gloucester 
Harbor. So that the engineers virtually say to Congress: ‘In our 
judgment, instead of building a first-class harbor at Sandy Bay, we 
recommend that you shall build asecond-class harbor between Thatcher's 
Island and Milk Island, and also expend another million and a half on 
Gloucester Harbor, about ten miles off ; and, in our judgment, such an 
expenditure will be less by one-half than what you propose to expend 
on this harbor at Sandy Bay, while we believe that the wants of com- 
merce will be equally well met and satisfied.’’ 

Now I submit, Mr. Chairman, that there is no one in this House who 
has greater regard for the ability and intelligence of the Corps of En- 
gineers, when dealing with subjects within their province and matters 
coming properly before them, than I have, but when they attempt to 
instruct Congress on a subject, especially a l@gislative one, and not in 
any sense an executive one, they exceed their authority. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand you then to hold the position that you 
think a great deal of the engineers’ report where they make recom- 
mendations to suit you, but when they make recommendations to the 
contrary of what you desire, then you do not think much of the en- 
gineers’ report? [ Laughter. 

Mr. STONE. No; I did not say that. I said this, that I thought a 
great deal of the Corps of ineers when they were ing with 
matters within the province of their duties, but that when they at- 
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tempted to deal with matters outside, then it is gratuitous, unauthor- 
ized, and entitled to no respect whatever. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand these engineers do not recommend a 
harbor they can not get into. 

Mr. LONG. ‘They do not claim they can not get into it. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, that it is dangerous to get into it. 

Mr. LONG. No. 

Mr. STEELE. Gentlemen of the committee inform me they do 
claim that. 

Mr. STONE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to refer to this report in 
another relation. When this matter came before the last Congress, 
owing toa remark made by Major Raymond, who made a long and 
elaborate report, in which he spoke of some ledges in the neighbor- 
hood, the criticism was made that this harbor might not be found 
accessible in times of rough weather, and therefore would not be of 
value; but Major Raymond afterward wrote a letter to the committee, 
in which he said he wished to change his opinion, because that diffi- 
culty could be corrected by establishing a light-house on a certain 
point on a dry reef outside of the harbor. 

Upon this point the report of the engineers is valuable, and to this I 
ask the attention of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. STEELE]. When 
the board of engineers came to deal with the question of the best location 
for a first-class harbor, if they had considered the remark made by Major 
Raymond in his first report of any importance they would have said 
so, and would have reported against this location because of this diffi- 
culty; but, on the contrary, they were unanimously in favor of Sandy 
Bay as the place of all Se uaeaideciennaedanenmteas and I com- 
sseod this part of the “even Major STEELE as a conclusive answer to 

his suggestion that the harbor would be inaccessible. 

Again, = say in their report, and to this I ask the attention of the 
members of the committee for a few minutes, that the wants of com- 
merce will be met bya second-class harbor. Now I do not believe that 
any member of this House who has given the subject of commerce any 
attention, who has carefully considered whatis taking place in — 
to-day, who bas carefully considered what they are doing across t 
water, or has carefully considered what we are doing in our own country, 
would advise for a moment that this Government should spend a mill- 
ion and a half of dollars on the Atlantic coast to establish a second-class 

Why, Mr. Chairman, what has the Government been doing all along 
the Atlantic coast for the last fifteen —_— Nothing but making sec- 
ond-class into first-class harbors; and the needs of commerce to-day are 
such that a second-class harbor is comparatively of no value. We are 
expending millions of dollars all along the Atlantic coast, from the 
mouth of the a Eastport on the extreme east, in chang- 
ing second-class to first-class harbors; and why do we do it? 
Tn 1853, only thirty years ago, you might take up Lloyd’s Register of 
American and Foreign Commerce, and you could not find registered in 
that whole register of more than 10,000 ships more than five American 
ships drawing over twenty feet of water. 

Mr. HORR. What is the difference between a first-class harbor and 
a second-class harbor? 

Mr. STONE. Iwillexplain. That question is asked by these engi- 


neers. 

Mr. HORR. Does it depend on the depth of water? 

Mr. STONE. These engineers ask that question with.a si r ex- 
hibition of innocence. These engineers, whose duty it is to w all 
about rivers and harbors, gravely ask what is a first-class harbor. 

Now let us see what Mr. Nimmo says—Mr. Nimmo, thd head of the 
Bureau of Statistics. Ihave not the report beforeme now. I thought 
I hadit. ButMr. Nimmo made a report in which he states the accepted 
classification in this country as well as abroad, that a first-class harbor 
is a harbor that accommodates vessels of the largest size and drawing 
over twenty feet of water; that a second-class harbor is a harbor that 
accommodates vessels drawing between fifteen and twenty feet of water, 
and that a third-class harbor includes all harbors that accommodate 
vessels drawing fifteen feet of water or less. That is the classification 


these undertake to advise this Congress to make 
harbor in Massachusetts and to expend more than a mil!- 
on it. They do not know, ene Sea 
Soh enn Gheeeummnenlibaneldad Giearunte te this re- 
ride spend millions of dollars—and I ask my friend 

Mr. Porrer] the question—why do you spend mill- 
of dollars in New York to deepen the channel of that harbor, to 
twen feet depth? It is because you know that 

mmerce is demanding it, and that twenty feet is not sufficient for the 
Suede adine enienian al te eee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if this Government is to engage in this enter- 
prise let it establish a harbor upon the coast equal to all the demands 
of commerce and erent e which will be an honor and a credit 
to the American people. oo eae ee meet all of 


there is no point on that en- 

between Boston and arbor and then 
can be compared with Sandy Bay for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a magnificent harbor. It has all the water you can need; it is 
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free from silt, from ice, from currents of every description, and it is in 
the immediate neighborhood of a number of granite quarries, out of 
which abundant material can be obtained at a nominal expense of 40 
or 50 cents a ton, when the same material if sent to South Carolina or to 
Mississippi would cost at least four or five dollars a ton. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment to ask 
whether eopies of that report to which he referred are available? 
Mr. STONE. I presume they are; I have no doubt they are. 

were furnished to Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to show in as few words as I can what 
this Government is doing. As I have said already, in 1853 out of 
10,430 vessels there were only five drawing over twenty feet of water. 
In 1878 we had one hundred and fifty-seven on Lloyd’s register draw- 
ing over twenty-three feet of water, and the harbors of New York 
and Portland, in fact all of the great harbors of the coast, are demanding 
improvements which will give a depth of thirty feet of water to meet 
the demands of the large vessels that carry the commerce of the world. 

You are building steamboats of 8,000 tons capacity; you are crossing 
the ocean in six days; you are nearer practically to England to-day 
than you were thirty years ago by one-half, and you have got to pro- 
tect your coast, and to legislate for the possible demands of the future. 
These things must be kept in mind in dealing with this subject of 
river and harbor improvements. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it is only the part of wisdom—of true 
wisdom on the part of this Congress, if you move at all in this direc- 
tion—to build a harbor upon this coast which shall be a credit to the 
country and equal to the resources ef this great nation, which is now 
on the pathway of empire and is not to be staid. 

A word more, Mr. Chairman. I want to say a word upon another 
subject, and I may take up more time than I had intended to consume. 
I desire to say, and I say it earnestly, that I have been somewhat sur- 
prised from previous conversations that I have had with gentlemen at 
what has taken place here. I was surprised at the remarks of my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Tuomas], after what had taken place between 
us. I do not quite understand his criticisms. But I want to call at- 
tention to some facts in connection with the necessities of commerce at 
this point. 
the navigation of this country. 

Do you realize where the commerce of this country is? Do you real- 
ize the fact that out of about 24,082 vesseis belonging to these United 
States 18,178 belong to the Atlantic coa#¥” The members of this House 
are asking for liberal appropriations for the rivers and lakes of the in- 
terior; and I am with them most heartily, for I am in favor of liberal 
appropriations; but I call attention to the statistics of our commerce; 
which after all is the best indication of the condition and wants of the 


They 


country. Of the entire commerce of the country, as measured by ves- 
sels, 15,178 are in the trade on the Atlantic coast. Of that 
18,178, 5,888 v: 8, or nearly one-fourth of the whole commerce of the 


country, belong to New England. Considerthatforamoment. Of the 
entire commerce of this country, 5,888 vessels out of 24,000 belong to 
New England and are engaged in commerce in these very waters where 
we ask the establishment of a first-class harbor. We propose to put 
into this bill more than $6,000,000 for the Mississippi River and its 
great tributaries; and yet upon the Mississippi River and the rivers 
tributary to it there are only 1,303 vessels out of the 24,000. So that 
we of the Eastern coast, for we mean to be generous, give to the West- 
ern rivers more than $6,000,000 in this bill, with only 1,303 vessels, 
and = ask in New England an appropriation of about one-half a mill- 
ion with our one-fourth of the total commerce of the country. And 
this, remember, is for the whole of New England. 

In regard to this very point which I have stated, that the commerce 
of this country is on the Atlantic cosst, if 1 may be permitted for a 
moment to refer to a remark which took place before the committee, a 
gentleman from Toledo told us that the bulk of the commerce of the 
country was on the lakes. He was very much surprised when I showed 
him these facts, and that of the total commerce of this country only 
3,380 vessels were on the lakes against 18,000 on the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. THOMAS. May I interrupt the gentleman to ask what is the 
distance from this proposed harbor at Sandy Bay to Boston ? 

Mr. STONE. It is about thirty-five miles. 

a THOMAS. And what is the distance from Sandy Bay to Port- 

Mr. STONE. It is between eighty and ninety miles; probably a 
hundred miles. ; 

Mr. THOMAS. How far is it from Portsmouth, N. H.? 

Mr. STONE. Thirty or thirty-five miles. 

There is an immense commerce between Boston and Portland, and a 
very great proportion of the commerce that passes this point is not only 
the commerce directly between Boston and the East, but a very large 
arg of a that — ok Boston from New York and the South- 
ern go ‘or return freights; and they pass Cape Ann in going 
East, when they are destined evidently for some Southern port. wand 
according to the best computations that can be made, and those com- 
putations are confirmed by recent examinations, there are supposed 
to be about 70,000 vessels that pass this point, this extreme end of the 
cape, Sandy Bay, every year. And those vessels which are bound for 


You are legislating for the commerce and for the wants of 
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New York passing south of Cape Cod as a rule make the Cape and 
light in passing to the South; so that vessels in distress come in sight 
of this very point, Cape Ann, when bound to Southern ports. Colovel 
Craighill, a very able engineer and a very accomplished man, who signed 
the report, told me that no poiat on the coast was so striking in its sit- 
uation and so capable of being made into a superior harbor as this point 
at the end of Cape Ann—Sandy Bay. Its value for the purposes I have 
stated, I think, can not be denied by any one who takes the subject 
into consideration. % 

Now, let me advert to one point more. I have in my hand the re- 
port of the select committee of the British Parliament on the subject 
of harbor accontmodations, which was made to the House of Commons 
on the 20th July, 1884. It is a very recent report. This whole sub- 
ject of harbor accommodations has been thoroughly considered by the 
English Parliament within the last twenty-five years. In 1859 and 
1860 and in 1861 there were special committees appointed by Parlia- 
ment to investigate the subject.of harbors, especially harbors of ref 
uge, and they made full reports on that subject. And this commit- 
tee which made the report of 1884 confirms the action of the other 
committees appointed in 1859 and 1860. And they are unanimously 
of the opinion that while it is not the duty of the government of 
England to do anything more than aid in the construction of har- 
bors of commerce, it is clearly the duty of the imperial Parliament to 
build out of the imperial treasury harbors of refuge. And why? Be- 
cause it is obvious that harbors of refuge are built not merely to meet 
the demands of commerce, but largely to meet the demands of hu- 
manity; and you can not expect that persons engaged in business, whose 
main motive is gain, will take such an interest in a harbor of refuge 
as they would in a harbor of commerce, which is also a great commercial 
port. And therefore it devolves especially upon the Government, whose 
duty it is to establish life-saving stations and to do all in its power to 
protect life and property from the perils of the sea, to provide liberally 
tor harbors of refuge, which are not likely to be built except through 
the aid of the General Government. 

How much time have | remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twenty-five minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. STONE. I agreed to give part of my time to Mr. WASHBURN, 
of Minnesota, and now allow him fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Thegentleman from Massachusetts concedes me 
fifteen minutes of his time and my friend from Illinois [Mr. THomAs] 
yielded me five minutes the other day, so that I have twenty minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, before proceeding to what I have to say in the main, 
I desire to call the attention of the House to the fallacy of the figures 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. StoNE] with reference to the 
necessary magnitude of a harbor on the coast as compared with a harbor 
on the lakes. The commerce on the coast is largely made in long trips, 
lasting perhaps two years, perhaps one year, perhaps three months; 
while in the immense commerce on the lakes there are fifteen or twenty 
trips made in a year by each vessel. Consequently the comparison 
which the gentleman makes is not afairone. It is the question of ton- 
nage and not the question of the number of trips made by vessels. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN | if what he says about short trips is not true of the coast- 
ing vessels along the Atlantic as well as of the vessels on the lakes? 

Mr. WASHBURN.’ It isto some extent, but not to the same extent. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How long a stretch of navigation is there on the 
lakes, taking the whole length of them? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I can not yield further at present. 

Mr. Chairman, I am and have been during my entire term in Con- 
gress in favor of liberal appropriations for the improvement of the riv 
ers and harbors of the country. 

From years of observation and careful study of this subject I am 
satisfied that no expenditures made by the Government have been pro- 
ductive of more satisfactory results in the development of the resources 
of the country than those made for the improvement of our rivers and 
harbors. And during the entire time I have been in Congress there 
have been no appropriations to which I have given a more hearty sup- 
port and for which I have more cheerfully voted than such as have 
been made for this purpose. Appropriations of this character I believe 
to be both wise and proper, and I desire to see them continued until 
the great harbors of our coast are improved sufficiently to accommodate 
the commerce that comes to them and the lake harbors to receive the 
products of the great empire borne to them to be transported to the 
markets of the world, and until the great natural water ways of the 
country are so improved as to transport cheaply the commerce tribu- 
tary to them. 

For all these purposes I am in favor of liberal appropriations, and 1 
have no sympathy with a false economy that would restrict them to 
beggarly proportions, and I have little patience with the clamor that 
has been raised and misrepresentations made from time to time for the 
purpose of bringing such appropriations into disrepute; and I have 
less patience with those who, representing localities that in years past 
received liberal appropriations to complete their own improvements, 
are now prepared to call a halt as to improvements of other localities 
equally important and meritorious. 
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Of all the river and harbor appropriations that have passed Congress 
none probably has ever been subjected to the unjust criticism and gross 
misrepresentations, and concerning which a more senseless clamor has 
been raised, than the bill passed in the first session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and I believe inspired to a large extent by such motives as those 
to which I have alluded. The appropriation, it is true, was a large one, 
but not larger than the rapidly increasing commerce of the country re- 
quired. While large, it was fairly and justly distributed among~the 
different sections of the country where improvements were needed. 

The appropriations in that bill were mainly for great national works 
and only an insignificantly small amount for unimportant streams, but 
which, though small, at the same time afforded means of transportation 
to many localities and communities which could not be secured in any 
other way. Of an appropriation of something over $18,000,000 there 
was less than $400,000 appropriated for the improvements of this kind 
and which could be fairly criticised as not being national in character. 
And yet nothing was left undone to carry the impression to the coun- 
try that this appropriation was largely to improve trout streams and 
macadamize ‘‘dry runs.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, no section of this country can afford to be jealous of 
another, for no section of this country can be improved without bene- 
fiting in one way or another every other. Nota stream in this broad 
land can be improved to increased capacity for transportation, not a har- 
bor of any of the great lakes can be widened or deepened to receive 
commerce but that the great financial and commercial heart of the con- 
tinent, and soon to be of the world—the city of New York—is quick- 
ened and strengthened in its pulsations. 

Mr. Chairman, I reside in and have in part the honor to represent a 
section of country that has a very deep interest in the question of river 
and harbor improvements, and the other question inseparable from it, 
cheap transportation to the seaboard. 

Minnesota, with one arm on the head of navigation of the Mississippi 
River at Saint Paul and the other stretching to Lake Superior at Du- 
luth, has the advantage of two great systems of water transportation, 
and has an especial interest in having them both improved to the full- 
est extent. To the expenditures already made in this direction Min- 
nesota owes, for its almost magical growth and marvelous development, 
more to the facilities that have been offered for cheap transportation 
by the natural water ways than to any and all other causes combined. 
What Minnesota and the Northwest require is not only the cheap trans- 
portation furnished by the natural water ways, but the cheap rail 
transportation that it necessarily brings with it, and which it wili con- 
tinue to bring, unless natural causes shall be neutralized by such un- 
natural ljegislation as is embodied in the interstate-commerce bill re- 
cently passed by this House, whereby railroad lines will be foreclosed 
from entering into competition either with water routes or themselves. 
But I trust the country is to be spared the affliction of having a bill 
necessarily so vicious in effects becoming a law, and I shall not pursue 
this line of comment further. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while I am heartily in favor of appropriations 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and while I believe there 
is not a constituency in the country more interested in such improve- 
ments than the one I have the honor to represent, and for the reasons 
indicated, I find provisions in the bill now before the committee that 
I can neither approve nor support. I do not think the bill either a 
fair or a just one. While in some sections of country the appro- 
priations are insignificantly small and entirely i uate to carry for- 
ward important works, in other sections unusually amounts are 
named and new schemes are entered upon of a magnitude and charac- 
ter sufficient to startle, if not alarm, the most enthusiastic river and 
harbor advocate in this House or the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to raise anything like a sectional ques- 
tion with reference to the appropriations made in this bill; yet it can 
not escape the notice of the House, as it certainly will not of the coun- 
try, that a very large proportion of the appropriations in this bill are 
for works in the Southern States—$7, 197,900 for the South; $4,764,900 
inthe Northern States. Tosuchadistribution of ap iations I would 
make no objection, on the ground of locality or section, if I felt they 
were justified by the existing condition of things. Noman in this House 
has been more liberal in his views and in his action with reference to 
the great works that have been carried on in the South during the 
few years, the improvement of the Lower Mississippi ially, 
myself, having always had my most hearty and unqualified su 
But when we find, as we do in this bill, that great works are to be en- 
tered upon to atcommodate a commerce that does not exist, and look- 


ing to the expenditure of an amount of money out of all aneceny, 
for other sec- 





appropriations that have ever been made in any section of the coun’ 
and when we find as a logical consequence 
tions where an existing and rapidly commerce is pressing 
for further and greater facilities, are reduced to insignificant amounts 
and such commerce almost ignored, I for one must enter my most ear- 
nest and determined protest. 

There has been introduced in the Senate by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. CoKE], and reported, as I understand, by the 
other distinguished Senator the same State [Mr. Maxey], a bill 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 3, 


for the improvement of Galveston Harbor. This bill, as I understand 
it, provides for the Government entering into a contract with Capt. 
James B. Eads for the purpose of securing a certain depth of water 
and width of channel in and to Galveston Harbor. To make clear 
what this gigantic scheme means and is likely to cost the Government 
before completed I will insert as a part of my remarks sections 4 and 5 
of the Senate bill, which relate to the amounts of money tg be paid 
and the terms of payment provided for in that bill: 


Src. 4. That whenever said Eads and his associates shall have obtaineda navi- 
gable channel between the 30-foot contour lines of the harbor and the Gulf, 
said lines being fixed and established as aforesaid, not less than one foot deeper 
than the channel as laid down on said chart, a measurement of said deeper 
channe! shall, at the request of said Eads or his associates, be made by said Su- 
perintendent of the Geodetic and Coast Survey; and if such increased depth 
shall be found to exist, said Superintendent shall certify the fact to the Secretary 
of War, who shall thereupon draw his warrant upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, in favor of said Eads or his associates, or his or their 

s or legal representatives, for the sum of $1,000,000; and the Secretary of 
the ury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to said Eads or his asso- 
ciates, or his or their assigris or legal representatives, the sum for which said 
warrant isdrawn; and in like manner, — the request of said Eads or his asso- 
ciates, measurements of the channel shall be made and certified to by said Superin- 
tendent as each additional foot of depth shall be obtained until the total depth of 
thirty feetshall hgve been secured. All such certificates shall be transmitted to 
the Secretary of War, who shall, upon the receipt of each one thereof, draw his 
warrant upon the Secretary of the Treasury, in favor of said Eads or hisassociates, 
or their assigns or legal representatives, for such sum of money as may be then 
due and payable to said Eads and his associates under the terms of this act ; and 
the Secretary of the is hereby authorized and directed to pay to said 
Eads or his associates, or his or their assigns or legal representatives, the sums of 
money for which said warrants shall be respectively drawn. For each foot of 
depth obtained and certified to as aforesaid there shall be paid to said Eads and 
his aesociates, their assigns or legal representatives, $1,000,000, until « total in- 
creased depth of two feet shall have been obtained, anda total of $2,000,000 shal! 


have been paid; after which there shall be paid in like manner and in like cer- 


tification ,000 for each foot of additional depth which shall be obtained, until 
a total increased depth of four feet shall have been secured and a total payment 
of $3,000,000 shall have been made; after which there shall be paid, in like man- 
ner and upon like certification, $100,000 for each foot of additional depth which 
shall be obtained, until the total increased depth of six feet shall have been se- 
cured and a total popuens of $3,800,000 shall have been made ; after which there 
shall be paid, in like manner and upon like certification, $350,000 for each foot of 
additional depth which shall be obtained, until the total increased depth of eleven 
feet shall have been secured and a total payment of $5,550,000 1 have been 
made ; after which there shall be paid, in like manner and upon like certification, 
$400,000 for each foot of additional depth which shall be obtained, until the total 
depth of thirteen feet shall have becn secured and a total payment of 

made. When the total depth of said channei shall have 
been increased to twenty-eight feet, $450,000 shall be paid; and when the maxi- 
mum channel of thirty feet 1 have been secured, such sum of money shall be 
paidasshall, when added to the nts heretofore p. fully make up the sum 
of $7,250,000. Said maximum c) 1 shall have a depthof twenty-six feet, not 
lessthat two hundred feet in width at the bottom, and having through it a central 
depth of — feet, without regard to width. When said maximum channel of 
thirty feet shall have been thus obtained, the remaining $500,0000f the total com- 
nsation for the work then unpaid shall be deemed to have been earned by said 
and hisassociates, but the same shall remain in the possession of the Gov- 
ernment of the Daiien Cates for a period of ten yous from the date when the 


the Secretary of War 
he ey in favor of said Eads 


dating from the time when said channel shall have been obtained ; and as 
for such and 


fail to maintain said 


| 
| 
5 
; 
: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If the ees wil pot me I will 
ask him: Is there asyllable of that bill in this river and harbor bill,? 
Mr. WASHBURN. No, sir. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I thought you meant to state that it was 
in the bill. 


Mr. WASHBURN. O, no; I have not made that statement. 
By examination of the terms of this proposed contract it will be seen 
that ee eee er een eee ee 
oe 





$8,950,000, or only $50,000 less 000,000. I will print the fig- 
ures on ‘this 
For remoying the or the channel thirty feet deep the 
eee OS ive $0700/00, to be paid aatfollows: eT ee 
For first foot of Ga A vtiicinistitnneiqntinntaccotnnetinitrerinsegione $1, 000, 000 
For second eee eeeeErae SERSR ESE SOLDERS SE TETERT ES TEETLEDST TEEEER EES ELON SEEESELER SL EEEE burees 1, 000, 000 
TD STII vx. ccratnbicbicennaicteninnzatigeniimmnestansmempecetmrmanseecningntiuen: "OOO 
I ITIRIIIE TE cas turinetamabissenincoeve piennanusschenttgseemauscussibenpensepupneetapeen tise » 500,000 
3, 000, 000 
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Brought forward—first four feet......-.ceeersseecesreeseeseerersresrsssessersesses $3, 000, 000 
For fifth £00b.......c0.ccccereeeseseeenenee one 400, 000 
For Sixth 1006........cccccocossscccevcccecccceesessosscnsesscrerssvesscvsecseressscsssssscsonsnceores 400, 000 
. 3,800,000 

For seventh £006. ......-.ccccsreorssesssccssseocssvesseccrersersssseesascesss soreesescsesesseeseree 0, 000 
For eighth f00t.............cersessreeensnessenarsrencersenscenenneneaneenscesnensceensee ennaaee 350, 000 
For ninth f00b........000....ceccceecenere csvensnseecensersnenenensecereeseeenessnensnennseaeusne ses 350, 000 
Wir GORA, BOI... a cssrscncsrbsscsnseocesestsees vesccnssosnctoorotencccscocccncse cocesecesesosoo sts 350, 000 
Bor Gheventls £006. .ccccccscceccccvesccecccccscsscce cosesssovcceccesenccveccecsceetcsecesesessoseees =, oe 
For twelfth foot ....... Fed ondindpatbasenseqndqedeanmnegeqosnuvbennepantnconenanse 400, 006 
For thirteenth £006.........cocccccccccsesccsrssccsccscsesesenccses reveserecssessecarsosessceceoees 400, 000 
6, 350, 000 

Next payment is made when twenty-eight feet total depth is obtained 450, 000 
6, 800, 000 

Next payment is made when thirty feet total depth is obtained......... 450, 000 
7, 250, 000 


and. $500,000 more is earned when the thirty feet is obtained, but it is provided 
that this $500,000 be retained by the Government for ten years as security for the 
maintenance of said channel for the term of ten years by Eads and associates, 
but the Government is to pay Eade and associates 4 per cent. on this $500,000 for 
the term it holds same, which is ten years, and therefore the Government pays 
$20,000 per year interest on that money for this time. 


For keeping the channel open to its maximum depth Eads gets $100,000 per 
year. ; 





FOF COM YORTS.....0000000s0cercessesscerscevecessscnsensssssoreceenersssssepeesscsssasececeosesssenees 

at the end of ten y the reserve fund 

I OO II oc co rneteneceeneessonsectopecnepenasenestsncensncee 

Money received on work before SHOWD......0+..c-sssecncreererenceseteeeeeerseeee 7,250, 000 
8, 950, 000 


Now, it is true that the bill under consideration does not contem- 
plate a contract with Captain Eads, but it does propose that the same 
work shall be done under his direction and superintendence, and hence 
there would appear to be no good reason to believe that the work can 
be done under the plan of the present bill for less than the amount pro- 
posed in the Senate bill, or about $9,000,000. 

To enter upon such a work as this, requiring, as it will, expenditures 
of such magnitude, utterly disproportionate with what have ever been 
made in any section of the country for such a purpose, without plans, 
with no recommendation from the War Department, or any officer of 
the Government, merely upon a theory, would seem to me little short 
of midsummer madness. 

I have said the cost of this work is to be disproportionate to what has 
been expended for similiar purposes in any part of the country; and to 
show this I desire to call to the attention of the committee the state- 
ment which [hold in my hand giving the amounts that have been ex- 
pended on the six more important harbors on the Atlantic coast, as 
weil as the amount that has already been expended at Galveston: 
Boston Harbor, Massachusetts................ccccc-cccsccsossscesesesecsesseesceceseee 1,977,026 10 
New York Harbor (East River and Hell Gate)............. 3, 305,000 00 
Philadelphia, Pa., Delaware River below Bridesburg.. 945, 000 00 
Baltimore Harbor, Maryland......................:scssseseseees 1,765, 000 00 
Charleston Harbor, South Carolina . }, 444,700 00 


Savannah Harbor, Georgia 1,016,096 64 
Galveston Harbor, Texas. 1, 835, 200 00 


It will be observed that the total amount expended on all of these 
six t harbors outside of Galveston is a little less than $10,000,000, 
while the amount to be expended at Galveston, under the Eads plan, 
added to what has already been expended there, reaches the enormous 
sum of $10,785,296, or more than the entire aggregate amount that has 
been e on all of the six important harbors to which I have re- 
ferred. Isubmit to the committee whether this is not rather ‘‘ crowd- 
ing the mourners.”’ 

Now, let us look fora moment at the commerce of Galveston, ascom+ 
pared with that of these ports; and to do this intelligently I have pro- 
cured a statement, which I hold in my hand, showing the value of the 
exports and imports for 1884 at these points: 

























1884. 
a -s oo rT: 
Exports 
ao | Total im- 
Ports. ee reeren Imports. | ports and 
Foreign. Total emports 
1 
i restive alapeehiateapanigiais ieeseiicoetiatetti 
SOSCON... ...seereesreree $969, $63, 497, 829 | $65, 965,551 | $129, 363, 380 
New York............ 9, 867,021 | 329, 883, 267 | 465,119,630 | 795, 002, 897 
Philadelphia ....... 24,769 | 36,492,568 | 33,657, 216 70, 149, 784 
imMore ........00+. 15,077 | 43,079,294 | 11, 423, 665 54, 502, 959 
Charleston 175 | 16,232, 067 2, 949 16, 695, 016 
Savannah.............} 19,947, 349 |.....s00 esc 19, 947, 349 652, 360 20, 599, 709 
Galveston ............ 21,070 | 20, 454, 948 1,119, 708 21, 574, 656 





518, 689,381 [10,897,941 | 529,587,322 | 578,301,079 1, 107, 888, 401 
} 


This showing would not certainly seem to justify the expenditure of 
such a vast sum of money as contemplated by the bill. 

And now for the purpose of exhibiting further the disproportion of 
the a se expenditures at Galveston as compared with those made 
for t bors of the great lakes, I will print with my remarks the 





statement which I have prepared showing the relative tonnage at Gal- 
veston and the one port of Duluth, at the head of Lake Superior, for 
the year 1884: 
. TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1885. 
Tonnage entered and cleared in the foreign trade of Galveston during the 
Jiseal year ended June 30, 1884. 


Entered and cleared. 


Number, | Tons. 
ENTERED. 
RARGTIGRT CORDON oocicesccesevssccsesssensversseccnccotcepnscsseansconccesccceseesese 19; 9,674 
SN WII: «oc: coccis buasedaginase eheenendinaeineeeniebbsersedsesensnehenwvonons 177 | 114, 420 
inc hcicenttinantanisnaitendindimnignieandenmieNiNneeN. 196 | 124,094 
CLEARED. 
I a canticidiiaihin eneneuiesetidiininucenneiannsvindeencavisetetii 25 | 14,571 
INE TINIIIIII s scnectstsnuniran euacaedan-cenn penovenidegaansdedat vadbertesintnesorens 181 | 120,370 


Total 206 | 134,941 


~ —_ _ i t 


Number and tonnage of vessels entered in the coastwise trade at the port of 
Galveston, Tex., during the calendar year 1883 was as follows: 
Year 1883—number of vessels, 413; number of tons, 335,571. 
J. N. WHITNEY, 
Acting Chief of Bureau. 





The following are some of the principal commodities received at Duluth in 





aN as a dae ag anonmpnaatlindes 337, 000 
Salt, lime, cement, Xc... 152, 076 
TU Sa ashdchassentensnndhigienstdelguaisensntivenssiecelite rywierercess 34, 166 
SE EEE ETO 13, 092 
Arrivals and departures of vessels............... srtaiialniann 887 .. 


The following are some of the principal commodities shipped from the port 
of Duluth in the year 1884; 








TaITTIIIT ntetelssctianumineiahadtaianestiiaunilanne smnedvemmensstnitinptengeatucinenes bushels... 11, 067, 497 
INI as rie enentinineimemanenebeinnenseeoonte barrels 814, 376 
The same reduced to wheat bushels... 4,071,880 
IIIT in cchniccecontmmsevenecesnseseses ..-. 15,089, 377 
SN IE sxidenhahsiniei>nanenscne sacks 98, 902 
I ei 2a sel enehisamsabbinatiemmenbsantwennsacenee 33, 894 
Silver ore sacks 141, 347 
INI ctophcetendarnunneegbosegueteeces ooenne 5, 030, 321 
Cisisscestan ..bushels 47, 800 

I a emieiseneuneannding sacks... 6, 315 


These statements show that the tonnage of Duluth of two articles 
alone—wheat and coal—is larger than the entire tonnage of Galveston, 
and the number of vessels arriving at Duluth for the year 1884 is 887 as 
against 815 at Galveston for the same year, while for the improvement 
of this harbor at Duluth.this bill appropriates the munificent sum of 


$31,500 as against $750,000 for Galveston, with several millions to fol- 
low. I submit to the committee whether this is not, to say the least, 
slightly disproportionate. 

But J iiold in my hand a letter of the Secretary of War, transmitting 
to the House of Representatives letters from General John Newton; 
Chief of Engineers, and of Col. O. M. Poe, engineer in charge at Detroit; 
Mich., in which statements are made of a most extraordinary character 
with reference to the tonnage passing through the Sault Saint Mary’s 
Canal, and which show in a more striking contrast the disproportion of 
these appropriations than any comparison yet made. I have not time 
to read these communications and statement at this time, but will print 
them as a part of my remarks: 


Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of the Chief of En- 


gineers concerning the inefficiency of the lockage of the Sault Saint Mary’ s 
Canal. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 17, 1885. 
Srr: In accordance with the suggestion of the Chief of Engineers I have the 
. honor to transmit to the House of Representatives, for the information of the 
Committee on Riversand Harbors, his report, dated the 14th instant, in which he 
refers to his last annual report, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, pages 302 
and 2011, calling attention to the rapid increase of commerce passing through 
the Sault Saint Mary’s Canal, being such that should its rate be maintained for 
the next eight-years, the period would then be reached when the present lockage 
system would be found insufficient; and submits the accompanying copy of a 
report, dated the 8th instant, from Lieut. Col. O. M. Poe, Corps of Engineers, in 
charge, containing official returns, lately received, of the tonnage passed through 
the canal during the season of 1884, showing the increase in tonnage to have 
been beyond all expectation, and so largely in excess of that of previous years, 
that should the rate be maintained (of which there seems to be no doubt), the in- 
sufficiency of the present lockage system will be felt at the expiration of one-half 
the time estimated, or say in four years, and indicating beyond question a more 
urgent necessity for an early commencement of this indispensable work. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of War. 
The SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 





OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1885. 
Str: In the last annual report of this -ffice, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, pages 302 and 2011, attention was calied to the rapid increase of the com- 
merce passing through the Sault Saint Mary’s Canal being such, that should its 
rate be maintained for the next eight years, the period would be then reached 
when the present lockage system would be found insufficient. i 
To quad against this it was recommended to begin at once the construction 
of a new lock of large dimensions upon the site of the two old ones, 
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I have now the honor to submit herewith a copy of a report to this office of the 
8th instant, from Lieut. Col. O.M. Poe, Corps of Engineers, in charge, containing 
official returns, lately received, of the tonnage through the canal during 
the season of 1884, shoWing the increase in poaeege to have Soe beyond all ex- 

vectation, and so largely in excess of that of previous years, tlHat should the rate 
»e maintained (of which there seems to be no doubt),the insufficiency of the 
present lockage system will be felt at the expiration of one-half the length of 
time above estimated, or, say,in four years,and indicat beyond question a 
more urgent necessity for an early commencement of this indispe le work. 

In view of the great importance of this subject, I beg leave to cuggest the 
transmission of this report to the House of Representatives for the information 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





JOHN NEWTON, 
Chief of Emgineers, Brig. and Bet. Maj. Gen. 
Hon. Rosert T. Lixco.y, 
Secretary of War. 


SAINT MARY'S FALLS CANAL, MICHIGAN. 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Detroit, Mich., January 8, 1835. 

Ste: In my annual report for the Soest poee ending June 30, 1834,* I submitted 
a p.oject for the enlargement of Saint Mary's Falls Canal, including the con- 
struction of a new lock in place of the two old ones, and urged the matter in 
terms as strong as seemed proper. 

It was stated that the commerce through the canal during 1883 was 2,042,295 
tons (registered) ; that the annual increase in tonnage for fifteen years had been 
quite uniform, averaging 107,313 tons per year; that only ye med cent. of the ves- 
sels passing the canal during 1383 were of sufficiently light ught to admit of 
their passing through the old locks; and that if these figures were maintained 
for eight years the present lockage system, although in constant operation, 
walls insufficient to take care of the shipping. 

We now have complete returns for the season of 1884, and the annual increase 
in tonnage has not only been maintained but largely exceeded ; that is to say, 
the registered tonnage passing through the canal during the season of 1884 was 
2, 997,537 tons, an increase of 955,578 tons, or nine times the average annual in- 
crease for the preceding fifteen years. Or, to state it possibly with greater force, 
this increase in 1884 is equal to the entire.commerce through the canal during 
the first five years it was open to navigation. ; 

Should this rate of increase be maintained, the full capacity of the } 
system will be reached within four years instead of eight, as estimated in the 
annual report. . 

The following table affords the means of comparing, in detail, the business of 
the canal during the season of 1884 with that of 1883: 


Comparative statement of the commerce through Saint Mary's Falls Canal, Michigan, 
Sor the seasons of 1883 and 1884. 





i  i- $2 ls 
S*. i. 
-ms 3 } ’ i 
Items. 1883. 1884. E | z8 e ee 
Sif | a & 
Vessels......... number... 4,315 5,699} 1,374| 32 | 
Lockages..........:.. do...... 2,351 | 3,074 723 | 
Tonnage ....registered...| 2,042,259 2,997,837 | 955,578 | 
DO vcereerns soves freight...) 2,267,105 | 2,874,557 | 607, 452 | 
Passengers ....number... 39, 130 | 54,214 15, 084 | 
Ee eS 714, 444 | FOB, GED ji -Soccisensttnetnlees 
Building stone..t...do..... 2, 405 6, 047 3,642 
31,024 36, 062 5, 088 
687,031 | 1,248,143! 561,112 
6,677,025 12,502,894 | 5,825, 869 
«| 791,732 | 1,136,071 | 344, 339 | 
.. 87,131,000 | 122, 389,000 | 35, 258,000 | i 
109, 910 | 72, 428 |... Jace | 37, 482 | 06 
| 70, 898 | 144, 804 78,906 | 206 j............ Sa 
Silver ore.... ........ tons...! , 814 9, 731 8,917 | 1,005 |........... hes 
Unclassified frei'ts,.do...| 191, 571 207, 173 15, 602 yaaa i 
| | 











Canal opened April 23 and closed December 10, 1884, being open to naviga- 
tion 232 days. 

Canal was opened during season of 1883 224 days, 

The increase in registered tonnage was 47 per cent.; in grain, 87 per cent.; in 
fiour, 82 per cent.; and in iron ore, 43 per cent. 

These are the great staples (although a notable increase in the lumber traffic 
was developed), and indicate the direction from which futare increase must be 


exy : 

It will be principally from the cereal products of the Northwest through the 
systems of railways terminating on Lake Superior. 

It is stated in the commercial columns of newspapers that there are now 
stored at Duluth alone nearly 5,000,000 bushels of grain, and that this will be in; 
creased to more than 7,000,000 by the time navigation es. 

If this be true (and I do not doubt it for a moment), the- canal will be pushed 
toward its utmost during the season of 1885. 

But the facts adverted to do more than indicate the necessity for beginning 
the enlargement of the canal at the earliest date pussible. They protest in the 
strongest possible terms — all propositions to fit the old locks for dry-dock 
purposes, or to build a dry-dock anywhere in the immediate vicinity of the canal 
to be operated in connection therewith. 

_ Another point which I particularly invite attention to is the fact that no por- 
tion of the work of enlargement recently completed will be lost. On the con- 
5 is just that much done toward the project now so strongly recom- 
mended. 

I have to request that this report be forwarded for consideration in connection 
with my annual report for the year ending June 30, 1834. 

Iam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
0. M. POE, 
Lieut, Col. of Engineers, But. Brig. Gen., U. 8. A. 
The Carer or Eneryemrs, U.S. A. 


But I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact this 
statement shows that during the season of 1884 5,689 vessels passed 
through the Saint Mary’s Falls Canal, with a registered tonnage of 
2,942,837 and an actual freight tonnage of 2,847,557 tons, being 5,699 
vessels, as against 815 at Galveston, and 2,942,837 registered tonnage as 
against 594,506 at Galveston. 

Colonel Poe, in his letter, speaking of the rapidly increasing tonnage 


* Annual Report Chief of Engineers for 1884, Part III, page 2011. 
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through this canal, and referring to his annual report, in which he sub- 
mits a project for the enlargement of this canal, says: “Should this 
rate of increase be maintained the full capacity of the lockage system 
will be rgached within four years, instead of eight, as estimated in the 
annual report.’’ And yet, in the face of these facts, this bill makes no 
appropriation for the enlargement of this canal, this great thoroughfare 
through which pass the millions of tons of the products of the North- 
west, and takes no step in that direction; at the same time it appro- 
priates $750,000 for the improvement of the harbor that handles not 
more than one-sixth as much tonnage. 

Mr. Chairman, it is against this unjust discrimination and dispropor- 
tion of appropriation that the Northwest enters its most emphatic 


I will not comment especially on the disparity in the appropriations 
on the Lowerand Upper Mississippi, although, of an appropriation of 
$3,855,000, $2,800,000 is appropriated for the lower river. While I rec- 
ognize the importance of carrying forward the improvements on the 
lower river, I feel that the appropriations for the upper stretches of 
river are entirely insufficient and out of all ion. 

But outside the unfairness of this bill so far as its appropriations are 
concerned, there are some very extraordinary and im t features in- 
troduced as to the jurisdiction of this character of public works that I 
do not believe will meet the approval or sanction of the committee. 
Returning to the improvement of Galveston Harbor, the first step to be 
taken is in the direction of substantially ignoring the Engineer De- 
partment of the Government. For one, I can see no good reason why 
this should be done, and especially at this time. 

I see no reason why the carefully pre plans of the Chief of En- 
gineers, and which are being executed, should be set aside, and other 
new, theoretical, and expensive plans adopted intheirplace. Thereare, 
I believe, no reasonable grounds for supposing that when these plans 
have been fully carried out the practical results contemplated by the 
War Department will not be secured, and at much less cost of money 
than will be required under the plans inthis bill. Ican not, 
of course, discuss this subject as an engineer, but I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to the letter of General John Newton, Chief of 
Engineers, addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors of the House of Representatives, in which the whole subject of 
improvements at Galveston is rena over and most intelli- 
gently and ably discussed, which letter I will print in connection with 
what I have suggested on this point. 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1885. 

Sim: Pursuant with your request made to me, I have the honor ay mee my 
views upon the provisiofis of Senate bill 1652, Forty-eighth Congress, session, 
introduced February 27, 1884, reported by Mr. Coke with amendments June 30, 
1881, and adopted by the majority of the committee. 

The original bill was referred to the office of the Chief of Bagineem, ond a 
communication dated March 27, 1884, gavere ions to of its pro- 
visions was made to the Secretary of War, and by him transmitted to the Senate. 

It is proper here to state that near the close of the session I was before the 
Senate committee on two occasions. At these interviews I became acquainted 
with statements made by Mr. James B. a party in interest in the p’ 
contract for the improvement of the bar at veston. Mr. Eads was present at 
Se nae ria Sue Peat Aone pa 

y in view r. fore op) y to presen’ 
side of the question to the committees of che Senetonnt Mewse,owel os in re- 
gard wledge I had acquired of statements made by him, that 
zon seeuecte me to present my views in writing. I have understood, however, 

the majority report was made very shortly after my interviews, without ref- 


y of the Senate Committee on Com- 
which I then urged 


os 


I will now comment certain statements of this report. I t 
“The general plan of improvement which has been carried on during the past 
ten years was commen by Major Howell, and was approved by a of 
engineers composed of Generals Tower, Wright,and Newton. Ithassince been 
reported in 1875, 1876, and 1880, The 

was called the ga . This was aban- 
doned in 1879, ss expenditure by Major Howe!! of ,000. After the failure 


ion. 
se ere bare 000 was expended w the inner bar in dikes 
~ un inavensell teen uine to twebye fact. 


AD a ene 











1885. 





‘ore leaving this part of the subject [ will state that the gabionnade system 
of Major Howell was never eed be the board; but an experiment on a lim- 
ited scale, by placing a short line of gabions near the bar and another short line 
near the shore, was recommended by the board to test its efficiency. That the 
experiment should have been conducted beyond the limits prescribed by the 
board ean only be explained from the fact that Major Howell was ill during this 
period of time of the malady which not lon afterward terminated in his death, 
and that he was probably unable to bestow that supervision over the work which 
might have satisfied him, with a much less expenditure of money, that the system 
would prove a failure. ; 

It is proper likewise to say that the board never indorsed the system of paral- 
lel jetties PY2,000 feet apart devised by Major Howell as competent to afford 
even a Graught of eighteen feet, which is plainly evidenced by the express words 
of their first report, as well as by the change in the directions of the jetties, which 
was recommended in a subsequent report. 

I will state also that a depth of eighteen feet of water was understood to have 
been all that the inhabitants of Galveston asked for at the time, and that depth 
would have proved an immense relief to navigation. It is hard to perceive the 
justice of holding the Government engineers responsible for not granting a boon 
greater than that demanded at the time. 

According to the lority report the total amount of money expended up to 
the present time is $1,578,000, o which $527,000 has already been accounted for, 
leaving a balance of $975,000, which Colonel Mansfield devoted to the construc- 
tion of the south jetty upon the mattress system, a work not yet entirely finished 
and brought up to the proper level, but which is admitted to have been econom- 
ically solidly prandiremes. If now we divide the total amount by the num- 
ber of years from 1870 to 1882, during which period appropriations were made 
by Congress, we will find that the average annual grant was about $121,000, and 


the improvement of the outer and inner bars, for which these appropriations 
were intended. 7 ated 

But one jetty—the south—has as yet been constructed,and with what justice 
can it be urged in the ay report as a fault of the Government engineers 
“that no substantial benefit to the interest of Galveston Harbor has thus far re- 
sulted from the expenditure of this large amountof money,” when it has always 
been considered necessary for the improvement of the bar that the other jetty, 
for which no adequate sum of money has yet been appropriated, should likewise 
be constructed. 

There is no system yet adopted in the mode of making appropriations for the 
improvement of riversand harbors in the United States. Heretofore the money 
granted for this object, although large in the aggregate, has been distributed 
among a multiplicity of localities, so that the most important harbors and rivers 
have suffered from paucity of money, and a large number of cases ¢xists where 
the original plans calculated to afford adequate improvement have necessarily 
been changed and a compromise made in order to utilize and render efficient to 
some extent the inadequate sums granted. The Government engineers have 
been taught by sad experience that no large yearly outlay of money for the most 
important works would be tolerated by Congress, and hence that they must 
rest content with gradually approaching their object, and leave to the future 
wants of the locality, so soon as they become imperative, the efforts to extend 
their works and bring them to the required sta rd. I may ask, therefore, for 
the years from 1870 to 1874—yes, and as recently as 1882—what hearing would 
the Government engineers have had from Congressif they had asked an appro- 
priation of nearly $8,000,000 for the improvement of Galveston Harbor, to be ex- 
pended at the rate of a miilion or more each year. 

I think a full consideration of these facts will show why it is that they have 
been compelled to es by slow degrees the realization of the hopes of 
improvement at any locality. 

of direction already spoken of for the north and south jetties 
would have given, at the smallest estimate, over twenty feet of depth on the bar, 
and during the process of construction there would have been ample time to 
make such changes as would have insured twenty-five feet, or any other depth 
which the locality would admit of and maintain. 

Such, so far as I believe, and I think my connection with those works entitles 
me to say, was the true idea of their beginning as well as of their future de- 
velopment. I think what has gone before ought to bea sufficient answer to 
these words from the majority report : 

“It has been urged upon the committee that the works of the United States 
engineers have not yet been completed, and that until their completion the ad- 
ministration of this work should not be placed in other hands. 

“The answer to this is: 

‘First. That the length of time already devoted to the work affords no ground 
for confidence in future success. 

“Second. That the work thus far has been, and still is, of an experimental 
character, and no tive assurance of results can therefore be given.”’ 

As to the first of these, the cause has already been assigned—insufficiency of 
grants of money by Congress to complete the system. 

_ As to the second, a — mistake is involved in the assertion. The south 
jetty as well as the works at the inner bar have not been of a mere experimental 
character. Those at the inner bar have largely increased the depth there; and 
the south jetty has been solidly and substantially constructed, and would be 
competent, with the north jetty, to produce decided results. But if the majority 
report means by the words “no positive assurance of results can therefore be 
ven,”’ that the United States engineers can not say precisely what depth would 
obtained, within one or two feet, by the construction of jetties, the statement 
is entirely correct, and I will add further, that you will not find in the whole 
world an engineer who could calculate within a foot or two what the effect of 
the jetties at Galveston would be, while the very attempt to do so would proba- 
ag ag ae that the 
r. 


person was incom mt. 
Eads, in his statement (Appendix B of the majority report), has adopted a 


method of advocating — = — has ens ve —— with inex- 
e e 
Ss ae eee apparently imagines he can prove the 


incompetent, his efforts to realize the large sum of 
about eight millions of dollars for the improvement of Galveston Harbor would 
be entirely successful. In attempting this he has, however, overreached himself 
by asserting too much. To ag*ee with him, all the engineers connected with Gal- 
veston , or who had anything to do with it, including the highest in rank 


in the corps, have been utterly ignorant, and have proceeded upon radically er- 
roneousand false principles. — think that the sensible, thinking people of 
—— from the mercenaries who are enlisted by the of 


in th of the $8,000,000 which Mr. Eads seeks, will ever be per- 
that py mee | of men composing the Corps of Engineers, whose quali- 
for so long a time, can be brought down to the low level 


where he would like to sink them. 
interior bay discharges its waters 
Bolivar Point, the distance between 


these points 2,733 yards. The force of the water is 
excavate and na channel of 30 feet to a aictaeo at 2,067 yards in rontot 
ee ee ints, to maintain a depth of 25 feet toa distance of 


8,534 
the same line, and a depth of 20 feet to a distance of 4,667 yards 
thesame base. This interior bay receives the river waters and in 


i ority of the committee, 
or Howell's plan, the 





* It is singular that Mr. Eads, and after hin the 
should state this as the distance a f th tti 
distance apart really being 10,400 feet. — Be 
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it the sediment held in suspension is deposited. The water which goes over the 
bar is free of sediment, and therefore the bar is composed eutirely of sea sand 
and ments of shells. Itis in all respects what may be styled a drift-bar; that 
is, one due to the currents and waves of the Gulf. It is entirely different in its 
character from the bars at the mouths of the Mississippi, which are formed of 
material brought down by the river or held in suspension in the waters, and the 
course of reasoning which would apply to the mouths of the Mississippi for their 
improvement might not hold with regard to the bar at Galveston, and I state 
this the more because it has always been the view held by the officers of engi- 
neers; while Mr. Eads himself, if [ should judge from his language, evidently 
thinks that there is no difference between them. 

The ordinary rise and fall of the tides at Gaiveston is one and one-tenth of a 
foot, but occasions not infrequentoccur during the year when there are rises of 
two or three feet, and perhapsa little more, which are due to winds of a moderate 
character from the south or southeast. The current from the ordinary rise and 
fall of the tide in passing over the bar is worthy of consideration, because 
although the discharge at those periods is comparatively little, it nevertheless 
exercises a conservative effect in moving sand which is disturbed by the waves 
and held in suspension. During rises of two and three and four feet the action 





| of the currents is much more beneficial; but when astorm comes from the south 


or southeast the interior bay is filled to a considerable height with the waters 
blown in by their force. 

In 1875 the rise of water at Fort Point due to a gale of wind was eight and a 
half feet, and it was said the rise in the upper parts of the bay was from twelve 
to fifteen feet, so that on an average-the height of water was about ten or eleven 
feet. The wind veered to the northwest, blowing a gale from that direction, 
and the waters were violently forced out to sea and discharged in a short period 


| of time, the duration of which is not aceurately known. The effect, however, was 
that the total amount appropriated would fall far short of the estimates made for | 


verystriking. The ordinary outlet between Fort Point and Bolivar Point did not 
seem to be sufficiently capacious for the passage of this large body of water. It 


| is stated that the portion of Galveston Island from Fort Point to the city of Gal- 


veston was under water, and that it was washed down during the gale so as to 
be below the ordinary level of the water 

Of course a rise of this height is unusual; but it is not infrequentto have rises 
to five and six feet. . 

Furthermore, the northerly winds sometimes blow out the waters of the bay 
for several feet below their usual level, which additional water must sometimes 


| be added to that due to the rise. 


We see then from the added action of the south wind filling up the bay, and 
of northerly winds blowing out the water below the usual level, that with small 
rises, or even with no rise above the usual tide, the discharge and the velocity 
of the currents may be considerable. 

Mr. Eads lays down a number of points illustrating the principle of the quick 
discharge of water to which I take no exception in the abstract, for they are 
elementary laws that every engineer should know, but only to their application 
to this case, without taking into view other important considerations, If the 
question here were only to deliver the largest supply of water within a given 
time, Mr. Eads would be right; but if the question be, as it is, the improvement 
of the bar, then it may be expedient not to obtain the greatest scour, but to reg- 
ulate the scour, so that it shail be useful and not hurtful. 

In connection with this, let us take a glance at the features of the locality, and 
compare them with some other places which have been operated on by jetties. 
The bottom of the Gulf in front of the entrance to Galveston Bay shoals very 
gradually,the distances of the 18-foot curve beyond the outer bar, measured 
from Fort Point, being about four miles, and from Bolivar Point about three 
miles. The length of the bar between the interior and exterior 18-foot curves 
is about one and three-quarter miles. We understand then at a glance the 
length of the jetties required to effect an improvement, as well as the enor- 
mous body of sand which must be moved in order to obtain a depth of twenty- 
five feet or thirty feet. 

Mr. Eads nor any one ele could calculate the depths to which the waters flow- 
ing out of Galveston Bay would excavate the channe! if during storm tides they 
should be entirely confined between high jetties, particularly if they are placed 
close together.t He makes no allowance in his writings, but rather ridicules 
the fear that the enormous body of sand moved during these storm tides would 
ever form an obstruction outside of the headsof the jetties, and yet how this 
enormous body is to be dis d of becomes very difficult for an engineer who 
hgs any experience in the improvement of bars.to suggest. I am very free to 
say that I apprehend a great deal of trouble from such heroic treatment. His 
system, as he enunciates it, is .a violent forcing process, the effects of which he 
can neither calculate norforesee. Mr. Eadsridicules the notion of approaching 
to the required depth by a gradual process.[ Nor does he seem to perceive that 
there is a limit to the improvement of every bar which it defies the calculation 
of man to fix, and that can only be attained by gradual working up to that point, 
and there to stop. 

It requires no logic to prove the self-evident proposition, that when you ar- 
rive at this maximum point of improvement the jetties can do no more, and 
further improvement in depth must be made by the continual application of 
dredging. 

The experiences of the South Pass can not be relied upon, or even used at all, 
to be applied to the present case. At this pass the crest of the bar was only 
about one hundred and fifty feet from the depth of thirty feet of the Gulf, and a 
large area of » depth from thirty feet to three hundred feet and more lay 
directly in front of the jetty-heads ready to receive the scour from the jetties as 
well as the limited amount of material brought down by the overflowing waters 
of a. There is no parallelism in the cases of the South Pass and Galves- 
ton Bar. 

There is a case where heroic treatment has been applied, with the result of an 
immediate failure. The Dutch ——— are, if anything, expert in hydrau- 
lics, but their attempt upon the outlet of the Scheur Branch of the River Maas, 
to obtain a depth of a feet, terminated in getting but fifteen feet, and 
has besides pushed out the bar considerably. The original curve of sixteen 
feet, 1,100 yards from the shore, has been advanced to a distance of 3,000 yards 
One of the jetties was run out to the 26-foot curve, which was only 2,200 yards 
originally from the shore. A different system rather more tentative, in order 
to make experience available, would have succeeded better. What renders 
the failure here more remarkable is the fact that there was not the ghostly 
littoral current so generally quoted by ambitious engineers to fill up the defi- 
ciencies of their project, but bona fide strong tidal currents sweeping the apace 
at the jetty-heads. This was a clear case of scouring badly applied, and throw- 
ing out more material beyond the jetty-heads than the ordinary influence there 
in operation could remove or dispose of. The engineer of that work, to effect 
the desired We Ae will in all probability be compelled to resort to a 
prolongation of the jetties and to extensive dredging. 








* Mr. Eads speaks of placing jetties at 4,000 feet apart, less than one-half of the 
width of the outlet now existing between Fort Point and Bolivar Point, a width 
which we have already seen was not sufficient for the discharge at the greatest 
periods of rise, and it is known that alarm has been felt lest if the discharge be 
unwisely contracted in width the city of Galveston itself might suffer during 
one of these 

¢ It would be something probably far exceeding adepth between jetties of 
twenty-five or even thirty feet. 

TBy that I mean a ual contraction of the water both as to the distance 
apart of the jetties and the height to which it is proposed to raise them. 
7 
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The height, extent, and distance apart of these pe were calculated by the 
ablest engineers of Holland, and the result has shown the little reliance to be 
placed upon 4 priori careful a. Still less should reliance be placed 
upon dogmatic utterances, not the less dogmatic because they are often mere 
guesses, 

The works at the Sulina mouth of the Danube were eminently tentative in their 
character, and were pushed on by the lights furnished from experience gained 
day by day on the spot. So in the same way the operations at the South Pass 
were tentative; the jetties at the mouth, placed originally atl ,000 feet apart, have 
had this interval diminished by spur dikes, and even by an interior line of jetty 
joining the endsof these dikes. It is too late, after such experiences, to tend 
to regulate beforehand the exact length, height, or distance apart of jet and 
thus wholly reject the tentative process. 

I do not perceive the relevancy of Mr. Eads’s remarks concerning leaving 
outlets,” which really have no relation to what has been done or what is in- 
tended to be done here. He has probably seen a progress sketch of the south 
—_ at Galveston up to the date of June 30, 1882, or some unfinished plan not 
authorized for construction, and has been swift to conclude and to publish to 
the world that outlets were to be left in the jetties near the shore. 

There are a large number of documents printed with the report of the Chief of 
Engineers emanating from various sources, such as. the | engineers,* their 
assistants, &c., which contain generally useful information, and for such reason 
are published; but these reports have no other value save the authority of their 
authors, who are alone responsible for the views expressed. Judgment should 
be given when the works have been substantially completed and results known, 
when responsibility will attach to the system and to individuals. 

hone mg changes are from time to time made in the first authorized projects, 
according to experience ned, the amount of funds in the future which will 
probably be granted, and other circumstances, and these changes may not be 
made officially or published until the period arrives to construct the portion of 
the works aff . Great injustice may be done from not considering these 
things or from the neglect of asking explanations of what is not clearly under- 
stood, because the official papers published can not necessarily contain the 
whole subject nor even all the important points. 

Mr, Eads,in Appendix B of the majority report, ae down the following prin- 
ciple: ‘It is simply impossible to permanently maintain between submerged 
jetties any increase of depth even if such jetties could produce it.” Very well. 
Spon the coast of Texas there are two places where jetties under the water level 
during the process of construction (and they are not yet for want of funds 
brought to the surface) have for some years past increased the depth and main- 
tained it; and, what is still more contradictory of his assertion, at each of the 
places there is a single jetty only, and that jetty is not placed on the side of the 
channel whence the drift comes, but on the other re being conse- 

uently nothing to prevent the whole coastwise drift of sand from coming into 
the channels. It is better sometimes to be experienced than to be dogmatic. 

“The views of Mr. Eads in detail,as expressed by him before the committee, 
will be found in the appendix hereto, marked B,” is a quotation from the r- 
ity report. I look in t appendix for the width between jetties pi by 

r. Eads, and find a distance of 4,000 feet there mentioned, but in such a way 
that he may say the distance mentioned was simply used asan illustration—and 
that is the sole definite mention of a most important element of the jetty system 
to be applied here which I have been able to discover. Nevertheless the major- 
ity report fully indorses Mr. Eads’s views in apparent ignorance of a vital feature 
of his plans—otherwise why does not that report furnish this important informa- 
tion? Does Mr. Eads’s reputation give him such prestige over all the engineers 
of the country that Congress can afford to approve his plans without knowing 


what they are? 

Does Me Eads shrink from putting his plans in black and white, either be- 

cause he dreads criticism or has not sufficient knowledge of the locality to com- 
mit himself?¢ If there is not some reason, why ae reticence? 
| He has been dogmatic in the extreme in stating own views and in con- 
demning those which others entertained or were su by him to entertain. 
One who does this in regard to others should have courage of his own con- 
victions sufficient to commit himself definitely to some project. 
' The distance between Fort Point and Bolivar Point to have been a 
variable element. At the date of the last suryey it was feet; at a former 
date about 10,560 feet. At the date of Major Howell’s project the distance was a 
little more than 9,000 feet. The distance of the jetties at the starting point 
by Major Howell’s plan was 10,400 feet, not 12,000 feet as . Acuriouscom- 
mentary upon the objection that the distance between his was too great 
is the fact that the depth in the channel corresponding to a width of nearly two 
miles was thirty-nine feet. Consider in addition that the board had in contem- 
plation to incline the jetties toward each other even to obtain a depth of eight- 
een feet, and the wonder is what foundation could exist for the clamor that the 
jetties were to be placed too far apart to do any good. 

Mr. Eads proposes to cap the Galveston jettion above water with a con- 
erete wall,so far as can be inferred, like that co: on the South Pass 
jetties, and presenting vertical surfaces to the action of the waves, which is a 
construction op to sound principles, as the waves of oscillation converted 
by the sloping sides of the jetties into waves of translation strike the surfaces of 
the wall at right les. as it in consequence of this defect that one-half mile 
of the capping of the eastern and most exposed jetty was broken up during a 
storm? 

THE PROPOSED CONTRACT WITH MR. EADS. 

The majority report promises a navigable depth of thirty feet after Mr. Eads’s 
operation, and the contract in various places makes the same promise, with a 
proviso, however, further on in the of the instrument, that the of 
thirty feet will be taken without to width. In other words, the 
channel need not be over two feet in width, and consequently not a na’ 


channel at ali. Why is it necessary to de is not to be ful- 
filled? The contract in fact requires only a na’ channel of thirty-six 


of feet 
in depth and two hundred feet in with a continuous line of soundings 
«ov feet in depth in the center line of the channel, but without regard to 
w 


By the provisions of the contract, however, after attaining the depth of twenty- 
five feet over the bar Mr. Eads becomes entitled to $6,350,000, a sum of money 
my eumnion Tey apenas the cost of the amount of work necessary to pro- 
duce that result, if jetties can effect it. 

The amount of due after attaining a depth of twenty-five feet 


*The majority report cites the authority of Colonel Mansfield’s map accom- 
pearing 7 of 1880, for the Government 12,006 feet ; 
oo Colonel wie mow ons ot ay Wie aoe 
an n a radical) difficult assigned that jetty. 
taken the most y of the first and crude idea? ‘2 


But in fact all of these positions are solely Colonel Mansfield’s, without any 
sanction from the authority. e 

t+ It would seem not to place the root or 
ot a lene ditaneoaaese the opening between Fort which 
s foun a variable distance, sometimes about 10,000 feet, meas- 
uring the widths under circumstances the ex- 
traordinary rises of water in Galveston then to the to- 
ward each other until the bar be reached. The distance at 


over the bar is so large in comparison with that which the contractor would 
afterward receive from remaining to complete the contract, that a strong temp- 
tation would arise, particularly should ai culties caress ahead at that stage of 
operations, to abandon the work. It must be no that the depth alluded to 
would,probably be obtained, if at all, before it should become nomena] to = 
on the concrete capping, so that by retiring early he might also get rid of that 
portion of the contract. 

It is not necessary to go further; this method of analysis is simple and can be 

ursued by any one to 01 the fact that the proposed contract is so far 
= ae oft the contractor that it might be greatly opposed to the interests of the 

Tn States. 

The fact that the contractor must borrow money in the market at high rates 
of interest, as is alleged was done during the operations at South Pass, as this 
interest must form a part of the contractor’s estimate of cost, would seem to be 
equivalent, on the part of the Government, to borrowing at a higher rate of in- 
terest than it is now payiug. : 

Section 6 of the proposed contract states “‘ that said Eads and his associates 
shall be untrammeled in the full and free exercise of his or their judgment, skill 
and experience in the location, design, and construction of said works, and all 
a mances thereto.”’ 

submit that this constitutes a power over the navigable waters of the United 
States, by any provision for supervision of the contractor’s plans, 
which should never be conferred upon any individual. 

I desire to say that in my objections to the general of the contract I have 
not intended any allusion even indirectly to Mr. Eads, but have endeavored to 
treat it as a pure business transaction, and in the same spirit I will go on to say 
that while the present system of — appropriations for the improvement of 
harbors and rivers may be changed to advantage in some points, I do not regard 
it as an improvement to select some one point for completion in preference to 
many others quite as deserving of equal consideration at the hands of Congress, 
nor to choose one contractor or engineer to the exclusion of many others equally 
angst. thereby putting away competition in cost and the proper and necessary 

ticidm of plans. 


b ‘ 

Moreover, the intention to appropriate a large sum in favor of contracting with 

fied individuals will rally to their support many interested pe>sons, and in 

e efforts made to mold opinions to their views it will be difficult often to ob- 

tain a candid exposition of fact or to arrive at a sound conclusion. There are 
other evils, patent to every one, which need not be enumerated. 

lam, sir, very ully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN NEWTON, 


Chief of Engineers, Brig. and Bot. Maj. Gen., U. 8. A. 
Hon. Auserr S. WILxIs, 


Chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
ited States House of Representatives. 


There seems to have been a determined purpose on the part of the 
committee reporting this bill to take from the office of the Chief of 
Engineers of the War Department the control and direction of many of 
the more important works. 

The jurisdiction of the Mississippi River Commission is to be ex- 
tended. A new board, to be called the United States harbor board, is 
to be created, both to restrict and limit the jurisdiction and duties of 
the Engineer Department, and which, if adopted, will in my judgment 
most seriously impair the efliciency of this branch of the service. Why, 
should this be done? What is there in the record of this Department 
to justify such action? There are and have been for many years in the 

i Department gentlemen of the highest grade of engineering 
ability and intelligence, gentlemen who have been highly educated in 
their profession, and that, too, at the hands of the Government. They 
understand most thoroughly the work they have in hand. Their in- 
tegrity and honesty of purpose has never been questioned. No breath 
of scandal has ever attached to this office. The work performed has 
been thorough, substantial, and of the most permanent character, and 
has generally met the highest expectations of the public. Why, then, 
I again ask, should the jurisdiction and work of this office be limited 
or restricted ? 

It is proposed to turn over the stretch of the Mississippi River from 
Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the Ohio River to the Mississippi 
River Commission. Who asks that this be done? All the improve- 
ments on the upper Mississippi have been made according to the plans 
and under the sole direction of the Engineer Office of the War Depart- 
ment. ‘These improvements have proved successful'and satisfactory to 
all ao I a I a the unanimous sentiment of the 
people o: ley of the upper Mississippi when I protest against the 

roposed change. I have to-day received a joint resolution of the Legis- 
as of my own State protesting in the following emphatic terms 
against this proposition: ' 

The im; t of the Mississippi River between Saint Anthony Falls and 
Cairo, and the consequent train of benefits, depends upon the carrying out of 
the which have been formulated by the engineers of the Army after many 
examination, without aid or advice from one, and all the 


good results attained are due to their efforts, and limited cnle ny the humble 
means placed by Congress at their command. 


Peele eee acta tee Sat ie week: 
so well inaugurated by the has been placed 
a newly created commission by interpolations in the 


t 
| 


the te carry on the work of river 
pee oy lin lt ong todas sittbarriga my mepmntebag 


eee tn ee amany, it 
purpose an era of corruption bbery, a system 
of private contracts, it should adopt this legislation the first 
Lag tg ty me a 


, it is my earnest wish to be able to vote for this ap- 
propriation, and I trust that the objectionable features may be so elimi- 
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nated from it as to enable me to do so. As it now stands I certainly | repute, the one I have already named, stated there that, in his judg- 
can not. | ment, $66,000,000 would probably be required in order to perfect the 
[During the delivery of the foregoing speech of Mr. WASHBURN the | channel navigation alone, leaving out of account altogether the enor- 
following proceedings occurred : mous cost of the levees upon the banks. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? Mr. BLANCHARD. Willi the gentleman name the man who aiade 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has ten min- | that estimate? 


utes of his time left. ; Mr. HEPBURN. Colonel Comstock. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent that I may have five Mr. BLANCHARD. And is not Colonel Comstock in a minority in 
minutes more. | the commission all the time’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unanimous Mr. HEPBURN. In reply to the gentleman I say that no other man 
consent for five minutes additional time, to be taken out of the time to | has dared to give an estimate that he would stand by. There is no one 
which the debate is limited. Is there objection? | that has dared to contradict Colonel Comstock throughout all the con- 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, could you not give the gentleman | troversy from first to last . 
the time by unanimous consent without taking it out of the time’ | Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman yield for a contradiction 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in the power of the Chair. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask thatthe gentleman from Minnesota be allowed 
five minutes beyond the time fixed for closing the debate. 


gether 
The CHAIRMAN. Thatisnot inorder. ‘The House haslimited the Mr. BLAN 
| 








| now ? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I cannot yield. I have only ten minutes alto- 


CHARD. Well, the statement is not according to the 
time at which the debate shall close. To whom does the gentleman | facts. : 


from Massachusetts [Mr. StoNE] surrender the remainder of his time? Mr. HEPBURN. The statement is not according to the facts, says 

Mr. STONE. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman | the gentleman. I will confront him with the record and show who is 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. correct in this matter. Here is the testimony of Colonel Comstock on 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, supposing the figures that have | this point: ; 
been given by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] with 
reference to the cost of this improvement at Galveston to be correct, do 
they not justify asa pertinent inquiry this: Would it not be cheaper 
and much more economical for the United States to move Galveston to 
a harbor rather than try to move the harbor to Galveston? [Laugh- 
ter. 

+ ola heartily in favor, sir, of some of the purposes of this bill. I 
believe that the rivers and harbors of this country should be improved 
for the purposes of navigafion, and for purposes of navigation alone. 
Many of the objects of this bill meet my hearty commendation. The 
Hennepin Canal is, in my judgment, a most meritorious improvement. 
It is demanded by a large section of this country. It has been de- 
manded by three State Legislatures, representing more than ten mill- 
ions of people, and there is no feature in this bill which should so 
heartily commend it to the attention of this committce. | A. pene auch Same as that; we have noexperience on which to base our work, 

But there seeeuns of its features that om Sn hamble judgment ought We We edd ee your own reputation, say that would be the outside 
to meet with reprobation, and prominent among them is the provision limit? 
for the pretended improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River. A. No, sir; nor would I say it would be the outside limit either in the way of 
T am in favor of reasogable and necessary appropriations for this river, being too much or too little. It may be less or it may be more than that. 
but I want to ask the gentlemen if they have given thought to the 
enormons cost that is involved in this proposed improvement, to say | can give of the cost of improving low-water navigation—the 3,000 feet 
nothing of the probabjlities as to its success. 1 am prepared to assert, | limit—is the enormous sum of $66,000,000. 
and in my belief to prove, that this improvement contemplates an out- Why, Mr. Chairman, the nearest approach the commission has ever 
lay of more than $150,000,000—one hundred and fifty millions for a | come to an estimate was in 1881 in its reportof that year. This is the 

me of imprévement which is shown by the commission themselves | language used: 
Tetons tek teem theres of en ied tee the onal tomer The estimates of cost submitted in the report of February 17, 1880, for initia! 


. . ° LM : b works upon six reaches of the river between Cairo and Vicksburg, embracing 
in any official document that their plans will result in success. Year | an aggregate length of one hundred and cighty four miles of bad navigation, 
after year they come to us saying that the whole scheme is experi- amounts to $4,113,000, and it was stated as the opinion of the commission— 


os 7 - = ‘That such additional works as will ultimately be required to complete and 
mental in its character. Year after year they tell us that more time | render permanent the improvement contemplated in this system at the localities 
must elapse before they will be able to say with certainty that their 


specified will not exceed the amount stated as needed for initial works.” 
work will be a success This would amount to $8,226,000 for one hundred and eighty-four miles, or 
‘. , . i about $45,000 per mile. 

They have given us, however, some estimates as to the probable cost. These estimates cover about one-fourth of the length of the river where nav- 
In their report of 1881 they tell us that the cost of the improvement iontios mate Seigrovenent, men from Cairo to moa River and seouthing 
: 000,000. ro . i 1a ec remaining three-fourths will cost proportionately, the aggregate cost o 

will be $83, 3 ¥ But, sir, in that same report they tell us that the the entire improvement would reach $33,000,000. 
improvement of two of the reaches, only sixty-three miles in length, 
will be something in excess of twoand a half millionsof dollars. Yet, 
in the last report that we have, or at least in a minority report, Colonel 
Comstock gives the country the important information that these esti- 
mates are erroneous; that a sum in excess of the estimates has already 


been expended; that the improvements upon these two reaches of the | millions; that eight millions will be required when only a little over 
river do not approach completion, and that, in his judgment, at ieast | two and one-half was anticipated. This mistake was made with refer- 
three times the estimate, or $8,000,000, will be needed for the perfec- | ence to the tworeaches best known. If such mistakes were possible in 
tion of the na of those two reaches. respect to them, what may we not anticipate with reference to the others? 
This is Comstock’s language in his last report: If the commission has made no worse blunder in respect to other parts 
The original estimate of the commission for thirty-eight miles of the Plum of the river, we may confidently expect that the total cost for channel 
Point reach was $1,432,000; and for twenty-five miles of the Lake Providence | improvements alone will reach the enormous sum of $99,000,000. 
It is now certain that the cost of these works will be not less than three times | ,, W 22 We remember the character of this work, when we remember 
the 
w 


Question. You state that you are working for this idea of confining the river 
within a space of 5,000 feet wide from Cairo to Red River 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you expect that you can accomplish that within a reasonable time and 
with a reasonable expenditure of money?” 

A. We are working toward that limit, and our estimate is, if some definite 
sum is appropriated, that work can be carried sufficiently far to give ten feetof 
water from Cairo to Red River. It will not makea river with parallel banks 
everywhere. Much of that depends upon experience yet to be ascertained 
Much of the river we want to make with parallel banks. 

Q. Therefore it is impossible to tell the time that will be required, or to state 
the cost? 

A. The time required depends on the rate of appropriation. 
vary from $30,000,000 to $60,000,000, 

Q. That depends largely upon the number of places that are to be worked 
upon this plan? 

A. My own judgment is that we must work the whole leogth of the river 

Q. Do you believe it can be done for $66,000,000? 


The estimates 


There you haveit, Mr. Chairman. The best estimate this gentleman 


The Plum Point and Providence reaches were included in the specific 
estimate in the first of the above paragraphs, and the estimate for them 
was something over two and one-half millions, but Colonel Comstock 


nal estimate, and even yet it is not practicable tostate with definiteness | that it includes the building of one artificial bank in mid-river, and the 
ultimate cost wil] be. 


covering of at least one natural bank with expensive mattresses, made of 
wire and brush, from the bottom of the river tothe summit of the bank, 
and covering the exposed bank from low water to the summit with 
stone one foot deep the whole distance from Cairo to the mouth of the 
river, a distance of 1,085 miles, we can have some idea of the enormous 


Two million six hundred and seventy thousand dollars was the esti- 
mateof the commission for the improvement of sixty-three miles of 
river. Morethan this sum has already been expended, and we are now 
informed by amember of the commission that three times the estimate 
will be necessary, or $8,010,000. cost of the channel improvement. 


And he speaks only with reference to low-water navigation. He This improvement is to be continuous the entire distance from Cairo 
leaves out of the estimate entirely the cost of the levees upon the banks down. Colonel Comstock, in his testimony already quoted, says: ‘‘ My 
of the river. Before the comniittee appointed by this House of Rep- own judgment is, we must work the whole length of the river.’’ The 
resentatives in the Forty-seventh Congress much valuable information | Commission in the report of 1881 say: 
was given. Witnesses were called before the committee and members The commission are, however, prepared to recommend the application of the 
of the commission were questioned and required to answer, under the 


methods and details heretofore described to the lower river, from Commerce, 
solemnity of an oath, as to the probable success and the probable cost Mo., downward, with such continuity as will not only improve the immediate 


’ - ae . localities where navigation is now bad, but will also establish and retain such 
of this improvement; and one gentleman, an engineer of distinguished control over the high-water discharge as will arrest that tendency toward dete- 
XVI——75 


has stated that here was an underestimate of about five and one-half 
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rioration which has rendered thesystematic improvement of the entire river nec- 
essary. 


While this order of progress is proper for works designed to amend and —_ 
late the existing channel, those undertaken for the purpose of retaining or in- 
creasing the volume of discha: within the bed, such as levees and dams for 
closing outlets, should begin below and be carried continuously up stream. 


These quotations would seem to settle the question as to the extent 
of the work and its continuity, and in view of the opinions expressed 
I hope gentlemen will not continue the assertion that it is only in a few 
places that work is required. It might not beso intolerable if the cost 
ended with the enormous expenditures for channel improvement, but 
it does not. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the whole of the case. This same com- 
mittee of the last House made a voluminous report. The present 
Speaker of the House was a member of that committee. They spent 
weeks, as I understand, investigating the subject. They went over the 
route. They examined scores and scores of witnesses, and that com- 
mittee have told us as their solemn judgment, first, that the levee feat- 
ure of the improvement is entirely unnecessary as a factor in the im- 
provement of low-water navigation; and second, that the cost of this 
improvement is to reach an enormous amount, somewhere between 
$50,000,000 and $100,000, 000. 

The language of the committee is as follows: 

The probable expense of a system of levees of sufficient strength to hold the 
flood waters of the river within a channel, as is pro by the commission, of 


5,006 feet, is variously estimated from $50,000,000 to $100,000,000, while many wit- 
nesses are not presumptuous enough to even venture upon an estimate of their 


ultimate expense. 

Messrs. ELLIS and THOMAS, of the committee, filed a minority re- 
port, but in speaking of the cost use this lan : “The expense will 
be great, exceeding in all probability the sum of $50,000,000 it is true.’’ 

Many gentlemen have stated that levees are of but little if any value 
in the improvement of low-water navigation. On this point your com- 
mittee say: 

Your committee are satisfied, from the evidence, that the people along the 
banks of the Mississippi are chiefly and naturally interested in the building of 
levees, not so much in the interest of navigation as to secure their lands from 
overflow and thereby enhance their value. If the building of levees was essen- 
tial to the improvement of na on, the fact that they afforded-protection to 
the riparian owners would be no reason for discontinuing them. On the con- 
trary, such a result would be extremely gratifying. Your committee, however, 
do not believe that they are essential to the improvement of the low-water nav- 
igation of the Mississippi, and that their construction for such a purpose can not 
be justified. 

No one, I believe, claims that the low-water navigation will be im- 
proved by the use of levees. Many distinguished engineers say they 
will not be beneficial when the river is at flood, except to protect the 
adjacent lands. The commission regard the levees as an experiment. 
Senator HARRISON, whena member of the commission, joined with Col- 
onel Comstock and the committee of this House in the opinion that 
they were of no benefit to low-water navigation. Yet this bill permits 
the commission to go on in a lavish outlay of the public money solely 
for the purpose, as I believe, of improving and enhancing in value the 
private property of citizens. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to see the navigation of the Mississippi River 
improved, but it only needs it when it is low. When it is at flood the 
navigation is good enough, and it is only when it is at flood that any- 
body wants the levees. When the river is in a condition that naviga- 
tion requires improvement, no one cares about the levees, 

Another feature of the bill that appears to me as objectionable is 
that providing for the improvement of the Galveston Harbor; and here I 
desire to say that I would interpose no-objection to the appropriation 
of a reasonable sum to accomplish this improvement. But in my 
opinion there should be a proper relation between the expenditure and 
the importance of the locality to be improved in respect to its popula- 
tion and its commerce. Let me call attention to the fact that there are 
but two lines of railway reaching the town of Galveston. If you 
wish to intersect the railway system of the State of T you must 
leave that city and travel to the northward. No contents portion 
of the commerce of the State has as yet reached that port. In an ap- 
pendix toa report made by one of the Senators representing that State 
in the other end of the Capitol, on the 30th of June last, I find the fol- 
lowing: 


Statement showing the amount of exports of merchandise from and imports 















into the port of Galveston, Tex. 
DOMESTIC EXPORTS BY ARTICLES, 1883. 
Articles. Quantities. | Values. 
Cp BRRa.,.. cnn nesnncnndnesmmaineneetiinechestheterapeenentn been aun 278,602 } $29, 023, 673 
Oil-cake and oil-cake meal. -pounds.. 56, 921,7 516, 857 
Animals, living................... abe aieacradl 16, 645 
Wood,and manufactures of. 11, 446 


All other articles......... 
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Total domestic Ex ports..............ccccseseeseerereneeeee 29, 627, 898 
Powel Ci POUE icc ceasipcevethovesenccsussitebrentintiae 1,149 
Totai domestic and foreign OxpoOrts...........00-00| seseeecreseseesenseee 


29, 629, O47 


It will be borne in mind that this is a report made by a friend of this 
improvement, and I assume that it is as favorable as it could be made. 
Yet how utterly insignificant the whole statement appears in compar- 
ison with the exports and imports of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
and other cities. Eliminating the one export, cotton, and the remain- 
ing total is but little in excess of a half million of dollars. 

The imports are, by the same report, shown to be as follows: 











Articles. Quantities. Values. 

SII occnnnneceqetnecensemabnetinenngianetdenibeirenniaieniies sched pounds 9, 262,555 | $732,233 
BORE Bt, BIG, coc cccsesccncsbecccsecsecceesccencassncscoceneed Th caane 5,557,945 77,974 
Se TERGRD. .... _.. -.chindingatincespendinteccsstpeatue eres 11,206,810 | 167,161 
All other manufactures of iron and steel ...........-c0e08 +++" Lasbectopoonagivtiien | 231, 260 
RE RS EEE... "WA 33, 486 76, 002 
Articles, the produce of the United States, brought je sashes 40, 755 
Di alediaitiatatinsedblbiaelserncstenemiitiienssssetimevqunmenil pounds...| 16,725,636 31,660 
Wine, spirits, and cordials .................00esssceserscererressosseess Ss seestbeensedamnasie | 15, 830 
Be NS PIO cescncecvecscccensneciansensecscovencoceed gallons... 18, 066 14, 369 
IE SEE CURERED SUINIU 5... cnsoncreqnoo cvesesarepoaccqnsnugoasonnncceane pocesbepnsetnsoccevis | 14, 102 
Pruits of all Reimda, tmcbrudiieg WwWte.......000..0ccccccececccsscosccesshecesoscocoscecesenses i 12, 439 
SEINE ncscnthionantenndichnatninineinseriperce denetainteternhinedigeiattena me 97, 927 
SPUR cinseprclibhisantiinobnaiilatiigitnntwonnnie ‘dadecnimmnianianiincamind Silt hesntvannnguihaaiie | 1,511, 712 


| | 

Iron and steel and coffee amount to $1,208,628 in value, leaving a 
total of less than a third of a million of dollars as the value of all other 
articles. But it has been said that Texas must have this port in order 
that her cereals may reach their market. I regard this as a mistake; 
Texas has no surplus for shipment. In view of what has been said of 
the magnificent extent of this great State, I make this suggestion with 
commendable. diffidence. It may astonish gentlemen after the ad- 
dresses we have listened to in commendation of this scheme, but the 
statement rests upon proofs that these geptlemen can not controvert. 
I again appeal to the report of the Senator from Texas; I call up a wit- 
ness of his own selection—one eminently worthy and well qualified—a 
no less distinguished gentleman than Hon. J. R. Dodge, of the Agri- 
cultural Bureau. He has prepared, and the Senator indorses by incor- 
porating into his report in favor of this improvement, the following ta- 
ble: 


Product of cereals in Texas in 1882 and 1883. 





Cereals. | 1882. 1833. 


| 


Bushels. | Busheis. 
bettie t ae, Wi seddstivsaidaniasnns tt Sivoup ibaa se Cnr | aan 





4,178,700 | 4,301,000 

pa ovonnasenccecneccesnesstcas quence cceensesmncssioeecessoncsogens 60, 900 57, 855 

pe cov genveoccs coccep conceanenesoooonccencosoosonsncnecesosoooesenons oreree sagen 9,985,800 | 9,489,300 
so cse evesen see seceecnesscocesste crecsousoccseessoesnoese® 118, 720 127, 030 


There is usually no oui of any of the cereals in Texas. The supply of 
corn last year was about thirty-five bushels per capita, which was average sup- 
ply of the United States per capita in the census years. The wheat supply was 
only about two and a half bushels, which is less than the consumption of the 


The only cotton State which ever bas an appreciable surplus of corn is Ten- 
nessee, and that is but a small! and unreliable quantity. 


J. R. DODGE, Statistician. 


In the great staple of corn Texas does not produce sufficient for her 
own people, and does not produce one-half enough of wheat. The 
average consumption of wheat in the United States is nearly six bushels 
to each of the population. Texas produces less than half ation: 
her own people. In view of this statement by the eminent ian; 
does not all of this talk about the necessity of this improvement in 
order that the grain of Texas may reach a foreign market sound like 

But it is said ‘that the improvementis demanded in order that Texas 
cattle may be able to reach a market. Let me: again call your atten- 
tion to thestatement of Professor . He says that the total ship- 
ments of: living animals of all kinds in the year 1883 aggregated but 
$16,645 in value. 

Yet the census of 1880 informs us that roaming the prairies of Texas 
are more than 6,000,000of cattle. Six millionsin the and $16,000 
worth from the principal port of the State! There wouldseem 
to be radically wrong in this if it were not known that the 
great State of was as destitute of cattle suitable for the Euro- 
pean marketas she is of corn and wheat. The fed cattle of Texas, 
the small-hamed and big-horned cattle of the west, will not bear 
ocean shipment. The cattle that are in demand for foreign shipment 
are the corn-fattened steers of the grade. Noothers stand 


the and the other elements of the cost of transportation. The 
market for eattle lies to the northward. 
Recognizing from that State have been pressing 


south line of the Indian Territory to the northern limit of United 
States. Texas is in her most modest mien. All that she wants 
at present is use of a strip of the nublic domain twelve miles (or 
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thereabouts) in width and 1,000 miles or more in length for her cattle- 
trail, and $9,000,000 for a harbor at which to export those not driven. 
Would it not be better to pack the attenuated carcasses of her beeves 
in their immense and wondrous horns and float them out to vessels over 
the Galveston Bar? ' 

The principal use Galveston would have for an improved harbor 
would be in the shipment of cotton. In 1883 she shipped coastwise and 
abroad 516,993 bales, or about 6,000 car-loads. This could certainly be 
carried to New Orleans for $35 per car, or a total sum of $210,000. This 
improvement will cost, I believe, at least $9,000,000. The interest of 
this sum, at 3 percent., would be $270,000 per annum. The $9,000,000 
of cost would certainly be worth 3 per cent. to the Treasury. Now, 
would it not be better for the Government to beat the charge of carry- 
ing all of this cotton from Galveston to New Orleans—making the owner 
a present of the entire freight-money—than to undertake this improve- 
ment? In my judgment it would be better, even if there were nosub- 
sequent cost for the repair and maintenance of the costly structure. 

But, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen have insisted that the improvement 
is not to be very costly. And it has been suggested that the ultimate 
cost is to be much less than the sum named in the Senate hill providing 
for the work. I am afraid gentlemen are not quite sincere when they 


so declare. I am afraid their judgement has been disturbed by too 
eager desire. They have, I fear, tried to convince the House without 


themselves being convinced. What evidence have gentlemen of our 
committee, bearing upon this pointof ultimate cost, that was not in the 
possession of the distinguished gentleman who made the report to the 
Senate that I have already referred to? 
guished for the care with which he makes investigation and the fidelity 
with which he makes report. His report is an elaborate argument in 
advocacy of the bill which proposed to pay Captain Eads the sum of 
$7,750,000 for securing the results that are contemplated by this bill. 
No gentleman has authority for saying that the plans to be pursued 
under this bill are other or different from those contemplated by the bill 
advocated in the Senator’s report. 

In this report we are informed that the improvement involves jetties 
extending 8.33 miles into the Gulf of Mexico. The writer institutesa 
comparison between the improvement at the moyth of the Mississippi 
and at Galveston. The report says: 


By the terms of the bil] Mr. Eads is required to secure a maximum channel of 
not lessthan thirty feet in depth for a total compensation of $7,750,000. In view 
of the work to be done and the@gesults to be accomplished, the committee is sat- 
isfied that this is a reasonable compensation. Thecost of the jetties at the mouth 
of the Mississippi River was fixed in 1874 by a commission of engineers at 
$5,342,110, and Mr. Eads afterward agreed to do the work for $5,250,000. The 
commission referred to was composed of Generals Wright, Alexander, and Com- 
stock, of the United States Engineer Corps, Prof. Henry Mitchell, of the United 
States Survey, and T. E. Sickles, W. Minor Roberts, and H. T. Whitcomb, 
distinguished civil engineers. It may be safely assumed that the estimate of 
this commission, made after an inspection of similar works in Europeand after 
a careful examination and study of the whole matter, was a fair one, and if this 
be true, it follows that the maximum compensation provided for in the present 
bill is reasonable, because— 

First. The jetties at Galveston must be censiderably more than double the 
length of those at the mouth of the Mississippi to reach out to the same depth of 
water; 

Second. They must be of a heavier and more substantial character, because 
the water is deeper, and, asthey extendso much farther out into the Gulf, they 
will be much more exposed to storm action ; 

Third, The work being so exposed, there will be greater danger of injury to 
the boats and a us used in its construction; and 

Fourth. In ition to the jetties over the outer bar, works of an extensive 
and costly character will be required to deepen the inner bar. 

= * + * «< as . 
The profiles of the Galveston Bar show that the average depth of water to 


mean high tide for the two jetties will be thirteen and three-quarter feet. Ap- 
plying form of the average cross-section of the Mississippi jetties to this 
lepth with twenty feet width at the shows that the required average cross- 


section at Galveston for jetties of equal strength will require 1,018 square feet of 
section or 138 per cent. more material than the Mississippi jetties. e profiles 
also show that the jetties at Galveston must have an aggregate length of not 
less than 8.33 miles. 

It has been shown above that 8.33 miles of jetties at Galveston, if of no larger 
average cross-section than those at the mouth of the seateatens, would cost 
$2,646,207. Tothis must be added 138 per cent. for the increased th at Galves- 
ton, and this wouldamount to $3,651,765, making an aggregate of $6.297,772. The 
ont of the works to deepen the inner bar at Galveston are not included in the 
above amount. These will probably cost as much as the works at the head of 
the South Pass of the Mississippi River. In the works at the head of the South 
Pass there was 301,515 cubic yards of brush and stone, which at the price of 

would amount to $869,868. This sum may therefore be 
added to offset cost of the works on the inner bar at Galveston, and this 
cost of the works $7,167,840. 

There can be no of the fact that the works at Galveston, during their 
construction, will be ex to danger of injury from the violence of storms. 
The works at the mouth of the Mississippi River were, owing to their location, 
not subject to this danger to the same extent. When once these works at Gai- 
veston are completed and solidified they will be strong enough, Mr. Eads guar- 
cmees, = iajart — most — —— without eas injury. The 4 when 

risk ury is greateris during progress of construction. Ats atime 
these works, built out for miles into the Gulf and with no protection against 
storms, must be injured to a greater or less degree. In estimating the cost of 
great work a percen to cover contingencies is usually added to the 

, and should be allo In view of the risk of injury to the works during 
construction, and of their failure to produce the stipulated depths, the commit- 
tee is of opinion that ae Came sheen Se neaded to the total estimated cost to 
coulinpuneion ‘is would amount to $1,791,960, which, added to the cost 


of the work, makes the total sum of $8,959,800. 

This argument emanating from this distinguished and authoritative 
to satisfy gentlemen of the committee that the grand total 
of cost, arrived at after such solicitous care, and after exhausting every 
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source of information, is correct, and that the whole cost of the Galves 
ton improvement is but,$40,200 less than $9,000,000. When we remem 
ber how liable the friends of any appropriation of this character are to 
underestimate cost rather than overstate it we may, I think, safely say 
that this work involves a depletion of the Treasury exceeding the sum 
last named. In comparison, Mr. Chairman, with appropriations here- 
tofore made to improve the great harbors of the nation, this sum seems 
to be an immense one and greatly disproportioned to the needs of a 
city of 22,000 inhabitants with an established commerce, such as the 
friends of this bill have shown to belong to the port of Galveston. 

I have in my possession, sir, a clipping made from a recent number 
of the New York Tribune. I have not examined it to see if the sums 
stated to have been appropriated to the cities named are correctly 
stated, but I assume them in the main to be. The writer says: 

It is estimated that the improvement of Galveston Harbor, according to the 
scheme which the committee is urged to adopt, will cost nearly $8,000,000. That 
sum exceeds by about $5,000,000 the total expenditures on the harbor of New 
York from the first appropriation thirty-three years ago down to the present 
time; it is more than four times as great as the total sum expended on Boston 
Harbor, six times as great as the total amount expended for the improvement 
of Chicago Harbor, nearly eight times as great as the sum total appropriated for 
Baltimore Harbor, and it exceeds by more than $3,000,000 the amount paid to 
Captain Eads for jetty improvements at the mouth of the Mississippi 

Three millions for New York with its hundreds of millions of foreign 
commerce and its 2,000,000 of inhabitants. Eight or nine millions for 
Galveston, with its 22,000 inhabitants and less than 530,000,000 of 
foreign commerce. It can not be said that this great inequality is be- 
cause the great mart has received all that is needed, and that no further 
demands are made. This is incorrect. Year after year demands have 
been made for greater harbor facilities, so that the produce of the West 
might be more cheaply handled. The Harlem River improvement and 
others have been knocking vainly year after year at the door of your 
committee. It has no money for increased facilities in New York Har- 
bor, but millions for the disturbance of the pastoral calm and the un- 
vexed waters of the quiet village on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico. 

There is aquestion involved in this improvement that seems to me to 
be one of great importance to those gentlemen who are known as strict 
constructionists, gentlemen who are always fearful lest something will 
be done by the Congress without proper warrant in the Constitution. 
I believe that the larger number of this school of statesmen who adorn 
this committee are advocates of the Galveston improvement. Many of 
them think that the construction of a canal connecting the waters of 
the Mississippi River with the great chain of lakes and giving a water 
way from the prairies of Iowa to the Atlantic would be an unwar- 
ranted and unconstitutional exercise of power and a profligate misuse 
of the public treasury. I would ask such; ‘‘ What is the improvement 
you contemplate over the Galveston Bar? Is it not the digging of a 
canal—a canal 8.33 miles long, 17 feet deep, and 200 feet wide?’’ 

It is true that it is covered with water, but aside from this pecul- 
iarity and in addition it has every element and quality of a ¢anal. 
It is a ditch filled with water, and that isa canal. If some of the fos- 
sils who oppose the Hennepin Canal had been called upon in their youth 
to pass upon the question they would have found all of the conditions 
to be similar; for in the glacial period, we are told by scientists, all of 
our grand Mississippi Valley was covered with water, and in that early 
day the construction of the Hennepin Canal would have been in all of 
its characteristics and phenomona like the proposed improvement under 
the surface of the Gulf. 

This section of the bill involves the establishment of jetties extend- 
ing from the shore line into the Gulf of Mexico a distance of 8.33 miles. 
The jurisdiction of the United States extends from the shore line, at 
low tide, the distance of three miles. The contemplated improvement 
extends five miles farther. It extends for five miles into the high seas, 
into the common jurisdiction of the commercial nations of the world. 
As a nation we have no exclusive jurisdiction or exclusive right. Yet 
we are usurping such jurisdiction and right. Suppose that on this im- 
provement, eight miles from our shore, a crime is committed. By what 
law and who will punish it? Not by the statutes by the usual process 
of law, for the offense was committed more than a league from the 
coast line. Not by admiralty, because it was not committed on a vessel 
covered by our flag. It will not do to say that the water along this 
distance is not very deep, and therefore this distance does not enter into 
or become a part of the league by which our jurisdiction is extended 
from our shore. Is it not the presence of the water rather than its 
depth that is to be regarded ? 

Again, if we have the right to invade the high seas for a distance of 
five miles, why may we not, if we choose, carry the right farther—from 
Florida coast toCuba? Where is the limit to which we may go? Does 
not this construction involve every principle of constitutional power 
that would be involved in the building of Captain Eads’s ship-railroad 
or a canal across the Isthmus of Panama? And how can gentlemen 
who can not build a canal within our jurisdiction engage in such an 
improvement outside it? 

I beg to call the attention of the gentlemen of the committee to a 
provision of this bill of very astonishing character: 

Said worksshall be constructed according to the plans, specifications, and esti- 
mates to be submitted by James B. Eads as hereinafter provided for. 


Mr. Chairman, have you ever seen in law or resolution a provision 











[236 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 3, 


so anomalous as this? It puts the entire Treasury of this Government 
into the hands of this man Eads. There is absolutely no limitation 
placed on his expenditure, or the neceasity that he may create for ex- 
penditure. He has made no estimates, specifications, or plans. He is 
yet to make them, and when they are made the Secretary of War and 
the Engincer Corps of the Army are to accept them without demurrer 
or dissent, and execute them. The will and the judgment of the 


sworn officers of the Government are in subjection to a person not an | our eastern border to our great market, and will do more to solve 

officer, not under oath, nor under bond. It will be remembered that | the transportation question in the interest of the great Northwest than 

it has been somewhat boastfully said by a gentleman very friendly to | the expending of $100,000,000 in any other way. 

this bill that the city of Galveston was obligated to pay to Eads in MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

case of his success a sum much larger than that proposed by the Gov- ; ors te ; . be 

ernment. : The committee rose informally; and a message 11 writing was re- 
This is in itself a fact that in my judgment unfits him for the serv- ceived from the President of the United States by Mr. PRUDEN, one 

ice of the United States. There ought not to be any divided duty or of his secretaries. 


divided obligation connected with trusts of thischaracter. The larger RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

the expenditure the better will the interests of Galveston be served. The committee resumed its session. 

The expenditure of $9,000,000, largely for labor and crude materials, Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, when the pending bill 

in that city, will be a wonderful blessing to her people even if no ship | was first under discussion it was said by the gentleman from Wisconsin 

should ever pass through the improvement; and the larger the expendi- | [Mr. PRICE] thatits benefits were divided unequally between the North 

ture the farther will the interests of these good people be concerned. | and the South and that the South got the largestshare. I had hoped} 

I think they have been too liberal to Captain Eads to commend him to | Mr. Chairman, that after reflection, after the gentleman from Wisconsin 

this committec. had slept upon the matter and had examined the figures relating to it 
But I find another most singular provision in this bill, in the fol- | more carefully, for he seems to be a figurative man, he would have with- 

lowing language: The appropriations for the Mississippi River ‘‘shall | drawn those remarks. But instead of doing so, Mr. Chairman, he 

be expended, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accord- | comes here to-day reiterating and emphasizing those statements, He 

ance with the plans, specifications, estimates, and recommendations of | says to-day that this bill is marred and scarred from Genesis to Reve- 

the Mississippi River Commission, as approved or amended by an ad- | lations with sectional inequalities. 

visory engineer of said commission, which office is hereby created, said Mr. REED, of Maine. There are no ‘‘ revelations’”’ in it. [Langh- 

advisory engineer to be appointed by the President, at a salary of $3,500 | ter. ] 

per annum; and James B. Eads is hereby recommended to the Presi- Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Now, sir, that statement is sufficiently 


dent for that position.’’ . refuted when we consider that this committee, consisting of fifteen 
Here you will notice, gentlemen, that Captain Eads is again made | members, embraces ten from the North and only five from the South. 
absolutely controlling. If he does not approve, the work of the com- | Where is there ground for any inference of any improper conduct, any 
mission shall net go forward. They may plan and devise, but he must | ‘ fraud,’’ as the gentleman Gnantee he used the word “ fraud ’’— 
approve. ‘They have had the experience of years, but he may amend | in a committee com as this one is? 
any or all of their suggestions. Does it not seem that our honorable Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says—and he is sustained only by 
committee have been seized with a blind infatuation for this distin- | the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]—that there is ine- 
guished engineer that would be rebuked in a school-girl of 15 years? | quality in this bill; that the great, the expensive, the extravagant im- 
Mr. Chairman, I have no hostility to the city of Galveston, or any 
proper plan for the improvement of her commercial facilities. We have 
already expended more than a million and a half on that harbor. The 
engineer in charge says that one million more will complete his work, 
resulting in a depth of twenty-five feet in that harbor. I am willing 
that this sum shall be appropriated, but I am not willing to throw 
away the sums already expended and begin anew. Let me call your 
attention to the latest report of the officer in charge: 


Offieer in charge, Maj. S. M. Mansfield, Co of Engineers, having under his 
immediate orders Lieut. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers. (During interval 
between August 1, 1883, and October 1, 1885, the works were temporarily in charge 
of Lieutenant Fisk.) 

1. Entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas.—The adopted plan (project of 1874, 
modified 1889) covers the work of dcepening the bars by contracting the outflow- 
ing current upon a less extent of bar, to thereby effect its removal and prevent 
its reformation. 

The amount expended to June 30, 1884 (including $100,000 of Galveston city 
funds), was $1,496,522.81. Of this amount, and under the of 1880, $980,- 
662.51 was applied to jetty construction, namely: Ninety on the north side 
and 22,551 feet on the south side of the entrance prolonged gu . The ex- 
penditure of the gross amount has resulted in obtaining and maintaining a good 
channel over the inner bar nd a very apparent improvement in depth over 
the outer bar. 

The work of the past year was that of building up the south jetty, $100,000 of 
the city funds having been applied thereto. 

The estimaterof 1880, $1,825,813, contemplated the obtainment of a channel 
across the outer bar of at least twenty-five feet deep, conditioned upon contin- 
uous work under annual appropriations of $500,000. The conditions governing 
the estimate not having been observed for the past four years, the work has 
. bo: sas ball teoeaak ed work i Jeted, and with Rs plishment Pi 

About one- the estimated work is com accom) ° ; 
is gained not only valuable experience, but results of such importance as | ‘2 Work could be done for two and a half million dollars; and for this 
strengthen confidence in the plan established looking to the full improvement 


reason the committee have proposed to put the work under the direc- 
expected. 


The estimated amount required for the entire and permanent completion of . N oes 7 
be ¥ mount requ i? e ; Mr. JONES, Certainly. And what motive has the en- 
the work of improvement, in accordance with the project of 1880, is $1,000,813. . ho fi ish th i ‘ eit ‘ ° Hi ° 


is 
Let us go forward with this improvement in harmony with the plans | not increased. The is to be expended eee ar: 
on which so much money has boos opened the ex ceand advice | But to return to what the gentleman from Wisconsin says in regard 


of our engineers, and on a basis of cost that er 
demands of commerce, the importance of the city, the oe 
by which our business has been fostered and developed in States. 

Again I declare myself in favor of liberal appropriations for the im- 
provement or construction of all needed water ways. Still I-am re- 
minded that the speakers and writers of the Democratic in the 
States where I reside were busy in their denunciation of river and 
harbor bills of late years. ‘‘ The infamous river and harbor bills,’’ 
they called them. They said I ‘‘ had betrayed the interests of my con- 
stituents in voting for these infamous and iniquitous measures.”” I 
had voted for one, I had voted ttwo. That factseemed to make 
~ little difference to my assailants. I was charged with voting for 
all. 


And, Mr. Chairman, unjust as I regard the oT chal ury to have ta 
ive 





























amended in the particulars named. If I can not do so, if it should 
contain the provision for the Hennepin Canal when put on its final 
passage, I shall give it my vote. The Legislature of the Stote of Iowa 
has instructed the representatives of the State to support that meas- 
ure. I believe it to be eminently wise and just. The people with 
united voice demand it. It will add millions to our savings each year. 
It will give us a corrective upon all of the railways that extend from 


ern improvement at Galveston is to cost®§7,000,000. I will remind 
the gentleman that there are four Northern improvements provided 
for in this bill each of which is to cost $7,000,000; and I will name 
them: Sandy Bay, the Hennepin Can, Toledo, and the mouth of the 
Columbia River. . 

Mr. GEORGE. In this bill the committee have left out the mouth 
of the Columbia River. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That was put by the Senate into the bill 
of last year. 7 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. “Then there are three great Northern 
improvements embraced in this bill, involving an expenditure of 
$7,000,000 each. Because one improvement in the South is to be pro- 
vided for, why is all this clamor raised here? It does not appear in 
this bill at all that this Southern improvement is to cost $7,000,000. 
Where is anything in the bill to that effect? 

The gentleman from Minnesota refers to the Senate bill; but that is 


bill that I have discussed, I may give it my vote; I 


» 


provements are in the Southern portion of the country; that one South- ~ 
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have stated, has been governed solely by regard to the improvement of | 
navigation and the interests of commerce. The evidence on which the 
committee acted in this matter is embraced in the records of the corps | 


of Army engineers, and these officers are not from the South. } 
Mr. Chairman, since the Government was founded $105,000,000 has | 
been canaminal for the improvement of rivers and harbors. Why, 


sir, this Government appropriated to one Northern railroad more than 
that amount; and it was a railroad in the region of country where the 
two gentlemen to whom I have referred reside. ‘Two hundred million 
acres of land have been granted to railroads in this country—land equal 
in area to the Empire of Germany. How little of this went to the 
Sonth ? 

Of the $105,000,000 heretofore appropriated for the improvement of | 
riverg and harbors, how much or how little did the South receive? I 
havéthe figures here in Executive Document No. 6, and they show that 
the State of Wisconsin has received more than $4,000,000, and that 
eight Southern States have not received in the aggregate as much as the 
si State of Wisconsin. 

y, sir, New York of that amount received $10,000,000, his State 
received $4,000,000, and Michigan received $7,000,000 or $8,000,000. 
So throughout the whole entire list. 

Do I complain of this’ Do I impute it as an offense?’ Not at all, , 
sir, because I remember with pleasure that Daniel Webster, in his re- 
ply to Hayne, said that he claimed for himself and for New England | 


t praise for having uniformly supported the most liberal grants | 
= e publicTreasury for the West.and the South. And I remen- | 
ber, too, with pleasure, when the great improvement of the Mississippi 
River was under discussion a few yearsago in this House, a distinguished | 

tleman from Michigan, a State that has received, as I said, nearly 

,000,000, a distinguished member from Michigan, then a member of 
the Committee on Commerce, now before me [Mr. Horr], made the 
strongest appeal in behalf of that great improvement. 

Daniel Webster said another thing, that there were no Alleghanies | 
in his politics. I am afraid my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] | 
and my friend from Minnesota [Mr. WAsHBuRN] have not only Alle- | 
ghanies in their politics, but they have the whole Kocky Mountain | 
range in their politics. [ Laughter. } 

But enough, Mr. Chairman, on that point; enough on sectionalism. | 
And now what of this improvement at Galveston which has been as- 
sailed more fiercely than any other measure provided for in this bill? 
Why should it not be made? Take a point from old Point Comfort 
round the Atlantic, around the Gulf coast, all the way to the Rio Grande, 
and you have only one first-class harbor, only one first-class harbor into 
which a first-class ocean-going steamercanenter. Reflect for a moment 
what an immense coast line that is? How did we get that first-class 
harhor? By the skill and genius of that Napoleon of engineers, James 
B. Eads. In no other way have we got a harbor in all that immense 
stretch of seacoast. : 

Take a point from that harbor, from Eads’s jetty, and go round nine 
hundred miles to the Mexican line, and you have not a first-class har- 
bor—you have not a second-class harbor. 

Is this Government to put up with this state of things? Are the 
representatives of commerce to put up with this state of things? In 
the nt condition of this country as a general rule the consumers 
are in one part of it and the producers in a different part of it. What 

want is to get together, to get cheap transportation. How are they 
todo it? Iam told a beefsteak costs in New England as much as a 
Ww ’s wages for a day amounts to, and the consequence is he 
does without a beefsteak. Now, New England not only gets her beef, 
but her food supplies, her lumber, her coal, her iron, and other raw 
material from points at a great distance from her. She gets them, too, 
over rail, and railroad rates are enormously high as compared with 
water rates. Now, sir, there is a water line from Boston all the way to 

where these products abound. Why, sir, Texas is stifled with 

with her products as the Roman maid was 

crushed under the load of her jewels. They have all the things the 
people need, and yet the Eastern people can not get them | 
because of a sand bar in front of Galveston. 

Mr. Windom, in a letter of December, 1878, to the lake improve- 
ment convention at Saint Paul, says: 

The cost of ion diminishes in proportion as the size of ves- 


water transportat 
sels increases. The value of any water route is measured by the capacity and 
efficiency of its most defective part. If from lack of proper improvements a 
en 





Le} 


single harbor on —— line can afford facilities for only the smaller class of 
vessels, the value of t tire line is graded down to correspond with the in- 


But gentlemen say that under the plan adopted by this committee 
this improvement at Galveston can not be made. These gentlemen said | 
the same thing when it was proposed to improve the mouth of the Mis- | 
sissippi River. The whole corps of Army engineers said the same | 
But they say the conditions are different at the South Pass. | 
say there is a great river there with its current that they do not 
at Galveston. Now, it is a notorious fact that it is not the or- 
eet of the Mississippi River that makes a scour in the | 


sae 


extraordinary current caused by flood, and we have | 
in Galveston Bay. wey sir, at certain periods certain 
prevail from the land to the G 


per 
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traordinary current which we have at the mouth of the Mississippi 
River. While these gentlemen on this floor are so confident this im- 
provement can not be made, they have unbounded confidence in the 
Corps of Engineers, which declared instead of getting too little water 
under his plan Eads would get too much water. 

Gentlemen here say that Eads will get no water there. The Army 
engineers declare that you will get too much water by this plan of 
Eads’s. How do you reconcile thisdiscrepancy? Ifthe Army engineers 
are good authority for you on one point, then they are good authority 
on the other, and they declare that Captain Eads by his plan will get 
too much water. 

‘Mr. BAYNE. That they will get too much water at some points, 
but not enough at others; that is the objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I suppose that General Newton is good 
authority as to what the great engineers of the country believe on this 
question. He says, in a communication made to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors of this House, presented pursuant to the request of 
the committee, in speaking of this plan of Mr. Eads’s: 


In connection with this let us take a glance at the features of the locality. 
Mr. Eads nor any one else could calculate 





Mr. HORR. What page do you read from ? 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I read from page 6 of this report— 
eould calculate the depth to which the waters flowing out of Galveston Bay 


| would excavate the channel if during strong tide they should be entirely con- 


fined between high jetties, particularry if placed close together. 


Gentlemen say that on account of the sluggish current in Galveston 
Bay you can not get any water flow or current sufficient to give that 


| wash of the channel which was obtained at the mouth of the Missis- 


sippi River. General Newton says that you will get too much water. 
Again he says: 

His system- 

Referring to Captain Eads— 
as he announces it, is a violent forcing process, the effect of which he can 
neither calculate nor foresee. 

General Newton goes on to say that if it was with Captain Eads a 
question of delivering the largest supply of water in a given time, he 
would be right in his estimates and plans; but that the question of 


| improving the harbor in the manner suggested does not necessitate the 


obtaining of the greatest scour. And yet gentlemen tell us that they 
will get no scour; that there is no mode of getting a current or flow by 
which to scour out the channel. General Newton goes on to say: 

It may be expedient not to obtain the greatest scour, but to regulate the seour 
so it will be useful, not hurtful. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is just it; that is the point. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. But gentlemen asserted that on account 
of the sluggish current there would be no scour at all. Against that 
statement I place the report of General Newton and the opinion of the 
Engineer Corps of the Army. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word as to the expense. The expense of the 
improvement which has proved so beneficial and valuable at the mouth 
of the Mississippi River fell short under the direction of Captain Eads 
of the estimates of the Army engineers. 7 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HORR. Before you leave this point, I do not understand how 
you are going to put the pressure on the rear, as you have in the Mis- 
sissippi River jetty system, whereby you are to get the results accord- 
ing to this theory. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Iwillexplain. At certain periods of the 
year certain storms prevail, I believe, from northeast to southwest. 
These storms are violent in their character. Captain Eads proposes in 
his plan to take advantage of these storms that sweep this great volume 
of water out with rapidity and violence, and thus to utilize it to scour 
out the channel, as wasdone by the jetties at the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi River by utilizing the current of that river. 

Mr. REAGAN. Willmy friend from Alabamaallow mea moment ? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. There isanother reason why they can get good scour- 


| ing power there. The Bay of Galveston is very large, some forty miles 


long, and perhaps on an average more than half as wide as it is long. 
The Trinity River, the longest river in the State, debouches in it, as 
also the Buffalo Bayou and the San Jacinto River; and this volume of 
water must go in and out of the channel to fill and empty the bay, and 
thus produce a scour of the channel. 

Mr. HORR. Butas I remember the harbor, Judge, from our ex- 
amination, this difficult point is away out where they made those mat- 
tresses. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is true. It extends beyond the point of the 
island. 

Mr. HORR. And how will you get a scour out there? 

Mr. REAGAN. By the water, as I have said already, going in and 
out of that channel to fill and empty the bay. : 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Now, by means of the jetty system that 
water during these storms will be confined in the channel and in its in- 


, and they make that same ex- | gress and egress made to scour ovt the obstraction referred to by the 
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entleman from Michigan. The jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi | a year on an investment of the $100,000. The gentleman from Maine 

tiver extend some five miles in length. These jetties at Galveston | [Mr. BouTELLE#] says ‘‘there is no bill before that the 
will extend between ten and eleven miles, which will necessarily make | people of this country scrutinize more j y than the river and har- 
the cost somewhat more than the amount that was expended for the | bor bill. I deny it. Railroad centers, newspapers devoted to the in- 
Mississippi River improvement. At the mouth of that river the jet- | terests of railroads, and certain localities whose rivers and harbors have 
ties were made of willow and other trees growing in the bayous, | already been completely improved by the General Government may look 
which could be utilized and gathered at little expense. Then when it | upon these bills with jealous scrutiny and hostility; but the people 
became-necessary to use stone it was transported down the river at a | hail them as the most beneficial passed by Congress. 
reasonable cost. At Galveston the jetties can not be made with mat- There are 125,000 miles of railroad in this country. They are not 
tresses; they must be built of stone, and on that account will be more | like free public highways, open to competition. They are above com- 
expensive, for the reason that the stone must be transported from a dis- | petition and make combinations to defy it. They make unjust dis- 
tant point by railroad. So, as I have said, the expenditure will be | criminations against the public and are guilty of other abuses. How 
necessarily greater; but whatever it is, Captain Eads is not benefited | to control them is a great problem, a problem that is agitating our 
by it. The work is to be prosecuted by the Government, and he is legislative bodies, and which Congress has been grappling with for ten 
simply to be employed on a salary. ' years. While judicious legislation may accomplish much, the and 

It is also objected that the bill provides for an enormous expenditure | most effectual remedy will be found in the competition of the water 

of money. The bil] carries only $12,000,000 in round numbers. ‘The | way, and in improving our natural channels of water communication! 
river and harbor bill of last session carried about $2,000,000 more than When ice obstructs navigation in northern rivers and lakes, up go 
this, and yet it passed both Houses of Congress, received the approval | railroad freights ; when spring returns and the ice disappears, down go 
of the President, and was acceptable to the people of the entire country. | railroad freights. The following table, found in the -report of Mr’ 
How, then, can this be said to be extravagant? Nimmo, Chief of Bureau of Statistics, for January, 1885, on the rela- 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, in view of the immense internal commerce | tions of railroads to commerce, shows the average freight charges 
of this country; in view of its population of 60,000,000, extending from | bushel on transportation of wheat from Chicago to New York aa 
ocean to ocean; its 18,000 miles of seacoast, and its more than three | the year 1868 to September 1, 1884, inclusive. 
hundred rivers and harbors to be improved, I believe a much larger | Average freight charges per bushel for the transportation ef wheat from 
amount than $12,000,000 would not be considered by the country ex- Cates ge York Sirter the oz 1868 a ened 1, 1884, in- 
travagant or enormous. More than fifty yearsago, when our popula- elusive. ’ 
tion was only 7,000,000 and ourrevenues amounted to only $14,000,000, Mes 
John Quincy Adams was in favor of appropriating $5,000,000 for the 


| 





| 









= | 
urposes of internal improvements. These appropriations are wholly | &, : = 
yeneficial. They xre more beneficial than any other made by the Gov- | Chit ie £3 2 £ 
ernment. The appropriations made for the support of the Army, for | —_ > EP @* = 
the Indians, for pensions, and other objects are consumed in the use a B > 
and leave no trace behind. Appropriations for the improvement of our pe. ee Te 
great water ways are permanent and continuing. They are like good 
business investments, paying good dividends to the Government and the | Comte, | Cesta: Carte. 
: L , ieee ~. ; i 
people. Like the quality of mercy, they are ‘‘ twice blessed ;’’ they bless 23.12' 30 | $5.1 
the Government in increased revenues, and they bless the people in | 17.10) 22.0 | 33.3 
cheaper transportation and greater commercial facilities: At this time eae | me 
there is sharprivalry among nations in the marketsof the world. -What | i919} 969 | 33.2 
we need is cheaper water transportation to enable us to compete with 14.10 | 16.9 | 28.7 
other nations in these markets. We need to make our products of the ne +6 o 
greatest value to the produer and at the same time furnish them at the 11.24) 15.8 | 203 
lowest possible cost to the consumer. Nothing excels water for pur- } 915) -1b4 | 17.7 
of cheap transportation. To illustrate this I refer to some re- } a oe | eS 
markable facts stated in a recent issue of the Pittsburgh Dispatch, as #19} 104 | 144 
ieee | ie | ies 
The itude of th k which is done in the transportation of coal by our 4 7 
river cuunene: ia ctrikingly shown by the ammqumensnentaianeteane oe 6.0 9.75 | 13.0 
med ag pete tae ete en eneeeT Laie aide dieenaraae cans dil = en aa icer lanai Rete nati ine ie ad etait 
,000 bushels. e mov single steamer was nearly ; 
28,600 tons, a to anil aneeees 2.000 cane. Inthe Mable fleete which *Including Buffalo transfer charges and tolls. 
move acres of coal down the river at a single rise,an amountof is It was not until about the year 1868 that the rs of the trunk-lines 
which would employ the constant services of two or three large ; and the transportation of grain from Chicago to the seaboard as a source 
the work is done at a cost which would furnish the motive power necessary to traffic. . 
carry it half the distance by land. Whatever the of our much- reduction in the a rates of Seen by lake and canal from 
maligned river route may be in other respects, thereisno thatit furnishes | 24.54 cents per bushel in 1868 to 6.60 cents per im 1884, in the rates by lake 
a magnificent highway for the of our coal to the South. Witheut the ond goth Dosen conte, pes paeha! in Ts fo 9.75 coe par heehee and in 
cheap and vast movements of freight by river, half our coal would be leftunder | the “all-rail” rates from Se ie bushel in to 18 cents ; the 
ground and the other half would cost consumers double prices. es ae agen ne ac . competition which has 
Many millions of dollars were spent by the General Government to te he Canal aed ee RS Tare one See be meee; 
make and iniprove the magnificent highways referred to. They ought | the development of the agricultural resources of our highly eranalics Women 
to have been improved even at the great expenditures made—the Ohio, | 2nd Northwestern States, and has tended enormously to increase the wealth of 


i 


Kanawha, and Monongahela. But, sir, there are other portions of our 


common country where similar expenditures and similar pe ptm The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mu.1s)} showed by reports how a 
ought to be made, in order to bring about the splendid beneficial | single improvement on a single river had resulted in a saving of 8 cents 
results enjoyed by people living on the Ohio-and Sats The | a bushel on grain exported from Saint Louis by way of New Orleans 
facts here stated furnish the strongest argument in favor of similar | to Liverpool. When the jetties were com in 1879 the ex- 
improvements in the State I have the honor in part to represent. In | ported from New Orleans to foreign countries amounted to 5,000,000 
Alabama coal and iron are found in greater abundance than in Penn- | bushels, and this had been the amount for several in 


years 

1882, three years after, this was increased to 16,000, and 
ee ee ee Se ee eee 
Now, sir, a saving of 8 cents a bushel on amounts to over $1,000, - 
000. How much was saved on cotton and other exports? I feel war- 
ranted in ee ee een 
for itself 
the people. 


sylvaniia and West Virginia. They are found.in juxtaposition and in 
close proximity to noble rivers that, with small improvement, will fur- 
nish cheap transportation. Reports have recently gone to the country 
that have beer regarded as fabulous in regard to marvelous mineral re- 
gions of Alabama. Distinguished members of this House from Eastern 
States, editors of great Northern journals, and capitalists, have lately 
visited these regions, and they declare, like the Queen of Sheba, that 
‘the half has not been told.”’ : 

Already, even with inadequate transportation and the high rates on 
railroads, coal is shipped from Alabama to Aspinwall and is sold at 
lower prices than British coal, and iron is sent to Philadel and 
Pittsburgh. A coke ‘furnace on the Coosa River, costing $100,000, 
turns out one hundred tons of iron a day, which is shipped to - 
vania at a freight charge of, say, $5 a ton, and as it is made about $6 a 
ton cheaper than in Pennsylvania, it is sold ata profit. Now, if the 
Coosa should be opened up to a clen sad Rome, in 
to Mobile, a distance of seven h and it is already 
ble, except for a small stretch, there would be a saving of $2 a ton on 
the trausportation, and this would-be a saving of $200 a day or $72,000 


$5,000,000, in one year in the saving it caused to the 
Government and 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Wil) the gentleman from Alabama yield 
for a 


Mr. JO. of Alabama. Yes, sir. 
Mr 


é of Kentucky. The gentleman has compared this Gal- 
veston Harbor to the mouth of the Mississippi, the outer portion of the 


jetties. I ask him if there is not there very deep water, almost an 
of Kentucky "WWisscsson Ganvetian, oll the sea- 
sont Wncing SNe dept. ba Sor at titty tame'te Goren 
tended many miles to overcome this? 
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Mr. JONES, of Alabama. What the gentleman from Kentucky states | 
is very true; but Captain Eads states frankly how he expects to over- | 
come that difficulty. He expects by this heroic process, by this use of 
the current and the seour, to carry the sand to a distance where it will | 
be dispersed by littoral currents. 

Mr. K. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him how deep 
do you go with your stone bed ? : 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama. The gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REAGAN] 

can answer that question. 

Mr. REAGAN. About thirteen feet. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I yield the remainder of my time to the | 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MurPHy ]. 

Mr. MURPHY. With all respect to the kindness of the gentleman | 
from Alabama who has permitted me to occupy the last ten minutes | 
of his time, I am not unmindful of the fact thattoo much time has been | 
oceupied by members of the committee in talking upon this bill. I | 
willingly therefore give my friend from Kansas [ Mr, FUNsT0N] an op- | 
portunity of being heard, he not being a member of the committee. | 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the extended 
discussion of this bill and must admit I am puzzled when I attempt to | 
understand how gentlemen living along the great thoroughfares of the | 
country, made great thoroughfares by magnificent gifte of public Jands, | 
and enjoying all the advantages of great markets, made great markets 
by unstinted appropriations for the rivers and harbors on which they 
lie, can raise their voices against the appropriation for Galveston Har- 
bor. I do not believe any of these gentlemen intend to be unfair. I 
would rather believe, and do believe, that some of them who have ex- 
pressed themselves as being so near to being in favor of the improve- 
ment, need only to be located in that country to he entirely in favor | 
of it. Their locality would then bring more vividly to their minds the 
importance of this work. They would then behold a vast country | 
stretching to the east, the north, and to the west, greater in extent 
than the States of Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, inhabited | 
by millions of their fellow-countrymen; rich in minerals, rich in soil; 
the great center of animal industry of the United States, with thou- 
sands of ship-loads of wool, cotton, corn, wheat, and various other prod- 
ucts of the country, much of which is rotting in storehouses and bins 
because it is too cheap in the markets to bear shipping over the long 
lines of railrodds leading to the East. I 

They would behold this rich storehouse, this American Egypt, lying 
around and in easy access of a beautiful bay that needs only the gen- 
erous action of the Government that has been bestowed on all others 








of importance t t the land to make it one of the most useful 
harborsin all the w Useful, I say, not only to the persons inhabit- 


ing that country, but equally useful to the millions of people inhabit- 
ing the Atlantic States in throwing down at their doors cheap wheat, 
cheap corn, cheap beef, cheap pork, cheap cotton, and many other things 
which enter into the daily demands of the poor as well as of the rich, 
and feed the thousands who spend their lives amid the hum of mechan- 
ical industry, as well as to furnish material to start the looms and fac- 
tories which give employment to willing hands. 

It is not local so far as the benefits are concerned, nor is it local when 
considered in connection with the grand system of harbor improve- 
ments which it becomes our interest as a thrifty people to make, and 
which I believe the good people of this nation desire that we should 
make. It is inthe great lineof thriftand prosperity and peace. It has 
none of the ugly murmurings of war in it. It is a work in which the 
peaceful Quaker and the gallant captain can alike take pride. The 
merchant will regard it as a harbinger of good times. The farmer will 
look upon it as repairing the nation’s great gateway. He knows that 
the farm that is characterized by its fallen-down fences and brier-patches 
and choked-up roads is regarded as the home of a shiftless kind of fel- 
low, and he knows also that a nation that is distinguished for its choked- 
up harbors while millions of its wealth lie rotting for want of a place to 
load it into ships must be regarded as a shiftless kind of people. 

No one can pm the refusal of this appropriation as economy, and 
every man must see in its refusal the worst of extrava- | 
gance. We hear it. said, however, by the opponents of this improve- | 
ment that the harbors are not used when they are improved, and we 
are pointed to New Orleans as an example. It is true that the ship- 
ments from that place after the completion of the jetties was not so 
great as many desired; but it should be borne in mind that new routes 
of are not adopted in a day even when the greatest ad- 
vantages are offered. Shippers from force of habit alone are slow to 
make a change, and in the case of New Orleans, that route has been 

y only as temporary, many believing, as did the 
Lg States Corps of Engineers, that the jetties would prove to be a 
ure. 

Their success, however, is now assured, and shippers in reach of that 
point will soon begin to look in that direction as the cheapest and most 

way to reach the markets of the East and of the world. That 

and other water-way improvements have already had the 

effect of cutting down the for transportation of freights by rail- 
way, and the accomplishment of that end alone at Galveston would pay 
the people and the Government in the course of time for all it would 


cost to make the improvement, though not a single ship-load should 
ever leave the harbor. { 
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We need competition as well as capacity—not so much a new rail- 
road for competition, for that would be but adding one more railroad 
to the pooling system against the people. We want watercompetition, 
a kind of competition railroads so far have been unable to control. 

I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THoMAs] in his able 
remarks last Saturday to say he would be in favor of a reasonable 
amount to improve this harbor, though he fails to tell us what he regards 


,asreasonable. He mentioned the Mississippi jetties, but I do not think 


he referred to them as unreasonable in cost; on the contrary, his dis- 
course led me to believe he thought them reasonable, though I can not 
give his language on that point. They cost $5,540,000. The jetties at 
Galveston, according to Mr. Eads’s statement, are to be more than twice 
as long and are to cost $7,750,000, or about 50 per cent. less, according 
to length, than the Mississippi jetties. Now, if the former is reasona- 


~~~ 


| ble, certainly the latter must bealso. This $7,750,000, however, is not 


to be voted to Captain Eads; it is nothing more than his estimate, and 
if voted at all is to be voted to the Secretary of War, Captain Eads 
drawing from it only his salary of $5,000 a year and an additional $3,000 
for cach additional foot, not one cent of which $3,000 is to be paid until 
twenty-five feet of navigable depth of water is obtained through the 
channel. 

The gentieman from I}lineis does not seem to think the work can be 
done cheaper, nor do we infer that he thinks it ought not to be done at 
all. He only appears to be repelled by the vast sum of money required. 
It is indeed great when compared with the average wealth of individ- 
uals, but it is ne more to the Government than the cost of building an 
ordinary culvert across a bad place in the road would be to a person of 
average wealth, and I might add ought to be regarded in the same light 
that we do ordinary improvements of public highways. 

Now, the gentleman trom Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] expressed him- 
self as being in favor of an appropriation of five or six millions of dol- 


; lars, but he did not like Captain Eads’s plan; yet he dwelt vehemently 


upon the point that Captain Eads had ne plans, and before voting the 
appropriation he demanded some. I am unable to reconcile that gen- 
tleman’s two positions, unless he meant by the latter that he had no 
plans and specifications submitted as ordinarily is done in contracts. 

But Captain Eads is not a contractor in this case. The work is under 
the Secretary of War, with Captain Eads as a hired engineer, receiving 
a stipulated sum per year and a certain ‘amount conditionally for 
preparing the plans, specitications, and estimates, and making the nec- 
essary recommendations therefor, and exercising general supervision 
during the progress of the work. 

The only extraordinary power granted to Captain Eads is that the 
work is to be constructed according to his plans and specifications. 
This is reasonable enongh when considered in connection with the fact 
that the greater part of his pay is conditioned upon the success of the 
undertaking. ** No cure, no pay ’’ ‘necessarily implies obedience to the 
doctor. 

But this extraordinary power granted him does not make a contractor 
of him in any sense of the word. When engaged, if at all, he will be 
an employé of the Government; and no work in the way of plans and 
specifications or other service can reasonably be expected of him until he 
is employed. The gentleman from Illinois dwells with emphasis upon 
his statement that the whole thing is to be based on faith in Captain 
Eads. That is true to some extent, yet Captain Eads does not hesitate 
in placing his chance for getting the larger part of his pay on the same 
kind of faith. Faith, after all, must have much to do with the under- 
taking. 

Plans and specifications, if submitted by Captain Eads, would have 
to be accepted on faith in him, as I understand that none of his plans 
are in accordance with the theories of the United States Corps of En- 
gineers, and would most likely be met by those gentlemen with objec- 
tions that would prove as groundless as did their statement that the 
extension of the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi by reason of the 
advance of the bar would cost a million dollars a year, while the facts 


| are that during the five years since that work was completed it has not 


been necessary to spend one nickel in that way, and it is not likely that 
it will hecome necessary to advance the jetties one foot in a century. 
What have you to rely upon in any of these improvements, when the 


| plans and specifications are submitted by the United States Corps of 


Engineers, but faith in them’? It was by faith in them that already a 
million of dollars have been sunk in Galveston Bay, and, I may add, 
without the least prospect whatever of the work that has been done 
amounting to anything except to be in the way when proper plans to 
improve the harbor are fixed upon. 

Faith in Captain Eads ought to govern us to a great extent in mak- 
ing this appropriation and employing him to prepare plans and specifi- 
cations and to superintend the work. 

The great works he has already accomplished inspire me with faith 
in him. The plain and common-sense manner he has of doing things 
inspires me with faith in him. He has no finely-spun theories submit- 
ted in stilted language to daze poor creatures, but he proceeds on the 
plain common-sense principle that running water confined in a narrow 
channel will wash out the bottom and thus make it deeper, and that if 
the channel extend sufficiently far into the sea the material washed out, 
as well as that carried down by the current, will be carried out to where 
the water is perhaps a thousand feet deep before it finds a lodgment, 
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and that it would be like filling up the sea itself to form a bar out there. | Mr. O”NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not know really 
I do not speak for Captain Eads; this is only my understanding of the | but what we ought to thank the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
jetty system. | and Harbors for having even given us leave to print. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] objects to this sys- | Coming from thecity of Saint Louis, the principal city of the Mis- 
tem because it is upon the damming-up principle, and that it would | sissippi Valley, I naturally imagined that the views of a member from 
cause a deposit of sediment above the jetties and raise the bed of the | that section, and especially one who has unfalteringly supported the 
river. Quite the contrary, by actual measurement, has been proven | river and harbor bills of the past, might have been treated with some 
to be the fact, the hed of the river above the jetties having been low- | littlecourtesy. I requested of the chairman of that committee the privi- 


ered one foot; and therefore his theory of damming up the Mississippi | lege of coming before the committee and sparing the House this inflic- 
and turning it into the Atchafalaya is without foundation. , tion. (Laughter. ] 


The gentleman has printed in the Record anamount of testimony to Mr. WILLIS. -I apologize. 
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establish the fact of the superior education of the members of the United | Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. You ought to apologize. [Continued | 


States Corps of Engineers. This was not at all necessary. Noone | laughter.] Which privilege was also refused every other member. 
doubts their superior education, and no one would, [ dare say, cast an | The committee monopolized all the time allowed for debate, including 
unjust reflection upon them. So far as education and the accepted a small portion of the time of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
theories of engineering go, they have perhaps no superiors in the world. | WiLLIs], who, after having generously promised to give me a portion 

But these facts ought not to be allowed in the least to detract from | of the time remaining to himself, took back his promise and gave it to 
the common-sense principles of Captain Eads, The work he accom- , the House this morning, so that my only recourse is left in this mode 
plished at the mouth of the Mississippi is worth more in the eyes of the | of a disjointed narrative by offering amendments to this bill in a for- 
people than the diplomas from all the scientific schools in the world. | mal way of moving to strike out the last word. [Laughter. ] 





The plain Western colonel (Bailey, I believe, was his name) whosolved | But, Mr. Chairman, I propose at every stage of this proceeding to con- 


the question of getting the gunboats over the rapids at Alexandria on the 
Red River, and saved a fleet of naval vessels, used no sextant, no com- 
pass, no theodolite. He and his men just loaded themselves with brush 
and logs and rock, and waded into the river and threw them down, dam- 


ming the river from both sides until the water was raised sufficiently high 


to let the gunboats pass through a place left in the middleof the river. 
Captain Eads, I understand, is an educated man, but I dare say he de- 
pends more on common-sense principles as manifested by this Western 
colonel than he does upon his collegiate diplomas. That is the kind of 
man we want at Galveston, Mr. Chairman. We want some one who, 
if it should be necessary, can shut up the books and take a common- 
sense view of the situation, and not disdain the ‘long-established fact 
that water will run down hill and cut a channel in doing so. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time allowed by order of the Ifouse for 
general debate. : 

Mr. WILLIS. | understand several gentlemen desire leave to print 
remarkson this billinthe Recorp. | ask that general leave be granted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Provided it shall not apply to the tariff 
and all other questions. 

Mr. WILLIS. Of course that is understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There can be no limit placed to the leave, if 
granted, except each geutleman’s idzaof propriety. Is there objection 
to the leave requested ? The Chairhearsnone. General leave is given 
to print remarks in thed{eCcorD on the subject of this bill. The Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read theirst paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

That the following sums of money be, and are hereby, appropriated, to be paid 
outofany money in the Treasury not other wise appropriated, and to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the construction, completion, 
repair, and preservation of the public works hereinafter named. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I move to strike out the last word. I make 
that motion, not because I expect there is to be more discussion to-night 
with regard to the bill, but for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the House to the actua! situation of this discussion as it has turned out 
under the order of the House. 

There is in this bill the continuation of a scheme for the expenditure 
of $150,000,000, and the only man who has had an opportunity to ex- 
press himself upon that subject, after having carefully examined it, has 
been able under the action of the House to get but ten minutes of time. 
All of the time for the discussion of this bill, except what is going to 
take place under the five-minute rule, has by the judicious action of 
members of this Committee on Rivers and Harbors been absorbed and 
controlled by themselves in favor of the bill, and no opportunity thus 
far has been given for criticism of the same; nor under the action of the 
House can any opportunity be given except in a disjointed five-minute 
way. And yet this bill contains in it for onesingle item the continua- 
tion of one improvement which will amount to $150,000,000, and in- 
volves 1,080 miles of river. 

Now, I want the House to understand precisely what the effect of this 
action has been in the matter of the discussion of the question which is 
before it. Itseems to me thatsuch a method is not going to give to us 
that full idea of this bill which we ought tohave. With the exceptionof 
the ten minutes’ discussion on the partof the gentlemen from Iowaand 
Wisconsin we have had nothing. But we have had one exception, to 
which also I wish to call the attention of the House, and that is, mem- 
bers of the committee have shown to us clearly, if they be t, that 
the members of the Engineer Corps who advised upon these alist 
pretty sure to be wrong when they come in contact with the opinions 
of the committee. I think the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
STONE] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. JonEs] have proved 
very conclusively, if their argument is to end it, that the engineers do 
not understand anything about a harbor of refuge on the Atlantic coast 
or anything about digging up a harbor on the coast of Texas, and yet, 
with the exception of those two items and one or two others, this 
whole bill is made up on the recommendation of the engineers. 


tinue offering amendments until my views in regard to river improve- 
ment are impressed upon this House, as far as I can impress them. I 
have that right under the rules, and, fortunately, I have a disposition 
that will see that my rights in that respect are preserved. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the Mississippi Valley, at every conven- 
tion and through every newspaper, appeal to every member of Congress 
to do something for the improvement of the great Mississippi River, that 
grand artery of commerce that bears upon its bosom. the commerce of 
millions of people, and in whose valley are to be located the hundreds 
| of millions of the future. That river, sir, so far as concerns improve- 
ments of a permanent and valuable character, terminates at the point 
where it meets the Ohio, where the firm banks cease and youstrike this 
alluvial bed that is subject to these little breaks and misunderstantl- 
ings, and the improvement of which, I believe, its best friends admit is 
merely an experiment. Yet outof these millions proposed to be 
priated for the improvement of the Mississippi, the portion of that river 
from its junction with the Ohio to itssource gets only the insignificant 
sum of $600,000. Now, my friends, that is not ‘‘a fair share of the 
pork.’’ [{Laughter.] That is not enongh. 

If the Mississippi River has got to carry through every year these hun- 
dreds of creeks and bayous, be a little more liberal, Give us a little 
more. I do-not suppose that any member of this House believes for 
a moment that I would oppose a bill merely on account of its size. 
{Laughter.] 1 have endeavored to make a consistent record here, and 
have voted for every bill that would aidin developing onr country and 
give employment to labor. [Applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me cal] the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors (who, I observe, is about to go into 
executive session with his colleague) [laughter] to a remarkable , 
which is, that I am clearly of the opinion that ifthat committee 
allowed me fo come before them they would have realized that they 
did not comprehend the whole of this question. _[Laughter.] I am 
certain of it. Now, is the gentleman aware of how long it will take to 
complete the work of improving the channel of the Mississippi between 
the Illinois and the Ohio—and it is the obstructions in that part of the 
river that are to-day the main obstacle in the way of river improve- 
ment. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word; and now, fer the sake of getting some light on this im- 
portant subject of river improvement, I yield my time to my distin- 
guished friend from Missouri [ Mr. O’ NEILL}. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. [thank the gentleman. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, let us have a common-sense talk on this bill, even if it is only for 
five minutes. [Laughter.] Every sane man who favors theimprovement 
of the Mississippi wants the river improved so that modern-built ves- 
sels, which carry fifty thousand or sixty thousand bushelsof grain, and 
draw seven or eight feet of water, can go down to the sea through a free 
and channel. The object of river improvement is simply 
this: that at the low stage of the river you can have your commerce 
go unimpeded to the sea. If you work down to a point where you find 
a shoal beyond which you can not go, no matter how deep may be the 
other parts of the channel], until that shoal is removed the rest of your 
work is, com vely speaking, valueless; and, therefore, until the 
last shoal in channel is removed your work of river improvement 
is merely local and of no benefit to the country at . 

Now, sir, between the mouth of the Illinois and mouth of the 
Ohio, a distance of less than two hundred miles, are grouped the most 
serious obstructions in the channel of the river, the most serious ob- 
stractions to the commerce of the Mississippi Valley. The 
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efit of deep water there? Just figure itout. [Laughter.] We are 
supposed to be legislating for this generation and not for posterity—at 
least not in the matter of rivér improvements. 

Mr. McADOO. “ Posterity never did anything for us.”’ 





Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. No; as my friend trom New Jersey 


[Mr. McA Doo] suggests, posterity has never done anything for us; and 
the question with him is whether he is going to do anything for pos- 
terity. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. McADOO. I hope my friend—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I will yield if my friend 
rises to a personal explanation. [Renewed laughter] 

Now, Mr. Chairman,would it not be a little more sensible for the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors to come in and say to this House: Gen- 
tlemen, between the source of the Mississippi River and a certain point, 
with certain appropriations, within a certain brief period of time, we can 
complete the work of improvement there’ For instance, between the 
mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Ohio River we can,with 
proper appropriations, within four years complete the improvement of 
the channel of the river so as to give the people the benetit of cheap 

tion. It seems to me that that would be a more sensible 

course, but the committee do not do that. They scatter these appro- 

= like the grace of the Almighty, all over the country, in the 

pe that, by giving the $5,000 here and there for the improvement of 

the Suwanee and similar rivers, they can secure the votes of the gentle- 
men from those localities for this bill. 

That is the principle of this bill; anfl you may recollect that at the 
commencement of the last session of Congress, when I was a little 
more ‘‘ verdant ’’ than I am now, I very innocently suggested the idea 
of having a separate and distinct Mississippi River bill, my object be- 
ing that this great artery of commerce, with its navigable tributaries, 


should be rly considered, and not made the vehicle of dragging 
through this House a combination of creeks or insignificant streams. 


This is not legislation. It has been marvelous to me that men selected 
out of every walk of life, who have made their private enterprises a 
success, can apply so little common sense when dealing with the affairs 
of the le. {Applause.}] Let us begin now. I do not object, as I 
have told my friend from Kentucky, to appropriations for these little 
streams; we can stand that; but I want him to understand for one that 
unless he and his committee and this House will agree to a proper rec- 
ognition of the Father of Waters, and thereby this bill should lack 
sufficient merit to justify its passage, the blame wil! not rest upon me 
or those who hold similar views. [Applause. } 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I have no wish to detain the commit- 

tee. In reply to the statement of my friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
O’ NEILL], it is only necessary for me to say in one word that upon the 
reach of the river referred to by him the committee has allo wed the 
same percentage as upon the other reaches of the river. 
' Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I riseto aquestion of order. I under- 
stood that during’the remainder of the discussion the time was to be 
occupied not by members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
but by other members of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recognize that as a point of 


er. 

Mr. WILLIS. By the last appropriation bill—and I speak seriously 
to gentlemen who are engaged in serious business—the sum of $520,000 
was appropriated for that portion of the river which has its advocate 
in my friend from Saint Louis. Of that appropriation the whole sum 
expended is $135,000; in other words, there was appropriated more than 
could be ee eee The committee think, therefore, that 
they have been reasonably just to that part of the river; and they are 
fortified in thisconclusion by the fact that it had three very intelligent 
members upon the committee. 

I do not wish to detain the Committee of the Whole further. In 
view of the necessity of expediting this bill in the short time allowed, 
I have been urged by a number of gentlemen to ask for a session of the 
House to-night. I have declined to do so because of the fatigue of 
members after the prolonged session of last night. But 1 hope that to- 
morrow it will be the pleasure of the House to take a recess, with the 

that if at the evening session any item of the bill be 
objected to by three or five‘members it be passed over. I now move 
that the committee rise. _ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making 
pos enero for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2600) for the relief of the Woonsocket National Bank of 
Woonsocket, R. I. 
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Mr. PEEL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House to Henry Neal, for services as messenger in the 
Speaker's room, the difference between the pay of a laborer received by him and 
that of a messenger, from the let day of December, 18853, to the 7th day of July, 
1884, and from the Ist day of December, 1884, to the 4th day of March, 1885—ten 
months and seven days—at the rate of $40 per month, $409.50 


| HENRY NEAL. 
| 


| 
| 


GENERAL VU. S. GRANT. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimons consent, laid before the 
| House the following message from the President of the United States; 
| which was read, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, ordered 
| to be printed, and, on motion of Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous con- 
sent, ordered to be printed, with the accompanying documents, in the 
RECORD: 
To the House of Representatives : 


} I take especial pleasure in laying before Congress the generous offer made by 
Mrs, Grant to give to the Government, in perpetual trust, the swords and mil- 
itary (and civil) testimonials lately belonging to General Grant. A copy of the 
deed of trust, and of a letter addressed to me by Mr. William H.,Vanderbilt, 
| which I transmit herewith, will explain the nature and motives of this offer. 
| Appreciation of General Grant's achievements and recognition of his just fame 
| have in part taken the shape of numerous mementoes and gifts, which, while dear 
to him, possess for the nation an exceptional interest. These relics, of great 
| historical value, have passed intothe hands of another whose considerate action 





has restored the collection to Mrs. Grant as a life-trust, on the condition that at 
the death of General Grant, or sooner at Mrs. Grant's option, it should become 
the property of the Government, as set forth in the accompanying papers. In 
the exercise of the option thus given her Mrs. Grant elects that the trust sbal! 
fortbwith determine, and asks that the Government designate a suitable place of 
deposit and a responsible custodian for the collection. 

The nature of this gift and the value of the relics which the generosity of a 
private citizen, joined to the high sense of public regard which animates Mrs. 
Grant, have thus placed at the disposal of the Government, demand full and sig- 
nal recognition on behalf of the nation atthe hands of its representatives. [ 
therefore ask Congress to take suitable action to accept the trust and to provide 
for its secure custody, at the same time recording the appreciative gratitude of 
the people of the United States to the donors. 

in this connection I may pertinently advert to the pending legislation of the 
Senate and House of Representatives looking to a national recognition of Gen- 
eral Grant's eminent services by providing the means for his restoration to the 
Army on the, retired-list. That Congress, by taking such action, will give ex- 
pression to the almost universal desire of the people of this nation is evident, 
and I earnestly urge the passage of an act similar to Senate bill No. 2530, which, 
while not interfering with the constitutional prerogative of appointment, will 
enable the President in his discretion to nominate General Grant as General 
upon the retired-list. 


} 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXe®curviIvVE Mansion, February 3, 188. 


| 
640 Firru AVENUE, January 20, 1885. 
Dear Sik: I purchased the articles of historical interest belonging to General 
Grant and gave them to Mrs. Grant in trust, to hold during the lifetime of the 
General, and at his death, or sooner, at her option, they to become the property 
ofthe Government. They consist of his swords, memorials of his victories from 
the United States, States, and cities, and tributes to his fame and achievements 
from governmentsall over the world. In their proper place at Washington they, 
will always be secure, and will afford pleasure and instruction to succeeding 
generations. This trust has been accepted by Mrs. Grant, and the disposition of 
the articles is in conformity to the wishes of the General. I transmit to you 
herewith the deed of trust. Mrs. Grant informs me that she prefers to close the 
trust at once, and-send the memorials to Washington. May I ask, therefore? 
that you will designate some official representing the proper department to re- 
ceive them, and direct him to notify Mrs.Grant of the arrangements necessary 
to perfect the transfer and deposit in such of the Government buildings as may 
be most suitable? 
Yours, respectfully, 
W. H. VANDERBILT. 
His Excellency CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
President of the United States. 


Whereas I, William H. Vanderbilt, of the city of New York, by virtue of a 
sale made under a judgment in a suit to foreclose a chattel mortgage in the su- 
preme court of this State, in which I was plaintiff and Ulysses S. Grant defend- 
ant,which judgment was entered on the 6th day of December, 1884, and under 
an execution in another suit in said court between the same parties upon a 
judgment entered December 9, 1884, have become the owner of the property 
and the articles described in the schedule hereto annexed, formerly the property 
of Ulysses S. Grant: . 6 

Now, therefore, to carry out a purpose formed by me, and in consideration of $1 
to me paid, I do hereby transfer and convey each and every one of the articles 
mentioned and itemized in the said schedule to Julia Dent Grant, to have and 
to hold the same to her, her executors and administrators, upon the trust and 
agreement nevertheless hereby accepted and made by her that upon the death 
of the said Ulysses S. Grant, or previously thereto at her or their option,the 
same shal! become and be the property of the nation, and shall be taken to 
Washington and transferred and conveyed by her and them tothe United States 
of America. : 

In witness whereof the said William H. Vanderbilt and Julia Dent Grant have 
executed these presents this 10th day of January, A. D. 1885. 

Sealed and delivered in presence of-- 

W. H. VANDERBILT. 
JULIA DENT GRANT. 
Schedule of swords and medals, paintings, bronzes, portraits, commissions, and 
addresses and objects of value and of art presented by various governments 
in the world to General Ulysses S. Grant: 
Mexican onyx cabinet: Presented to General Grant by the people of Pueblo, 

Mexico. 

Aerolite, part of which passed over Mexico in 1871. 

Bronze vases: Presented to General Grant by the Japanese citizens of Yoko- 
hama, Japan. 

Marble bust and pedestal: Presented by workingmen of Philadelphia. 

General Grant and family: Painted by Coggswell. 

Large elepharit tusks: Presented by the King of Siam. 

Smali elephant tusks: From the Maharajah of Johore. 

Picture of General Scott (by Page): Presented by gentlemen of New York. 

Crackleware bowls (very old): Presented by Prince Koon of China. 
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Cloisonné jars (old): presented by Li Hung Chang. 
Chinese porcelain jars (old): Presented by Prince Koon of China. 
Arabian bible. 


Address to General Grant from chamber of commerce of Penang. 

Address to General Grant by the mayor, aldermen, and Leenmmmeee of the bor- 
ough of Southampton, England. 

Address to General Grant by the provost, inagistrates, and town council of 
the royal borough of Stirling. 

Address to General Grant from mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of Tyne- 
mouth, England. 

Address to General Grant by the mayor and town council of Sunderland, 

Address to General Grant by the trade and friendly societies of Sunderland. 

Address to General Grant - the public schools of Louisville, Ky. 

Address to General Grant by the colored men of Louisville, Ky. 

Address to General Grant from ex-confederate soldiers, 

Address to General Grant from State of Louisiana. 

Address to General Grant from the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade 
of San Francisco, Cal. 

Address to General Grant by the British workmen of London, England. 

Address to General Grant by the North Shields Ship-owners’ Society, Eng- 

land. 























Coptic bible 
of Abyssinia 

Sporting rifle 

Sword of Donelson: Presented to General Grant after the fall of Fort Donel- 
son by officers of the Army, and used by him until the end of the war. 

- New York sword: Voted to General Grant by the citizens of New York at the 
fair held in New York. 

- Sword of Chattanooga: Presented to General Grant by the citizens of Jo Da- 
viess County, Illinois (Galena), after the battle of Chattanooga. 

Roman mug and pitcher. 

Silver menu and card, farewell dinner of San Francisco, Cal. 

Silver menu of Paris dinner. 

Horn and silver snuff-box. 

Silver match-box (used by General Grant). 

Gold table, modeled after the table in Mr. McLean's house on which General 
Kt. E. Lee signed the articles of surrender. This was presented to General Grant 
by ex-confederate soldiers. 

Gold cigar-case (enameled): Presented by the Celestial King of Siam. 

Gold cigar-case (plain): Presented by the Second King of Siam. 

Gold-handled knife: Presented by miners of Idaho Territory. 

Nine pieces of jade stone: Presented by Prinee Koon of China. 

Silver trowe!: Used by General Grant in laying the corner-stone of the Ameri- 
can Museum of Natural History, New York. 

Knife made et Sheffield for General Grant. 

Gold pen (General Grant's) 

Embroidered picture (cock and hen) : 
of Japan. 

Field-glasses used by General Grant during the war. 

Iron-headed cane made from the rebel ram Merrimac. 

Silver-headed cane made from wood used in the defense of Fort Sumter. 

Gold-headed cane made out of wood from old Fort Du Quesne, Pennsylvania. 

Gold-headed cane: Presented to General Grant as a tri of cogent for his 
humane treatment of the soldiers and kind consideration of those who minis- 
tered to the sick and wounded during the war. 

Gold-headed cane used by General La Fayette, and presented to General 
Grant by the ladies of Baltimore, Md. 

Carved-wood cane from the estate of Sir Walter Scott. 

Uniform as General of the United States Army. 

Fifteen buttons cut from the coats during the war by Mrs. Grant after the 
different battles. 

Hat ornament used at Belmont. 

Hat ornament used at Fort Donelson. 


Shoulder-st (brigadier-general's) worn by General Grant at Belmont, Fort 


Presented by Lord Napier, who captured it with King Theodore 


Address to General Grant from chamber of commerce. 

Address to General Grant from Sheffield, England. 

Address to General ot Sra tea! ma; ~ aldermen, and burgesses of the bor- 

—- of Royal 

Address to General coos o eo oe, aldermen, and burgessesof Sheffield, 

Bat land. 

‘Address to General Grant by wardens, &c., and commonalty of the town of 
Sheffield, nd. 


Address to rai Grant from the provost, magistrates, and town council of 
the city and royal borough of Elgin, England. 

Address toGeneral Grant from the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the bor- 
ough of Folkstone, aeenee. 

Address to General Grant by the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the bor- 
ough of Jarron, 


England. 
Address to General Grant by the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of Gates- 
head, 


Address to General Grant from the Carpenters’ Company. 
Address to General Grant from the citizens of Cinciunats, “congratulating him 


Address to General Grant from the citizens of Ni n «i, Ja 
ae of the Territorial Pioneers admitting General snes to member- 
i 
Secalutions of Secninteaion Club of San Francisco, enrolling General Grant 
as honorary member. 
Genstatioas of the citizens of Jo Daviess County, presenting a sword to Gen- 
eral Grant (sword of 


Resolutions of the Wosinaten$ le of Beachive, Low Island, 


Presented to General! Grant by citizens 


First resolution of thanks of the Congress of the United States. 
Donelson, and Shiloh. First resolution inviting Saas Grant to visit the house of representatives of 
Shoulder-straps eentennetgeneaar s) cut from the coat used by General | the Commonwealth of the State a. 


Grant in the campaigns against Richmond and Petersburg and Lee’s army. 
Shoulder-strap (Lieutenant-General’s) cut from General Grant’s coat. 


ae of shoulder-straps (General's) cut from a coat General Grant used after 
the war. 


Second resolution of thanks from the Congress of the United States. 


Letter from eees Jersey City, ‘banking General Grant for his Des Moines 
(Iowa) speech on the question of public schools. 


tation of a silver medal by the Union League Club of Philadelphia, for 
Medal from the American Congress (gold) for opening the Mississippi. enpeniry an disti services. 
Gold medal from Philadelphia. ote of thanks by to General U.S. Grant, &c. 
Twenty-one medals (gold, silver, and bronze): Badges of armies and corps. Other resolutions, addresses, votes of thanks, and m of cities. 
Ten medals (silver and bronze) sent to General Grant at different times. 


Fourteen medals (bronze) in memory of events. 

Silk paper (Louisville silo) printed for Ge for General Grant. 

Silk paper (Daily Chronicle) printed for General Grant. 

Silk aod (Burli n Hawke = printed for General Grant. 

Col of coin (Japanese) : is is the only complete set, except one which 


is in the aapuanee treasury. Seven of these pieces cost $5,000, This set was pre- 
sented by the Government of Japan. 


Warrant as cadet at West Point. 

Commission as brevet second lieutenant (missing). 
Commission as second lieutenant (missing). 
Commission as brevet first lieutenant ( 
Commission as first lieutenant United States aie. 


CORRECTION OF CLERICAL ERROR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House the following letter from the Secretary of the Navy; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

Navy Department, Washington, February 2, 1885. 

Sie: In my pe meg eg dated TS 30, in answer to the resolution of 
“aaa ae tigures “ 3 y 19,”’ in the Teena. oh, the words 
and figures “ July 19” should be substituted. rw 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Commission as brevet in United States Army. 
Commission as nited States Army. SS er be tow, 
Gomenenien as caeouederss, Hon, Joun G. CARLISLE, 
Jommission as r-general, Speaker House of Representatives. 
Commission as or-general. eee 03 


Commission as jor-general United States Army. 

Commission as Lieutenant-General United States Army. 

Commission as General United States Army 

Commission as honorary member of M. L. ., San Francisco. 

Commission as member of Sacramento Society of Pioneers. 

Commission as honorary member Royal Historical Society. 

Commission as Military Order of Loyal Legion. 

Commission as member of the Aztec Club. 

Certificate of election President of the United States. 

Certificate of re-election President of the United States. 

Certificate of honorary membership Territorial Pioneers of California. 

Certificate of honorary membership Saint Andrew's Society. 

Certificate of election LL. D. Harvard College 

Certificate of election honorary mneunbenshilp at of the Sacramento Society of Pio- 
neers of California 

Certificate of election honorary member Mercantile Library, San Francisco. 

Freedom of the city of Dublin, Ireland. 

Freedom of the city of Stratford-on-Avon. 

Freedom of the city of London, England. 

Freedom of the city of G w, Seotiand. 

Freedom of the city of Edin rgh, Scotland. 

Freedom of the city of Ayr. 

Freedom of the burg of Inverness, Scotland. 

Freedom of the city of Oakland, America. 

Freedom of the city of San Francisco, America. 

Freedom of the city of Londonderry, Ireland. 

The freedom of many other cities. 

Address to General Grant from the Chamber of Sone. 

Address to General Grant from Newcastle upon the Tyne, 1877 

Address to General Grant from the mayor, aldermen, and citizens of the city 
of Manchester, England, May 13, 1877. 


' Address to General Grant y the workingmen of Birmingham, England, Oc- 
tober 16, 1877. 


~ Address to General Grant from the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade, 
- pa, bere yo _ 

- Address to Gene nt e€ mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of the bor- 
ough of Gateshead, d, . " 


Engian 
Address to General Grant by the ma or, magiztrates,aldermen, and councillors 
of the borough of Leicester. 


Address to General Grant by Americans of ‘hai, Coe, May 19, 1879. 
Address to General Grant by the Calumet Club of Ch 
Address to Genera! Grant from the Society of Friends in Great Britain. 


PROPERTY IN POSSESSION OF THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Clerk of the House, transmitting report of property in his possession 
belonging to the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for eight days from Thursday, February 5. 


G. T. M. ENGLISH. 

On motion of Mr. LORE, by unanimous consent the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar was di from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 7760) for the relief of G. T. M. 
English; and the same was re to the Committee on Appropria- 
tio ns. , 


INCREASE OF POLICE FORCE AT INAUGURATION. 


On motion of Mr. FOLLETT, by unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 
tain pablo onder @ashig the eoneunaien of tn, itbagerstion of the 
tain oO of the 
t, and for other purposes, returned from the Senate with 
amendments, was taken from the Speaker’s table for present consider- 
ation. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to non-concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. We should have some explanation what 
the amendments are, 

Mr. FOLLETT. The bill as it went from the House appropriated 
$6,000. The Senate increased that to $8,000. The House made pro- 
vision for this appropriation being made as other for the 
District of Columbia, one half out of the District antl the other 
half out of the Treasury. The Senate amendment makes it all payable 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 
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Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. And that is right. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I move that the Senate amendments be 
concurred in, and I desire to say that this inauguration business is not 
ordihary business. I thirtk, therefore, we should concur in the Senate 
amendmen 


ts. ; 
Mr. FOLLETT. I desire to make this simple statement: Four years 
ago the appropriation was made as the House made it, one half payable 


out of the funds of the District and the other half out of the Treasury | 


of the United States, as other appropriations are made for the District 
under the rule. 

And I wish to say still further that the benefit resulting from the 
large attendance of people in the city of Washington on that oceasion 
is more in the interest of the people here than it is in the interest of 
the Government. 

The motion of Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, was not agreed to. 

The amendments of the Senate were non-concurred in. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved that a committee of conference be asked on the 
di votes of the two Houses. 

was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 

House Mr. FoLietr, Mr. HuTcHIns, and Mr. CANNON. 
AARON GELD. 

Mr. WOLFORD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, back favorably the bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of Aaron 
Geld; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MILLs (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Produce Ex- 
change, favoring the enactment of a national bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Pine Bluff, Ark., 
urging the of the Potter funding bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and 


By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of M. G. Shaw and others, of Bath, Me., 
for an appropriation to remove the ledge and rocks in the Kennebec 
River at —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Ostheimer Brothers, for passage | 


of bill providing for an international convention for the protection of 
ind property—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
_Also, petition of John F. Donehower, for passage of a bill granting 


him a ee te Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr, FERRELL: Petition of citizens of Salem city and members | 
of the Presbyterian church, on the Mormon question—to the Commit- | 


tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Memorial from the General Assembly of the State 
of Aldbama, asking for an increased appropriation to open the Coosa 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. GEOkGE: Petition from North Yam Hill, Oreg., asking | 


Congress to purchase Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. 
Thomas—to the Committee on the Library. 

_By Mr. HARDY: Memorial of Sereno D. Bonfils, A. McKinstrey, 
and others, requesting that this Forty-eighth Congress authorize the 
Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates 


for theimprovement of Harlem River, New York, for a sum not exceed- | 


ing $1,295,000, and aeening that the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbor will appoint a subcommittee to hear arguments 
thereon, and report to the full committee—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolutions of George G. Meade Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of the passage of Senate bill placing 
General U. 8. Grant on the retired-list with rank and pay of General— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of citizens of Nansemond County, Vir- 
ginia, asking for the improvement of Nansemond River-—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of W. L. S. Murray and 44 others, citizens 
of Delaware, urging the suppression of Mormonism by law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. Richards Boyleand 12 others, citizens of Delaware, 
for the suppression of Mormonism by Congressional legislation—to the 
same committee. . 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Mercer, Pa., in favor of leg- 
islation that will check the evil of Mormonism—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of many citizens of Phila- 
delphia, praying Congress to enact a law which will give again to the 
aged seamen and marines, beneficiaries of the United States naval asy- 
lums, their pensions just as they are given to the soldiers of the national 


homes for soldiers, the said being now forfeited under the law 
by these beneficiaries of the United States naval asylums—to theCom- 
mittee on Pensions. 
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| 
SENATE. . 


1243 


By Mr. PUSEY: Petitionof E. C. Vennum and others, of Cass County, 
Iowa, asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Petitions of citizens of Mot Springs, Ark.., 
and memorial of its cit:7 council, against the passage of the Rogers bill 
for the regulation of the Hot Springs reservation—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of citizens of the Districtof Colum- 
| bia, praying for the passage of a joint resolution requiring the Balti- 

more and Potomac Railroad Company to keep open the draw of the long 
bridge for the passage of vessels at all hours of the day and night—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
| The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
| bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 
By Mr. BAGLEY: Of citizens of Schoharie County, of Greene County, 
and of Ulster County, New York. 
By Mr. BAYNE: Of ex-soldiers of Allegheny County, of Pittsburgh, 
and of Bakerstown, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 
| By Mr. BINGHAM: Of honorably discharged soidiers of Philadel- 
| phia, Pa. 
By Mr. BOYLE: Of citizens of New Haven, Fayette County, and of 
Fayette City, Fayette County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Of citizens of Oxford, Chester County, Penn- 
s¥lvania. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Of George M. Endley and 57 others, citizens of 
Mansfield, and of G. W. Shurtleff and 123 others, citizens of Lorain 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Of 175 citizens of Leon, Decatur County; of 
William Butler and 50 others, citizens of Quincy, Adams County, and 
of J. B. Morrison and 50 others, citizens of Unionville, Appanoose 
County, Iowa. 
| By Mr. HOLMAN: Of Charles E. Burroughs and 65 others, citizens of 
| Ripley County; of Alexander W. Lee and 91 others, citizens of Frank- 
lin County, and of Samuel Ward and 36 others, citizens of Ripley 
County, Indiana. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Reno, Ind. 








By Mr. LACEY: Of William Edwins and 27 others, of Sunfield, 
Mich. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Of 581 citizens of Lawrence County; of 50 
| citizens of Jackson County, and of 174 citizens of Portsmouth, Ohio. 
| By Mr. PAIGE: Of D. Garman and others, of Summit County; of 
| T. L. Firestone and others, of Wayne County; of F. M. Waltmar and 
others, of Medina County, and of George M. Patterson and others, of 
Cuyahoga Falls, Summit County, Ohio. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Of 60 citizens of Shelby County and of 190 citi- 
zens of Harrison County, Iowa. 

3y Mr. RYAN: Of 2,523 citizens of the State of Kansas. 
| By Mr. ROWELL: Of 115 citizens of Monticello; of 41 citizens of 
| Middletown; of 146 citizens of Farmer Cig of 47 citizens of Chenoa, 
} 
| 
| 





and of 47 citizens of Gridley, Il. 
| By Mr. SENEY: Of L. 8. Lafferty and 128 others, citizens of Han- 
eoek County, Ohio. 
sy Mr. SHIVELY: Of David Brown and 77 others, citizens of Lees- 
| burg, Ind. 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of 39 citizens of Lacona, and of 60 citizens 
of Indianola, Warren County, lowa. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of Fred. Barrett, and 75 others, citizens of 
N.edford, Taylor County; of W. J. Brown and 91 others, citizens of Ma- 
rioo, Waupaca County, and of G. J. Jackson and 62 others, citizens of 
Centralia, Wood County, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of C. P. Lyman and 86 others, citizens ot 
Trumbull County, Ohio, and of B. Herrick and 76 others, citizens ot 
Perry, Lake County, Ohio. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Of 64 citizens of Massac County; of 167 citizens 
of Jackson County; of 64 citizens of Johnson County; of 90 citizens of 
Pulaski County, and of 62 citizens of New Burnside, II. 


WEDNESDAY, February 4, 1885. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Huntiey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 
The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair begs to ask unanimous con- 
sent that he may invite upon the floor of the Senate the chief justice of 
the Dominion of Canada, who is present in the gallery. Is there objec 
tion? ‘The Chair hears no objection. 
TESTIMONIALS TO ULYSSES S. GRANT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
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with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate } 


I take especia) pleasure in laying before Congress the generous offer made by 
Mrs. Grant, to give to the Government, in perpetual trust, the swords and mii- 
itary (and civil) testimonials lately belonging to General Grant. A copy of the 
deed of trust, and ofp letter addressed to me by Mr. William H. Vanderbilt, 
which I transmit herewith, will explain the nature and motives of this offer. 

Appreciation of General Grant’sachievementsand recognition of his just fame 
have in part taken the shape ofoumerous mementoesand gifts, which, while dear 
to him, for the nation an exceptional interest. These religs, of great 
historical value, bave passed into the hands of another, whose considerate action 
has restored the collection to Mrs. Grant as a life-trust, on the condition that at 
the death of Genera! Grant, or sooner at Mrs. Grant's option, it should become 
the property of the Government, as set forth in the accompanying papers. In 
the exercise of the option thus given her Mrs. Grant elects that the trust shal! 
forthwith determine, and asks that the Government designate a suitable place of 
— anda responsible custodian for the collection. 

he nature of this gift and the value of the relics which the generosity of a 
private citizen, joined to the high sense of public regard which animates Mrs. 
Grant, have thus placedat the disposal of the Government, demand full and sig- 
nal recognition on behalf of the nation at the hands of its representatives. I 
therefore ask Congress to take suitable action to accept the trust and to provide 
for its secure custody, at the same time recording the appreciative gratitude of 
the people of the United States to the donors. 

In thisconnection I may pertinently advert to the pending legislation of the 
Senate‘gnd House of Representatives looking toa national recognition of Gen- 
eral Grant's eminent services by providing the means for his restoration to the 
Army on the retired-list. That Congress, by taking such action, will give ex- 
pression to the almost universal desire of the people of this nation is evident, 
and I earnestly urge the passage of an act similar to Senate bill No. 2539, which. 
while not interfering with the constitutional prerogative of appointment, will | 
enable the President in his discretion to nominate General Grant as General 


upon the retired-list. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
j 
} 


EXecurive Mansion, February 3, 1885 


HOUSE BLLIS REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 327) providing for printing the eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late John H. Evins, late a Representa- 
tive in the Forty-eighth Congress from the State of South Carolina, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The bill (H. R. 7163) to regulate the formsof bills of lading and the 
duties and liabilities of ship-owners and others, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


i 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of sundry citizens of Kansas, 
praying for the passage of the bill heretofore introduced to open what | 
are known as the Oklahoma lands, in the Indian Territory, tosettlement, 
which I ask may be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. I hope 
now that it seems to be settled that something should be done in ref- 
erence to these lands, the committee will be able to devise some plan 
presently whereby they can be opened to settlement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred tothe 
Committee on -Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of captains, vessel-owners, and 
others engaged in navigating the Potomac River, praying that the draw 
of the Long Bridge over ‘river be opened upon proper signals to ves- 
sels plying between Washington and Georgetown; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Ohio; a 
petition of ex-Union soldiers of Tennessee; a petition of ex-Union sol- 
diers of Wayne County, West Virginia; a petition of ex-Union soldiers 
of Ohio; a petition of citizens of Dlinois; a petition of ex-Union sol- 
diers of California, and a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Illinois, pray- 
ing that Congress enact a law granting one hundred and sixty acres of 
land to every honorably discharged ex-Union soldier; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Mlinois, a petition of citi- 
zens of Iowa, and a petition of ex-Union soldiers of Kansas, praying 
for general legislation favorable to the soldiers of the late war; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William H. McLean, of Flora, I1L., 
late master of the United States war schooner James 8. Chambers, pray- 
ing for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Chicago, II1., 
indorsing and approving the Potter refunding bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. a 

He also presented a memorial of cigar-makers of Rock Island, IIL, 
and a memorial of cigar-makers of Danville, Ill., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying that the United States shall acquire the title to the two canals 
connecting Portage Lake, in the State of Michigan, with Lake Superior 
on the east and west; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Marcoma 


Tool Com- 
pany, of Lebanon, N. H., p 


ch amendatory of the law re- 
lating to drawbacks on articles e of material from foreign 
markets, on account of the disastrous effect present law has w 
the export trade of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 





Mr, SHERMAN. I present a petition signed by quite a number of 
citizens of the United States, in which they state that— 

In several 6 the States, among which are South Carolina, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, Tennessee, and Ohio, and some other States, the cha has 
been made that many oF the citizens have been for a series of years, and during 
the late election for President and Vice-President, kept preg Joes the polls by 


threats and acts of violence and bloodshed, a system of ruffianism unrebuked 


by the governments of some of the aforesaid States. 

The petition also sets forth other grievances relating to an interfer- 
ence with the free suffrage of citizens, and praying for certain remedies. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of New York; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: ; 
STaTeK or New YORK, IN SENATE, 

Albany, January 29, 1885. 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), That our Senators and Representatives in 

Congress be respectfully requested to urge the of the appropriation of 


passage 
$300,000, to aid in the construction of the Michigan and Mississippi (Hennepin) 
Canal, in the river and harbor bill now before Congress. 


STaTE OF NEW York, IN SENATE, 
January 29, 1885. 
The foregoing resolution was duly passed. 
By order of the senate. 
. ©, A. CHICKERING, Clerk. 
SratTe or New York, IN ASSEMBLY, 
January 29, 1885. 
The foregoing resolution was duly passed, 
By order of the assembly. 
JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Abby Hopper Gibbon, presi- 
dent, and Anna Rice Powell, secretary, of the New York committee 
for the prevention of State regulation of vice, praying that the power 
of the National Board of Health be more clearly defined, and that it 
may not legalize social vice; which was referred to the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLUMB. I report back from the Committee on Appropriations, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. 8039) i ations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June J0, 1886, and for other purposes, The bill 
is accompanied by a written report, and I give notice that at an early 
day I sha}! call it up for action. , 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2429) for the relief of Moses M. Bane, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Susan W. Good@ of Marshall County, 
Mississippi, praying payment for stores and supplies taken and used by 
United States troops in 1862 and 1863, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the prayer of the petition denied. 

Ife also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of Mary D. Hamilton, Frances A. Hamilton, Mrs. L. M. McKinney, 
and J. D. Hamilton, praying pay for property taken and used for the 
benefit of the United States Army in 1862, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was agreed to; and the pe of the petition denied. 

He also, from the same committee, to w was referred the bill (H. 
R. 948) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. Shepard, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7785) making a for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 


CREDENTIALS OF W. M. EVARTS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom were referred the credentials of William M. Evarts, as 
Senator-elect from the State of New York, to submit a report, which I 
desire to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom were referred the cre- 
dentials of William M. Evarts asa Senator electedfrom the State of New York 
for six years from the 4th day of March, 1885, have considered the same and re- 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tials will be laid upon the table. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to 
Elien May Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (*. 2613) for the relief of the Atlantic 
Works; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2614) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay, 
George M. Clapp, George W. Lawrance, Snowden & Mason, and the 
executors of Donald McKay; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


LAND TITLES IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Sen- 
ate copies of the reports of F. D. Hobbs and A. R. Green, inspectors of the 
General Land Office, on the subject of the fraudulent acquisition of title to lands 
in New Mexico, and of all testimony accompanying the same, and also copies 
of all papers on file in the Interior Department relating to this subject. 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. [I ask for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate why 
in the document prepared in his Department, containing a documentary history 
of the railway mail service, transmitted to the Senate on January 21, 1885, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of January 19, 1885, a paragraph on pages 10 
and 11 of such document, begioaies with the words, * Mr. Davis's claim of pri- 
ority therefore seems to be valid so far as traveling post-offices in the United States 
are concerned,” and ending with the words, “* From this standpoint Mr. Davis 
is granted the claim of first experiment, and Mr. Armstrong the claim of gen- 
eral application,”’ was stricken out by lines drawn across the same, and whether 
the paragraph so stricken out is not a true statement of facts. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the 19th of January the Senate passed a res- 
olution directing the Postmaster-General to communicate to the Senate 
a document prepared in his Department containing a documentary his- 
tory of the railway mail service from its origin in 1834 to the present 
time. That document has been communicated to the Senate. I be- 
lieve it was first referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads, and then referred to the Committee on Printing. In the docu- 
ment, on pages 10 and 11, are the words referred to in the resolution. 
The paragraph reads as follows: 

Mr. Davis's claim a therefore seems to be valid so far as traveling 
post-offices in the Un States are concerned, and the claim of Mr. Armstrong 


must be confined rather to the fact that he inaugurated a general system by 
which this method of distribution was gradually extended over all the leading 


If there be no objection the creden- 


lines in the country. From this standpoint Mr. Davis is granted the claim of 


first experiment and Mr. Armstrong the claim of general application. 


In the report lines are drawn across the words I have indicated. I 
state that the words in the paragraph which have been stricken out ot 
that report contain the facts in the case established beyond all reason- 
able doubt. I state further that there was in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment documentary evidence to establish those facts beyond all ques- 
tion. 

I now have in my possession the documentary evidence, and I pre- 
sent it to the Senate, as it has not been furnished from the Post-Office 

t, in connection with the resolution I have submitted. I ask 
that this documentary evidence be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, in order that it may be printed with the other evidence which has 
already been submitted by the Post-Office Department; and I ask the 
Committee on Printing to delay any action upon the documents before 
them until we can have a report from the Postmaster-General in regard 
to the erased h. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Pending the consideration of the reso- 
lution, the Senator from Missouri asks unanimous consent that certain 
papers the nature 6f which he has described be received and referred 
to the Committee on’Printing. That order will be entered, if there be 
no objection. The is on ing to the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Missouri if 
the information he desires could not have been obtained by a private 
note addressed to the Postmaster-General without calling the attention 
of the Senate to it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I thought it a matter of propriety and right that 


I ask that the resolution may be read again 


the Postmaster-General, who probably never saw the report at all, 
t have an opportunity of explaining it to the Senate as a matter 
of justice to him. The 


‘ore I introduced the resolution, for I have 
no idea that he saw the document. 

ona HOAR. I should — that it would be more convenient, in 

ordinary transaction of public business, that the question as to the 

reason for inserting certain lines in a report, which had at- 

tracted the attention of any Senator,-should be ascertained by private 

imyuiry. It could be done; but I make no objection to the resolution. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


COASTERS HARBOR ISLAND. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to report to the 
Senate what, if any, steps have been taken to establish an advanced course of 
instruction of naval officers at Coasters’ Harbor Island, Rhode Island, and the 
reasons which have controlled the action of the Department. 


ALLEGED POTOMAC 


Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the following resolution for reference to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia is hereby instructed 
to inquire and report to the Senate whether any proceedings of a legal nature 
have been taken to annul a certain United States land-patent claimed to have 
been granted to a portion of the Potomac River bottom opposite the city of 
Washington, and which the Government has been improving since 1882; whether 
the interests of the United States are likely to suffer by raising that portion 
above tide-level before said patent shall have been annulled; and hat legisla- 
tion, if any, is necessary for the protection of the interests of the United States 
in this matter; and for this purpose said committee is authorized to send for 
persons and papers, and to administer oaths and take such testimony as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. RANSOM. Ihave no objection whatever to the resolution being 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. There is, how- 
ever, as the Senator from Rhode Island doubtless knows, a special com- 
mittee with reference to the Potomac Flats. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the resolution going to the 
special committee or the Committee on the Judiciary. It is quite im- 
material to me to which committee it is referred. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have no wish whatever in the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave none. If it comes within the jurisdiction 
of the special committee I certainly should be quite willing that the 
resolution should go to that committee. 

Mr. RANSOM. If I may be at liberty to do so, I will state that the 
Attorney-General informs me that he has directed suit to be brought 
to do away with this alleged patent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisa matter of considerable importance, and should 
receive the attention of some committee at anearly day. I have no ob- 
jection to the resolution going to the special committee. 

Mr. RANSOM. I think I should prefer that itshould not be referred 
to that committee. I prefer that it should go either to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia or to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to think upon further consideration 
that it should go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had just risen to make that suggestion. I think 
it properly belongs to the Committee on the Judiciary and had better 
go to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Rhode Island to modify his motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Tse motion was agreed to, 


LAND-PATENT. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. CONGER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: . 

‘Whereas those members of the Pottawatomie Nation of Indians residing in 
the States of Indiana and Michigan claim that there is. due them by virtue of 
treaties made with the said nation considerable sums of money: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to ex- 
amine into said claimsand ascertain what, if any, amounts are due said Indians; 
said claims being those set forth inthe memorial contained in House Miscellane- 
ous Document No. 8of the Forty-fifth Congress, second session. 

The Secretary is further directed to ascertain whether the band of Pottawato- 
mies of Huron, located in Calhoun county, Michigan, and not mentioned in said 
memorial, should by virtue of treaties dated November 17, 1807, September 19, 
1827, and September 26, 1833, be included in any settlement that may hereafter 
be made of the claims set forth in said memorial. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had agreed to the amendment of the Senate 
to the concurrent resolution of the House relating to counting the elect- 
oral votes for President and Vice-President of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to maintain public order during 
the ceremonies of the inauguration of the President, and for other pur- 
poses; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. J. F. FoLuert of Ohio, 
Mr. WALDO HvuTCHINS of, New York, and Mr. JoserH G. CANNON of 
Illinois managers at the conference on its part. 


INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the commu- 


nication from the House of Representatives in respect to House bill No. 
8121. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives which will be read. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ix THE Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES. 
February 3, 1835. 
Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (IH. R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to main- 
tain public order during the ceremonies of the inauguration of the President, 


and for other puspeses, and ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 


Ordered, That Mr. FoLtierr, Mr. Hutcures,and Mr. Canwon be the managers 
of the said conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Hepresentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HARRIs, Mr. 
INGALLS, and Mr. PIKE were appointed. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. PALMER. I give notice that on Friday next, at the conclusion 
of the morning hour, [ shall call up the joint resolution (S. R. 19) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States reported 
by me from the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, for the purpose 
of offering a few remarks upon it. 

THE BARK MARY TERESA. 


Mr.GORMAN. During my absence from the Senate the bill (S. 523) 
for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, de- 
ceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander 
H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, Brazil, was on the 21st 
of January reported adversely from the Committee on Claims, and in- 
definitely postponed. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed, and 
that it may be placed on the Calendar. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate heretofore taken indefi- 
nitely postponing the bill named by him be reconsidered, and that the 
bill be placed on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The vote is reconsidered, and the bill will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, returned to the Senate the bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of Will- 
iam W. Thomas, recalled from the Senate by request of the House. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5461) to 
regulate interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by 
common carriers. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate, and 
the question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. The Chair understands that the Senator from Florida 
{Mr. CALL] desires to offer some amendments. 

Mr. CALL. I offer, by request of the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
GEORGE] who is absent, an amendment to come in at the end of sec- 
tion 4 of the amendment agreed upon as agubstitute for the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Carer CLERK. It is proposed to add the following to section 4 
of the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole: 


And proof that any transportation company has made a greater charge for 
hauling any such freight for a shorter distance than it charges for hauling in a 
contemporaneous service a like quantity of similar freight for a greater dis- 
tance shall be prima facie evidence of unjust discrimination. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE]) requested 
me to offer this amendment to the bill, and in doing so I shall submit 
very briefly some observations upon the general subject. 

The two bills before the Senate, the Reagan bill and the Senate or 
Cullom bill, are alike in some important respects. They both affirm 
the existence of great public evils and the power and necessity of legis- 
lative control and correction of them. They differ only in the methods 
by which these acknowledged evils are proposed to be remedied—that 
is, in the measures through which the power of Congress is proposed to 
be exercised over the subject. 

The regulation of the interstate commerce of the country and its rela- 
tion to transportation covers the whole subject of the economic condition 
of the country and affects directly the relations of capital and labor, ot 
banking and exchange, and of supply and demand. It does not 
here, but it also affects the social conditions and relations of the 
and is rapidly changing the character of our Government and of our in- 
stitutions from a republic controlled by publicopinion, and in which the 
people control the powers of the National Government and the States, 
to a government of privileged classes and of personal wealth, the direct 


creature of the legislative power—wealth which surpasses in its vast | ever may be 










whether the boundless accumulations of the days of the Roman Em- 
pire or of medieval times. 

Eight hundred and twenty millions of annual tax levied on the labor 
and production of the country; one hundred and forty-odd thousand 
miles of railroad valued at between six and eight thousand million dol- 
lars—in the hands of a comparatively small portion of the people, and 
touching in its management and contro! the labor and production ot 
every man, woman, and child in the country! Upon it is dependent 
the entire economic and social condition of the country; in all the de- 
partments of business and trade the powers of this vast associated cap- 
ital, incorporated for the purpose of transportation, affect most deeply 
and immediately the subsistence of the people and the comforts of life 
of every individual in the country. It is not in any wise pertinent to 
the consideration of this subject to point out the beneficent effects of 
railroads and railroad improvement, to show the reduction of freights 
and cost of passenger travel. ‘These are all true; but the question for 
proper consideration is whether the public evils alleged are true; and, 
if so, the remedy—whether railroad and water transportation can still 
further be improved so as to reduce cost and prevent the evils of an un- 
restrained and unregulated monopoly. 

The power resulting from the control of such vast revenues—from 
the right to tax at discretion the entire production of the country and 
all of its passenger travel—is the greatest of the sovereign powers of state. 
Granted by law to individuals, who are given the right of succession or 
perpetuation, this power is sufficiently great to change the whole char- 
acter of our institutions and to control and to appropriate the labor 
of every man, woman, and child in the country; leaving comparatively 
a small portion of it for the great body of the people. The power ot 
these vast agencies of transportation is one of the most important ques- 
tions of the age, and the manner in which the legislative power of the 
country shall be exercised in regard to it concerns most directly the 
statesmanship of the country and the performance of the duties which 
rest upon us in our public capacity here. As we shall exercise this 
power wisely and in the interests of the great body of the people and 
all the industries of the country, we shall receive the approval of the 
people, and as we shall fail to redress the evils of which they now com- 
plain we shall be condemned by them. 

What is the difference in the measures proposed in these two bills? 
They both affirm the evils and declare the power of the Congress of the 
United States to control and regulate the subject. The Reagan bill 
proposes to prohibit and punish these evils, not only by opening the 
Federal courts of the United States to the aggrieved person, but also 
by making them a penal offense, and it requires the district attorney 
of the United States to prosecute the same (section7). It brings, there- 
fore, the whole power of the Governmentof the United States to sustain 
the individual in his suit against the corporation in obtaining a redress 
for any grievance committed in violation of the law. 

The bill also authorizes and requires the district attorney of the 
United States to proceed in the name of the party aggrieved in the cir- 
cuit court of the United States. The power of the United States is 
therefore effectively brought by the Reagan bill into effect to re-enforce, 
as some Senators have expressed it, the aggrieved individual in the as- 
sertion of hisrights. It would seem that this provision would eftectu- 
ally satisfy the views of Senators who desire to aid the citizen in the asser- 
tion of his rights against corporate power and great accumulated wealth. 

The Cullom bill provides for three commissioners, nine as amended, 
and requires transportation companies to charge reasonable rates, and 
declares unreasonable rates extortion and a misdemeanor. It also 
makes greater charges against one than another under substantially sim- 
ilar circumstances and conditions unjust discrimination and a misde- 
meanor. In case of complaint against any railroad company, it pro- 
vides that if after an investigati ion has been demanded and 
has not been made and the evil discontinued, a report having been fur- 
nished to the railroad company, then they shall require the district at- 
torney to sue the railroad company. The difference between the two 
bills in this respect is that the Cullom bill requires a quasi-judicial 
suit before the commission and an opportunity to the railroad company 
to abide by it, and if the company shall abide by it and redress the 
evils, then it is relieved from any further liability on account of the 
act complained of. The other provisions of this bill relate only to ac- 


79, dosage cage Sere by the commissioners. 

We have, then, the two cmere me Ramen gmceorenetn ant ibe 
only material respect in which they differ is that the Reagan bill on the 
petition of a citizen requires the United States to sustain the suit of the 
citizen against the corporation. This is the material difference be- 
tween thesetwo bills. The Reagan bill the power of the United 
States directly to bear in aid of the citizen, and it declares as.an absolute 

offense any violation of the law. Another feature of the Reagan 
as presented here prescribes a fixed rate of transportation for pas- 
sengers at 3 cents a mile and prohibits a greater compensation for a 
shorter than a distance. 


This is said to be an amendment to the nal bill, and not coutem- 
plated in the limits of its and ial agencies, and it is said 
by some Senators to be enti foreign to the spirit and aim of the bill 
as originally I do not 


to discuss this point, as what- 
merits of the vidient 


tion it is quite ev t that there 


proportions the accumulations of any period of the history of the world, | is no intention to make any part of the Reagan or House bill a laws 
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What are the true principles upon which legislation shall be founded | sation on capital actually and reasonably invested in the construction 


in respect to the regulation of interstate commerce? Weshall all agree 


that a railroad corporation should derive from its business a reasonable | 


rate of profit, the same rate as is afforded by other business on the 
amount of its necessary and reasonable capital, and that it should not 
be allowed to derive from its business as a public carrier enormous and 
unreasonable and oppressive profits. We shall all agree that a common 
carrier should be required by law to carry its freight and passengers at 
reasonable rates. The legislation of Congress, therefore, should com- 
prise protection to the interest of the people and of the corporations. 

If there shall be any legislation on this subject in the interest of the 
people, we must ee the power of Congress to regulate inter- 
state commerce as complete and entire, and to prescribe rates, if neces- 
sary, for continuous routes and to require continuous transit. If these 
things can not be done, then Congress has no power to legislate effect- 
ively upon the subject, or to correct any of the evils complained of. 

The cost of transportation must be the basis and regulation of a rea- 
sonable rate. It is not to the interest of the people that the railroads 
should not exist. They can not exist without reasonable compensation. 
They must be allowed to charge such rates, and no more, as are wise 
and reasonable and as will allow such a reasonable compensation on 
their proper and necessary cost, after paying out operating expenses and 
its cost of repairs. 

The whole argument on both sides demands that this result shall be 
in some way attained. The Cullom bill proposes to attain this result 
chiefly by the recommendations of a commission and by the judgment 
of a court in deciding what is a reasonable rate, but it affirms that the 
violation of th:s rule prescribing a reasonable rate shall constitute a 
penal offense, and to that extent it affirms quite as precisely and posi- 
tively the power of Congress to prescribe a rate and the expediency of 
prescribing a rate as does the Reagan bill in its present amended form 
in prescribing the rate of 3 cents a mile, for the courts in deciding upon 
that reasonable rate must ascertain and fix what it is, and it is by vir- 
tue of the power conferred in this act of Congress declaring that any 
other than a reasonable rate shall be a penal offense that the courts will 
have such a power in relation to interstate commerce. 

It will be observed that if Congress has the power to prescribe a rea- 
sonable rate it has also of necessity the power to prescribe what that 
rate shall be; and if it has power to make it penal to charge any other 
rate, as a matter of law it will become its duty to declare with certainty 
what specific act will constitute such crime or penal offense. There- 
fore in that respect, while not undertaking to justify it, as a matter of 
expediency I insist that in the prescription of a fixed amount, the de- 
parture from which shall be a crime, the Reagan bill, the House bill, 
is fairer than the Senate or the Cullom bill in that it declares with cer- 
tainty what violation of the law, what act, shall constitute the penal 
offense. 

I do not know of any reason why, if Congress has power to regulate 
commerce and forbid discriminating charges and combinations to pre- 
vent competition, it has not the power to prescribe rates, however inex- 
pedient it may be to prescribe them. 


To this complexion we must come at last if we deal with this sub- | 
ject, and deal with it we must, and our treatment of it must be in the | 


interest and for the benefit of the great body of the people. No party 
and no government can resist the increasing demand of the business 
interests of the whole people of the United States and of all its indus- 
tries that these great agencies of the modern industrial system shall be 
wisely regulated and controlled by law in the interest of the great 
body of the people,-and that public man who resists this demand is not 
in my judgment a wise and true friend of the great transportation com- 
aa of the country. We have but to look atthe action of thirty 

tates, and of the boards of trade and commerce, and the resolutions 
of all the conventions of business men, to be advised of the great body 
and force and unanimity of public opinion on this subject. 

What then is the principle on which the business of a railroad com- 
pany can be regulated, whether by law or otherwise, in a fair, reasona- 
ble, and just manner both to the whole body of the people and to the 
interests of the railroad company itself, recognizing the fact that the in- 
terests of the two are really harmonious, and that to promote the just 
interest of the one is to promote the just interest of the other? Mr. 
Alexander, vice-president of the Louisville and Nashville Railroad Com- 
pany, on page 52 of the House testimony, Miscellaneous Document 55, 
Forty-seventh Congress, first session, states it as follows: 


, will, of course, be oe that the ashe volume of es cane overany 
railroad should support road, pay an interest upon and gradually retire its 
debt, and yield a fair profit upon the investment. Anything less than this would 


be communism. 

It is but just to say of Mr. Alexander that he is a gentleman ot 
talent and information, and is opposed to the Reagan bill and to any 
exercise of power by Congress over this subject. This seems to me to 
present the elements of future legislative adjustment of this great 

uestion. Nodiscrimination between persons and places, no pools, nor 
devioes to prevent competition, no fictitious capital or watered stock, 
and proper valuation of the cost of construction for the 

of establishing rates of transportation, rates proportioned to 

the volume of business done on the road in its relation to the payment 
of interest and the gradual retirement of the debt and a fair compen- 





| 
| 
| 
| 





| 
| 


of the road. 

And these results, ascertained in some public and authoritative way 
by the authority of Congress, would seem to indicate the proper direc- 
tion of future legislation by Congress. The evils which these bills pro- 
pose to remedy have been affirmed by thirty of the States, by the boards 
of trade of all the great cities, who demand imperatively legislation by 
Congress. Discriminations in freights and transportation between per- 
sons and places, the use of corporate power given by law in aid of their 
business as common carriers perverted to an interference with the trade 
and business of the country, to increasing or lowering the price of com- 
modities at- their will or pleasure and interfering with the legitimate 
value of public securities by watering stock or accumulating great 
amounts of money for speculation in other securities—these things 
the public opinion demands shall be prevented by whatever legislation 
is necessary. I do not see how you can prevent these discriminations 
while you allow a larger rate of compensation for a short distance than 
a long one; you can not prevent them while you allow the saine rate 
of compensation for a short distance as for a long one, nor can you pre- 
vent them without adjusting the charges as between one place and an- 
other on some reasonable basis and proportion of cost. 

I can not perceive thatthe reasonable adjustment of the cost of trans- 
portation between different places can be reached by any rule that the 
cost for a short distance shall be the same as that prescribed for a long 
distance. Neither can I perceive that the proposition, wise as it appears 
to be in some respects, contained in the Mahone amendment, will alto- 
gether reach this case, or that it may be remedied by a rule that the 
charge for a short distance shall not be greater than the charge for a 
long distance. What is wanted is the lowest possible rate consistent 
with a reasonable profit to the carrier, and that rate equal and im- 
partial to all persons and all places; this result being reached, if it be 
true that over a railroad with its local charges thus adjusted through 
freight from other lines can be carried for a smaller proportionate cost 
than the intermediate freights, I can see no reason why this should not 
be allowed by law. F 

Under a system properly adjusted it could never be true that the pro- 
portionately smaller cost of through transportation would be a factor 
great enough to discriminate against the local or intermediate freights and 
transportation to any injurious extent, nor would it probably overbal- 
ance reduced rate of local freights resulting from the increased profits of 
a company from the addition of the proiits of a through business to its 
local business. In both of these bills the conclusion is reached and the 
proposition affirmed that transportation must be regulated by law. 

It has been repeatedly so affirmed by the States within and to the 
extent of their State power, and now it is affirmed by Congress in the 





| exercise of its natural power in relation to interstate commerce. 


But, Mr. President, the action of the Board of Trade of New York 


| and of other cities has presented to us a proposition, and I think it is 


fair to give them an oppertunity to try it. I read from the testimony 
of Mr. Josiah J. White, representing the Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation of New York, page 29 of the House report: 

I can say as a member of the New Yotk Produce Exchange that there is 
great danger now that all the grain produced in this country will be monopo- 
lized by a few individuals. Even during the strictest régime of the last pool 
discrimination was shown in the way of rebates, so that if the market declined 
those who were in the railroad ring (and the railroads have their agents there 
quoting prices every day) were guaranteed against loss. I had a little thing 
happen to me the other day asa shipper. I had two car-loads shipped to meas 
samples to know if | would take forty cars more of the same kind of merchan- 
dise. The two car-loads arrived, and I wrote to my friend accepting the rest of 
them. Those two car-loads were billed through to New York at 15 cents the 
hundred pounds from Cincinnati. I went to Cincinnati myself, and I ordered 
the rest of them to be shipped. Then the railroad company wanted 30} cents 
per hundred pounds, a rate which amounted to a prohibition of the merchan- 
dise, and my forty cars of stuff are in Cincinnati to-day, and can not be moved, 
because the rate of freight exacted on them amounted to 100 per cent. of the 
value of the goods when laid down in New York. That is a thing that occurs 
every day. Here is a violent fluctuation cansed by irresponsible railroad man- 
agement, favoring their friends in the pool and driving other parties to the wal! 

There was another little subject in connection with this matter which I dis- 
covered when I was in Cincinnati at that time. That was that all the friends 
of the railroad companies that were in the pool were notified a few days before 
of what was going to take place, and were advised to make freight contracts. 
There were thousands of contracts made on the basis of 15 cents per hundred 
pounds, and on those contracts freight is being carried now from the West to 
the East; whereas the rest of us who were not favorites have got to have our 
commerce stopped. One of the causes of the late panic among the produce men 
was the rise of rates. The merchandise could not be moved and laid down on 
the seaboard at a price on which they could get out whole. There were great 
losses and failures all over the country—commercial failures. The upset of one 
house brought down another house. It is for that reason, gentlemen, that I 
feel that there must be some controlling power over the railroads. I think that 
half the railroads of the country want it themselves. I have talked with the 
presidents of various railroads with whom I do business, and I have found an 
almost unanimous opinion among the railroad men (whom I call anti-monopo- 


— in favor of Government supervision. They want some regulation of this 
thing. 


Mr. Thurber gives his testimony as follows: 


I can imagine a state of things where it would seem very hard to prohibit a 
railroad that was competing with a water-line communication, for instance, to 
agiven point, fromcarrying freight for 1,000 miles at a cheaper rate than it would 
charge for carrying freight 750 miles to a point where the water competition did 
not exist. But if there could be a supervision of the railroads in the interest of 
the public, when its rates came tothe point that it was carrying freight at a loss. 
the railroad company would be told, Thus far shalt thou go, and no farther, 
You may carry freight as cheaply as you please, igorder to keep up your busi- 
ness and to keep your rolling-stock employed, but Por shall not carry freight at 
a rate which occasions a loss, and which loss you make up by charging higher 
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freight to the people on another section of your road.’ There,!I think, is where 
yo ag be drawn, and should be drawn, on that matter of greater and lesser 

Mr. President, I have offered this amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, not believing that it will answer all the purposes that are 
desired, not believing that we can avoid in this great question of in- 
terstate transportation some method of arriving at a reasonable rate, 
and of preventing excessive charges, but as a measure in response to the 
specific demand of the great commercial and agricultural interests of 
the country. If it shall be found to fail and not answer its purpose 
it could be easily altered in the coming session of Congress. I there- 
fore offer the amendment that I have proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from California [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGr]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ . 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEY’s name wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN]. I do not know how either would vote on this amendment. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WIrLLIAMs]. If he were here I imagine 
he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and I would vote *‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Hii]. I should vote ‘* yea”’’ if he 
were present. 

The roll-call was concluded. .« 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAn] are paired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryr). The present occupant ot 
the chair is paired with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gin- 
SON], with liberty to vote to make a quorum, and will vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—8. 
Call, Jones of Florida, Platt, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Maxey, Slater, Voorhees. 
NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Conger, Harris, Miller of N. Y., 
Allison, Cullom, Harrison, Morrill, 
Bayard, Dolph, Hoar, ‘Pike, 
Blair, Edmunds, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Butler, Frye, Jackson, ‘ Sawyer, 
Chace, Groome, Jonas, Sewell, 
Cockrell, - Hale, McPherson, Sherman, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Manderson, Wilson. 
ABSENT—36. 
Beck, Garland, Lapham, Plumb, 
Bowen, George, I n, Ransom, 
Brown, Gibson, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Gorman, Mahone, Sabin, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mitchell, Vance, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Vest, 
Fair, Kenna, Palmer, Walker, 
Farley, Lamar, Pendleton, Williams. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the following amendment to come in after the 
word ‘‘excepted,’’ at the end of line 21 of section 6: 

And any persor. damaged by extortion or unjust discrimination may, in addi- 
tion to the foregoing, have the remedies provided in the next section of this 
act; but in case such person erect to ae action for damages as provided 
for in said next section, said action shall a bar to any action brought under 
that section by the district attorney. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall vote against that amendment simply be- 
cause it is past my understanding. L can not get the scope and drift 
of itatall. Ido not know what the intention of the Senator is. I 
can not understand what is the remedy provided in the next section to 
which he refers. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no remedy in the next section at all. 

Mr. CALL. The amendment was by the Senator from 
Mississippi ‘Mr. GrorGE], and I supposed I had the proper place for it 
to come in. The next section as I read it is: 

ay such cransportation company that shall be convicted under the provisions 
of this act of either extortion or unjust discrimination shall forfeit and pay for 
each offense a fine of not exceeding $1,000. 

The next section is section 7. It does not contain any proper refer- 
ence apparently. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida withdraws 
the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I propose an amendment to the Senate bill on 
page 7, section 7, line 10, to insert the word “‘ traveling”? before ‘‘ ex- 
penses;’’ so as to read: 


All necessary traveling efpenses incurred by the commissioners or by their 
employés, &c. 
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Mr. CULLOM. So far as] am concerned I am willing to accept that. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I would say to Senators that we have had so 
much scandal in connection with the payment of expenses of commis- 
sions, and the Treasury Department has been so extravagantly liberal, 
that the allowance ought to be qualified and limited to their traveling 





expenses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Are amendments to the body of the bill in order 
now ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole is open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I have a series of amendments, all relating to the 
same subject-matter. In section 12, line 3, before the word ‘‘routes,’’ 
i move to strike out ‘‘and water,’’ so as to confine it to railroads. It 
now reads: 


That the route of any transportation company engaged in interstate commerce 
shall include all the railroad and water routes in use by such company. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understand tat this amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan and others which he proposes to offer in succession are 
intended to eliminate from the bid] aH supervision or cofitrol over trans- 
portation routes partly composed of railroad lines and partly of water 
communication; so that the bill, if this amendment and those which 
are to follow it are adopted, will be left to apply exclusively to inter- 
state commerce by railway. 

I do not want to debate this question, but I do want to state that in 
my judgment that would destroy, in a very large measure, the efficiency 
of this supervision which it is sought to have over interstate commerce. 
A break in the crossing of a river in a railroad line upon some State 
line would take that route entirely out of the scope and purview of the 
bill. 

If we undertake to regulate this subject of commerce we must regu- 
late all those who partly by rail and partly by water are engaged in 
carrying the productions of the country. If we do not doso, whatever 
restraints and limitations there are, whatever of this sort of thing there 
may be in the bill, is made to apply to one class of carriers and not to 
another. That will destroy uniformity, will allow liberty to certain 
classes of carriers that is not allowed to others, and will, in my judg- 
ment, destroy the efficiency of the measure. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I have conferred with vessel-men, and 
from my own knowledge of the subject I have said,and I venture to 
repeat now, that the provisions extending the jurisdiction of this com- 
mission and the rules laid down here over single vessels navigating the 
waters of the country will not only produce confusion but be abso- 
lutely destructive of the vessel interest of the country. I shall con- 
tent myself with calling for the yeas and nays on each of these propo- 
sitions, and shall have done my duty to that great interest by that 
effort. As we are coming toa final vote, I will not prolong remarks. 

In section 11 we have a provision which controls all railroad freights 
on railroads, and provides that that shall include the right of shippers 
to select their route by water or by rail. That. is all we need in 
this connection. But to extend the provisions of railroad restriction 
over the owner of a craft, of a steamboat, of a barge, of a vessel of any 
kind, and compel him to operate by rules made entirely for a railroad 
corporation, thus restricting the universal right of all the people of 
the United States to navigate the waters as they will, and to carry 
freight and ———— for whatever price they choose on the rivers and 
-the lakes of the United States, seems to me utterly preposterous in 
principle and it would work gre@t wrong in practice. 

But, sir, I have said all I desire to say on this subject. I can not 
help it if a Senator from the interior of Indiana can not see how water 
communication on the little Wabash may be affected by this, because 
the streams in his State are of too little im to have any navi 
tion. The Senator is fortunate in having in his State one—and itis 
only one—port on the great lakes, called Michigan City. It may not 
have occurred to him that it is in Indiana from the name of the town. 
It has some interest in the result of the motion which I havé made, and 
its are infinitely more interested in it than are the people down 
int terior of the State along the Wabash. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, the Senator from Michigan has a 
large State and large commercial interests to look after, and he always 
takes a wide view of any question. I have not proposed, nor does any- 
body to interfere with any steamboat running on its own ac- 
count, taking freight upon its own bills of lading and delivering it at 
any place else to the consignee. The bill does not relate to such cases. 


It does relate, as I understand—I am not ible for its phrase- 
ology—to those routes of which are made u 
'y of railway and partly of water It would 
those cases where a railroad company ing its own steamers takes 


freight to Sandusky or Cleveland or or some other point, and 
then upon its own steamers or upon steamers with which it has con- 
tracts transports it to some other point in another State. If that can 
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be done, if the great eommerce of Illinois can be brought to Chicago 
and can be there delivered to vessels on the lakes that are running in 
connection with the railroads, and can be transported to Buffalo and 
there taken upon a railroad and carried to New York without any su- 
pervision under this bill, then we had better not undertake legislation 
at all, because then those lines will be completely emancipated, while 
the others will be held in and restrained by the provisions of this law. 

As to vessels trading on their own account, carrying freight from one 
water port to another, I do not suppose the bill would reach them at 
all; it only applies to lines that have combined to make a continuous 
transit, billing goods through and being composed partly of rail and 
partly of water transportation. 


that my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAN], both of them being called away from the Senate 
on urgent business connected with their Senatorial duties. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. My pair being transferred to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEN], I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryer). The present occupant of 
thechfir is paired with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson. } 

The result was announced—yeas_5, nays 35; as follows: 


; ; : ; : YEAS—5. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, section 13 makes every little craft | ,,..... tinea eaten sal 
on the lakes or on the rivers subject to every rule in this bill as to con- | Coxe,’ ’ ’ 
tinuous freight, as to continuous passage, as to breaking bulk, as to stop- NAYS—35. 
ping a part of the freight before it reaches its destination. There is no | Aldrich, Dolph, McPherson, Sabin, 

; bout that, for what is the lan e? Allison, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
question abou 7% a. Blair, Hale, Miller of N.Y¥., Sewell, 
That the term “transportation company engaged in interstate commerce,” as | Call, Harris. Mitchell, Sherman, 
used in this act, shall be deemed and taken to mean any corporation, company, | Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Morrill, Slater, 
or individual now owning, operating, or using any railroad or railroads, or any | Chace, Hoar, Pendleton, Vance, 
vessel or vessels— Colquitt, Ingalls, Platt, Vest, 
“Any railroad” ‘‘or any vessel.’? This commission can take any | Cullom, Jackson, Pugh, Wilson. 


Dawes, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 


ABSENT—36. 
Bayard, Frye, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
Beck, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Bowen, George, Kenna, Plumb, 
Brown, Gibson, Lamar, Ransom, 
Camden, Gorman, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Logan, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Mahone, Voorhees, 


single craft, by the terms of section 13, and call any person or individ- 
ual owning it a transportation company under this act, and every pro- 
vision applying to a great line of railroad can be made to apply to any 
steamboat, vessel, or craft of any kind. These restrictions on the use 
of vessels, which this bill applies to a great railroad route, would be 
entirely injurious and detrimental, in my judgment, and destructive 
to the use of water craft on our rivers and lakes— 





That the term “transportation company engaged in interstate commerce,” as 
used in this act, shall be deemed and taken to mean any corporation, company, 
or individual now owning, operating, or using any railroad or railroads, or any 
vessel or vessels, in whole or in part. 

Jt does not say if they are part of a line; it does not say if they are 
owned by the railroad company and governed and managed by it. If 
it did there would be some propriety in the remarks of the Senator from 
Indiana; but it sweeps in under the provisions of this proposed law the 
whole vessel interest, the whole commerce by vessels on all the waters 
of the United States—the coasting trade, the lake trade, the river trade, 
wherever it may be. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill only sayaword. Ido not think that the 
construction placed upon section 13 by the Senator from Michigan is a 
correct one, and I call the attention of the Senate to the reading of the 
amntee for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not the Senator is 
right: 

Sec. 13. That the term “transportation company engaged in interstate com- 
merce,” as used in this act, shall be deemed and taken to mean any corporation, 
a: or individual now owning, operating, or using any railroad or rail- 

, oF any vessel or vessels, in whole or in part, or that may have the right, 
license, or permission t6 operate, use, or control any railroad or railroads, or 
any vessel or vessels, in whole or in part, provided such corporation, company, 
or individual is en in the business of transporting freights or property of 
any description by railroad, or partly by retired end partly by water, from one 
State into another State or Territory of the United States, or from any Territory 
into any State or any other Territory. 

It does not seem to me that the fair construction of that section would 
interfere in the slightest degree with the operation of any man owning 
a steamboat or any sort of vessel simply running it upon the water on 
his own account; but it only applies to that sort of transportation of 
freight that is partly by rail and partly by water. That was the pur- 

of the section, and I think that is the fair construction of its mean- 
ing. I do not think it would be in the interest of the proper regula- 
tion of commerce between the States to strike out the whole subject of 
regulating water transportation. I think it would weaken the force of 
the measure in its operation if it should become a law. 

Ihave had nodisposition myself and had none when the bill was drawn 
to interfere with steamboat navigation upon the Mississippi River or 
upon the lakes as a separate and distinct business; but where railroad 
corporations have lines of steamers, as in the case, as I understand, of 
the New York Central, which are a part of their line, made so by their 
ownership, it seems to me that if we want to reach the evil and regu- 
late interstate commerce, the bill ought to go as far as the language of 
this section does go. ’ 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the question of agreeing 
to Mr. CONGER’s amendment. } 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I 
am with the Senator from California [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I hada 

with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr]. I have trans- 

that, however, to the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER]. 
The Senator from California and the Senator from Mississippi are paired, 
and I vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Jonas] generally. I notice he is not in the Chamber; but the pair 
— me liberty to vote upon these amendments, and I therefore vote 


_Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with th 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. owed ~~ : 


Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I desire to announce again 
XVI——79 





Fair, Hill, Miller of Cal., Walker, 
Farley, Jonas, Morgan, Williams, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. I will not test the sense of the Senate on all the 
other points in regard to water routes. The amendment which I have 
offered tests the question just.as well as all; and I desire to remark here 
that I take the vote on that as the view of the Senate in regard to all 
the places in sections 12 and 13 where this act is extended over a single 
vessel and the owner and master of a single vessel. But I now move 
to strike out in section 13, line 3, after the word ‘‘company,’’ the words 
‘or individual,’’ and to insert the word ‘‘or’’ before ‘‘company;’’ so 
as to leave an individual owning a vessel to run it as his interest may 
dictate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan offers an 
amendment which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 13, line3, after the word ‘“‘company,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ or individual,’’ and before the 
word ‘‘company’’ to insert the word ‘‘or;’’ so as to read: 

That the term “‘ transportation company cngaged in interstate commerce,” as 
used in this act, shall be deemed and taken to mean any corporation or com- 
pany now owning, operating, or using any railroad or railroads, or any vessel 
or vessels, &c. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the belief that there is no individual who owns 
a railroad, I believe I shall not object to that amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose it should turn out that a railroad is in the 
hands of a receiver or assignee or trustee, what would be the effect? 

Mr. CONGER. He does not own it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The railroad would be in the hands 
of the court in that case, and the trustee would be merely the officer or 
representative of the court to operate it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But suppose it is in the hands of a trustee without 
the intervention pf a court. There are trustees of mortgage bonds who 
often take possession of railroads under the conditions of the mortgage 
without the intervention of a court, and run it for the benefit of the 
stockholders and bondholders. I can see no objection to allowing these 
words to remain. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not think there is any objec- 
tion to allowing them to remain, but I thought perhaps we could come 
to some understanding with our friend from Michigan if we allowed 
him some amendment that really does not amount to anything. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. CONGER. I can not hear the Senator. His remarks were in- 
teresting, I have no doubt from the faces of Senators around him, but 
I could not hear what he said. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It may be very interesting, but I 
do not think it will bear repeating, and so I shall not repeat it. 

Mr. CONGER. I see by the newspapers very often that remarks are 
made against the Senator from Michigan which I unfortunately do not 
hear. I should like to hear what the Senator from Wisconsin has said. 
It was a very pleasant remark, no doubt, from the faces of Senators. 

Mr. CULLOM. I doubt whether the word ‘‘individual’’ ought to 
be stricken out of the bil]. I fear that would be taken advantage of, 
so that Vanderbilt or Gould or some man might own a railroad and a 
line of steamships running on the lakes, and the whole object and pur- 
pose of the bill so far as that railroad and line of steamships was con- 
cerned would be avoided. I hope the Senator will not insist on the 
amendment. 


Mr. CONGER. I am free to say that I am very sorry that the Sena- 
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tor from Lilinois can not tell exactly what an amendment to this bill 
might do. I think a more crude and undigested section of a bill was 
never offered to the Senate, and I say that with the more reason be- 
cause the Senate knows the Senator is not ible for it. It came 
with this same crooked stick in it into his hands, and he is unable to 
let it go, even in respect to a single word, for fear-there might some- 
where spring up in the United States some Jay Gould or some man 
who could own a whole railroad, although every law under which a 
railroad company is organized provides that there shall be a president 

and directors and stockholders. He will not consent to an amen@ment 
because of some doubtful, undecided possibility that may arise in the 
future. 

This law with its commissioners at $7,000 or $8,000 a year to take 
charge of a little boat, a batteau, a barge, with a captain, a mate, and 
cook, and control them, and the commissioners are to have full power 
to do it under this law; and when I ask to relieve it of that diffienlty 
Senators gather around and cry out, ‘‘ Jay Gould!” He is the man 
they are after; it is not the captain of the vessel. They will strike out 
of the bill neither vessel nor owner nor individual who owns a vessel. 
I think a Philadelphia lawyer can not explain what this section 13 
means. He can not tell where it applies nor how. I challenge any- 
body here to tell what is excluded and what is included in the term 
“transportation company.’’ 
corporations, individuals that use a vessel or vessels in water transpor- 
tation. ‘The Senator from the prairie country in Iowa may be able to 
navigatea ship through the dews on the prairies; he may be very learned 
in all matters connected with the appropriations of money; but I vent- 
ure to say that if you give him half an hour he can vot begin to make 
an intelligible statement of the meaning of this section 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendmentof 
the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name wascalled). I am psired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] on all these questions. I 
make the announcement for the day. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAn]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. H111.]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JACKSON. The-Senator from West Virginia [Mr, KENNA] 
requested me to announce his pair with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. SABIN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—5. 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 


Couger, McMillan, Miller of Cal., Sawyer. 
Frye, 
NAYS—35. 

Aldrich, Coke, Ingalls, Platt, 
Allison, Cullom, Jackson, Pugh, 
Bayard, Dawes, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Dolph, Maxey, Sewell, 
Biair, Groome, Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Call, Hale, Mitehell, VanW yck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Morrill, Vest, 
Chace, Harris, Pendleton, Wilson. 
Cockrell, arrison, Pike, 

ABSENT—356. 
Bowen, Garland, Kenna, Plumb, 
Brown, George, Lamar, ‘ 
Butler, Gibson, Lapham, Sabin, 
Camden, Gorman, Logan, Sfulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, McPherson, Sherman, 
Colquitt, Hill, Mahone, : 
Edmunds, Hoar, Manderson, Voorhees 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Walker, 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Williams 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. This bill professes to be a regulation of com- 
merce hy Congress and it»supplies a remedy for persons damnified in 
the manner prescribed by the bill. It occurs to me that it might be 
construed as an act which would deprive any person injured by any 
railroad company of any remedy which he might have under any State 
law or under any other Federal law than that-which is now en- 
acted. I do not know that it is n , but as a matter of precau- 
tion I have pospenet an amendment, which I wish to offer, to come in 
at the end of section 7, reading as follows: 

Provided, t nothing i 
a7 releh at craton aap iaconminet  coatpe a ieeonst 
der existing laws, State or this act being only to fornia cumu- 
lative remedies to persons having just cause of action against such company. 

[t occurred to me that, this being a regulationof commerce by act of 
Congress, every person who might be damnified by any railroad com- 
pany in the country would be shut up to the remedy provided for in 
this bill, which is a a mp ye I have offered 
the amendment to exclude the that persons having just cause of 
complaint and right of action against a railroad should be deprived of 
such right under any State or other Federal law. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 


It says it shall include all companies,” 


A 


The CHIEF CLERK. 


At the end of section 7 it is proposed to add: 


Provided, That oe aa eens eae any person of 
of action whic ve 
See eaaiioe on State or "Federal, ‘ans act am bein oe Eee ae to o furnish 
cumulative remedies to persons having just cause of action nst such com 
pany. 

Mr. WILSON. If I can have the attention of the Senator from Dela- 
ware a moment, I will say that that same thought had occurred to me, 
and I had an amendment in the nature of an additional sec- 
tion, which I will read, as I think it covers the ground and a little more 
than the proposition of the Senator from Delaware. ° It is this: 

Src. > = es in this act contained shall be held to meee any ppreee 

act or omission of a transportation esos within the 

“fllons of this.act to pursue the remedy provided in sections and 6 for 
the ascertainment and recovery of damages on account thereof; but such per- 
son may, by civil action in any ena of competent jurisdiction, maintain an ac- 
tion as h this act had not been passed; and in such cases the duties, obli- 
gations, liabilitics, and responsibilities of such ion company in all 
respects shall be the same as though said action had been commenced in pur- 
suance of the remedy in said sections 5 and 6 provided. 


That carries to the action which the individuals may commence in- 
dependently of this the liabilities in connection therewith that are pro- 
vided in the way of penalties and otherwise in the general provisions 
of the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think both amendments cover about the same 
ground, and I am perfectly willing to accept the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON. I had intended offering this as an independent sec- 
tion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was not — that an sughety else had any 
amendment to offer on this matter, and it oceu to me that it was a 
very proper thing todo. 1 ara perfectly willing to accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware accepts 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa in place of the one offered 
by him. . 

“Mr. WILSON. I desire to have this go in as an additional section, 
as section 14. I prefer to wait until we reach that portion of the bill, 
as I presume there are other amendments to the earlier sections of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. You had better offer it now. 

a WILSON. Very well; I will offer it now as an additional see- 


“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 14. That nothing in this aet contained shall be held to require any person 
aggrieved by the actor omission of a tpneneeintion company within the provis- 


ions of this act to pursue the remedy provided in sections 5 and 6 hereof for the 


ascertainmentand recovery of damages on account thereof, but such semenaey, 
by civil action in any court of competent jurisdiction, maintain an action as 
though this act had not beem passed; and in such cases the duties, ol Pg | 
liabi , and responsibilities of such transportation company in all respects 
shall be the same 2s though said action had been comm in pursuance of 
the remedy in said sections 5 and 6 Resneiien: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. Isitin order to offer an amendment to that amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in order now. It would be 
an amendment in the third 

The amendment of Mr. WILSON was to. 

Mr. CONGER. Lofferanamendment which will modify the difficulty 
which I have with section 13 to some extent, and to which some of my 
friends say they haveno objection. Section 13 defines the term “‘ trans- 
portation company,’’ as used in this act, to mean : 

An rat . \ q 
aly et EE wae ee ea 

After the word “‘ part,’’ in line 5 of section 13, I move to amend by 
a ‘‘which are run by any railroad company, making part of its 
row 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to add the words ‘or for;’’ soas to read, 

‘which are run by or for any railroad company.’ 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. Let it read, ‘which 
are run by or for any railroad company, making of its rou’ I 
think that the amendment I propose will be jectionable. it will 
remove the objection I have to the bill and make it more certain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. The amendment offered as section 
14 of the substitute, was with a ae tn mation 
of the Senator from Kansas . PLumMB], in order to enetthe tins 
going into Mexico. The amendment of Doth objets canbe beter 


t practically what I wish to arri but both objects 
actmplhel y striking ot part of the provin The proviso is 


Provided, That this shall not apply to transportation wholly by water. 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘ wholly by water’’ and to insert 
‘‘on the high seas,’’ which is a technical phrase applied to the ocean. 
The amendment I suggest is satisfactory to the Senntor from Kanes, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. _ te 

Mr. CALL. Linquire of the Senator from New Jersey if his amend- 
ment would not apply to the arrangement between the Pacific railroads 
and the Pacific Mail Steamship eae It seems to me that it would 
authorize that present monoply-of freights'which is so much com- 
plained of by the Board of Trade of New York. 

Mr. SEWELL. The former proviso would « poly just the same. I 
wish to confine the operation of the section to the high seas. I do not 
want to make it apply to inland water navigation. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me the section better provide that it 
shall not apply to inland navigation. It evidently would include the 
very evil so much complained of by the Board of Trade of New York 
in regard to the arrangement of a common rate of freight between the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company and the Pacific railroads. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Florida will hear the section 
read he will see that it applies now to the high seas and to inland trans- 
portation. I wish it toapply only tothe highseas. Thesection reads: 


That the provisions of this act shall be construed as = to all railroad 
or tra rtation companies engazed in the carrying o' ight from any place 
in the United States through any foreign territory to any other place in the 
United States, or from any place in the United States to any place outside the 
United States: Provided, That this shall not apply to transportation wholly by 
water. 


I wish to change it so that it shall not apply to transportation on the 
igh 


seas. 
“Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator also include ‘‘on the great lakes ”’ 
with ‘‘the high seas?’’ 

Mr. SEWELL. As it is proposed it applies to roads competing with 
the trunk lines. It will fix the Canadian transportation, which will 
come under this act, part by water and part by rail. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator wishes to fix it, whether he understands 
it or not, in the interest of a series of railroads running south of the 
great lakes, and to make a cut, as the gentlemen of the Houseof Rep- 
resentatives did some years ago, out of that great northwest and north- 
east communication which goes across the level country of Canada West 
for the benefit of roads running south of the lakes. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have no hesitation in saying that I am in favor of 
protecting capital invested in the United States as against that invested 
in Canada. 


Mr. CONGER. From Chicago to Port Huron there is a line of rail- 
roads owned by an American company running in the United States, 
the whole length of it. At the other end of that route there isa rail- 
road running from Island Pond to Portland, owned by an American com- 


_ pany, built by an American company, but leased by a Canadian com- 
pany. 


Why should the Senator try to strike down the industry of those 
roads in the interest of the little New Jersey roads? It is remarkable 
that the Senator should ask anything for a New Jersey road, because 

is generous conduct, proved by New Jersey companies that corpo- 
rations have souls, contrary to all the established rules, never imposes 
upon the people of the United States traveling through New Jersey. 
t is so plain that it seems to me he need not defend those roads. 
The New Jersey roads will be taken care of for their universal mag- 
nanimity and courtesy and kindness to the traveling public. 

The Senator might take the advantages that the New Jersey roads 
have for locality, and he might let the Northern roads, the great trans- 
porting routes from the Northwest and New England, have the route 
which nature has prepared for them, without doing what a Representative 
from Toledo did in the same interest, if not with the same object, when 
he prepared a bill which would prevent the productions of the North- 
western States from being taken to Canadaatall. Thatis the manly way 
to deal with it. Put ina provision here that Michigan, Wisconsin, Illi- 
nois, and all the Northwestern States shall not pass any of their pro- 
ductions over the railroads that run through Canada, and strike at the 
matter at once in a manly way by providing that all New England shall 
not send to the West from Boston and Portland and all the towns there 
any of their ce if it is going through Canada. 

Mr.8 LL. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. CONGER. I should rather the Senator would answer me some 
of my ts than to ask me a question. 

Mr. SEWELL. I wish to ask the Senator if he thinks a great wrong 
would be done to the Canada railroads by bringing them under the pro- 
visions of this bill ? 

Mr. CONGER. The bill does not pretend to have anything to do 

with railroads; it is water that the Senator is talking about. However 
strange it may sound to the Senate to have anybody talk about water, 
that is whatit means. Itis not a railroad in Canada, it is a water com- 
munication on the great lakes in the United States that the Senator by 
his amendment strikes at; where the communication is wholly by water, 
as from Duluth to Baffalo, or from Duluth to Ogdensburg, the whole 
length of all the lakes. The Senator seeks to strike at the whole com- 
ee een great rivers of the country by in- 
serting “high seas’’ lace of water communication. 
The G OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. [Putting the question. ] 
By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr.SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 





















The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a second for the demand for 
the yeas and nays? In the opinion of the Chair there is a second. 
The yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the other side be counted, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan de- 
mand the other side of the count? 

Mr. CONGER. If that is my right, I ask that the other side be 
counted. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey asks for 
the yeas and nays. The Chair will put the question again. Istherea 
second to that request? Senators opposed to the request 

Mr. CONGER. I do not ask that the question shall be taken again! 
I simply asked whether I had a right, before those in favor of taking the 
question by yeas and nays had gignified their desire to do so, to have 
the other side also counted. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the United States Senate the only 
way to determine that fact is to count the Senators present and then 
ascertain whether one-fifth have voted in favor of ordering the yeas 
and nays. ! 

Mr. CONGER. If the Chair intimates that he did that, and one-fifth 
voted to second the call, that is all that is neeessary. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It wasasimple announcement of the 
judgment of the Chair that one-fifth had voted to second the call. 

Mr. CONGER. In that case, that is all that is required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are ordered, and 
the Secretary will call the roil. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN ]. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Hiv}. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rose to vote ‘‘nay.’’ I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]; but I supposed he had entered the 
Chamber. . 
Mr. RANSOM. 





I am paired with the 


Iam paired with 


No; he is not here. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I shall not vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am paired on this question with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. BOWEN. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. WALKER] on the entire question. 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Aldrich, Hale, Morrill, Sewell. 
Allison, Jackson, Pike, 
Dolph, Mitchell, Platt, 

NAYS—21. . 

Bayard, Conger, Jonas, Vance, 
Beck, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Veat, 
Blair, Groome, Pugh, Wilson, 
Call, Hampton, Riddieberger, 
Cameron of Wis., _ Harrison, Sawyer, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Slater, 

ABSENT—45, 
Bowen, Frye, Lapham, Piumb, 
Brown, Garland, Logan, Ransom, 
Butler, George, MeMillan, Sabin, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Mahone, Sherman, 
Chace, Harris, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Hawley, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hill, Miller of Cal., Walker, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Williams 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
Fair, Kenna, Palmer, 
Farley, Lamar, Pendleton, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and 44 Senators answered to their 
names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-four Senators are present, 
The Secretary will again call the roll on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 

Mr. SEWELL. Asa number of Senators are of the opinion that sec- 
tion 13 covers the object I wish to arrive at, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
leave to withdraw his amendment. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. I now offer an amendment, on behalf of the Senator from’ 
Mississippi [ Mr. GEoRGE],to come in as an additional section after sec- 
tion 6 of the bill. It is the amendment I offered awhile ago, but I 
could not then clearly indicate the place in the bill where it should be 
inserted. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section after 
section 6: 


Sec. —. That in case any transportation company engaged as aforesaid shall 
do, suffer, or permit to be done any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited 
or forbidden, or shall omit to do any act, matter, or thing in this act required to 
be done, or shall be guilty of any violation of the provisions of this act, such 
transportation company shall be liable to pay to the person or persons who may 


No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
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be injured thereby the amount of the damages so sustained and costs as pro- 
vided in the sixth section of this act,to be recovered by the person or persons 
so damaged by suit in United States court of competent jurisdiction where the 
transportation company causing such damage can be found, or may have an 
agent, office, or place of business; and if the court before which any such ac- 
tion is tried shal) be of opinion that the violation of the law was willful, it shall 
make an allowance, by way of additional costs, to the party injured, sufficient 
to cover all his counsel and attorney fees, In any action to be brought as afore- 
said in any court of the United States the court shall have all the power of a 
court of equity to compel discovery and the production of books, documents, 
and papers. In any such action so brought any director, officer, receiver, or 
trustee of any company aforesaid, or any receiver, trustee, or person aforesaid, 
or any agent of any such company, receiver, trustee, or person aforesaid, or of 
any of them, alone or with any other person or persons, party or parties, may 
and shall be compelled to attend, appear, and testify and give evidence; and no 
claim that any such testimony or evidence might or might not tend to criminate 
the person testifying or giving evidence shall be of any avail, but such evidence 
or testimony shal! not be used as against such person on the ‘rial of any indict- 
ment against him. The attendance and appearance of any of the persons who 
as aforesaid may be compelled to appear or testify, and the giving of the testi- 
mony or evidence by the same, er. and the production of books and 
papers thereby, may and shall be compelled the same as in the case of any 
other witness; and in case any deposition or evidence, or the production of 
any books or papers,may be desired or required for the purpose of applying 
for or sustaining any such action,the same, and the production of books and 
papers, may and shajl be had,taken,and compelled by or before any United 
States commissioner, or in any manner provided or to be provided for as to the 
taking of other depositions or evidence, or the attendance of witnesses, or the 
production of other books or papers in or by chapter 17 of title 13 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. No action aforesaid shall be sustained un- 
less brought within one year after the cause of action shall accrue, or within one 
year after the party complaining shall have come toa knowledge of his right 
of action. And as many causes of action as may accrue within the year may be 
joined in the same suit or complaint. And any circuit or district court of the 
United States having jurisdiction of the persons shall have the power, upon ap- 
plication of any person or persons, firms, railroads, or other corporations or as- 
sociations, alleging undue and unjust discrimination against a person in viola- 
tion of the provisions of this act, to issue writs of mandamus against such per- 
son, commanding such person to move and transport freight or to furnish facili- 
ties for transportation for the party applying for the writ, upon such terms and 
in such manner as shall seem just and proper to the court, in order to prevent 
any undue or unjust discrimination against the relator. The proceedings shall 
be as in other cases of mandamus; and in cases of urgent necessity orinvolving 
the transportation of perishable goods the writs of alternative mandamus may 
be made returnable forthwith ; Provided, Thatno writ or peremptory mandamus 
shall issue under this act until the relator shall have given security, in such sum 
as shall be named by the court, to pay the defendant the proper and legal charges 
for the services required to be performed by the writ aforesaid: And provided 
further, That the remedy herein given by writ of mandamus shall be cumula- 
tive, and shall not exclude or interfere with the other remedies herein provided. 
No cause brought under this act in any State court of competent jurisdiction 
shall be removed to any United States court. 


Mr. CALL. I merely wish to say that the amendment was pre- 
pared by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGer], and that I offer 
it at his request. It is designed to furnish an affirmative remedy to a 
person aggrieved by a violation of the act now proposéd to be passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agteeing to the 
amendment of the Seaator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Hi]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 


The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 
Call, Maxey, Vance, Vest. 
Coke, Slater, Van Wyck, 

NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lapham, Platt, 
Allison, Groome, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Blair, Hampton, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Manderson, Sabin, 
Chace, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Miller of N, Y., Sewell, 
Conger, Ingalls, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cullom, Jackson, Morgan, Wilson, 
Dawes, Jonas, Morrill, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 

ABSENT—31. 

Bayard, Fatr, Hill, Pendleton, 
Beck, Farley, Hoar, Plumb, 
Bowen, Frye, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Brown, Garland, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Butler, George, Lamar, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gibson, ae Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Mahone, Williams. 
Cockrell, Hale, Palmer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. At the request of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] I move to add, after line 22 of section 5, the following words: 

And such report shall in all proceedings tinder this act be prima facie evidence 
of the existence of the facts therein found to be true. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. Also, by request of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE], I move to add, at the end of section 10, the following: 


The said commission is hereby authorized to invoke the aid of a United-States 
court of competent jurisdiction to compel the 1g Of said reports; and if any 
company shall fail or refuse to make any report required of it as aforesaid, the 


said company shall forfeit and pay for every such neglect or failure a penalt 
not less than $1,000, and it and its officers shall be’ subject to all the other penal 
ties prescribed in this act for a violation of any of its provisions. The reports 
of each company shall be certified under its corporate seal to be correct in every 
respect, and shall also be verified by the oaths of its president, secretary, treas- 
urer, and chief book-keeper ; and if any report shall contain any statement will- 
fully false, the affiants thereto shall be guilty of perjury, and, on conviction, shall 
be subject to the pains and penalties prescribed by law for such offense. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, that is an amendment to section 
10, which requires the railroad companies to make annual reports at 
the request of the commissioners. If Senators will look at the pro- 
visions of that section, I think they will see what embarrassment it 
may be to require those reports. I will read it. Section 10 provides: 

That the commission is hereby authorized to require annual reports from all 
transportation companies en in interstate commerce, to fix the time and 
prescribe the manner in which such reports shall be made, and to require from 
such com ies specific answers to al! questions upon which the commission 
may 1 information. Such annual reports shall show in detail the amount 
of capital stock issued and the amounts paid therefor; the dividends paid; the 
number of stockholders; the funded and floating debts and the interest paid 
thereon; the cost and value of the company’s property, franchises, and equip- 
ment, with a complete description of the same; the number of employés and 
the salaries paid each class; the amounts expended for improvements each 
year and how expended; the monthly earnings and receipts from each branch 
of business and from all sources; the monthly operating and other expenses ; 
the balances of profit and loss, and a complete exhibit of the financial opera- 
tions of the company each year. Such reports shall also contain such informa- 
tion in relation to rates or regulations concerning fares or freights, or agree 
ments, arrangements, or contracts with other companies, as the commission 
may require. 

I do not believe that the objects sought to be attained by the appoint- 
ment of the commission can be aided in any way by the adoption of 
the tenth section. I can see very readily how a report made in com- 
pliance with it, disclosing the whole business operations of a company, 
may operate to the injury of the company and may destroy their credit 
in the community. A new enterprise just struggling into existence 
may by such a report be not only crippled but utterly destroyed. I 
can understand very well how operators in stocks in Wall street may 
desire to have this information. They could deal perhaps with more 
safety, but I can notsee that the objects sought by the bill can be aided 
in the least by such an exposé of the private transactions and business 
of a company. 

I am perfectly willing to adopt any measure that will limit the power 
of the companies to oppress the people, but I do not want to see the 
companies themselves unnecessarily oppressed or injured. I have no 
doubt there are a t many just complaints against these corporations. 
Perhaps some of the complaints which are made are merely ideal, but 
I have no doubt that there are discriminations, that there are exorbi- 
tant prices charged by some of the corporations, and that persons hav- 
ing to use the railroads for the transportation of their freights and prod- 
ucts are damnified and injured by the exactions of the companiese If 
we can devise any means to correct that or give any remedy whatever 
for the evils which are justly complained of, I am here ready to do it; 
but I do not think our legislation ought to partake of a nature which 
will necessarily oppress and injure the corporations themselves. While 
we should aim to do justice to shippers, we ought not to be unjust, in 
my opinion, to those institutions upon which we are dependent for the 
transportation of persons and property. 

In fact I have but little faith that the bill will accomplish anything. 
What is it? It provides simply for the appointment of nine commis- 
sioners with high salaries, authorized to incur large expenses. They 
must and doubtless will incur expenses amounting to two or three 
hundred thousand dollars annually. What can they do and what is 
provided in the bill that they shall d6? They are simply to hear com- 
plaints. They are to note down all the complaints which are made to 
them and to investigate the nature of the complaints. If in the judg- 
ment of the commission the complaints are valid, what are they to do? 
Are they to provide any remedy? Nota particle. All they are to do 
is to certify that fact to the district attorney. Then he goes. into an 
investigation, and if he ascertains that any person has been injured by 
discriminations or by extortion he is compelled, under the bill, at the 
instance of the party injured, to institute suit; but with the provision 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLson], which 
reserves to the party all his remedies under State law or under the com- 
mon law of the country, I should think that he would be a silly man 
who would seek the remedy pointed out in the bill when all the rights 
and remedies that he has are secured to him by the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Iowa to the fourteenth section. I am very sure 
there are few suits that will be instituted under the provisions of the 
bill, and without suits originated by the district attorney there is no 
remedy secured under it to any person who has been damnified by the 
injustice of a railroad company. 

I care very little about the measure. If it can accomplish anything 
by its moral influence, as was suggested yesterday by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], if itis going to be armed with such potent moral 
influence that the ions of the country will stand in awe of it, it 
may be well enough; but I apprehend that that is a fiction of fancy, 
and that the corporations will not stand in such holy horror of the com- 
mission which is to be appointed that they will cease to do evil and 
learn to do well. 
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The amendment as amended was concurred in, as follows: Strike out 


the substitution of this bill for the Reagan bill, which did furnish some | all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 


remedy, and yet I was not so perfectly in love with that bill. If there 
can be any measure devised that will operate to secure justice to the 
people interested in transportation by water or otherwise, I am per- 
fectly willing to see it tried. 

I deprecate this expense, but we are accustomed to large expenses in 
this country. We have had numerous commissions. We had a Mis- 
sissippi Improvement Commission, and what has it amounted to? 
Verily in my opinion it has done no good. We have had various com- 
missions; we have at the present time a Civil Service Commission, and 


so far as I understand I do not know what good it has done. I donot | 
know what good it will do. For one, I do not hesitate to say thatif I | 


were President of the United States, charged with the responsibility of 
administering the executive affairs of this Government, I would do it 
according to the dictates of my own judgment. I should not be a 
butcher and turn out every man who was in office. If he wasa faith- 
ful, honest servant I would keep him there for a proper time at least, 
but I would not feel bound to take my political enemies and keep them 
forever in office simply because the Civil Service Commission might 


have made some rule that might require me to doit. If I were Presi- | 


| commerce, more than a reasonable rate of compensation for the tra 


dent of the United States and charged with the duty of administering 
the executive department of this Government, I should discharge it 
according to the dictates of my own judgment and for the best inter- 
ests of the people of the country. 

We have had various commissions, and none of them has ever 
amounted to much. We hadan Electoral Commission, the only effect 
of which was to deprive the people of this country of their choice for 
President of the United States. I have not much faith in commissions, 
nor have I much faith in the one here proposed. I do not think it will 
amount to much; but if the Senate of the United States see proper to 
adopt it, I have no objection. Its moral influence, I apprehend, will 
not amount to much, and the legal remedies which the bill provides I 
think will not be sought by any person damnified by the operations of 
railroad companies. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only desire to say that I hope the tenth section 
will not be stricken out, and to remind the Senate that according to the 
understanding we are to vote upon the main question at 3 o’clock to- 
day. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can not spare this opportunity to say a word or two 
to my friend from Delaware in regard to his feeling about the Civil 
Service Commission. Heasks, with some apparent anguish, what good 
has it done? I say to him that that will be much more apparent after 
thirty days than it ever has been before to the ordinary Democratic ap- 
prehension. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to know whether the understanding is to ex- 
clude amendments to the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not exclude amendments; it 
only excludes debate. 

Mr. MAXEY. Before the vote is taken upon the passage of the bill 
it was my purpose to state at some length my reasons for favoring the 
House bill and for opposing the Senate proposition. I do not regard 
the Senate proposition as of any practical value whatever. On the eon- 
trary, I believe that it will hereafter prevent the relief that is sought, 
and will not answer the great public demand for legislation on thesub- 
ject of interstate commerce. This measure hasthe appearance of being 
—— on that subject, but is without any real, tangible, valuable 
effect of legislation. For that reason, as the vote is to be taken, and I 
have not time to speak, I shall vote against the bill when the question 
comes up on its passage. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. At the end of section 14, on behalf of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE], I move to add: 


That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit courts of the United States 


to aid ina summary manner the said commission in performing any duty im- 
posed on them by this act. , . 


The amendment was rejected. ° 


Mr. CALL. At the request of the Senator from Mississippi, I move 
to add as an additional section to the bill the following: 

Sec. —. That every person who, being president, vice-president, director, 
superintendent, or general agentofany transportation company, shall authorize, 
or concur in, or permit any violation of this act shall be liable to the same penal- 
ties and subject to the same damages as are herein imposed on the transporta- 
tion company for such violation, and every such person may be joined as co- 
defendant with said company in any proceeding under this act, or may be pro- 
ceeded against separately, as the complainant may clect. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CALL. Also, by request of the Senator from Mississippi, I move 
to add at the end of section 4 the following: 


And proof that any transportation company, in all cases where it shall also ap- 
pear that such transportation company has issued or has not then canceled stock 


commonly known as watered, then a greater charge for a shorter distance than 
a longer one shall be unjust discrimination in the sense of this act. 


The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 





That for the purpose of providing for the regulation of commerce among the 
several States and Territories a commission is hereby created and established, 
to be known as the Interstate-Commerce Commission,which shall be composed 
of nine commissioners, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, one of whom shall be selected from each 
judicial circuit of the United States. Three of the commissioners first appointed 
under this act shall continue in office for terms of two years, three for four years, 
and three for six years, the respective terms to be designated by the President 
but their suécessors shall be appointed for terms of six years, except that any 
person chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for the unexpired term 
of the commissioner whom he shall succeed. Any commissioner may be removed 
by the President for incompetency or malfeasance in office. Vacancies occasioned 
by removal, resignation, or other cause shall be filled by the President And 
not more than five shall belong to the same pclitical party. 

SEec.2. That the commission hereby created shall have and exercise the pow 
ers and discharge the duties defined and granted in this act pertaining to the 





| methods and regulating the operation of all transportation companies engaged 





in interstate commerce, and to take into consideration andto,thoroughly ins 
tigate all the various questions relating to commerce between the States, and 
especially in the matter of the transportation thereof, so far as may be necessary 





| to the establishment of a just sysvem of regulations for the government of the 


same. 
Sec.3. That if any transportation company engaged in interstate commerce 
shall collect, demand, or receive, in the transaction of the business of interstate 





sportation 
of freight of any description, or for the receiving, delivery, storage, or handling 
of property, or for the use or transportation of any railroad-car upon its railroad, 
or on any of the branches thereof, or upon any railroad it has the right, license, 
or permission to use, operate, or contro), said transportation company shall be 
deemed guilty of extortion, which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanos 

Sec. 4. That if any transportation company engaged in interstate commerce 
shall, directly or indirectly, by any rebate, drawback, or other device, charge, 
demand, collect, or receive from any persen a greater compensation for any 
service it may render in its transaction of interstate commerce than it charges, 
demands, collects, or receives from any other person for doing for him, in a like 
business and under substantially similar circumstances and conditions, contem- 
poraneously a like service, or if any such transportation company shall neglect 
or refuse to furnish the same facilities for the carriage, receiving, delivery, stor 
age, and handling of interstate commerce freights to one person that is at the 
same time furnished to any other person for the carriage, receiving, delivery, 
storage, and handling of such freights of the same class, and under substantially 
similar circumstances, such transportation company shall be deemed guilty of 
unjust discrimination, which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor. 

Sec. 5. That whenever complaint is made to the commission, in such manner 
as it may prescribe, charging any transportation company engaged in interstate 
commerce with extortion or unjust discrimination in the trarmsaction of such 
business, a statement of the charges thus made shall be forwarded to the trans- 
portation company, which shall be called upon to satisfy the complaint or to 
answer the same in writing within a reasonable given time. 

If such transportation company shall, within the time specified, make repara- 
tion for the injury done and the complaint shall be withdrawn, the case shall be 
dismissed, and the transportation company shall be relieved of liability for any 
other penalty for the particular violation of this act thus complained of. 

If such transportation company shall not satisfy the complaint within the 
time specified, or if it shall neglect or refuse to answer the same as required, or 
if either party to the proceeding shall demand a hearing, and there shail appear 
to be any reasonable ground for investigating said complaint, it shall be the 
duty of the commission to investigate the matters complained of, to determine 
all questions of fact at issue, to record its finding, and to furnish a report thereof 
to both parties. 

And if it shall appear that the transportation company has been guilty of 
either extortion or unjust discrimination as charged, it shall be the duty of the 
commission to give notice to such company to discontinue the practice thereof 
forthwith, and to pay the complainant, within a reasonable given time, the dam- 
ages, if any, to which the commission may find the complainant justly entitled 
in consequence thereof. 

And if such damages shall be paid as required,and the commission shall be 
satisfied that the transportation company has ceased to practice the extortion or 
unjust discrimination complained of,an order to that effect shall be entered of 
record by the commission, and the transportation company shall be relieved of 
liability for any other penalty for the particular act complained of. 

Sec. 6. That if any transportation company engaged in interstate commerce 
shall neglect or refuse to pay the damages assessed against it by the interstate com- 
| merce commission, and to desist from the further violation of this act, it shall be 
| the duty of the commission to certify the facts to the district attorney of the United 
| States for the judicial district in which the act complained of occurred; and it 
| shall be the duty of the distriet attorney, at the request of the complainant, to 
forthwith commence such proceedings, in the name of the complainant, as may 
be necessary to recover any damages sustained by him, or to compel the trans- 
portation company to comply with the provisions of this act, or both; and th« 
circuit court of the United States for said district shall have jurisdiction to try 
said cause, without regard to the citizenship of the parties. Costs shall be 
awarded as in other cases; but in case judgment is rendered against the de- 
fendant, the court may, in its discretion, allow to the district attorney a reason- 
able fee for prosecuting said cause, to be taxed as part of the costs; and in case 
of failure to recover, the complainant shall pay the costs of suit, attorney's fees 
excepted. 

Any such transportation company that shall be convicted under the provis- 

| ions of this actof either extortion or unjust discrimination shall forfeit and pay 
| for each offense a fine of not exceeding $1 ,000. 
Any such transportation company that shall neglect or refuse to make such 
|} annual reports as the commission may require,or that shall neglect or refuse 
to answer any question or to produce any book, paper, contract, or other docu- 
ment,or properly certified abstract thereof,called for by the commission in 
making any investigation under the authoriy of this act, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in a sum not exceed- 
ing $1,000 for each offense herein described. 

Any such transportation company or any person or persons that shall violato 
any of the provisions of this act not in this section specified, or that shall in any 
manner attempt to obstruct the enforcement of its provisions, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in a sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

Src. 7. That each commissioner shal] receive an annual salary of $7,500, paya 
ble in the same manner as the salaries ef judges of the courts of the United 
States. The commission shall appoint a secretary, who shall receive an annual 
salary of $3,500, payable in like manner. The commission shall have authority 
to employ and fix the compensation of such other employés as it may find nec- 
essary to the proper performance of its duties, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior. All necessary traveling expenses incurred by the 
commissioners, or by their employés under their orders, in making any investi- 
gation in any other place than in the city of Washington, shall be allowed and 
paid on the approval by the Secretary of the Interior of itemized vouchers there- 
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for The con ssion shall be furnished by the Secretary of the Interior with 
suitable offices and all necessary office supplies. Witnesses summoned before 


the commiss 


shall be paid the same fees and mileage that are paid to wit- 
yurts of the United States. All of the expenses of the commis- 
sion shall be paid on the presentation of vouchers approved by the president of 


nesses in the 


the commission and by the Secretary of the Interior. 
S 5. That the commission may meke such ordersas it may deem necessary 
for t regulation of its business, and prescribe the forms to be used therein. A 


majority of the commission shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi- 


ness, except as hereinafter provided 

Sy ». That in making any investigation required by this act the commission 
shall have power to summon and require the attendance of witnesses, to admin- 
ister oaths, and to require the production of all books, papers, contracts, and 


documents, or properly certified abstracts thereof, relating to the matter under 


investigation and necessary for the information of the commission in connection | 


therewith. The commission is hereby authorized to conduct investigations in 
such portions of the United States as it may deem neceasary, and for that pur- 
pose may delegate the powers conferred by this section to any member or mem- 
bers of the com:nission 

Sec. 10. That the commission is hereby authorized to require annual reports 


from all transportation companies engaged in interstate commerce, to fix the 
time and prescribe the manner in which such reports shall be made, and to re- 
quire from such companies specific answers to all questions upon which the com- 
mission may need information. Such annual reports shall show in detail the 
amount of capital stock issued and the amounts paid therefor; the dividends 
paid; the number of stockholders; the funded and floating debts and the in- 
terest paid thereon; the cost and value of the company's property, franchises, 
and equipment, with a complete description of the same; the number of em- 
ployés and the salaries paid each class; the amounts expended for insprove- 
ments each year, and how expended; the monthly earnings and receipts from 
each branch of business and from all sources ;ethe monthly operating and other 
expenses; the balances of profit and loss, and a complete exhibit of the finan- 
Mal operations of the company each year. Such reports shal! also contain such 
information in relation tg rates or regulations concerning fares or freights, or 
agreements, arrangeménts, 6? contracts with other companies as the comimis- 
sion may require. 1 “Wee a. 


Sec. lL. That the commission shall, on or before the lst day in December in 
each year, make a report to the Secretary of the Interior, which shall be by him 
transmitted to Congress, and copies of which shall be distributed as are the 
other reports issued from the Interior Department. This report shall contein 
such information and data collected by the commission as may be considered of 
value in the determination of questions connected with the regulation of inter- 
state commerce, together with such recommendations as to gdditional legisla- 
tion for the regulation of interstate commerce as the commission may deem 
necessary, And said commission shall precede its first report with an investi- 
gation of the subject of interstate commerce, which shall embrace the subjects 
of establishing a system of both maximum and minimum charges for transpor- 
tation, and for the preservation of free competition within the limits so fixed; 
for the prohibition of discriminations of any kind whatever either in favor of or 
against cities, towns, or other localities, whether the same be competing or non- 
competing points, and for applying the same principle to transportation for in- 
dividuals, firms, associations, or corporations in all matters relating to com- 
tierce among the States: for the preservation and enforcement of the right of 
shippers to select the lines and parts of lines over which their shipments shall 
pass, to the end that said commerce among the States may avail itself of the 
all-rail or part-rail and part-water routes of che country; for the prevention of 
such pooling arrangements and agreements torefrain from just competition as 
may tend to impose unreasonable burdens upon said commerce among the 
States, and for the protection of said commerce against unjust exactions based 
on a class of securities commonly denominated “ watered stock ;” and said 
commission, in conducting said investigation, shall be guided by such rules of 
action as will be fair, just, and equitable toward all of the interests involved, 
whether the same be private, public, or corporate, connected with the subject 
of commerce among the States. 

Sec. 12. That the route of any transportation company engaged in the inter- 
state commerce shall include all the railroad and water routes in use by such 
company, whether owned by said company or used by it under license, lease, 
or permission otherwise given. And it shall be unlawful for any transportation 
company as aforesaid to enter into any combination, contract, or agreement, 
expressed or implied, to prevent, by change of time-schedule, carriage in differ- 
ent cars, or by other means or devices, the carriage of interstate commerce 
freights from being continuous from the place of shipment to the place of desti- 
nation, whether said freight is carried on one or several railroads, or partly by 
rail and partly by vessel. Andnobreak of bulk, stoppage, or interruption made 
by said transportation company shall prevent the carriage of any interstate com- 
merce freights from being and being treated as one continuous carriage from 
the place of shipment to the place of destination, unleas such break, stoppage, 
or interruption was made in good faith for some necessary purpose, and with- 
out any intent to avoid or unnecessarily interrupt such continuous carriage or 
to evade any of the provisions of this act. 


Sec, 13. That the term “transportation company engaged in interstate com- 
meree,’’ as used in this act, shall be decmed and taken to mean any corpora- 
tion, company, or individual now owning, operating, or using any railroad or 
railroads, or any vessel or vessels, in whole or in part, which are run by or for 
any railroad company, making part of its route,or that may have the right, 
license, or permission to operate, use, or control any railroad or railroads, or 
any vessel or vessels, in whole orin part, provided said corporation, company, 
or individual is engaged in the business of transporting freights or property of 
any description by railroad, or partly by railroad and partly by water, from one 
State into another State or Territory of the United States, “or from any Terri- 
tory into any State or any other Territory ;" and the provisions of thisact shall 
apply to all persons, firms, and companies, and to all associations of persons 
or companies, whether incorporated or not, and to all associations of corpora- 
tions engaged in thus transporting freights or property of any description, in 
the manner above set forth, from one State into any other State or Territory, or 
from any Territory into any State orany other Territory. . 

Sec. 14. That the provisions of this act shall be construed as applicable to all 
railroad or transportation companies en: din the carrying of freight from 
any place in the United States through any foreign territory to any other place 
in the United States, orfrom any place in the United States to any place outside 
ny United States: Provided, That this shall not apply to transportation wholly 
»”y water. 

Sue. 15. That the sum of $90,000 is hereby appropriated for the use and pur- 
poses of this act for the fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1885, and the interven- 
ing time anterior thereto; and it is expressly provided that no pending litiga- 
tion between railroad companies shall in any way be affected by this act. 

Sec. 16. That nothing in this act contained shall be held to require any person, 
aggrieved by the act or omission of a transportation company within t ro- 
visions of this act, to pursue the remedy provided in sections 5 and 6 hereof for 
the ascertainment and recovery of on account thereof; but such per- 
son may, by civil action in any court of competent jurisdiction, maintain an 
action as though this act had not been ; and in such cases the duties, ob- 
ligations, liabiiities, and responsibilities of such transportation company in all 


respects shall be the sameas though said action had been commenced in pursu- 
ance of the remedy in said sections 5 and 6 provided. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read three 
times, the question is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. COKE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from California [Mr. FARLEY]. If he were 


present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr.Grpson ], who is detained from the 
Senate by sickness in his family, but I am informed by his colleague 
[Mr. Jonas] that he would probably vote as I myself would, and there- 
fore I shall vote. I vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay ’’ and I believe he would vote *‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WrLLtAMs]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan]. 
** may.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BECK. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], 
who is absenf. I should yote ‘‘nay ’’ if he were here. 

Mr. SABIN (after having voted in the affirmative). I have been 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna], but I voted 
supposing that he was present this morning. As I see he has not voted, 
I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection. 

Mr. SABIN. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia were present, and he would vote “‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should vote 


The vote will be withdrawn if there 


Aldrich, Frye, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
Allison, Groome, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Blair, Hampton, Lamar, Pugh, 
Call, Harris, Lapbam, Riddelberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Chace, Hawley, Manderson, Sewell, 
Conger, Hill, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cullom, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Slater, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Mitchell, Vest, 
Dolph, Jackson, Morrill, Wilson. 
Edmunds, Jonas, Pike, 
NAYS—12. 

Bayard, Coke, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Coiquitt, Morgan, Vance, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Pendleton, Van Wyck. 

ABSENT—21. 
Beck, Fariey, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Bowen, Garland, I n, Walker, 
Brown, George, Mahone, Williams, 
Camden, Gibson, Palmer, . 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Ransom, 
Fair, Hale, Sabin, 


So the bill was passed. 
AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis the duty of the Chair now to lay 
before the Senate the next special order, being Order of Business 336. 
The title of the bill will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of 
lands granted tothe Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 4976, heretofore reported by the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate now 


roceed to the consideration of Order of Business 


1074, being the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of 
the trade-dollar. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 


ates 
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Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement before 
the question is taken. ‘ ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement on the pending question. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Senator from New 
Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will be recollected by the Senate that at the close 
of the last session the Senate was engaged in the consideration of House 
bill 2550, Calendar No. 863, entitled ‘‘A bill to prohibit the importa- 
tion and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement 
to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District 
of Columbia.’’ It was postponed, after being partially considered, until 
the 9th of December last, and I anticipated that at that time it would 
be di» of. It was interfered with by various special orders, and | 
from that day until the present time, although it came over substan- | 
tially in the form of unfinished business from the last session, I have 
been seeking an opportunity to have it laid before the Senate and dis- | 
posed of. It is a bill in which there is a very great public interest. | 
During the interim from the 9th of December to the present time sev- 
eral of the Legislatures of the States have passed resolutions calling the 
attention of the Senate to this bill and urging action upon it, and many 
memorials have been sent to the Senate and to the other House of Con- 
gress, although the bill has already been passed by the other House, 
asking that the question be disposed of. I hope, now that the last 
month has been occupied by the interstate-commerce bill, which really 
ought not to have come in the way of this at all, as I think, that the 
Senate will consent to take up this bill and dispose of it. The bill 
urged by the Senator from Vermont may be an important bill; un- 
doubtedly it will be disposed of; the Committee on Finance can always 
have this floor; but I submit that justice to the friends of this measure 
requires that it should be now considered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think I am in favor of the Senator’s bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not open to debate. 
Does the Senator from Vermont ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. MORRILL. I do, for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that he may be heard on this question. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The Senator from Vermont will 
proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was the understanding when the bill in regard 
to silver coinage was reported that it should be considered yesterday 
morning. On account of the prolongation of the debate on the inter- 
state-commerce bill, which has progressed until this time, it was not 
so considered. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that he 
call up his bill to-morrow morning im the morning hour, as I think it 
will not attract much debate. I must insist on my motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think there areseveral bills that are already 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I would not like the suggestion of the Senator from 
Vermont to go with the idea that I acquiesced in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire ask unanimous consent to be heard ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; unless the consent already given covers that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think it covers 
further remarks. The Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous 
consent to be heard again on this question.® Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thanking the Senate for its indulgence, I wish simply | 
to say that the morning hour, as I understand, is already occupied by | 
one or more bills, the friends of which understand that they have the 
right of way, and whatever may have been the understanding lately 
arrived at in regard to this bill which the Senator from Vermont moves 
to take up at this time, much earlier understandings were arrived at 
between the friends of this measure and of the interstate-commerce 
bill and one or two others, that itshould be heard so far as their assist- 
ance could enable it to receive a hearing as soon as the interstate-com- 
merce bill was disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrii]}. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that I may put a question to my friend from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will include in that request that 
he have unanimous consent to answer m y question. The question is 
whether he intends, if his motion be carried, to press the bill until it | 
is finally disposed of by the Senate, or whether he desires to have it 
brought up now simply for the purpose of submitting some remarks in 
support of the bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, Mr. President, I do not—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Vermont will proceed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am ready to submit some remarks, but I assure | 
the Senator that I shall not occupy a large amount of time—not more | 
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than twenty-five or thirty minutes. It has never been my habit t 
advocating a bill that I do not intend to press 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I inquire what is the special order, Mr 
President ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo The special order is Order of Busi 
ness 336, being the bill (H. R. 3993) to declare a forfeiture of lands 
granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for cther purposes. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. May I be allowed to puta question? I should 
like to isk a question of the Senator from Vermont 

The PRESIDEN r pro te mpore. 
from Nebraska making remarks ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I object to further debate on this motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Does the Senator seriously object to a question 
being propounded to him at this stage of the matter ? 


Is there objection to the Senator 


Mr. MORRILL. I said, although it-was not heard by the Chair 
that I objected to further debate at this time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Do you object to my asking a question ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please address the Chait 
The Chair asked for objection and heard none. The Senator from Ne- 
braska is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire merely toask the Senator from Vermont 
whether the bill now proposed to be taken up is a House bill or a Sen- 
ate bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. A House bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. But entirely changed and remodeled by the re- 
port of the Senate committee. Then I merely want to appeal, if I am 
in order, to the Senate to remember that there is now before us in order 
the Texas Pacific forfeiture bill, which has been lying here a long timet 
a matter of great importance, and I trust that it having been made 
special order by a vote of two-thirds of the body, it will not now be dis- 
placed by a majority vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLu} that the Senate 
now proceed to consider the trade-dollar bill, so called. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. GiBson]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
37, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 


Aldrich Gorman McPherson, Ransom, 
Bayard Groome, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Hampton Miller of N. Y., Sabin, 
Bowen, Hawley Mitchell, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Morgan Sewell, 
Chace Jackson, Morril)}, Sherman, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Palmer Vance 
Conger Lamar, . Pendleton, 
Dawes, Lapham Platt, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Pugh, 

NAYS—21. 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Slate 
Butler, Garland, Maxey Van Wyck 
Call, Harris, * Miller of Cal Vest. 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Pike, 
Cockrell, Hill, Plumb 
Coke, Ingalls, Sawyer 

ABSENT—18 
Allison Farley Jonas Walker 
grown, Frye Kenna Williams 
Camden, George Logan Wilson 
Cullom, Gibson Manderson 
Fair, Hale, Voorhees, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That until July 1, 1885, United States trade-dollars, if not defaced, mutilated, or 
stamped, shali be received at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treas- 
urer of the United States in exchange fora like amount, dollar for dollar, of stand- 
ard silver dollars of the United States. / 

Sec.2. That thetrade-dollars received by the Treasurer or any 
urer of the United States shall not be paid out or in any other m 
at the expense of the United States, shall be transmitted to the age mints and 
shall be regarded and treated as silver bullion, and, at their bullion value, shall 
be deducted from the amount of bullion required to be purchased and coined by 
the act of February 28, 1878, and shall be recoined into standard silver dollars ac- 
cording to the provisions of said act: Provided, That the amount to be so deducted 
as provided in this section shall not exceed $500,000 in any month. 

Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-dollars are hereby repealed 

Sec. 4. That the President is hereby authorized to renew negotiations with 
the states of the “ Latin Union,” and with other foreign powers, for the pur- 
pose of making treaties with them in order to secure such co-operation as may 
enable the nations agreeing thereto to open their respective mints to the free 
coinage of silver, with full legal-tender power, at an agreed ratio to gold. 
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ratified prior to August 1, 1886, then and thereafter so much of the act of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,” as authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase from time to time of silver bullion, atthe 
market price thereof, not less than two million dollars’ worth per month nor 
more than four million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to be 
coined into such dollars monthly as fast as so purchased, shall be suspended, 

Mr. INGALLS. I move toamend the amendment of the committee 
by striking out section 5. 

Mr. MORRILL, I suppose the Senator from Kansas may move that 
amendment, though it is not exactly in order now, as I have the floor 
] believe. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wasrecognized, I thought, by the presiding officer. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas arose and was recognized by the Chair, and the amend- 
ment is certainly in order at this time, the Senator having the floor. 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment is to strike out section 5 of the 
proposed amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 5. Thatin case no such treaties as aforesaid shall have been made and 
ratified prior to August 1, 1886, then and thereafter so much of the act of Febru- 
ary 28, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act toauthorize the coinage of the standard silver dol- 
lar and to restore its legal-tender character,’ as authorizes and directs the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase from time to time of silver bullion, at the 
market price thereof, not less than two million dollars’ worth per month nor 
roore than four million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to be 
coined into such dollars monthly as fast as so purchased, shall be suspended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. - Mr. President, let me say at once that the amend- 
wents proposed by the Committee on Finance to the bill under consid- 
eration are accepted by me on the idea that it is the duty of Congress to 
take some immediate action upon the subjects here presented. More 
heroic remedies, as I believe, would be more salutary; but if any legis- 
lation is to be accomplished at the present session some deference must 
be paid to the conflicting opinions here and elsewhere prevailing, and 
the Committee on Finance have reached the conclusion that the House 
bill, as it has been proposed to be amended, should receive the support 
of even those Senators who may not be completely satisfied with the 
original bill or with every part of the amendments. 

Instead of indulging in elaborate argumentation, I shall group as com- 
pactly as I can the main facts which surround the subject in hand, trust- 
ing that these facts may have that influence which their cogency may 
seem to demand, andno more. For my own part I confess that I do not 
feel that the Government of the United States is under the slightest legal 
or moral obligation to redeem the silver coin known as the trade-dollar. 
It originated solely from a supposed demand for export, and was stamped 
under the act of February 12, 1873, as containing 420 grains of silver, 
and at that time was equal to 118.6 cents in United States notes or 102.5 
cents in gold. It is trne that by some inadvertence it happened to be 
included as a legal tender by the coinage act of 1873, the same as sub- 
sidiary silver coins, to the extent only of $5 for three years, or until 
July 22, 1876, when even its, limited legal-tender character was repealed. 
Up to that time the whole amount issued was $15,418,450. About this 
time silver began to depreciate in value, and United States notes had so 
much appreciated that a paper dollar was worth more than a trade-dollar. 
Speculators, therefore, carried silver bullion to the mints and exchanged 
the same for trade-dollars, not for export, but for the purpose of profit, 
if not of fraud, so that the amount coined in the fiscal years of 1877 and 
1878 was over $20,000,000, swelling the total amount to $35,959,360. 

The Government, being paid for barely the cost of coinage, never had 
any interest or profit in the trade-dollars, never received them at the 
Treasury nor paid them out, but furnished them only to parties who 
ostensibly wanted them in this form to take silver bullion out of the 
country and as a special favor to silver miners. Somebody blundered. 
There are supposed to be from seven to ten millions of these trade-dol- 
lars now held by our own people, partly by those who have received them 
at full value and partly by those who have received them in barter 
trade, Or who, as brokers, have purchased them at a discount. But 
however held, whether helplessly and hopelessly or otherwise, our 
mints were left open for the birth and three years’ growth of this pub- 
lic nuisance, and perhaps some mode for its removal should be provided. 
I would have preferred to have paid a very moderate premium above 
their bullion value, as was recommended by the President, and thus to 
take them out of the way, rather than to redeem them, as is now pro- 
posed, with what must be to the owners practically equivalent to an 
exchange dollar for dollarin gold. Some of these holders of the trade- 
dollar are entitled to charity, but any discrimination is hardly possible. 
To reach one we are forced toreach many. They have held this anom- 
alous coin for a long time and at some inconvenience. It is for Con- 
gress to decide whether any relief shall be given or not. I have, with 
some reluctance, consented to the measure in order to relieve the coun- 
try from at least one of the embarrassing incidents which surround the 
silver question. 

It is proper to say that the Director of the Mint is very confident that 
the trade-dollars which were exported have mainly gone into the melt- 
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Sec. 5. That in case no such treaties as aforesaid shall have been made and ing-pot, and that none can or will be returned. If, however, more of 
| these should be unearthed or be brought here from Oriental nations 


for redemption than what has been estimated, the cost of the measure 
will be correspondingly increased. It will be observed that, however 
large may be the amount presented to the Treasury, the purchase of 
silver bullion is not to be suddenly interrupted, and will be only tem- 
porarily diminished monthly to the amount of $500,000. 

The next amendment to the House bill proposed by the Committee 
on Finance, it will be seen, contemplates a renewed effort to obtain by 
concert with the Latin Union nations, as well as with others, a larger 
use of silver on a fixed and common ratio with gold. It may not be 
improper for me to say that a most unfounded imputation has been in- 
dulged by some parties that the members of the former monetary com- 
mission were not sincere in the purpose to accomplish the object of their 
mission, but the only refutation which the false suggestion requires is 
to bring to our recollection the names of the individuals of which that 
important commission was composed, names as much distinguished for 
fidelity to their country as for their personal purity and ability. 

It is again sometimes recklessly suggested that the official adminis- 
trators of the Treasury Department have not given silver dollars a fair 
chance to circulate or to obtain a foothold among our people. And yet 
it is the fact that the Treasury Department has paid, and has ever been 
ready to pay, the cost éf the transportation of silver to any and to all the 
remotest regions of our country whenever and wherever it was wanted. 
The difficulty is the same as that which pursues the “bad penny;’’ it 
will return. The people have not been ready to receive or to hold it: 
To show how unjust and groundless this suggestion is we have only to 
compare the present outstanding circulation of the silver dollar with 
that in our previous history. In eighty-five years, or up to 1878, the 
whole amount of silver dollars coined at our mints was only $8,045,838, 
and the amount in circulation must have been far less. Since 1878 we 
have coined the immense sum of $191,947,194, and have got into cir- 
culation, according to the Director of the Vint, $41,350,040, or about 
five times as much as was ever coined in all our previous history. If 
this does not show a pushing and industrious zeal on the part of the 
Treasury Department to get the silver dollar into circulation I know 
not what would. 

It is evident that all of our people prefer a paper currency, if it is 
only the equal of our standard coins. It is far more convenient, as the 
whole commercial world have ascertained, and the whole world, there- 
fore, has not suddenly changed its habits, notwithstanding the over- 
sanguine expectations of the promoters of the silver bill of 1878, who 
were unquestionably honest in their zeal, and who will be ready to 
claim that it has accomplished a great and important service. Cer- 
tainly no one has ever pretended that it could be suecessful without the 
co-operation of other nations, and it should not be charged to these 
friends of bimetallism that they intended an insidions measure to sep- 
arate the United States from the great commercial nations of the world 
by fastening upon us the silver standard of monometallism. 

It is true that there aresome obstacles in the way of obtaining a con- 
current agreement among foreign nations for a larger use of silver, but 
apparently not so great as heretofore, and, if the present bill should be- 
come a law, I have no question but what the coming administration 
would endeavor to carry it out in absolute good faith. 

It is the opinion of our Director of the Mint, a thorough-going silver 
advocate, that our efforts to obtain the co-operation of foreign nations 
would be considerably aided if the coinage of the silver dollar were to 
be suspended in advance of any mission in that direction, instead of 
making the suspension contingent, to take effect, if to take effect at all; 
in August, 1886. I should concur in this opinion, for the reason that 
such a suspension on our part would bring the question to bear upon 
Europe at once, and much more sharply than upon America, and self- 
preservation would be likely to induce early co-operation in the direc- 
tion of a permanent and common use of both silver and gold through- 
out the great commercial nations of the world. — 

I do not wish to be understood as conceding that the co-operation of 
even many nations would add tothe value of silver anything more than 
would naturally arise from an increased demand. If the supply ever 
largely exceeds the demand, the intrinsic value for commercial purposes 
must go down. Neither law nor sentiment, under such circumstances, 
will permit silver to escape the universal law of trade. But Iam willing 
to attempt some arrangement with other nations, and do believe that 
a wider demand might thereby be created for the use of silver. 

I would by no means be an alarmist, and while even with our pres- 
ent laws in force we might not fall upon silver coin alone as the stand- 
ard of the money of the United States in the present year, possibly not 
in the next, yet the fixed line we are now pursuing, it must beadmit- 
ted by all, leads in the end, whether nearor remote, to no other possi- 
ble result. A calamitous harvest, a failure of the wheator cotton crop, 
or the dreaded presence of some pestilence, might bring the disaster 
on us speedily, in spite of ourconsiderable power of resistance. When- 
ever our foreign exchange shall call for large shipments of gold, our re- 
sources to maintain both the gold and silver standard will be put to a 
crucial test. 

It is plain that the law of 1878, by which we have purchased silver 
bullion to the amount of not less than $2,000,000 nor more than 
$4,000,000 per month, has not sustained the price of silver, and so far as 
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that was the object it has been a disastrous failure. . The price of silver, _ The Latin nations have kept silver on a par with gold by a limita- 
United States standard, per ounce, February 28, 1878, was 108.76 cents, | tion of its coinage or by ceasing to coin it in excess. Any occasional 
and the price January 10, 1885, was 98.64 cents, showing that a de- | surplus has to be gathered up and held, as is done by the Bank of 
cline had followed the silver statute of over 10 cents per ounce; and 


France; but then the French Government does not keep its mint con- 
the intrinsic valueof the silver dollar January 10, 1885, was only 84.77 | stantly at work glutting the market. 








cents. This policy has turned out to be of no benefit to our silver| If we can make anarrangement with other nations, or if we were to 
mines. while it is full of evil omens to all other interests of our cease for some time the coinage of the silver dollar, we might hope to 
-? 


country. ; : 

Upon the discovery of America, and the large increase of the product 
of silver, its relative value was immensely diminished. According to 
Humboldt the proportion of gold and silver, which before the discov- 
ery was as 10 to 1, gradually changed to 16to1. The recent much 


maintain all of our gold and silver in practical circulation, and there 
would be no danger of any undue contraction of the currency. 

In seven years, with unprecedented effort, about 41,000,000 of the 
silver dollars have been pushed into circulation. We have coined 
within the same time and piled up in the Treasury in addition thereto 
larger increase of silver is most likely to make history repeat itself. 150,000,000 more: and could we be equally successful hereafter as we 
The vast recent increase of iron and of copper has reduced the price to | have been for seven years, it will require twenty-five years to exhaust 
the amount of one-third or one-half of their former value, and silver | our present stock. If any one can offer any good reason why we ought 
will hardly escape the ‘fate of other metals. | to keep our mints at work much longer in coining the silver dollar I 

But it is said, and not in the way of jest, that if we had only coined | should be glad to hear it. !f it is useless, as I believe it to be, with 
silver dollars to the maximum limit of the law of 1878, or four mill- out some foreign auxiliary co-operation, it would seem to be sound 
ions per month, the price of silver would have immediately advanced. | policy to obtain that co-operation or to suspend the perpetual annual 
That is, if we had bought the whole product of our silver mines, and | appropriation for the purchase of silver bullion, the fixed amount of 
some millions more, and hoarded it, the Lord knows where, then with | which is not less than twenty-four millions nor more than forty-eight 
| 
| 


little or no silver in the market the price would have been greatly 
augmented. A similar ingenious policy might find some favor with ne 
the owners of copper and iron mines, but none of them have hitherto Mr. Cernuschi in France, and Mr. Horton in America, the learned 
ventured to suggest it. and foremost leaders of silver advocates, or of bimetallism, anxious as 
It may be said that there are no breakers ahead, and that masterly | they are to bring silver into equal use with gold throughout the world, 
inactivity is the true policy. Every business man inthe country knows | have earnestly urged that the United States should at once cease the 
that the first moment any considerable difference in value shall appear | coinage of the silver dollar as the most effective measure to promote 
in commercial transactions between gold and silver, or when gold shall | the result they have at heart and with which they have been so long 
command a premium, that moment a great contraction will follow; gold | identified. But there is apparently some unreadiness to atcept the dis- 
will disappear, and the business of the country will be conducted with- | interested counsel of these eminent leaders, and it is not proposed by 
out it. the present bill to discontinue the silver coinage under any circum- 
The net gold in the Treasury, deducting gold certificates, November | stances until August, 1886. By that time not less than 42,000,000 more 
1, 1883, was $158,039,000, and on January 29, 1885, it had been reduced | of these dollars will have been added to the 192,000,000 coined since 
to$129,700,000. Thus, while gold in the Treasury appears to diminish, | 1878; and if we should finally fail of any arrangement with other na- 
the receipts are also diminishing in large measure. Nothing but gold | tions, which are quite as deeply interested as we are, it is inconceiv- 
was formerly used in the lawful payment of duties on imports, but it | able that any one here should not feel that the time will have come 
is now far otherwise. In six months, from July to December of 1883, | to say, ‘*Hold, enough !”’ 
inclusive, the receipts for customs at the port of New York of gold and The amount of silver certificates issued up to December 31, 1884, was 
gold certificates were $54,114,000; but the receipts for the same months | $138,168,291, and of these $23,302,380 were held in the Treasury. 
in 1884 in gold and gold certificates were only $22,268,000, while the | This queer form of paper money is rapidly increasing, and appears to be 
entire receipts from customs at that port (where three-fourths of the | usurping the place of United States notes as well as of national-bank 
revenue from customs is collected) for the same period were $64,094,000, | notes. But it is by far the dearest and most expensive paper currency 
showing that but alittle more than one-third was actually paid in gold | ever invented. For the present they can be used in the payment of cus- 
or its equivalent. toms duties, and thus farserve the purposes of the best standard of money ; 
Should any such diminution of receipts in gold go on for any lengthy | but beyond this use they can only command the value of the silver 
eriod, itis manifest that the Treasury would have not much left but | nominally represented, which is all the Government in the last resort 
silver and silver certificates. As yet the gold has not gone out of the | promises to redeem them with. It would seem to be very undesirable 
country and is supposed to be held here, though not by the Treasury. | that this kind of currency should be indefinitely expanded and forced 
Gold that would come into the country is easily intercepted by bids of into the hands of those who may not know that they hold a promise of 


millions. This very large annual expenditure of millions of dollars 
should show some good results or not go on forever. 


a 


exchange and used abroad, especially when the rate of interest is higher | the Government which may ultimately prove much less valuable than 
in London than it is in New York. that of United States notes. 

There has been only a slight contraction of the currency by national The depression which now pervades so many of our industrial in- 
banks, because the receipts for the present fiscal year have fallen off, | terests appears even more conspicuously throughout the leading nations 
and it is estimated will be less than last year, and for the past three | of the world. The giants of steam and water power everywhere seem 
months, therefore, none of the 3 per cent. bonds appear to have been | to be taking a rest. Money was never cheaper; but confidence in any 
called for or paid. | business enterprises for the time is lost. The vital spark in business 

It is sometimes rathet triumphantly said that large sums of gold have | industries is the solid and unchanging character of the money in circu- 
been deposited in the Treasury in exchange for silver certificates, but | lation. The financial world is always timid when a skeleton in the 
this only proves that the depositors fully understood that the Govern- | closet is suspected. At present the coirf and paper money in circula- 
ment would never be in a condition to force the payment of such cer- | tion is very abundant. I will give the following statement, which will 
tificates in silver, and that all of them ultimately must find their way | show our present condition in this respects as contrasted with that of 
into the Treasury on the par of gold in the payment of duties. | 1878: 


Statement of paper and coin circulation of the United States on the 1st of January, 1878, and 1st of January, 1885. 
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Held by— | Gold coin. | Silver coin. | Total coin. Legal-tend- National- Fractional | Gold certifi- Silver certifi- 


Total p: Total circu- 
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January 1, 1878. | 
Treasury United States..| $107, 880, 660 $3,474,807 | $111, 355, 467 




















National banks............... | 5,506,556 | 4,300,274) 9, 806, 8301... cscevsesesseess!.sesese., a 
Other banksand private | | 
POTUCD ..cccserseesssneenvses} NOS, 493,903 | 57,224,919 | 161,718,822 |... eccecccseeservee! scecence ee eens: labds is 
Total «......sesee sesso] 217,881,119 | 65,000,000 | 282, 881,119 | $349,943,776 $321, 672,505 | $17,764,108 $33,424,900 .................. $722, 805,289 $1,005, 686, 408 
January 1, 1885. eee. he i ae aa See ee : 
. | | | j 
Treasury United States..| 171,553,205 | 175,697,220 | 347,250,425 |...cccceccccccccsescel sececesecsveoeeseees ed Ee a iat Ls 
National banks .............. | en Sere Ci esl! er: ene aleil 
a | | [seseneernsrns ean hk ER TN ae ee ee — 
POM OB i nascneccnssesnserese| M5, 208, 963 | GD SIG,GHD | 305,612,908 | o.acaeccececsessccee|ececcoccececovescoeee|cossnecessseeceersersfeccesesesssees : sat eas 

















Total .....00.c2000) 563,000,000 | 264,000,000 | 827,000,000 | 346,681,016 | 285, 496, 055 6,971,343 | 119,631,150 | $138, 168,291 | 996,947,855 | 1,723, 947, 55 


ImereMBe ere 345,118,881 | 199,000,000 | 544,118,881 | +3, 262,760 | 











138,168,291! 174,142,566 | 718, 261, 447 





* Includes $22,231,000 Gold Clearing-House certificates, + Decrease. $00 





















1258 


































From this statement it will appear that there has been since 1878 the 
very extraordinary expansion of the money in circulation from $1,005, - 
686,408 to $1,723,947,855, or a total increase of $718,261,447, being 
an actual incease of over $100,000,000 in each and every year. There 
is now, therefore, a superabundance of the circulating medium, and 
we are mainly called upon to preserve it from fluctuations and to guard 
against any possible contraction from any withdrawal of the large 
amount of gold held by our own country, which so largely serves to 
keep us in harmony with the commercial world and so well preserves 
the stability of the finances of our own people. 

I do not wish to demonetize silver or to reduce the amount in circu- 
lation, but I would make it safe and practicable to increase the amount 
held in our financial institutions as well as in the hands of the people. 
The present bill and amendments are intended to provide against any 
untoward combination of events that shall leave us with only one of 
the precious metals to support our standard of money. We greatly 
need them both. It may be far off, it may never happen, but if we 
should be at any time driven to the single standard of silver it would 
be a great disaster, affecting the value of all property and of all invest- 
ments. The blow, shouldit ever happen, would strike with the greatest 
severity upon the workingmen of the country, who would suddenly 
find their wages largely reduced by the cheaper mode of legal-tender 
payment. The employés in the United States are better paid than in 
any European country, and the London Times, in speaking on this sub- 
ject, September 11, 1883, says: 

With regard to the remuneration of labor, assuming the produce of labor to 
be 100 in Great Britain, 56 parts go to the laborer, 21 to the capital, and 23 to 
government. In France 41 parts go to labor, 36 to capital, and 23 to govern- 
ment. In the United States 72 parts go to labor, 23 to capital, and 5 to Govern- 
ment. 


This shows that for any depreciation of the currency which may at 
any time arise the laboring men of the country must bear the brunt of 
the loss. Capital will lose something, and the Government will also 
lose something by the loss occasioned through the cheaper currency with 
which customs duties must be paid—but labor will lose nearly three 
times as much a§ both capital gud the Government. Of all the meas- 
ures which may affect the welfare of laboring men, there are none more 
insidious or more disastrous than those which tender remuneration for 
labor in a depreciated currency, or a currency below that of the standard 
of value throughout the civilized world. We can not too carefully 
guard against such a far-reaching disaster. 

I believe the measure before us will be some contribution, not so great, 
perhaps, as I could wish, toward the preservation of both gold and silver 
as the common standard of the money of the American people, and I 
leave the subject, only commending it to the deliberate judgment of the 
Senate. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I think the hour is altogether 
too late to-day to enter into any lengthened discussion of the bill, and 
it is certainly too late in the session to undertake to renew again the 
discussion of the propriety of continuing the silver coinage of the 
country, because no action can be taken by Congress at this session if 
the debate upon that question were protracted, as it was a few years 
ago, during some three or four weeks. Therefore, unless invited and 
strongly urged to do so by the opponents of the bill which has been 
reported by the Finance Committee of the Senate, I shall not touch 
upon that subject at all. I simply want to state the case as it appears 
before the Senate to-day. It will not take me ten minutes to do that, 
and then I shall sit down. ’ 

Mr. President, it has been argued in committee and elsewhere that 
there was no moral obligation and no legal obligation resting upon the 
Government to redeem the trade-dollar. I use the word *‘redeem’’ 
because it is a convenient_term, although perhaps not a strictly proper 
one toemploy. I think that a full answer to this statement is found 
in a report made by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Folger, in 1883, 
in stronger and better terms than I can employ in regard to it, and I 
will read the report of the Secretary. He says: 

The act of 1873 made the silver coins of the United States, and hence the trade- 
dollars, a legal tender at their nominal value for any amount not over $. Thus 
the reading of the laws taught the people that the trade-dollar was a coin of their 
sovereignty, and for the redemption of which, at an unabated value, their Gov- 
ernment was bound. The real legislative purpose is to be blindly sought forin 
tradition or in the record of Congressional discussion and is indicated in the 
joint resolution of 1876, which took away from this coin the legal-tender quality 
of it, and held down the coinage of it to the call for it for exportation. 

It is plain that a busy people, finding this coin afloat in the channels of busi- 
ness styled a coin of the United States, would readily believe that it was an au- 
thentic issue of the Government, and to be redeemed by the Government the 
same as other money put out by it. From time to time, however, as it suits 
scheming men and the occasion fits, a hue and ery is raised against it, it is dis- 
credited in the marts, and unwary holders suffer loss or inconvenience. As it 
is a coin of the United States, having the image and superscription thereof, 
sanctioned as such by penalties upon the counterfeiting of it and once dignified 
as a legal tender in payment of debts and dues, it should be restored to its first 


state,@r called in at its nominal value and melted. In the judgment of this De- 
partment it should be thus called in and melted. 


In addition to the objection that I have somewhere heard stated, that 
there was neither a moral nora legal obligation resting upon the Gov- 
ernment, there is another claim made to the effect that the trade-dol- 
lars held in this country have been very largely bought up by specu- 
ief that at 


lators for the purpose of profiting upon them, under the 
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some time the Government would undertake to redeemthem. I have 
made a careful investigation as to the condition of affairs existing in 
my own State touching the trade-dollar, and I have in my hand a large 
number of reports made to me by banking institutions, very many of 
them savings-banks, also corporations and individuals, who have taken 
the trade-dollar in the way of business with the full expectation that 
the Government some time would redeem its own coin. The most of 
them were taken by these people prior to the passage of the resolution 
of 1876, which did not destroy the trade-dollar as a coin of the country, 
but simply robbed it of its legal-tender quality. I will not detain the 
Senate by reading any considerable number of these communications, 
but I will give you an illustration of how they run by reading a few. 


One bank reports that it has in its bank vaults, together with cus- 


tomers who also have deposited trade-dollars in the vaults upon which 
they have borrowed money, pledging them at their bullion value to 
raise money to be used in their business, and are paying interest upon 
the money because they can not use the coin that the Government 
itself has issued for that pu 
are 9,500 trade-dollars held by the bank and its customers, and every 
one of them received at its face value. Another bank reports $7,000 
held in like manner; received at a discount, or as bullion, none. An- 
other bank reports $33,572, a savings bank, held by itself and its cus- 
tomers. Another bank reports in like terms $13,600; none taken at a 
discount; none received as bullion, but all held by the bank and by its 
customers. Another reports $6,000; none at a discount, none received 
as bullion. Another reports $3,343 in like manner. Another reports 
$2,357; received at a discount, $70. 


I say one bank reports that there 


I might read all these reports, but I have given the Senate enough for 


illustration. About the same condition of things runs through all the 
reports, and these I hold in my hand are.only a small portion of those 


I have received. 
Mr. President, I shall address myself strictly for a very few moments 


to the legal condition of the trade-dollar in the hands of the people of 
the country to-day. AsI understand it, Mr. President, the trade-dollar 
holds an anomalous position among the coins of the United States. By 
the act of February 12, 1873, it was made a coin of the United States. 
Section 15 of the act reads as follows: 


That the silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar, a half-dol- 
lar or fifty-cent piece, a quarter-dollar or twenty-five-cent piece, a dime or ten- 


cent eer: and the weight of the trade-dollar shall be 420 grains troy * * * 
and se#d coins shall be a legal tender for any amount not exceeding $ in any 
one payment, 


There can be no question that the act which authorized the coinage of 
the trade-dollar first made it a coin of the United States, and secondly 
a leghl tender at its nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5. 

Acting under authority of this law, the Government coined 15,- 
631,000 trade-dollars between July, 1873, and the 22d of July, 1876, 
when by joint resolution of Congress the legal-tender quality was taken 
away from the trade-dollar. The Government, however, continued 
the coinage, as was stated in the resolution of 1876, for export, and 
$20,328,360 more trade-dollars were coined before the existing coi 
act was in 1878, which stopped the coinage of all silver dollars 
except the standard dollar. 

This is a true statement of the law, and all the law, touching the 
trade-dollar. It will be seen that Congress made no provision for re- 
deeming the coins which got into circulation while a legal tender, but 
intensified the very fraud which it denounced in the act of 1876 by 
continuing the coinage until 1878. ; 

It is therefore proper to inquire what is the present moral and legal 
responsibility of the Government in to the trade-dollar. 

Is not the act creating it (the trade-dollar), which says ‘‘ the silver 
coins of the United States shall be a trade-dollar,”’ &c., the unrepealed 
law of the land to-day? Is it not a coin and dollar to-day, notwith- 
standing the act of 1876 taking from it its legal-tender quality ? 

There has never been any legislation to strike the trade-dollar off the 
list of coins of the United States. The act of 1873 both made it acoin 
and a legal tender; the act of 1876 merely declared it should no longer 


‘be a legal tender. It is evident, therefore, that the law making it a 


coin of the United States has never been repealed. We have now two 
provisions of law—the one declaring the trade-dollar alegal tender; the 
other declaring it not a legal tender, which is the ruling provision. The 
first never has been expressly amended or expressly repealed. Is it not, 
therefore, technically an open question whether even the legal-tender 
quality of the trade-dollar has been destroyed ? 

Even if we should grant that the legal-tender quality of the trade- 
dollar was taken away by the joint resolution of July, 1876, another 
question arises. The act of February 28, 1878, which authorizes the 
coinage of the present standard silver dollar, reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, That there shall be coined silver dollars of the weight of 412; 
— troy standard silver, which coins, together with all silver dollars hereto- 

ore coined by the United States, of like w t and fineness, shall be a legal 
tender at their nominal value for all debts dues, public and private, except 
where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. 

The trade-dollar was not expressly excepted from the provisions of 
this law, and the only for ing that it was to be excepted 
is that the trade-dollar a greater weight than the standard silver 
dollar. The assumption, therefore, that the law of 1878 excluded the 
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trade-dollar from the operation of the legal-tender clause rests upon no 
expression of intent contained in the law itself. 

It was not generally understood or believed that it was to be the pol- 
icy of the Government after the legislation of 1878 to refuse the dollar 
of 420 grains while it was coining with full legal-tender power a dollar 
of less weight and less intrinsic value. To coin money and regulate its | 
value is a superior power inherent in the Government; but what moral | 
right has the Government to so change its coinage laws as to demonet- 
ize in the hands of the people the coins theretofore issued as a legal | 
tender without first making suitable provision for withdrawing said 
coins from circulation? Inits treatment of the trade-dollar the Govern- | 
ment seems inclined toignore its obligations regarding that coin entirely. | 
To say that this is disreputable is to use a mildterm. Nogovernment | 
having a decent regard for its credit would commit such a wr sng upon its | 
own people. ; } 

Casting aside all questions of law or morals touching the coinage of | 
the trade-dollar after the act of July, 1876, it certainly will not be ar- 
gued that as to those coined prior to that date and pursuant to the law | 
of 1873, which made them a legal tender, the Government is not legally | 
bound to either restore them to the same position they occupied as 
coins or redeem them in legal silver dollars. 

Let me refer you to the report of the. Director of the Mint for the 
year 1879, in which he gives the amount of trade-dollars coined each 
year from July, 1873, to July 22, 1876, when the joint resolution was 

sed taking away from those coins their legal-tender quality. 

The Director of the Mint gives 15,631,000 trade-dollars as having 
been coined during that period, and it was the only silver dollar of the 
United States that was coined, and it circulated as money, and only 
about $12,000,000 of this 15,631,000 trade-dollars were ever exported. 
It is claimed, however, that inasmuch as the trade-dollar was made by 
the Government for the purpose of export to foreign countries, we are 
under no obligation to redeem it; but the Government made it a coin, 

he only coin tn the nature of a silver dollar that it was issuing, gave 
to it a legal-tender power, issued $15,600,000, and then repudiated them 
and demonetized them in the hands of the people. Now as to these 
coins will it be said, as a reason why they should not be redeemed, that 
they were intended for export? Read the law. Examine the coin. 
There is no word in the law and no mark upon the coin which reveals 
to the holder any such intention on the part of Congress. For three 


years prior to the 22d of July, 1876, the trade-dollar was the only silver | 
It went into circulation | 


dollar that was coined by the United States. 
at home because it was needed, and it remained in circulation, as it 
would be to-day had not Congress destroyed it and left it a worthless 
token in the hands of the holders. 


Suppose, for the sake of the argument, they were intended for export. | 
As about eight millions are in this country to-day, it is very evident | 
all that were coined were not exported, or, if exported, have returned to | 
the country, and hold the same attitude and relation to the Govern- | 
ment as do those that never left the country. This is true also as to | 


the entire issue prior at least to July, 1876. As to those coined after 


the legai-tender quality was taken away, the equities involved are all | 
on the side of the holders, the coin getting into circulation through the | 


failure of the Government to so stamp the coin as to leave no chance 
for deception as toits status. We are brought to the conclusion, then, 
that both in law and equity the holder of the trade-dollar has the right 
to demand its redemption by the Government. 

Now one word as to.the bill under consideration, and to this I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate only for a moment. 

It proposes to give the holders standard silver dollars in exchange 
for trade-dollars not defaced or mutilated. This is in accordance with 
existing law as to all defaced or mutilated coins of either gold or silver, 
and therefore works no injustice in this case. Moreover, a large pro- 
portion of the trade-dollars coined by the United States were exported 
and have been accepted and stamped by other nations as their own coin, 
and in this way became a part of the circulation of that country. A 
recent careful investigation reveals the fact that but few of our trade- 
dollars are found in the marts of trade in China and elsewhere; and as 
they were of greater intrinsic value than the coin there in circulation, 
it favors the presumption, that they are being hoarded or have found 
their way to the melting-pot. In any event, it is not probable that any 
considerable number of them will find their way back to the United 
States in a condition requiring the Government to redeem them under 
this provision of the bill. 

Therefore I assume that perhaps no more than eight or ten million 
trade-dollars are to-day in existence that will be returned to and de- 
mand exchange from the Government. 

The next section provides for their recoinage into standard silver dol- 


lars, but in such limited quantities as will not perceptibly affect the | 


operations of the Government in the purchase of bullion for the coin- 
age of standard silver dollars or increase the number coined. 

The last section relates to an entirely different subject, and one of 
vast importance at this time. 

It provides for an international conference and legislation to enforce 
its decress, assuming “‘ that, gold and silver being proper metals for 
coinage,’’ their relative value can be best ascertained and rendered stable 
by conference and co-operation with other leading commercial nations. 
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That such an agreement, considering the experience of the past in this 
direction, is possible no one will attempt to assert, but no Senator, 
whatever his views upon the subject of a double standard, can doubt 
the wisdom of this proceeding, so far as it relates to the conference 
itself. In case, however, no agreement is reached, the bill proposes to 


| suspend the coinage of the silver dollar on and after August 1, 1886 


The effect of this provision can not fail to have some influence upou 
the final determination of the conference touching the double stand- 
ard, to say hothing of the good effect such a suspension will have upon 
the financial condition of our own country, considering as we must the 
present low and lowering value of silver bullion. Before August, 1836, 
we shall have about two hundred and fifty millions of silver dollars in 
the Treasury vaults; and I submit to every Senator, whatever may be 
his views about thesilver dollar, if it be not the part of wisdom to pause 
and take our reckoning anew before committing the Government ir- 
revocably to a monetary policy which in the judgment of many of the 
best financial minds in the country leads to ultimate disaster and ruin 
This is the simple issue presented here. If the conference fails, the bill 
simply asks that we wait and consider well our next step before tak- 
ing it. 

That is all there is in the legislation here proposed, Mr. President; 
first to pay the obligations of the Government with respect to its own 


to the mints and coined into the standard dollar, and shall not be again 
issued; that the amount thus received shall form part and only a small 
part under the provisions of this bill of the $2,000,000 of bullion which 
the Government under the act of 1878 is allowed or required to pur- 
chase and make into standard dollars monthly. 

As to the other section of the bill, an international conference is pro 
vided for again, to get the states of the Latin Union, the commercial 
states of Europe, to act conjointly with us in an attempt to keep silver 
| and gold at par with each other and to make the two metals run side 
by side in doing the business of the world. In the event, however, 
that the conference fails, it is proposed to discontinue the coinage of 
the standard silver dollar; and it is proposed in this bill to give notice, 
in advance of such conference, to every other nation that we have tried 
it; that the UnitedStates alone can not maintain the equality of these 
| two metals, and that we do not propose to try to do it longer. 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. lIask the Senator from Colorado if he desires to go 
on with his remarks at this late hour? 

Mr. BOWEN. No; I prefer to say what I have to say to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will be 
entitled to the floor when the consideration of the bill shall be re- 
| sumed to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of exeeutive business. 

Mr. BECK. Before that is done I desire to say a word, if the Sen- 
| ate will allow me. 


| Mr. PLUMB. 


| 
coin, the trade-dollar; the next step, that the trade-dollar shall be sent 








I withdraw the motion 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 
| Mr. BECK. It has been stated by the chairman of the committee, 
| and by the member of the Committee on Finance from New Jersey, 
| that this was the report of the Finance Committee. It is in one sense, 
| and yet it was understood and agreed among us all that there was hardly 
| a provision in it that has the concurrence of a majority of the commit- 
| tee. The fifth and sixth sections did barely have a majority, and other 
I desire the Senate to understand that this 
is not a unanimous report by any manner of means. 

That is all I desire to say now. 





| ENAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to submitat thismomenta conference report 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.8121) to enable the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremo- 
nies of the inauguration of the President, and for other purposes, having met 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen 
ate numbered 1, 2,5,6,and 7; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: Restore the 
matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 


| 


ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
JOHN J. INGALLS 
AUSTIN F. PIKE 
Manage rs on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERon, of Wisconsin, ffi the 
chair). ‘The question is on agreeing to the report of the committee of 
conference. 
The report was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 
I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont or any one 


Mr. BLAIR. 
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in charge of the pending bill to allow it to be laid aside informally at 
this time, in order that the contract-labor bill, House bill 2550, of 

which I spoke some time ago, may be considered at this time. The 

bill is a short one. I do not think it will excite discussion. I think 

it can be very readily disposed of this evening. I ask that the pending 

order be informally laid aside that it may be now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the Order of Business? 

Mr. BLAIR. Eight hundred and sixty-three. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not see the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee in his seat. I would ask the Senator from New Hampshire not 
to displace the pending bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. My request was that it be laid aside informally that 
the bill to which I referred might be considered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This bill being the continuing business. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not believe the bill which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has charge of will be able to get through as readily as he 
thinks, although I am not aware of any opposition to it on my part. 
I am in favor of it with some amendments; but it is very late now, 
and we shall get into some wrangle about itif it istaken up. He 
might as well let it go over until to-morrow, I think, and therefore I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 4, 1885. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
8. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Mr. BELFORD, representing the State of Colorado, appeared and took 
his seat. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonn 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . The Chair will lay before the House, 
under the statute, for reference to the Committee on Printing, a con- 
current resolution of the Senate, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 30, 1885. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, showing the progress in said survey during the year ending 
June 30, 1884, for distribution by said Superintendent. 


CORRECTION OF ERROR IN ENGROSSED BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask consent of the 
House to submit also at this time a House bill, which has been recalled 
from the Senate by the action of the House for the purpose of correct- 
ing a clerical error, the title of which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas, 

IN THE SENATE OF THE Unrrep STATes, January 30,1885. 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House of Representa- 
tives, in compliance with its request, the bill (H. R.691) for the relief of William 
W. Thomas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to be made in this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to strike out in line 13 the words “ June 30” and insert “‘ March 
8;"’ in line l4strike out ‘‘64” and insert ‘“*65;"’ in lines 20 and 21 strike out “ June 
30” and insert ‘‘ March 3;” in line 22 strike out “65” and insert “*64;"’ in line 27 
strike out ‘' 80” and insert ‘‘ 60;” so that it will read as follows: 

“Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and di- 
rected to pay to William W. Thomas, of Portland, inthe State of Maine, the sum 
of $309 (being the amount of coupons of United bonds lost by him, and 
now unpaid, namely, coupons due December 15, 1867, of five-hundred-dollar 7.30 
notes, numbered 132909, 132911, 142262, and 142268, act of March 3, 1865, dated June 
15, 1865; also coupons due January 15, 1868, of one-thousand-dollar 7.30 notes, 
numbered 24199, 24204, 39406, and 64136, act of March 3, 1864, dated July 15, 1864; 
and coupons due January 1, 1868, of bonds numbered 1437, 86826, and 86827, for 
$1,000 each, act of July 17, 1861), upon said Thomas giving a bond of indemnity in 
double the amount to bé paid, with sureties satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection these correc- 
tions will be made in the bill, and the same will be returned to the Sen- 
ate as corrected. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Under the rule of the House adopted on 

yesterday, which the Clerk will now read, the order of business for to- 


day is changed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will report the corrections 


Resolved, That each morning during the remainder of this session, immediately 
after the approval of the Journal, there shall be set apart one hour for motions 
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to take up and consider such bills or resolutions on any of the calendars of the 
House, or on the Speaker's table, or bills favorably reported from the calendars 
undisposed of,as the member making the motion may designate. And thebills 
or resolutions so designated shall be immediately considered, unless objected 
to by atleast ten members. But no billor resolution taken up for consideration 
under this order shall be debated for more than ten minutes, which time shall 
be equally divided between the supportersand the opponents of the measure. If 
the yeas and nays shall be ordered on any such bill or resolution,-or any pro- 
posed amendment thereto, and the call of the roll shall be commenced before 
the expiration of the said one hour, the same shall be completed before the reg- 
ular order of business is entered upon : Provided, That while this order remains 
in force the Speaker shall not entertain any requests for unanimous consent to 
consider any bill or resolution at any other time than herein provided ; but he 
may entertain such requests to refer bills or resolutions to committees, or to 
dispose of Senate amendments to bills which have passed the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour begins at seventeen 
minutes past 12 o’clock. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 


Mr. PUSEY. Mr. Speaker, under the operation of the rule adopted 
on yesterday, I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 441) for the com- 
pletion of a public building at Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PUSEY. I ask the reading of the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in this connection showing the necessity for the construction 
of this building. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is, Shall the bill be 
considered ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What constitutes an objection to the consideration 
of a bill under this.rale? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that under this 
rule a bill called up in its proper order shall be immediately consid- 
ered unless there shall be objection made by ten or more members to 
its present consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the objection come in after the bill has 
been considered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the rule is 
imperative and Clear in its language that the bill shall be considered 
unless the objection of ten members shall be interposed. The bill is 
read in the hearing of the House in order that members may determine 
whether or not they will object to its consideration under the rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But is it not proper, prior to asking objections to 
the consideration of the bill, that the report should be laid before the 
House in order to inform the House as to the nature of the measure 

i) to be considered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the report could 
only be read within the time allowed for debate under the rule. It 
forms no part of the bill itself, and is not necessarily read, and can not 
be read, except by unanimous consent, prior to asking objection of the 
House to the consideration of the measure. If the report shall be first 
read, it would be in the nature of debate, and it would then be too late 
to object to the consideration, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope I will be indulged for a moment further. 
Under the system of rules formerly prevailing in the House when the 
House was in Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
a single objection was sufficient to postpone the consideration of a meas- 
ure. It was held by the Speaker, as I now remember, that the reading 
of the report might be demanded before objection was called for. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask if this hour is to be taken up in the consid- 
eration of the rule? 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, yes. This is a question as to its effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that five minutes 
is allowed, under the rule, for debate for and against the measure 
which is proposed to be considered. The Chair knows of no rule under 
which the gentleman from Indiana is proceeding except by unanimous 
consent, which will be charged to the time allowed for debate upon 
the measure proposed. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. But certainly this time occupied on a question of 
order, to ascertain the meaning and application of the rule, would not 
be charged to the hour. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
gentleman as rising to a question of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am insisting that, according to the practice here- 


tofore prevailing in to objections of a similar character, the re- 
= should be read before the question of objection shall be submitted. 
t was the practice heretofore in the case already mentioned, where 


a single objection ned the consideration of a measure, and it was 
held that the of the report preceded the call for objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the point of 
order is well taken. The Chair knows no rule of the House requiring 
the reports accom @ measure to be read, nor of any practice of 
the House which allows it to be taken otherwise than as a part of the 
debate ee Os) ition. 

Mr. rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to know whether under the present rule 
this bill, the consideration of it being objected to by the requisite ten 
members, on the next morning hour can be again called up ? 











ie 
a” 


1885. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary inquiry, 
and the Chair does not feel called upon to respond to the gentleman’s 
question. The-question is whether there is objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. STORM. How is that to be arrived at? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated in as distinct lan- 
guage as it can command that objection must be interposed by at least 
ten members before the proposition to consider the measure is defeated. 

Mr. STORM. How is the objection to be signified? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will ask members objecting 
to rise, and it will then be ascertained if the bill is objected to by the 
requisite number. As many as object to the present consideration of 
the bill will rise and remain standing until counted. 

More than ten members rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently more than a sufficient num- 
ber have risen to object, and the bill is withdrawn. 

Mr. WELLER. I now rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to inquire if the Speaker has made a decision 
which will govern the House in signifying objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state such has been the 
decision made. 


PAY OF GRADUATES OF NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. THOMAS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7752) to 
equalize the pay of graduates of the Naval Academy. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to inquire of the Chair if ten min- 
utes are allowed for debate before objections are called for. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes are allowed on either 
side, and the Chair will state to the gentleman from Ohio, as the Chair 
has already stated, that after debate it is too late to object. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

More than ten members objected. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WAYNE. 


Mr. LOWRY. I call up for consideration the bill H. R. 6412, a bill 
to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the first session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a public building at the city 
of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana.”’ 

The bill was read. 

The consideration of the bill was objected to by the requisite num- 
ber of members. 

, DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. NELSON. [I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
6764) to authorize the Mississippi Water Power and Loom Company, of 
Brainerd, Minn., to construct a dam across the Mississippi River. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask Teave to make a brief explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to call for 
objections. 

Mr. WELLER. There is an amendment which the gentleman from 
Minnesota has that doubtless will obviate any objections that gentle- 
men may have to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been reported by the Clerk 
as it is proposed to be amended. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must be governed by the 
Calendar of the House, and is informed by the Clerk that this bill is not 
on any of the calendars or on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. HERBERT. There is nothing on the calendars that contradicts 
my statement. I state to the Chair this is the identical bill that was 
reported by the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice last session; it is word for word exactly as it passed this Housc 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can explain this matter. 
order! ’? | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest there should be no debate allowed, or else 
the objection should be permitted to come in at the end of the ten min- 


{Cries of ‘‘ Regular 


The regular order is being observed 


| utes’ debate. 





| 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair has already stated that when 
debate has been had on a bill it is too late toobject. There is no debat« 
now proceeding. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to make this explanation. This bill has 
been reported as the gentleman from Alabama states, and I desire to 
show that the gentleman from Alabama and the Chair are both correct. 
This bill was introduced anew this session, was referred to the com- 
mittee of which I am chairman, and I am authorized to report it back 
and to move to suspend the rnies and pass it. I have not had an op 
portunity of doing so as yet. The Chair is correct in stating the bill 
is not on any calendar, and the gentleman from Alabama is also correct 
in his statement. 

Mr. WELLER. 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think this bill which 
is sent to the Clerk’s desk comes within the rule. The billas sent to 
the desk does not enable the Chair or the Clerk of the House to find 
that it is either on the Speaker’s table or on any calendar or reported 
to the House by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HERBERT. The Speaker will permit me to remark that it is 
only necessary to look at the récords of this House to find that what I 
have stated is absolutely correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not questioning the accu- 
racy of the gentleman’s statement at all. The Chair has called upon 
the Clerk for information as to whether this bill, either upon its face 
or in fact as the Clerk is now enabled to examine his Journal, comes 
within the limit of the rule, and the Chair is informed that there is no 
such information to be had, either from a hasty examination of the 
Journal or from the bill which the gentleman has sent to the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill for the 
present in order to give time for a full and proper examination, giving 
notice that I will call it up hereafter at the first opportunity. 


I understand that all this is proceeding by unani- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. PERKINS. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


The gentleman will state it. 
I desire to ask the Chair if by unanimous consent 


| the rule under which we are now acting can be amended ? 


The consideration of the bill was objected to by the requisite num- 


ber of members. 
COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS, ETC. 

Mr. HERBERT. [I call up for consideration the bill which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill te amend the law in relation to the compensation of United States dis- 
trict attorneys and United States marshals, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state this bill is not 
covered: by the rule. It isa new bill not on any of the calendars or 
reported by the Committee of the Whole House to the House; nor is 
it on the Speaker’s table. It does not belong to the class of bills em- 
braced in the rule. 

Mr. HERBERT. This is a bill reported last session by the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. [tis a bill which 

this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. HERBERT] furnish the number of the bill that it may be found 
on the Calendar if it occupies a position there? 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask the Chair to permit me to complete my state- 
ment. This is the bill that passed this House last session on the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill. It went to the Senate on that bill, and 
was stricken off because it was new legislation. It has been reported, 
and as I understand it comes within the terms of the rule. It is a bill 
which has been reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 


from Alabama that the bill which he has sent to the Clerk’s desk bears 
no number or information of its status on any calendar or on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. HERBERT. But I have furnished the information to the Chair 
as to the status of the bill. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not by unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to make another inquiry. Can a motion 
be entertained by unanimous consent to permit the objections to be in- 
terposed (if objections are to be interposed) after the ten minutes’ de- 
bate ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say not. This rule 
expressly prohibits the Chair from entertaining a request for unani- 
mous consent. 


RELIEF OF WEST VIRGINIA TROOPS. 


Mr. GOFF. I call up for present consideration a pill which has 
been reported unanimously by the Select Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, the bill (H. R. 3462) for the relief 
of West Virginia troops acting under authority of the governor of the 
State. 

The bill was read with amendments. 

Objection to the consideration of the bill was made by the requisite 
number of members. 

DRAWBACK ON DUTIES. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7651) to amend section 3019 of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to drawback on duties on imported material when manufactured 
and exported. 

The bill was read. 

Objection to the consideration of the bill was made by more than the 
requisite number of members. 


JOHN P. PETERSON. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson. 

The bill was read. 

Objection to the consideration of the bill was made by the requisite 
number of members. 
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D. 0. ATKINSON, 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
and pass the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not at this time enter- 
tain a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Under the rule, I mean. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain a request 
for unanimous consent. The gentleman.from Nevada [Mr. Cassipy] 
asks the present consideration of the bill which he calls up, and which 
is the bill (S. 1455) for the relief of D. O. Atkinson. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask to have the report in that case read. 

Mr. CASSIDY. This is fully authenticated by the Post-Office De- 
partment, and it only provides for the payment of $170, due on lost 
vouchers. 

Objection to the consideration of the bill was made by the requisite 
number of members. 

Mr.CASSIDY. Iwill pay it myself if the Governmentcan not afford 
it. [Laughter.] 


REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I call up, for the pur- 
pose of correcting a clerical error, the joint resolution (H. Res. 288) au- 
thorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the annual report of the 
health officer of the District of Columbia. 

The joint resolution was read with Senate amendment. 

Objection to its consideration was made by the requisite number of 
members. 

ADJUSTMENT OF LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 6416) to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction 
of railroads in the State of Kansas. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
cluded, 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
for the present. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER gro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from Kansas has a right to withdraw his bill. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
for objections? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


JOHN L. LAKE, JR. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2331) for 
the relief of John L. Lake, jr. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask that the report of the Committee on 
Claims on this bill be read. 

Objection to the consideration of the bill was made by the requisite 
number of members. 


Before the reading was con- 


Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to withdraw that bill 


Why call 


The Chair has not called for objections. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LAMB. I move that the House adjourn—— 
The SPEAKER’ pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana moves 


that the House adjourn. 

Mr. LAMB. Till Judge HoLMAN is ready for the House to transact 
business. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. LAMB to adjourn, 
there were—ayes 105, noes 105. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for tellers. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 37 voting therefor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Now let us have tellers on agreeing to 
the motion. 

The questiog being taken on ordering tellers, they were not ordereqd— 
only 28 voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion to adjourn the ayesare 
105, the noes 105; and under the rules the motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. NEECE. I desire to take from the Speaker’s table, by unani- 
mous consent, a bill for reference to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think it in order 
during the hour covered by this special rule to ask unanimous consent 
even for the reference of a bill. 

DISTRIBUTION OF LAWS AND RECORD. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 2449) to provide for the distribution of the statutes of the United 
States and the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD to designated incorporated 
bodies, institutions, and associations within the several States and Ter- 
ritories. 

The bill was read. 

The consideration of the bill was objected to by the requisite num- 
ber of members. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House adjourn, 
The question being taken onthe motion, there were—ayes 41, noes 63. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
~— were not ordered. 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move that the House take a recess for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to amend the motion by striking out “ fif- 
teen’’ and inserting ‘‘ten.’’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
motion accordingly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa point of order. I desire to raise the 
question whether this hour, under the new rule, is not to be deveted to 
requests for the consideration of bills, and whether the time consumed 
in these dilatory motions is to be taken out of the hour allowed for 
this purpose. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itis not the understanding of the Chair 
that the House, by the adoption of this new rule, robbed itself of its 
inherent power to adjourn or to take a recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Nor dolIsounderstand, but ander the rule is not 
this hour to be devoted to the purpose designated? Otherwise this 
hour may be consumed entirely by motionste adjourn or other dilatory 
motions. Itseems to methis rule has set apart one hour for a particular 
purpose, and if time be occupied for other purposes the time so con- 
sumed is not to be considered as a part of the hour. I make this point 
now, as the practice under this new rule to-day may control its con- 
struction hereafter. I submit that this rule is to be construed as having 
some meaning, and in such a way as to give thé House some relief in 
the transaction of its business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not agree with the gen- 
tleman in construing this new rule. The Chair thinks that the time 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] isnow occup in discuss- 
ing a point of order of his own raising must, under the rule, come out 
of the hour which the House has set apart. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg leave to differ with the Chair. If it is an 
improper construction to allow this hour to be consumed by motions to 
adjourn, &c., then certainly a point of order which may stop such a 
proceeding is a proper consumption of time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, 
as modified, that the House take a recess for ten minutes, there were— 
ayes 9, noes 27. 

Mr. WASHBURN and Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, called for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, tellers are 
ordered under the rule, and the Chair appoints the gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. WARNER, and the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. WAsH- 
BURN. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I also made the point, and I insist upon it. 

The tellers took their places, and the House proceeded to vote. 

During the count by tellers the following proceedings took place: 


I call for tellers. 


I accept the amendment and modify my 


Mr. : ELE. [I call for the order. * 
The SPEAKER tempore. proceeding is the regular order. 
The House is divi 


Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that the hour has expired. 

‘The SPEAKER tempore. The expiration of the hour does not 
affect the taking of the vote on the motion for a recess. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
quorum voted. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I renew the point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this motion no quorum has yet 
voted. The Chair asks gentlemen to vote on one side or the other. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I withdraw my motion for a recess. 
ik I make the point that the hour under the new 

e ex: 


I withdraw the point of order that no 


Mr. SPRINGER, In other words, the hour for obstructing business 
has expired. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion for a recess is withdrawn; 
and the hour app ted for the consideration of business under the 


new rule. has expired. [Cries of ‘Regular order!’’] The regular 
order is the call of committees for reports. 


MORNING HOUR. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move the morning hour be dispensed with. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 55. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour 
was not with. 

Mr. With a view to proceeding to the public business I 
withdraw the motion. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’} 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the call 
of committees for reports. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move the reference of this proposed change of the 
rules to the Committee on Rules. ’ 
Sarees read as follows: * 


Amend the seo on the 3d of February, 1835, oak follows : 
Strike out the words Se a ction en for consideration under 
this order shall be for more than ten minutes, <rarindaedlesomlty 
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the su and o 
——. tom maleate on, W time shall be aapels divided between 
the supporters and ndments shall be in order 


opponents of the measure, and ame 
during such ten minutes.” . 


Mr. HAMMOND. Does that lie over? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I make the point of order that a motion to amend 
the rules is not a matter of privilege except on Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that under the 
rule it is, and under the uniform practice of the House, so far as the 
Chair is informed, it has always been held to be a privileged motion. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not remember what the change has been, 
but it was held in the Forty-first Congress, by Mr. Blaine, then Speaker, 
it was not in order. Bm : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman desires it, the Chair 
will have repeated decisions made on this subject read. 


Mr. HAMMOND. If the Chair is quite certain I withdraw the point 
of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is quite certain. 


Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. OATES. I move the following amendment to the rules for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of the present session of Congress the 
House of Representatives shall begin its sessions each day at 11 o'clock a.m. 

Mr. OATES’s motion was agreed to, and the amendment was referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

PHINNEY & JACKSON. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 689) for the relief of Phinney & 
Jackson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

DUDLEY HALL & CO. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, from the Committee on Ways and Means, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 690) for the relief of Dudley 
Hall & Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

PEOPLE’S NATIONAL BANK, LAWRENCEBURG, IND. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, back favorably the bill (H. R. 7706) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate certificate of deposit to 
the People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind. ; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA J. RAY. 

Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
‘hack favorably the bill (H. R. 6201) for the relief of ElizaJ. Ray; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LANDING GOODS, ETC. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, trom the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2834) to amend certain provis- 
ions of chapter 4, title 34, Revised Statutes, relating to the movement 
of vessels and the landing of goods and “personal effects; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS TENSAS RIVER, ETC. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committe¢ on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill H. R. 7450, a bill (H. R. 8174) authorizing the 
construction of across Tensas River, Boeuf River, and Bayou 
Bartholomew, in the States of Louisiana and Arkansas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed; the bill H. R. 7450 being laid on the table. 

ASTORIA AND WINNEMUCCA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported. 
as a substitute for the bill H. R. 7652, a bill (H. R. 8175) to grant the 
right to the Astoria and Winnemucca Railroad Company to construct 
bridges over navigable water courses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed; the bill H. R. 7652 being laid on the table. 
' CONFIRMATION OF TITLES. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8126) to confirm titles to lands in certain cases; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

WATER ROUTE FROM LAKE MICHIGAN TO DETROIT RIVER. 
Mr. ATKINSON, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, re- 
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ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4991) to provide for the survey of 
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ments of the measures,” and insert ‘‘ not | a water route to connect the watersof Lake Michigan with the Detroit 


River; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

NICHOLAS WITHAM. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7612) granting a pension to Nicholas 
Witham; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL B. RANDALL. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7903) granting a pension to Daniel B. 
Randall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the following bills; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Benjamin E. Rowdybush; 

A bill (H. R. 7424) for the relief of William Seamans; 

A bill (H. R. 6281) granting a pension to Michael Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 7027) granting a pension to James Smithpeter; 

A bill (H. R. 7930) granting a pension to Silas 8. White; 

A bill (H.R. 2073) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Charles 
R. White; and 

A bill (H. R. 6785) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Charles 
R. White. 

MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 1228) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Marie Louise Craven; which, on his motion, 
was orggred to be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the adverse report, printed. 

AMANDA ALLEN, 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda Allen; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES W. GREEN, 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 6177) for the relief of Charles W. Green; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whote House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY W. HUGGINS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 7735) for the relief of Henry W. Huggins; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BIEDERBICK. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7933) granting a pension to 
Henry Biederbick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of Henry Cary Weir; 

A bill (H. R. 988) to increase the pension of Annie S. Mellach; 

A bill (H. R. 7263) granting a pension to Newell F. Osterhout; 

A bill (H. R. 4193) granting a pension to John H. O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 7099) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5548) granting a pension to Derrick F. Hamlink; 

A bill (H. R. 6181) granting a pension to Rachel Ann Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 8089) granting a pension to Reuben Jenkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3726) granting a pension to Philander Carran; 

A bill (H. R. 2417) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Marie 
Louise Craven; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


2461) for the relief of Elizabeth Aurand; 
7333) for the relief of Harriet P. Blake. 
HENRIETTA M. SANDS! 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (S. 1286) for the relief 
of Henrietta M. Sands; which was ordered to be laid upon the table, 
and the accompanying report printed. 

JAMES H. REID. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension 


and 
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to James H. Reid; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | counting officers of the United States Treasury Department; which was 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, | read a first and second time, recommitted to the “nye and ordered 





ordered to be printed. to be printed. 
HARRY H. G. KISLINGBURY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension 
to Harry H. G. Kislingsbury, Walter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler Schofield 
Kislingbury, and Douglas E. L. Kislingbury, respectively, children of 
the late Frederick F. Kislingbury, a lieutenant in the Eleventh Regi- 
ment United States Infantry; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH DENNY RIPLEY. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back the 
bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF MONEY UNDER DIRECT TAX OF AUGUST 5, 1861. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6047) to credit and pay the several States 
and Territories all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the 
act of Congress approved August 5, 1861; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask, Mr. Speaker, the privilege of sub- 
mitting a minority report to accompany the bill just reported from the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does not that require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it does. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How, under the new rule, can the Chair en- 
tertain the request for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will admit that under the 
rule adopted on yesterday the Chair does not think it could enéertain 
the request for unanimous consent for the consideration of a measure. 
But the Chair does not think that under that rule it is precluded from 
entertaining a request for unanimous cohsent of this character. The 
Clerk will read that provision of the rule. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wanted the Chair to pass upon it, as there 
is so much difficulty in doing anything by unanimous consent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That while this order remains in force the Speaker shall not enter- 
tain any requests for unanimous consent to consider any bill or resolution at 
any other time than herein provided; but he may entertain such requests to 
refer bills or resolutions to committees or to dispose of Senate amendments to 
bills which have passed the House. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will beseen that under the rule the 
Chair is not precluded from entertaining the request for unanimous con- 
sent in this instance. The Chair hears no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio, and he will have permission to submit the 
minority report hereafter. 

MRS. JULIA HARTLEY. 


Mr. WOLFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whale House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH FLEMING AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for the bill H. R. 1140, a bill (H. R. 8176) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Fleming, Frances E. Robinson, and Mary and Margaret John- 
son; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
> gangs ordered to be printed, the bill H. R. 1140 being laid on the 
table. 


WATER SUPPLY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 8140) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the water 
supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes;’’ which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF NAVAL AND MILITARY REPORTS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
rted back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution (H. 
es. 292) authorizing the printing of certain naval and military reports; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF REPORT ON SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation a concurrent resolution of the Senate to 
print 3,000 copies of the communication of the Secretary of State con- 
taining a list of claims against France by reason of spoliations com- 
mitted prior to the 21st day of July, 1801, of which 1,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives ; which was referretl to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
















































SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. LORE, from the Select Committee on American Ship-building 
and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 8072) relating to shipping commissioners ; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

DOCUMENTING VESSELS, ETC. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 8071) to amend sections 4153, 4177, and 4371 of the Revised 
Statutes as regards documenting vessels and designating their numbers 
and tonnage; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be priated. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees for reports has 
been completed. The Chair will ask consent that such gentlemen as 
were not in their seats when their committees were called be permitted 
to report now. 

There was no objection. 

J. P. BUSH AND M. GRIGSBY. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7766) for the re- 
lief of John P. Bush and Martin Grigsby; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORVILLE HORWITZ. 


Mr. HISCOCK, from the Committee on Ways and Means (for Mr. 
ee en back with amendments the bill (H. R. 734) for 
the relief of Orville Horwitz, assignee in trust of C. D. De Ford & Co.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported a bill oe R. 8178) to reduce postage on mailable matter of the 
second class; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
eee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to’ be 
printed. 


EXPENSES IN DEFENSE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GEDDES, from. the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 7919) to settle and adjust the claims 
of any State for expenses incurred by it in deferfse of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

PAYMENTS MADE BY MISSOURI. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2366) to author- 
ize and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be ined 
certain vouchers of the State of Missouri for payments made since April 
2, 1882, to officers and enlisted men of her militia forces for 
rendered to the United States in the suppression of the rebellion, and 
to report to Congress; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8177) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the 


HONORABLY DISCHARGED UNION SOLDIERS, ETC. 

Mr. MUTCHLER, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 
7548) to prohibit the removal of any honorably discharged Union soldier, 
sailor, or marine, or the widow or dependent relative of deceased 
Union soldier, sailor, or marine, from any office in the civil service of 
the United States except for specified cause; which was laid upon the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLARD. I desire to give notice of the presentation of a mi- 
oe ans 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MILLARD] asks permission to file a report. The Chair hears 
noobjection. The report will be printed with thereport of the majority. 

DESCRIPTIVE CATALOGUE OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr. ROG of New York. I rise to make a pri report. I 
am directed by Cumanlttes on Pointing to rapretbeahcaeen eamere: 
ble the joint resolution (8. R. 104) providing for the 
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printing and distribution of the Descriptive Catalogue of Government 
Publications. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘This is a privileged report under the 
rule. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, éc., That there be printed and half-bound in leather, with the excep- 
tion of the reserve sets, which shall be full-bound in leather, 6,600 copies of the 
Descriptive Catalogue of Government Publications, of which 1,500 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate ; 3,000 copies for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives; 4 copies for the library of the Senate; 12 copies for the library of the 
House ; 60 copies, 50 of which shall be for foreign exchanges, for the Library of 
Congress ; 2 copies for the library of the Executive Mansion; 40 copies for the 
Department of State; a copy to be sent to each legation of the United tes 
abroad ; 25 copies for the Treasury Department, including its bureaus; 20 pies 
for the War Department, including 1 for the library of the Military Academy at 
West Point; 20 copies for the Navy Department, including 1 for the library of 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis and 1 copy for the Naval Observatory at Wash- 
ington ; 25 copies for the Department of the Interior, including its bureaus, the 
Railroad Commission, ‘he Geological Survey, and the Census Office ; 818 copies 
to be delivered to the Secretary of the Interior for distribution to such libraries, 
not depositories of public documents, as shall be named for this purpose by each 
Senator, Representative,and Delegate in Congress; 10 copies to the Post-Office 
Department and its bureaus; 10 copies for the Department of Justice, including 
a copy for the library of the Supreme Court and a copy for the library of the 
Court of Claims; 2 copies for the Department of Agriculture; 2 copies for the 
Smithsonian Institution; 2 copies for the Government Printing Office; 1,000 
copies to be bound and distributed with the reserved documents, and 50 copies 
for the use of the Joint Committee on Public Printing, to be distributed among 
those who have aided in the compilation of the work. 

Src. 2. That the Public Printer shall print 500 additional copies of the above- 
named work, to be half-bound in leather, and sold at 10 per cent. advance on cost 
price,to any person applying for the same,a notice stating the price to be in- 
serted at least once a week in the daily edition of the ConGressionaL REcorp 
until the edition shall have been disposed of. 

+ Sec. 3. That all provisions of Jaw under which any additional copies of the 
above-named work might be printed are, so far as they apply to the above-named 
work, repealed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
how large a volume will this be ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I do not know how large a volume it 
will be. It isa work which has been ordered by previous Congresses, 
and has been compiled under the direction of previous Congresses. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does it come down to the present time? 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Yes, sir; there is a report here, if the 
gentleman desires to have it read. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
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Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the i : ; ; ; 
the joint intion was pe F , the motion to | take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 


reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on Printing, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the concurrent resolu- 
tion providing for the printing of the annual report of the Smithsonian 
Institution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 36,1885. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
report of the Smithsonian Institution and National Museum for the year 1884 be 
pr nted, and that there be printed 16,060 extra copies; of which 3,000 copies shall 

for the use of the Senate, 6,060 for the House of Representatives, and 7,000 for 
the Smithsonian Institution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the motion by which 
the concurrent resolution was agreed to; and also meved to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EVENING SESSION. 
peaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER ~ tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. move that at 5 o’clock to-day the House take a 
recess until 8 o’clock this evening; my object being to go on with the 
river and harbor bill. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
‘WILLIs] moves that the House take a recess from 5 o'clock until 8 
o’clock this evening. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Will not the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WiILLis] modify his motion to include the method of passing 
over certain items. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state to the gentléman and to the House that I 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. 5 


are in dispute shall come up at the evening session, and, if this motion 
revails, I am willing to agree that no item in the bill larger than 
$50,000 shall be considered at the night session. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, that is going to prevent the dis- 
cussion of the bill, by preventing the attendance of members. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Themotionof the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky is that at 5 o’clock to-day the House take a recess until 8 o’clock 


this oa 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I want to know whether it is under- 
etood that no other business is to be taken up at this night session. 


XVI——*9 


| from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIs] 






1265 


That is my intention in making the motion. 
That no other business shall come up? 





Mr. WILLIS. 
Mr. KEIFER, 
Mr. WILLIS. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, Mr. Speaker, let it be so understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the gentleman from Obio [ Mr. 
KEIFER] knows, that can be done only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that; but I suppose there will be no 
objection ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to an understanding 
that no other business than the river and harbor bill shall be taken up 
at the session this evening? The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
understood. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to say that these arrangements by which 
we guarantee that nobody will be present in the House at an evening 
session merely amount to a provision that nothingshall be done. Now, 
if we take a recess, and have an evening session, let it be done in such 
a way as to have the members of the House present, and let us. do some 
business. What is the use of some of us coming here when others will 
not, aud when the House will probably find itself without a quorum ? 
I am willing tocome here to-night, but I want to come for the purpose 
of transacting business. Therefore I suggest to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WIL.LIs] that he had better modify his motion. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WIL- 
LIS] agree to modify his motion? 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that the night sessions 
begin to-morrow night. 

The SPEAKER prp tempore. The question is on the motion of -the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] that at 5 o’clock this after- 
noon the House take a recess until 8 o'clock this evening, at which 
night session, by unanimous consent, there shall be no business trans- 
acted or considered except the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. Then the motion 
of the gentleman trom Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIs] is that at 5 0’clock this 
afternoon the House take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to my friend from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLI1s] that, instead of taking a recess and holding a night ses- 


| sion, we come here to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 


Mr. WILLIS. 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky that at 5 o'clock this afternoon the House 


We can not do that without changing arule of the 


The question was taken; and there were—«ayes 114, noes 25. 

Mr. PETERS. I make the point that there is no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that no quorum has 
voted. The Chair will therefore appoint tellers, and will designate 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIs, and the gentleman from 
Kansas, Mr. PETERS, to act as tellers. 

Before the count was completed the demand for tellers was with- 
drawn; and the motion of Mr. WILLIs was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, in this connection I understoot from 
the statement of the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIs] awhile 
ago that certain points in the river and harbor bill were to be passed 
over at this night session. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. No gentleman need have the slightest 
doubton that point. Only items under $50,000 will be considered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the gentleman 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that thisis a mat 
ter with which the House has no earthly concern, and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has demanded the regular order. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of resuming consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. HAmMMonp in the chair), and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations 


have no objection to an understanding that none of the matters that | for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 


| on river and harbors, and for other purposes. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving harbor at Rockland, Me. : 


Mr. KING. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, in the limited time allowed for discussion, under the 


Continuing improvement, $20,000. 


| rule, I would like to call the attention of this House to the character 


of attacks that have been made upon this measure. The enemies of 
this bill have put in the forefront objections to the improvement of the 
Mississippi River. For years the demand has come up from the central 


portion of this continent, from the country lying west of the great Ap- 


aay 
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palachian region, north of the Gulfand south of the lakes, for the im- 


provement of this great national highway. in the beginning of the 
Forty-sixth Congress the law was passed creating a commission to be 
intrusted with thisimprovement. Thecriticisms now directed against 
this work come, I discover, first from Wisconsin. Thegentleman who 
spoke on Friday last on this subject [Mr. Price] began his argument 
by e ndeavoring to prove that a part of the plan being executed by that 
commission is not only fruitless but uselessly expensive; and hestated 
in substance that this particular feature of the commission’s work is the 
only object of the commission. I refer to his remarks regarding levees. 

Mr. Chairman, in the act creating that commission for the improve- 
ment of this river not one word is said about levees. The title of the 
act reads thus: 

An ait to provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River commission for 
the improvement of said river from the head of the passes near its mouth to 
its head waters. 

That body of scientific men has adopted certain plans for this im- 
provement. Had we then known the wisdom of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, possibly we would have induéed the President to put him 
upon that body. All that he says is negatived by the opinion of these 
scientific men in charge of this work. 

The distinguished gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED] says, without 
the slightest qualification, that this work is to cost $150,000,000. I 
have been astonished to hear on this floor statements embracing inaccu- 
racies of the very wildest character; but never before have I known 
one so boldly made against a measure so meritorious as this, and purely 
with the object of prejudicing this body against it; for, sir, there is not 
one figure to sustain such a statemeut. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr.JONES, of Wisconsin, obtained the floor and said: 
time to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. K1nG}. 

Mr. KING. Thegentleman from West Virginia { Mr. Ginson], whom 
I do not now see in his seat, stated on this floor a few days ago that Mr. 
Eads- had said this work would cost $100,000,000. Mr. Eads corrected 
him the next day by telegram, to the effect that he had never said this 
work would cost exceeding $30,000,000. There is no warrant, no au- 
thority whatever for the statement made by the gentleman from Maine; 
and the highest estimates I have seen for this work have not exceeded 
$45,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, it is an easy matter to rise here now with criticisms 
and complaints directed against the river and harbor bill. This has 
been made a convenient horse for every man to mount who wishes to 
create some popular impression in his own district against appropria- 
tions for the improvement of riversand harbors. These bills are called 
‘* steals ’’ and ‘*log-rolling schemes.’’ But I would call the attention 
of this House to the fact—and there is no possibility of its being neg- 
atived—that the bill called the river and harbor bill comes in here 
after more careful scrutiny than any other measure introduced into 
this House. First, a survey must be made; recommendations must 
come from the Chief of Engineers as to the amount of money that can 
be properly expended upon this work. These recommendations must 
be indorsed in turn by the Secretary of War and by the President of 
the United States. 

No bill, I say, that comes before this House is more carefully drawn; 
yet nd measure has been more maligned before thecountry. -What has 
been the spirit prompting these misrepresentations regarding this meas- 
ure? I can not here more than suggest that it is the vast transporting 
lines of railway’ which compete with the cheap freight ways; for we 
know that as rivers go down freights go up, and as freights go up rivers 
go down. 

An attack has been made here on the purpose of this committee in 
the effort to improve the harbor of Galveston. No one can look at the 
vast population and territory now dependent upon that outlet to the 
sea without sympathizing with those men in their efforts to afford re- 
lief—a relief demanded for the purpose of furnishing food supplies and 
supplies for the manufacture of the commonestarticles of daily neces- 
sity. Already we read that in the city of New York beef is too high 
for the poor man to eat. If you can get cheap ways of :t rting 


I yield my 


meat from Texas I will guarantee that the people of that great city will. 


not want for cheap beef. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attenion of this Committee of the 
Whole to the fact thatthis bill is a worse bill than the river and harbor 
bill of 1882, which was vetoed by the President, by which veto the 
Democratic party was greatly benefited. I desire to call attention to 
the further fact that the Democratic party has changed front on this 
important question of internal improvements. I wish further to call 
attention to the fact that if this bill passes, the Democratic party, if 
it can do so, stultifies itself before the coun In the Democratic 
platform adopted at Chicago on the 10th of July last the Democratic 
party asserted that— 
The Federal Government should care for and awe the Mississippi River 
and the other great water ways of the , 80 as to secure for the interior 
States easy and cheap transportation to water. 


Does this bill provide for no streams except the ‘‘ Mississippi River 
and other great r ways?’’ 

It was that very idea upon which the President of the United States 
wrote his veto message of 1882. That river and harbor bill appropri- 
ated $18,000,000, far less than recommended in the Engineer’s Report,on 
the recommendation of the members of Congress who were invited to 
go before that committee and were patiently heard by the committee. 
Even such a distinguished Democrat as Senator BAYARD came before 
that committee to urge appropriations for streams in the little State of 
Delaware. The President’s veto message was on the idea that in that 
bill were appropriations for catfish streams and for little trout streams. 

I call attention of this Committee of the Whole and the country to 
the fact that this bill by the side of that dollar for dollar appropriates 
infinitely more for little catfish streams and little trout streams than 
the bill of 1882 did. 

I call the attention of this committee and the House to the further 
fact that but for that veto message of the President of the United States, 
which put the idea before the country that a river and harbor bill was 
a great steal, andthat members of Congress were thieves and were en- 
deavoring to get certain appropriations for certain localities in order to 
elect or re-elect corrupt American citizens to the Congress of the United 
States—but for that idea inculcated by that veto message, Mr. Chair- 
man, the Democratic party would not now be in power. You met in 
Chicago, through your chosen representatives—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. STEELE. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
for his courtesy. 

As I was saying, the Democratic party of this nation met in Chicago, 
through its chosen representatives, and avowed in its platform last July, 
for the first time, that it was in favor of the Government appropriating 
money for ‘‘the improvement of the Mississippi and other great water 
ways of the Republic.”’ 

Is the Big Sunflower one ofthe great water ways? 
the Great Pee Dee one of the great water ways? Is the Suwanee River 
ove of the great water ways? You not only do that but you have put 
in your bill appropriations to survey streams that have not been heard 
of even up to this day. Where is the Pond River in the State of Ken- 
tucky? Whereis the Little River in the State of Kentucky, and where 
is the Little River in the State of Louisiana? Apply this criticism te 
other States and you will find this bill is a bill to survey creeks and 
bayous and little streams which can not in any sense be considered as 
great water ways of the Republic. This bill launches out not only to 
improve the Mississippi River and other great water ways, but pro 
to discover streams which have not yet been discovered. If that is your 
theory, if that is your platform, I then ask you in what respect you 
differ from the old Whig party ? 

There is in this bill, as I shall attempt to show as we go forward, an 
utter disregard of the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers. If we 
are not to rely upon the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, if 
your committee sitting with closed doors and not hearing what mem- 
bers on’ this floor, elected by the peopleof the several districts to repre- 
sent their constituents, have to say on this subject, then who shall tell 
us how to p a bill which will give relief to the commerce of the 
country, which is the object sought in the passage of any just river and 
harbor appropriation bill? 

Iam one of those, Mr. Chairman, who believe there is but one true 
ground upon which to prepare a bill making appropriations for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors, and that is to prepare it in accordance 
with the needs of commerce, and if such a bill has to carry $35,000,000, 
and it is made up upon a true principle, I shall support that bill. But 
to state in a national platform one thing and then to prepare a bill spon 
an entirely opposite basis, and then to ask Congress to aan it w 
Congress does not know how it was prepared—does now what it 
contains—has not had an opportunity to learn by full and fair discus- 
sion, but only as each member has learned for himself by looking at the 
report of the engi and bringing to bear on the subject the knowl- 

individual have of our several districts—I say, under 


I thank the gentleman from Indiana 


[Laughter.] Is 


circumstances, Mr. irman, it is impossible to expect us to 
swallow this bill without having more light on it than we now have. 

It was very proper that Sndieinees of this Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors should want to have night sessions when nobody would 
be here to discuss this bill or have its enormities pointed out. 

And I want to call the attention = the wane a fact, that 
the Democratic party has made rapid progress. I shou to incor- 

in my remarks a protest presented to a former Congress, signed 

the chairman of this committee and by the Speaker of this Congress 

and by many others who have been cmanenedl to this important doc- 

trine of the Whig party that internal improvements are for the benefit 
of the whole country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, S Kentucky, by unanimous consent, withdrew his 
. RR. In I e, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. HO renew it. It is unnecessary for 
to state tothe members of thie House thet I oat in favor of a jndlicious 
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river and harbor bill. I am also in favor of one that is built in aspirit 
of fairness toward all the great and all the small water ways of the 
country. Forastream which is national that needs only $5,000 is just 
as much entitled to it as one that needs $5,000,000, and should be as 
carefully looked after by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors as the 
larger work. : 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, I rose more for the purpose of calling the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that this debate had drifted a little 
into sectionalism. It is not a part and parcel of this bill; and I was | 
astonished at my friend from Texas, Judge REAGAN, who has had so 
much experience on this bill, that he should have taken part in that 
discussion in the manner in which he did. He undertook to claim that 
the States of Michigan and Wisconsin had received enormous sums of 
money in proportion to the other States. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ialluded to Wisconsin, not to Michigan, and then 
only in response to the gentleman from Wisconsin himself. 

Mr. HORR. Then another gentleman mentioned Michigan, and I 
may be permitted to say that she is entitled to be mentioned in this 
bill, because she has got a large amount of necessities. But here is 
what I was coming to: My friend from Texas enumerated eight States 
which he compared with the State of Wisconsin, and claimed that that 
State alone had got more money from the Treasury of the United States 
than all of these eight States put together, and my friend, Mr. BLANCH- 
AED, said that Michigan exceeded Wisconsin in the amount drawn from 
the Treasury for such purposes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Texas will stop fora 
moment he will see that in that list five of these States are States 
which the Mississippi River passes through in large part, or along the 
coast of them, and he will find that his estimate is perhaps inaccurate 
in one respect. Will he tell me what amount of the Mississippi River 
appropriations he has charged against these respective States? I ask 
this because when you come to compare the amount with Michigan, 
and estimate that she is to receive $8,000,000, you charge up to her the 
improvements on the Sault Saint Mary’s Canal, on the Saint Clair Flats, 

on the Detroit River, which amount to more than $5,000,000 of the 
$8,000,000 you charged to Michigan, whereas that is a simple thorough- 
fare for the commerce of Lakes Michigan, Superior, and Huron. Lake 
Superior touches, of course, upon Michigan, but the commerce of that 
great channel is the entire commerce of the West. Now I ask the 
gentleman frankly, if he charges $8,000,000 to Michigan, whether it 
would not also be fair to charge to these other States their proportion 
of the Mississippi River improvements ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifthe gentleman from Michigan will confine him- 
self to answering me, I would then be able to make response to his in- 
qguiry; but since he is discussing Michigan, to which I did not refer, I 
can not answer him. 

Mr. HORR. But you gavethe amount appropriated in Louisiana in 
your list, and I ask why is the amount appropriated for the Mississippi 
River improvements not to be charged to Louisiana on the basis of con- 

i , when you chatge Michigan with all of the improvements that 
I have named? ‘ 

Mr. REAGAN. Because the Secretary of War did it, and I take it 
from his figures submitted on the 14th day of January, 1884, in his re- 

made to this House in answer to a House resolution. 

Mr. HORR. But, Mr. Chairman, the Mississippi River is just as 
much a local enterprise as the Sault Saint Mary’s Canal, and it should be 

to those States just as much as the other improvements I have 
mentioned in Michigan are cha to her. 

Now, sir, I do not do this for the purpose of claiming that you charge 
too little or too much, and only state it to illustrate the fact that this 
is a national bill and not a State or sectional measure. I do not care 
which part of the country a harbor is in; if it needs improvement you 
should not inquire what State it is in, but simply whether it is a na- 
tional work and needs improvement. I do not sympathize with the 
sensitiveness of some of my friends over here whoobject to telling what 
part of the country a specific improvement isin. Ifamember on this 
floor ‘to state that a certain great expenditure is in a certain 
part of the country, they seem at once inclined to raise the cry of sec- 
tionalism. Why is it anything against the harbor because it happens 
to be in Texas instead of Michigan? It may be tough on the harbor, 
it is true, but it does not justify anybody in raising that as an objec- 
tion. [Laughter] . — 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HISCOCK obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. Horr. 

Mr. HORR. Now, Mr. an the great bulk of this bill has 
been in my judgment, with great care. There are things in it 
that Pao not like. i object at present to the launching out ones ex- 
penditure of $750,000 for Galveston Bay. Why? It is not because I 
would not vote for it if I was satisfied that the harbor was capable of 
improvement, and that was the place to construct the harbor. But I 
am not satisfied that it is the | pe and I will state my objections to it. 
I was on the committee which appropriated over $200,000 for the im- 
provement of that harbor. No man was clearer in his judgments or 
more complete in his demonstrations with reference to the possibility 
of that than my friend from Texas. He was satisfied 
with the plan on which that money was being expended. He thought 
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it was the one that would improve the great harbor at Galveston. He 
had back of him a gentleman, Mr. Mansfield, I believe. 
in that? 


Am I correct 


Mr. REAGAN. 
Mr. HORR. 


Yes, sir. 
Mr. Mansfield appeared before our committee, and I 


have heard some strictures upon him throughout this discussion; but 
for myself I may say that no one appeared before that committee; 
among all who appeared before it, who in my judgment seemed to have 
a cooler brain or clearer head than this Army engineer. 
he was sure of succeeding; and we gave, at the special.instance of my 
friend from Texas, a large amount of money for Galveston Harbor, 
which they tell us now, for all purposes of improvement, might justas 
well have been dumped into the sea. 
money at Galveston until we know what we are about. 
adequate harbor on that coast. 
ernment proceeding with that work when it has been determined that 
Galveston is the best place for it. When thatisdone I am for Galves- 
ton. But we do not know yet about it. 


He stated that 


Now, [ want to stop dumping 
They need an 
I am in favorof the United States Gov- 


Iam ata loss because good engineers differ about it. Is there not 


some other point on that coast where those quicksands are not so ter- 
rible as they are at that harbor? We have already sunk in that har- 
bor a good deal more than a million dollars. 
have you got now than there was before you commenced thai process? 


How much more water 


Mr. OCHILTREE. Three inches. 
Mr. HORR. About three inches, says my friend from Texas. That 


is. an expensive process; a million dollars for each inch. 


Mr. OCHILTREE. 
Mr. HORR. 


Three hundred thousand dollars for each inch. 
I believe that that harbor is such a one that such an 


expensive work should never be commenced upon it until we have had 
careful investigation and know what we are about. 
this careful investigation to offset the theory of the Government engi- 


Who has made 


neers, which they have been working on for the last ten years? What 
body of men have made this examination? I am told there are har- 
bors on the coast of Texas where these sand shoals can be avoided. I 
If that is true, let 
us seek one of those places and improve it. If Galveston is the place, 
I am for Galveston. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker pro fempore resumed 
the chair. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate insisted on its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
maintain public order during the ceremonies of the inauguration of the 
President, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked for 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HArgis, Mr. INGALLS, and Mr. PIKE as the ¢on- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HORR. I withdraw it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I renew the amendment. I will notice the last 
point made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] first. Heseeks 
to prejudice the present appropriation because of my urging an appro- 
priation under a different plan, and because he said that I reeommended 
that plan astheright plan. Well, sir, his statement is all right with this 
understanding in relation to it thatIam notanengineer. Ihave never 
given opinions as an engineer because I am not an engineer. I took 
the reports of the Secretary of War and the local engineers and accepted 
them as good authority. Upon their making the recommendation the 
gentleman speaks of I approved and did what I could. It is right to 
say: the gentleman from Michigan was fair generally in reference to 
appropriations of that kind. 

But the gentleman from Micltigan takes me to task for giving a sec- 
tional cast to this debate. Why, Mr. Chairman, I served upon that 
committee foreight years. I have had a considerable part in the for- 
mation of every bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors which 
was gotten up during those eight years. Duringthat time I was never 
governed by sectionalism. I was as liberal and as earnest in the im- 
provement of the water ways connected with the great lakes as I was 
in reference to the improvement of the water ways in any other part of 
the country. I believed the Sault Saint Mary’s Canal to be a great and 
necessary national public work, and I supported large appropriations 
for it. I believed thatthe deepening ofthe shoal water at Detroit was 
@ great and necessary national work, and I approved it. I was never 
governed by sectionalism, and I have no feeliug now that prompts me 
to be governed by sectionalism. 

It seems to me, with all deference to the gentleman, that it would 
have been more proper for him to have rebuked the gentlemen on his 
own side of the House who introduced this sectionalism and made a 
point out of it than to have attacked me for it. 

I desire to say another word on that subject, for I mean that gentle- 
men shall understand when they assail the work at Galveston on the 
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ground of sectionalism that they shall have the benefit of the assault 
they make. 
gentlemen will learn before they get through. The gentleman who 
raised this cry of sectionalism, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
PRICE], has had from first to last for the improvement of the Fox and 
Wisconsin Rivers, in his State, $2,280,750 93. There has heen that 
expenditure on a work-that will never be completed, and that the 
engineers have more than once said could not be completed according 
to the original plan on account of the quicksand shoals on the Wiscon- 
sin River. But by some sort of juggling between the State and Fed- 
eral authorities these two millions and nearly three hundred thousand 
dollars have furnished a great deal of valuable water-power for private 
parties to use. 





Mr. REED, of Maine. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. REED, of Maine. When did we originate that scheme? 


Mr. REAGAN. More than a dozen years ago. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There have been none like it lately? 

Mr. REAGAN. That work has been appropriated for year after 
year for the last ten or twelve years. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There have been no new schemes of that 
kind lately. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
REAGAN } has expired. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, to say the least, acted very injudiciously in not allowing a more 
full discussion on the bill. This is a very important measure, and 
every member of the House who has any views should have an oppor- 
tunity to express them. I personally am in favor of the legitimate im- 
provement of the water ways of the country, and more especially now 
when so many people are unemployed and business depression’ prevail - 
ing. 

As to the provisions of the bill, I think that such rivers as the Mis- 
sissippi and Tennessee and others, if possible and practicable, should be 
improved, but there are great projects in the bill which are open to 
very severe criticism. Among these! shall speak first of the appropri- 
ation for the improvement of theharborat Galveston. I have nodoubt 
that James B. Eads is a man of superior ability, but I am loath to ad- 
mit, after all that has been said in his favor on the floor of this House, 
that the Almighty should have called in Mr. Eads when he planned this 
continent. [{Laughter.] . After hearing my eloquent friend from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] in his chaste and Chesterfieldian way pay 
such a beautiful tribute to Mr. Eads, I looked in the book of Genesis 
to see if Mr. Eads’s name was notas plentifully sprinkled through that 
book as it is in this bill [laughter],and disappointed in my researches 
I respectfully suggest to the learned and reverend gentlemen who are 
now revising the sacred volume that it might be improved in that re- 
spéct. 

; Mr. Chairman, what does this bill propose to do as far as Galveston 
is concerned? Why, sir, we are giving Mr. Eads the harbor and the 
United States Treasury—giving him the harbor to do what he likes 
with it, and giving him the Treasury to pay him for doing it. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

It is a matter of speculation. It is a question on which engineers 
have differed and disputed and still dispute. Millions already expended 
have produced little or no results, and we have only Mr. Eads’s word 
for it that seven or eight millions more will insure a success. 

Another thing: We have an Engineer Corps in our Army. Itis sup- 
posed to be the very cream of the service. Men are admitted into it by 
reason of their superior capacity and fitness. Now, sir, is not the Gal- 
veston provision in this bill tantamount to saying that the members of 
our Engineer Corps are unfit for their positions? If the members of 
the Evgineer Corps are incapable of coping with this problem, then let 
the corps be abolished, and let us give the whole business of internal 
improvements over to Capt. James B. Eads. If they are incompetent 
and unreliable at Galveston, can they be trusted at New York or Charles- 
ton? Of what value are their opinions or decisions on any improve- 
ment? Nearly all the legislation in these bills is founded upon their 
opinions and recommendations, so that if we now pronounce them un- 
reliable the rest of this bill is under grave suspicion. 

Mr. Chairman, in the limited time allowed me I am obliged to deal 
very hurriedly with the provisions of this bill; but there is another 
item to which I object—the appropriation for the improvement of Big 
Sandy Bay in Massachusetts, for making'a “‘ harbor of refuge’’ there, 
a sort of a marine boarding-house, an oceanic Yellowstone Park, where 
the wanderers of the sea can run in and enjoy themselves and admire 
the princely liberality of our Government in providing this beautiful 
harbor for them. Why Sandy Bay when you have Boston and Port- 
land? Are mariners afraid of the culture of the one and the lack of 
refreshments in the other? So far as this bay is concerned, there is no 
definite plan proposed, and there is no need for the work. If you are 
going to build a harbor of refuge on the New England coast, why not 
build one also on the New Jersey coast south of Sandy Hook? But I 
for one can not agree, when our rivers, our great national highways, 
need legitimate improvement and are asking for aid, that we are called 
upon to expend the national fands to build harbors of refage on the 
New England coast. 


The time of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
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Then as to the item of the improvement of the Mississippi River, it 


I do not mean that this fight shall be all on one side, as | is very strange that after the many years that we have been expending 


money on improvements of that river there is scarcely an instance in 
which those improvements have withstood the floods that periodically 
sweep down the bed of the mighty stream. 

If we are to improve the Mississippi, why not take a sufficient sum 
and make one direct test case as to the best plan of improving that 
river, instead of appropriating $100,000 one year, $200,000 another 
year, $1,000,000 another year, and so on, to be sprinkled all along the 
stream? Let us have a fair scientific test made of what can be done 
before we are called upon to make these appropriations. At the last 
session of Congress such a proposition was voted down by friends of 
this bill. : 

Mr. ELLIS. It has been made. 

Mr. McADOO. I doubt it. 

Mr. ELLIS. It has been made, and has succeeded. 

Mr. McADOO. Let that test be made, Mr. Chairman, and then if 
you find that the Mississippi River can be improved on that plan, I 
for one am willing to vote sufficient money to improve the entire great 
strerm. The whole country is interested in the improvement of this 
free, natural highway, which in its freedom for commerce and travel 
rivals the railroads and cheapens every product to the consumer. Butso 
far in the works made upon and along its course the awful forces of nat- 
ure have not been successfully curbed by scientific experiments. Let 
us do for it whatever is practicable and necessary, but avoid expendi- 
tures which are blind ventures and bring no beneficial results. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, and I yield my time to the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Now, Mr. Chairman, under the shadow and protec- 
tion of these great schemes we find a host of little fellows creeping in. 
We are making these appropriations under what authority? Under 
the clause of the Constitution which says that we shall have power to 
regulate commerce between the States. It would seem that a stream 
of sufficient importance to make its improvement a national matter 
ought to be known to members of this House generally, but I venture 
to assert that if my distinguished friend from Indiana, who sits on my 
left [Mr. HoLMAN], and who is one of the best informed men in the 
country, were before the Civil Service Commission for examination he 
could not tell a thing about the Yallabusha [laughter] or about the 
Scoma Loosha. I venture to say that he could not tell whether the 
Seoma Loosha is a continuation of the Yallabusha, or whether the Yal- 
labusha is a continuation of the Scoma Loosha. [Renewed laughter. } 


| Yet, Mr. Chairman, under the provision of the Constitution to which I 


have referred, we are called upon to make a considerable appropriation 
for the improvement of the Yallabusha. [Laughter.] Then, sir, look- 
ing through this bill to find the Yallabusha, I come to the Salkehatchie, 
Waceamaw, Wapoo Cut, Wateree, Coosa, Caloosahatchee, Choctaw- 
hatchee, Withlacoechee, Big Sunflower, Noxubee, Tallahatchie, Tchula 
Lake, Chifuncte, and the Boeuf—which latter, I suppose, rans soup— 
together with the Stielaquamish, the Hiawassee, and the universally 
known Hay Lake. Here, for example, is an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Wateree. Now, sir, the Wateree is not a river at all, 
it is a Jamber-yard. 

On that subject I refer gentlemen to the report of the War Depart- 
ment, which states that there is no channel there—that it is a mere 
**net-work of logs.’? That being so, the proper way to improve and 
protect the Wateree would be to send down a couple of fire-engines to 
see that the river does not burn up. [Renewed laughter.] The re- 
port, however, adds that here we can profitably—to what or whom we 
must conjecture—spend a handsome sum of money. 

Then here is Romerly Marsh. Now I venture to say that very few 
gentlemen know on what part of the map to find Romerly Marsh; yet 
we are called upon to make an appropriation for its improvement under 
our constitutional authority to regulate commerce between the States. 

Although I have looked over the most modern atlas, I was unable 
to find Romerly Marsh, not even on the beautiful map which the 
friends of the Hennepin Canal have kindly presented to me. It is 
modestly mentioned in the Engineer’s report, and appears to be a canal, 
to begin work on which the Florida and Georgia Steamboat Company 
kindly donated $5,000. So far as it is concerned the bill is a mis- 
nomer, for it is neither a river nor a harbor, but a canal to be cut through 
amarsh. I am in doubt whether it isa private and local enterprise or 
a matter of real interstate commerce. 

Here is the Gasconade, this blustering stream which meanders through 
the sylvan shades of the State of Missouri. I find on turning to the 
report of the War Department this significant language: 


The only work done on this stream— 


Says the report of last year— 
was in the office , because there was not sufficient appropriation. 


Now, it is a problem such as confronted the philosopher when he saw 
a calf’s tail sticking through a knot-hole, as to whether they brought 
this boastful and vaunting stream, the Gasconade, into the office and 
improved it there or whether their profound minds in the precincts 
of the sanctum cogitated plans how to improve it without the oflice. 
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Yet this is just the class of little fellows that creep in under the | tion that was suspended in the sky like a magnet, and that was that 


shadowing protection of this gigantic scheme about Galveston Harbor, 
and this harbor of refuge on the New England coast, and this improve- 
ment of the Mississippi. These modest, retiring little fellows coming 
in, each walk off with a bag of United States coin to the tune of five, 
ten, or fifteen thousand dollars, or $100,000, or even much more. 

Why, sir, here is the Big Sunflower. I spent some time examining 
Mitchell’s Atlas to find out where this flowery and esthetic stream hid 
itself. ; 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After “ dollars,” in line 10, insert : 


“That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed toappoint a com- 
mission, to consist of two officers of the Engineer Corps of the Army and one 


from civil life,to make surveys for the construction of reservoirs on the Poudre, | 


Platte, and Saint Vrain for the storage of surplus water to be used in irrigating 
and reclaiming the public lands located in the State of Colorado, and to report 
the probable cost of the construction of such work; and the sum of $20,000 is 
hereby appropriated to defray the expenses of such coinmission.”’ 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD. Well, I hope my friend from Kentucky will re- 
serve his point of order until I can be heard upon this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will reserve the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks leave to re- 
serve points of order on this amendment until the gentleman trom 
Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] has been heard. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, this is the only bill before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in which my section of 
the country has no ‘** pork’? whatever. I have but one single objection 
to this bill of my friend from Kentucky, which I shall vote for: and 
that is, he has not made the slices of ‘* pork ’’ sufficiently large. 

I want to tell you gentlemen who have undertaken the contract of 
wringing outand sweeping the carpet on which Republicans have walked 
for the last twenty-five years, what you ought to do with the appropri- 
ations of this Government. 
States to-day—([laughter]—oh, yes; this is the old story, ‘‘ unlock 
the Treasury;’’ but wait till I get through with it. You have in the 


Treasury of the United States to-day $145,000,000 of available cash. 
{Laughter.] Not one dollar of that sum is expended by this admin- | 


istration. [At this point Mr. BELrorD walked over to the Democratic 


side of the House.] I want to get over here and talk to my friends. | 


[ Laughter. ] 

In the last Congress Mr. Speaker CARLISLE, a man whom I pro- 
foundly honor on account of his justice, his integrity, and his impar- 
tiality, introduced in this House a bill to refund the national debt at 
3 percent. You can all readily recall the filibustering we had in this 
House at that time, and you can also readily recall the fact that on 
every vote in that filibustering epoch I stood up with you Democrats 
like a lone pine tree in thedesert. [Laughter.] We broke that ‘‘dead- 
lock.’’ We passed that bill. Rutherford B. Hayes—who, in my judg- 
ment, never was clected President of the United States [laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side], although I voted to heat you Demo- 
crats, because you had not the courage to stand up for your rights 
[laughter]—Rutherford B. Hayes vetoed that bill. 

Then Garfield came in. He was going to call an extra session of 


Congress to see whether he could not get a refunding bill which would | 


suit the administration better than that bill introduced by Hon. Joun 
G. CARLISLE. The banks had brought a pressure on the Treasury of 
the’United States. They had sent in, I think it was, over $18,000,000 
under a contract with John Sherman that when the pressure went by 
he would return the money to them. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman is exhausted. 
Mr. MILLS. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gentle- 


man from Colorado. 

Mr. BELFORD. Thanks. I have not been heard for two months. 
Just give me a chance. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Democrats came into power in this House, 
and we told Mr. Sherman he should not return the $18,000,000 to those 
thieving, villainous bankers in the city of New York, who were seek- 
ing to control the currency of the whole country. That is point No. 1. 
Now I wish to give you point No. 2. I wish to see whether you Demo- 
crats have the nerve and the heroism and the courage to do what is 
right in the next four years. I 
itol, when Garfield was inaugurated, with one of the most distinguished 
Senators from the South—I mean up the Avenue from the Treasury 
Department—and he said: ‘‘ There is no use talking about it, you Re- 
publicans have this country for twenty-five years;’’ and in six weeks 
we were all together, pulling each others ears from the coast of the 
Atlantic, where the sun first stops to take up the dew-drops, to the coast 
of the Pacific Ocean, where he stoops to cool his hot axle. [ Applause. ] 

That is what you are going to have now. What was the campaign 
you fought last year? What was the sum and substance of it all? 
The great Republican party that had conquered the most magnificent 
army on the face of the earth, our Southern friends, came out with a 


| Why do you not take this $145,000,000 out of the Treasury, buy $145,- 


oe 


You have in the Treasury of the United | 


I recollect walking down from this Cap- | 


broad declaration, floating all over the nation, with one single objec- | 





Grover Cleveland kissed a widow one day too late. [Great laughter. ] 
Was not that the whole substance of the campaign? Then the Demo- 
crats, to equal it up, to cover it over on every side, came out with the 
magnificent issue that another candidate for the Presidency had kissed 
a maiden one day too soon. [Renewed laughter.] Was not that a 
beautiful issue to present to a great nation by two great parties of this 
country? The result of it was that the great mass of the people pre- 
ferred the widow on the ground that she had more information and 
experience on that subject. [Renewed laughter. ] 

But what I want to call your attention to isthis. I stated that you 
had $145,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury of this nation. You have 
callable, redeemable bonds at this hour to the amount of $197,000,000. 


000,000 of these Windom bonds and discharge our debt to that amount ? 
Mr. SPRINGER. We have not got the key of the Treasury yet. 
Mr. RELFORD. And you will not do it when you do have the key. 

You have got a bill pending here to-day where the estimates, I am in- 


| formed, amount to $34,000,000 while your appropriations amount to 


$12,000,000. 1 wish to God Almighty the ehairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations in this House could be afilicted with the disease 
called the malady of thought in the direction of liberal appropria- 
tions. [Laughter.f 

Now, why am I in favorof this Galveston Harbor? Weare building 
a railroad from the city of Denver to Galveston. We expect to avail 
ourselves of the products of Texas and ship her cattle through Colorado 
to the East. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
| Mr. BELFORD. 


The gentleman’s time is exhausted. 
I will have to get in the balance of what I want 


| to say some other time. 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order against the gentleman’s 


| amendment that it is not within the jurisdictionof a bill appropriating 


money for rivers and harbors. 
bill, and therefore not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado desire to be 
| heard on the point of order? 
Mr. BELFORD. I expect the Chair will rule my amendment out. 
| The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Colorado admits his amend- 
ment is obnoxious to the point of order, and the Chair rules it out. 

Mr. BELFORD. I think any amendment on the subject.of water is 
obnoxious under the general rules of this House. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I movetostrike out the last three words 
of the pending paragraph. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of this congmittee to the 
further fact that works which have been begun have not been prose- 
| cuted with that zeal and economy which should characterize great 
| national works, and I caitthe attention of the committee to this fact: 
that the Chief of Engiucers does not know how much we are paying 

annually to civil engineers, how much we are paving annually to the 


Besides, it is the substance of a pending 


4 regular Engineer Cerps; and he has not the remotest conception of what 


the value of the plant is. But we know enough to understand that 
there are men in this empluyment at salaries varying from $350 down 
to $85 per month asengineers. I shall incorporate in my remarks what 
I have been able to find of information on this subject. This much I 
learn, that the officers in charge of the work, I mean the civilian engi- 
neers as well as the regular Engineer Corps, are paid annual salaries, 
| amounting in the aggregate to half a million dollars a year. 
More than this, | find that the annual pay of employés whose names 
| appear in the last Blue Book, those who are above the grade of labor- 

ers, was $515,000 for the Mississippi River Commission alone. (See 

speech of Mr. HEPBURN, first session Forty-eighth Congress.) Now all 
| these expenses go on whether we make a large or a small appropriation 
| for rivers and harbors. 

I desire to read now trom a report of the Chief of Engineers, General 

Newton: 


Hon. Mr. Wurtre, House of Representatives 

Sir: In reply to your telephonic message, just received, asking the salaries 
paid to civil engineers employed by the United States on rivers and harbors, as 
well as the value of the plant employed on rivers throughout the United States, 
I have the honor to state that the salaries paid the assistant engineers vary from 
$250 to $85 a month. 


He made a mistake there, for it is from $350 down to $85. 


The total number of these assistants is one hundred and eighty-three. It is 
impossible to state the value of the plant employed on rivers throughout the 
United States,except by addressing the individual officers of the Corps of Engi- 
neers in charge of the works or improvements. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JOHN NEWTON, 
Chief of Engineers, Brig., Brt. Maj. Gen. 


Is not that a beautiful officer to have at the head of these great 
works ? 
Again he says ina telegram: 
War DEPARTMENT, Junuary 31, 1885 
Hon. Jonn D. Ware: 

It is impossible to answer your question without a careful examination of 
office records, which would require much work for many days. If no appropri- 
ations are made and no work isto be done, the plant could be sold and expenses 
reduced to zero in a very short time upon many small works. 

JNO. NEWTON, 
Chief Engineers. 
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Now, sir, the point I desire to make is that no matter whether that 
bill carries $11,000,000 or whether it carries $25,000,000, you have the 
annual expense of the machinery, of the plant, of the engineers, and the 
annual salaries of officers and employés above the grade of laborers, 
and if your bill is a small one so much the less goes for your public 
improvements. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact, also; that 
this bill of $11,000,000, when the Engineer Department of the Govern- 
ment, under their sworn statements, tell us they can use judiciously, 
wisely, profitably. and economically $34,000,000, amounts simply to 
saying that you do not have faith in the capacity of the engineers to 
form a judgment, or that you have an abiding faith in your committee 
that acts with closed doors. 

If we are convinced that the engineers are correct in their methods 
and estimates, then we ought to appropriate the full amount of money 
recommended by them 

In the protest against a river and harbor bill of a former Congress, to 
which I alluded a few moments ago, ‘Mr. Speaker CARLISLE, Mr. 
WILLIs, and Mr. Cox, anda number of Democrats signing the protest, 
the theory was laid down that, in the first place, the appropriation 
was unconstitutional, and in the second, that we did not have the money 
in the Treasury. If your Democratic platform of P884 can be relied 
upon as the basis of your belief, then your constftutional objection is 
overcome. If you can rely upon the statementof the Secretary of the 
Treasury that there are- now $146,000,000 in the Treasury, the second 
objection is overcome. The question then recurs, do the people want 
cheap transportation? If they do, how are they to get it? I answer, 
by improving the rivers, by improving the harbors, and by compelling 
the railroads to come in direct competition with nature’s own water 
ways. 

But if you are going to make any of: these improvements, where will 
youstop? Will you stop with the Cumberland River on the idea that 
it is a great river, or with the Great Pee Dee River on the ground that it 
is a great river; or will you stopiwith the Big Tombigbee River on the 
idea that it is a great river? There is no limit if you carry out the 
theory embodied in the decision of the Supreme Court, that every river 
on which there is commerce is a navigable river. And, in my humble 
opinion, we shall make adequate appropriations from the abundance in 
our Treasury to improve all the navigable water ways of the Republic, 
and thus insure competition with railroads and secure cheap transporta- 
tion for the people of the United States. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving ®arbor at Bangor and Penobscot River, Maine: Continuing im- 
provement, $15,000. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 12 insert: 

“Improving the mouth of the Narraguagus River at Millbridge, Me., $20,000,” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, that proposition to put an item 
into the appropriation bill for that improvement was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and as the members of the House 
were not given the permission or privilege this year of going before the 
committee, we were obliged to place propositions of that kind in the 
hands of some member and trust to the action of the committee upon 
them. 

I have been informed that the reason why the committee failed to 
include that item in the bill is because it is not recommended in the 
Book of Estimates for this year, and that the committee in preparing 
the bill had adopted the rule or usage that they would not insert any- 

«thing in their bill not embraced in the recommendations of the Book 
of Estimates. 

I found upon inquiry of the engineers connected with these works 
that a survey had been made and a recommendation filed in the year 
1880 by the board of engineers. The suggestion was then made that 
an item be inserted for a survey for this work. I was informed by the 
engineer in charge of that portion of the coast that he had examined 
the report made in 1880 by General Thom, of the engineers; that the 
report seemed to be adequate, and that if a new survey were ordered 
he should be obliged to state that it was unnecessary. Upon making 
that suggestion the item for the survey was stricken out of the bill; 
and therefore as the bill stands now no provision has been made. 

The proposition for the improvement of this river is based upon the 
report of the engineers, to be found upon pages 535, 536, and 537 of the 
report for 1880. It is a report on improving the mouth of the Narra- 
guagus River at Millbridge, Me. In that report the engineer making 
the survey states: 

The improvement Spepennd to be made at this i consists in dredging achan- 


nel from deep water below Turner’s Point to the deep water of Fickett’s Point, 
called the ‘‘ Deep Hole,”’ the only available anchorage in the harbor. As this 


I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 


place is only accessible at or near high tide for vessels navigating these waters, 
it is now of little value for vessels seek shelter during heavy weather and at 
time of low water. At present there is only five and a feet of water at mean 


low water, or four feet at extreme low water, over the several bars pues Se 
channel. This improvement would also enable the steamers of the . 
Bangor and Machias Steam Company ,which touch at this port four times a 
week during the entire year, to land passengers and the heavy freights for this 
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place at the lower steamboat wharf, whereas now they have to make the stopin 
the lower bay (except at high water) and transfer passengers and freights on 
board of a lighter, at great expense and loss of time. 

Much of the lumber manufactured in the saw-mills at Cherryfield (about seven 
miles above the draw-bridge) is shipped from the portof Millbridge. Vesselsof 
the larger class are also built here at three different ship-yards. 


I will state also, Mr. Chairman, that this point is a landing point for 
the line of steamers between Mount Desert Ferry and Annapolis, Nova 
Scotia. Without going any further into the details of the matter I ask 
for the adoption of my amendment appropriating $20,000 for this im- 
provement. The engineers recommended $50,000, but I have placed 
the amount at $20,000, bringing it as near as possible to what I believe 
has been the pro rata proportion adopted by the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think it is hardly necessary to say more 
in connection with this matter than to state the fact that there is not 
a line before the committee with reference tothis improvement. What- 
ever information we have in regard to it is in old reports of the engi- 
neers, and as there is no report bearing upon it before the committee it 
was not under consideration and has not received any consideration. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Wil! the gentleman permit me to suggest that 
I endeavored in every possible way to have information with regard to 
this matter placed before the committee? I conferred with no fewer 
than three members of the committee. I submitted to them this report 
and placed before them my correspondence with the engineer in c 
of the coast of Maine, one of whose communicatiuns I hold in my hand, 
which declares that a further survey and report are unnecessary, be- 
cause the survey heretofore made was entirely auequate to justify the 
appropriation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The point is that we had no current report, 
which is usual in such cases from the engineers; a fact which is not in 
conflict at all with the statement made by the gentleman from Maine. 
As to cases of that sort, the committee saw very clearly there was al- 
most an indefinite number of them. There were more of a current char- 
acter than we could deal justly by, and they did not consider it ex- 
pedient to enter into that class of cases. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What class of cases does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The cases that have not got current re- 
ports and are not indorsed by the Chief of Engineers. Once you throw 
open that door, and there is no end to the appropriations that would 
be demanded at the hands of the committee. Therefore we discarded 
that class of propositions without beginning to express an opinion upon 
them, having more submitted to us than we can do justice by. This 
is not a condemnation of the project but a non-examination of it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Permit me to say that it seems to me impossible 
under the rule adopted by thie committee for any appropriation to be 
obtained for any improvement that may have been recommended in 
the past. There is no way to get a new survey and a new recommen- 
dation, because the engineers have already made the survey and it 
would be a waste of money to survey it again. I appeal to the House 
to act upon this on the merits of the survey made and reported on in 
the regular mode seme years ago. + 

The question being taken on agreeing to Mr. BOUTELLE’s amend- 
ment, there were—ayes 51, noes 57. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Noquorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will ap- 
point tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Maine, Mr. BoUTELLE, 
and the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, 
noes 84. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last word of 
the paragraph. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of this committee 
to the further fact that while we have got one hundred and forty-six 
millions in the Treasury we have, under Democratic influences, the same 
President who vetoed the river and harbor bill of 1882 appointing a 
free-trade Democrat as Seerctary of the Treasury who is also a free- 
whisky Democrat, and has gone so far as to lend millions of money to 
the whisky ‘‘ring;’’ and yet, sir, the ublican party went out of 
power because it appropriated eighteen millions and a half for the peo- 
ple’s public works. I desire to read here a statement from a Demo- 
cratic paper in accord with the President. It says: 

As a matter of fact the President has all along sympathized with the distillers 
in their distress, and was glad when it was discovered that a remedy remained 
within the law. Friends of the measure who were urging it did not neglect, of 
every step © the provsedings by the knowledge that his food wishes attended 
them. was never a moment, indeed, when the ent would have 
frowns ah e obstacle in the way. ' This talk that the distillers have 


succeeded 
the Secretary of the Treasury what Congress had denied to 
them reveals only the pigheadedness of some people. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the country to the fact 
that while this Committee on Rivers and Harbors has been able to re- 
port an priation only one-third as large as that which has been 
reco} by the sworn engi the Chief Executive, through his 
Cabinet, has been able to to the most infernal whisky monopoly 
in this country millions of dollars, money which under the law has 
fallen due, and which under the action of this Congress in its first ses- 
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sion and under the action of the Forty-seventh Congress in both its ses- 
sions was required to be paid whendue. 

Again, sir, I want to call the attention of the country to the fact that 
this bill is going to be put ‘through by a Democratic majority, com- 
posed, in part, of at least forty members who are not entitled to seats 
upon this floor. I remember when a most elegant gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount] the other day called attention to the fact that 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] had not been returned to 
the next Congress. I wondered whether it had come to this, that a 
member occupying a seat on this floor by the small vote of 3,514 ina 
district containing 87,000 colored peopleand only 65,000 white people, a 
district which has a colored majority of 22,258, and in which there are 
at least 25,000 voters—I wondered, I say, whether we had reached the 
point where a gentleman occupying aseat under such conditions would 
comment here upon the fact that another gentleman had failed to be 
returned-to the next Congress. If it be said that the gentleman from 
Georgia had no opponent, I desire to call attention to the fact that in 
the election of a Congressman at large the vote was only 3,348 for the 
Democratic candidaie at large, and only 162 for the Republican candi- 
date at large in this district containing at least 25,000 voters, and having 
a colored population of 23,258 in excess of its white population. You 
may apply this test to gentlemen on the other side of the House and you 
wili find that there are at least forty of them sitting here who have no 
right to their seats. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For improving breakwater at mouth of Saco River, Maine: Continuing im- 


provement and repairs, $10,000. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move tostrike out the last two words. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not time to itemize the vote in the 
counties, but I shali do so in my printed remarks. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] is not discussing any question | 


that is before the House or that is germane to the bill under considera- 
tion. This is a water bill, and not a whisky bill or an election bill. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Whisky and water naturally go together, | 


the more you take of one the more you want of the other. [Langh- 
ter}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wurre] 
will confine his remarks to the question before the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. REAGAN. Do I understand the Chair to overrule the point of 
order ? 


The CHAIRMAN. On the contrary, the Chair held the point of | 


order to be well taken, and requested the gentleman from Kentucky to 
confine his remarks to the question before the committee. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iask theattention of the gentleman from | 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to the fact that I am coming rapidly to Galves- | 


ton Harbor. [iaughter.] I hope the gentleman will possess his sou! 
in patience, for I am aware of the fact, which he will not deny, that 


nearly $2,000,000 have been sunk in Galveston Harbor, and that the | 


proposition of this bill which will meet with most universal condem- 
nationis the one to create a harbor for a city where there is shoal water 
for fifty miles in front of it. 

Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party has come into power upon such 
doctrines as this: ‘‘We believe that labor is best rewarded where it is 
freest and most intelligent; ’’ and yet, sir, in the Georgia district to which 
I have alluded there are 152,000 people, over 25,000 of them voters, and 
less than 4,000 actually voting. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon the point of order. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHrrer] is discussing an election 
in the State of Georgia, and not anything contained in this bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 


GAN] is better posted in the history of this matter than I am, but the | 


country does not know as much about it as my friend from Texas does, 
for he was in a position for four years to know all about it. 
These are some of the Democratic doctrines: 


We believe that labor is the best rewarded where it is freestand most enlight- 


ened. We oppose sumptuary laws which vex the citizen and interfere with in- 
dividual liberty-— ae 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I must again call the attention of | 


the Chair to the fact that the gentleman from Kentucky is not discuss- 
ing the measure before the House. 

‘The.CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WaHITE] 
will suspend. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] will please 
cite the rule to which he invites the attention of the Chair, and which 
he thinks is violated by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, do I have to cite a rule to show that 
in a five-minute debate a gentleman is not entitled to discuss matters 
that are not relevant or germane to the bill we are considering? If so, 
I will take my seat. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
the point of order. 

In reply to the gentleman from Texas, I want to say that, if I am not 
mistaken, when the House is in Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union anything which relates to the welfare of the Union is ad- 
| missible in the discussion. If I can show to the intellect of the gen- 
| tleman from Texas that whisky regulation by the Treasury Department 
was made because there was abundance of money in the Treasury, and 
because there were Democratic influences brought to bear upon it—if I 
ean show that the Democratic majority in this House and in the other 
| wing of the Capitol is not the old Jeffersonian, not the old Jacksonian 
Democracy, but the late seceding Democracy; and if I can show to the 
| entire satistaction of this House that we have more money in the Treas- 
ury for rivers and harbors than we have to lend to whisky men, I think 
the House will pardon me for the slight allusion which I have made to 
whisky in discussing a water bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard further 
on the point of order ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Not on the point of order. I desire to 
proceed with my remarks, if the gentleman from Texas will allow me 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the Digest, page 282. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘‘A member shall confine himself to the question under debate and avoid per- 
sonality. Rue XIV, clause 1; but Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union heisnot bound toconfine himself to the question under debate—Cong 
Globe, 2, 30, p. 587: 1, 31, p. 1475; 1, 32, p. 1856—except where a special order 1s 
pending, when the debate must be confined strictly to the measure under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, in reference to this point of orde1 
I would like to say one word further. I am aware of the fact that on 
yesterday general leave was given to print inthe RecorD; but this pro- 
| viso was put in, that nothing should be printed under that leave which 
did not directly relate to the river and harbor bill. And it was just 








| to suit the case of the gentleman from Texas that I rose to make these 
remarks, so that I would not have to print them in the REcorD under 
that general leave. I am glad to have the gentleman’s attention, and 
| I hope I shall be allowed to proceed. 

} Mr. WILLIS. I hope my colleague [Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky] will 
be permitted to go on, and that the gentleman from Texas will with- 
| draw his point of order. I believe this Committee of the Whole desires 
| to proceed as business men in the consideration of a business matter. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think it is an imposition upon the House to. in- 
dulge in general remarks of this character when we are operating under 
an order of the House to consider the river and harbor appropriation 
bill. Weare not in Committee of the Whole for general debate; but - 
we are considering the river and harbor bill under the five-minute rule. 
It has been ruled a hundred times in my hearing within the last few 
years that under these circumstances remarks must be confinefl to the 
question before the Committee of the Whole. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The (hair has no hesitation as to the proper ruling 
| in this particular case. By order of the House, the Committee of the 
Whole is proceeding to consider the river and harbor appropriation bill. 
The Chair, therefore, regards it as a special order; so that the general 
rule in regard to debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union does not apply, but members are required to confine their re- 
marks to the question under consideration. Therefore the Chair holds 
that the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky were out of order. 
The gentleman has two minutes left, in which he may proceed in order. 
| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call atten- 

tion to the fact that from the foundation of this.Government down to 
| the present time we have appropriated for purposes of this kind not 
| $105,000,000, as was stated by several gentlemen who are members of 
| this close corporation called the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, but 
| we have appropriated $142,000,000; and if this bill passes we shall 
| have appropriated $154, 445,339. 
| Mr. REED, of Maine. Not counting what the Senate will add. 
| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Not counting what the Senate will add, 
as my friend from Maine suggests. 
| Now, General Gillmore, in hisreport on the Charleston Harbor, states: 


It has been the subject of profound regret on my part that the importance 
of this great national work has not been recognized in Congress by 


liberal ap- 
| propriations. 
Mark the language, “liberal appropriations.’’ 
Frequent stoppages and increase in the ultimate cost of the work have been 


| the result of this policy 


He asks for $600,000, and this committee proposes to appropriate the 
| Sum of $150,000. In reading such statements as this from the engineer’s 
report, I naturally inquired as to the annual cost of the plant, the ma- 
| chinery, and all the equipage for carrying on this work, together with 
the salaries of the men who must be employed whether we make large 
or small appropriations. I desired toget at these facts in order to show 
to this committee and to the country that in view of all the outlay 
necessarily made a small bill is niggardly; a small bill is not up to the 
needs of the times; and as no Congressman can get a dollar of the money 
appropriated for rivers and harbors, the President’s insinuating veto 
message to the contrary notwithstanding, we should appropriate liber- 
ally for public works so as to insure their economic and early com- 
pletion. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving harbor at Portsmouth, N. H.: Continuing improvement, $19,000. 
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Mr. HAYNES. 
to insert $20,000. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment in good faith, 
and from a knowledge that the sum recommended by the committee in 
their report and in the bill before the House is totally inadequate to 


I move tostrike out ‘‘$10,000"’ and, in lieu thereof, 


carry on the work now in progress at Portsmouth Harbor. I think I 
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do not underestimate the peculiar difficulties under which this com- | 


mittee labor in their work; but this I must say, that taking this item 
by itself, independent of every other item in this report, I am unable 
to understand by what course of reasoning they have arrived at the 
conclusion they have. But taking it in comparison with other recom- 
mendations herein contained for harbors of much less importance and 
for harbors of less magnitude, I am sti]l more in the dark. We have 
here one of the most important harbors on the Atlantic coast, a harbor 
in a great many respects unexcelled by any harbor of this country, a 
harbor where the heaviest vesse! that floats, or ever will float, can enter 
at all stages of the tide and in all seasons of the year, a harbor that con- 
tains one of the great naval stations of this country, a harbor where, in 
the last year, by the report before me, over eight hundred vessels ar- 
rived. 

Now, the Chief of Engineers recommends, and I think he simply re- 
iterates the former recommendations, that all appropriations for this 
harbor shall be expended at one point until the work there iscompleted, 
namely, for the removal of what is known as the Gangway Kock, a 


dangerous obstacle in the channel of the harbor, right in the jaws of | 


the commerce that enters that port. 
he states as follows: 


The character of this obstruction 


Owing to the strong tidal currents in this harbor, Gangway Rock has proved 
to be a serious difficulty to navigation, and especially soto United States vessels 
which have visited this port and the navy-yard. 


It is not alone, Mr. Chairman, a menace to private interests and pri- 
vate, commerce but to Government interests. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WILLIS. 1 desire to say in regard to Portsmouth Harber that 
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I speak as one who knows that the question of Mr. Eads’s ability, the 
question of the success of his plans, of his enterprises, the question as 
to whether he is a great success or a great failure as an engineer is a 
mooted question in the minds of the people of this country, scientific 
or otherwise. and not a concluded question by any means as this bill as- 
sumes it to be. 

I have observed, sir, the unanimity with which the gentlemen from 
that section of the country who represent it here on this floor seem to 
espouse the idea of his ability; and I give them credit for their perfect 
good faith in what they have said and all they propose to do concern- 
ing it. But there are hundreds and thousands of men in the Missis- 
sippi Valley to-day, as I know from ownershipand interest in Mississippi 
and Louisiana property, who believe honestly that the system and 
schemes proposed by Mr. Eads as prosecuted to-day are going to ulti- 
mately ruin the Mississippi Valley. There are men who believe that 
under the present system of engineering adopted or recommended by 
him he will force the river through the Bonnet Carré crevasse or the 
Atchafalaya River, as it is inclined now to go under the present system 
of improving the river as far as it has gone. 

The tendency is already in that direction. There are men there in 
that valley, scientific or otherwise, who believe this is to be the result; 
and yet the proposition of the committee in reporting this bill to the 
House is to absolutely ignore the whole Engineer Department of this 
Government, headed by the Chief of Engineers, who wears the stars of 
a general upon his collar and who has been educated at the national 
academy where millions and millions of dollars have been spent to give 
the best engineering instruction that the world can give. The propo- 
sition embodied in this bill to-day is that we are to ignore and set aside 


| that whole Department, and on the ipse dixit of a non-professional com- 


the committee were governed by the following fact: The Chief of | 


Engineers reports, as the gentleman states, that Gangway Rock is the 
only point upon which work should now be done; that nothing else 
should be touched until this was out of the way. His report shows 
that Gangway Rock is half removed, and the estimate for that was 
$85,000—leaving $42,000. There are $24,000 on hand and $10,000 ap- 
propriated in this bill—making enough to remove that rock; and until 
it is removed no other work can be done. The committee has endeav- 
ored to be just to this harbor, as its importance requires. J ask fora 
vote. 

The commiitee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 60. 

Mr. HAYNES. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order being made, the Chair will 
appoint as tellers Mr. WILLis and Mr. HAYNES, 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will not make that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on it? 

Mr. HAYNES. No; I will withdraw the point. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 


Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. I desire to offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That this and all other improvements of rivers and harbors pro- 


vided for in this bill shall be conducted by the Engineer Department, under the 
authority and direction of James B. Eads 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. We are not on the question of legislation. We are 
considering rivers and harbors; and the amendment is not within the 
jurisdiction of the committee. 

Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. I ask leave to strike out everything that re- 
lates to any other portion of the bill except this particular clause. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will withdraw that, and let us go 
on as business men with this bill. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. 


mittee to put aside a regularly organized department of this Govern- 
ment and place one of the largest, greatest, and most important im- 
provements proposed in this whole country in charge of a gentleman 
whose theories and schemes are at best but problematical. 

Now, sir, I desire to place myself on record as being opposed to that 
in toto, and I maintain if this is to be carried out here we might as well 
at once abolish the department of engineering at West Point and let 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors take full control. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LIBBEY obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. JOHN 


|S. WISE. 


Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. Lam very much obliged to my colleague. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have pretty much said all that I desired to say 
in this connection. I say, only to complete the sentence which was on 
my lips when my time expired, thatif this recommendation of the com- 
mittee is to be taken, if their plan is to be adopted, let us follow it up 
to its legitimate conclusions by the announcement that the United States 
academy at West Point is a failure. 

Let us follow it up by the announcement that we have an organiza- 
tion containing hundreds of men educated at a vast expense to the 


| Government, paid millions of dollars in salaries, as has been shown by 


the statistics furnished by General Newton, who do’ not know what 
they are about. I ask you to follow it up by that announcement. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to follow it. up, because the very 
act which has been presented here for our adoption is itself an an- 


| nouncement that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House 


of Representatives of the United States knows more about engineering 


| science than the engineers of the Army, and that they and Mr. Eads 


' 


ter by inserting that amendment; but I will move to strike out the last | 


word. 

The CHAIRMAN, 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I shall probably be absent from 
the House at the time the clause is reached which contains the name of 
Mr. Eads as putting him in charge of the improvement at Galveston 
and elsewhere, and it wasa desire to put myself on record on that point 
which led me to offer the amendment while I yet had the opportunity 
to be heard. 

I occupy, it is true, a position, sir, upon the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River, but I am frank to confess I 
know no more about the subject now than I did when I attended theonly 
meeting of that committee which has been held since I had the honor 
to be upon it, and I speak upon this subject as a snfferer to some ex- 
tent by the very proposition which is now made. 


The gentleman is recognized on thatamendment. | 





| Statement as an enemy or opponent of this bill. 
I think it would be easier to finish the mat- | 


can run this Government, while there is nothing for the Engineer De- 
partment to do but to draw its pay and take a back seat. 

I have never in my life seen a proposition which not only ignored 
but absolutely insulted the Department of Engineers as this does. I 
say that it isa proposition which assumes that a mooted and vexed 
question about the Mississippi River and its treatment is settled, and 
settled by the views of Mr. Eads, and that that system carries with it 
a right and title to take possession of the vast improvements of this 
Government and control them at will and establish plans based on any 
kind of theory, while the Engineering Department of the Government 
is to stand by and idly suck its thumbs. That is what it means. 

Let me add in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, that I do-not make this 
I make it as a friend 
of river and harbor improvements, and I make it as a man‘swho will 
vote liberally for the enlargement of these appropriations from Maine 
to Florida, and as one who deprecates the introduction here of the 
idea by anybody that ‘‘you get more than I do,’’ or that ‘‘ your sec- 
tion gets more than mine.’’ When it comes to Boston Harbor, which 
has had more money poured out into it than my whole State ever got, 
I mean to vote for Boston; and if there is anybody here who believes 
it to be n and wants to move to increase the amount, I will 
vote with him for it. But the greatest calamity that could have be- 
fallen this bill was the introduction of this personal direction clause 
in it. 

I say it is not right, sir, to tie up the fortunes and theories of a pri- 
vate individual with the adoption of a great measure of national im- 
portance such as this. I say it is a misfortune that an adventurer and 
his fortunes should be linked with a measure of public policy; and 
when this bill is to be voted upon I shall vote for every appropriation it 
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* . , 
contains, and more besides if it is believed that they are not sufficient, | from Kentucky is that the amendment is not germane to the clause; 
ay © . * 


but that proposition I can never sustain. 


ure in defiance and to the exclusion of the Engineer Department of this 


| 
| 
| 


Government in its boldness and audacity surpasses anything I have ever | 


witnessed in this House. ; : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for defhate on this amendment has ex- 
pired. , 

Mr. HEPBURN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 16 insert the following: 

“* Provided, That no in tl 
civil engineers ; and the Secretary of War is hereby directed to detail from the 
Army of the United States such a number of captains and lieutenants as will 


perform the labors of the civil engineers now employed under the direction of 
the Secretary of War.” 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order on that amendment, and 


| information. 


rt of the sums in this act appropriated shall be paid to 


pending that I appeal to my friend from Iowa to withhold it until we | 


get to the section where it would have a better application. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I have offered this amendment in perfect good 


| 


faith. It applies as well to the bill if attached to the paragraph which | 


has just been read as if attached to any other. With reference to the 
point of order, I would like to hear what it is. 

existing law and does not retrench expenditures. The law is now that 
this work is to be done under the direction of the War Department. 
The gentleman from Iowa proposes to change that and adopt another 
rule which does not reduce expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair could not on account of the confusion 
in the committee hear distinctly the point of order that has been 
raised. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will restate it. The amendmentchanges existing 
law and does not reduce expenditures. The existing law requires these 
works to be done under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
adopts a new and different rule, not existing in the law now, and it 
does. not retrench expenditure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have been utterly unable to hear what was the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs] to state his point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has made 


the point. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] 
to state it. The Chair can not hear me. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairheard the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 


REAGAN], but thought the gentleman was repeating a point of order 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILwts]. 
Mr. REAGAN. I was not aware the point of order had be+n made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky; otherwise I would not have made it. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I have been unable to hear what point of order 
has been raised on this amendment. 
«he CHAIRMAN. So fur asthe Chair is informed the point of order 


| the point made by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] is that 
I only desired, Mr. Chairman, in this hurried manner to record before | 

this House and the country my view that the proposition to make the | 

fortunes of one man by incorporating his name in a great national meas- 


it is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not germane to this clause of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This bill is for the purpose of carrying on certain 
works of improvement. Engineers are essential incidents to carrying 
on all these improvements. They must be provided for in some way, 


| and it is proposed by this amendment to provide for them in part. It 


seems to me that it is clearly germane to the general purpose of the 
bill, and therefore germane to all of the clauses of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again read the amendment for 
e 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, it is certainly competent for 
this House, while if is making an appropriation, to say how that appro 
priation shall be expended. If this is not a general appropriation bill 
and not subject to the particular rule, then certainly it must come 
under the general rule which enables Congress to direct the manner of 
the expenditure, and it has been repeatedly ruled. In such acase, if it 
does come under the particular rule, or under the reason of the rule, 
the employment of officers already under the pay of the Government 
is on its face a retrenchment. This amendment provides that none of 
the money shall be paid to civil engineers, but that Army officers who 


| are already under the pay of the Government shall be detailed to do 
Mr. REAGAN. The point of order is that the amendment changes | 


| of the case this amendment is not 


This | 


that work. 

Mr. LONG. I understand the question to be whether this amend- 
ment is germane. ‘The amendment is in the form of a proviso, and 
that proviso by its very terms applies to the whole bill and not to any 
part of it. The proviso is germane to the bill. ‘The mere place in the 
bill where that proviso shall come in is of no consequence. It applies 
to each clause and to the whole bill. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I submit that in the present posture 
in order, because it has no relation 
to the precise subject now under consideration. I think that while 
this is not a general appropriation bill, it isin the nature of a general 
appropriation bill, and in Committee of the Whole is te be dealt with 
as an appropriation bill so far as it is found necessary or practicable to 
observe the rule which requires the committee, in dealing with a gen- 
eral subject-matter, to take it up by sections. The pointI wish to make 
is this, that while the general subject now under consideration is the 


| river and harbor bill, by the practice and usage of the House we deal 


raised is that this is new legislation and does not on its face decrease | 


expenditure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suggest to the Chair that this is not a general 
appropriation bill, and that point of order can not be raised in con- 
nection with it. I desire to suggest, secondly, that while the amend- 
ment may not specifically upon its face curtail expenditures, yet it 
must be plain to gentlemen that it must have that effect. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
further than to state what is in my judgment the foundation of this 
rule which does not allow new legislation on appropriation bills. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman from Kentucky claim that this 
is a general appropriation bill covered by the twenty-first rule? 

Mr. WILLIS. I claim it is a general appropriation bill to the ex- 


I do not desire to occupy the time of the committee | 


tent of excluding new legislation changing existing law and which is | 


not in the line of economy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the further point of order that the amend 
ment is not germane to this clause of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. We give these appropriation bills the right of way, 


this being one of the appropriation bills having the right of way, I take | 
it it comes within the rule prohibiting new legislation unless in the line | 


of economy; and moreover the amendment is not germane to this part 
of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to call the attention of the Chair to the 
ruling found on page 381 of the Digest, where, under the caption of 
** River and harbor bill,’’ I find this: 


Not one of the general appropriation bills. 
man CARLISLE. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. On this very point now raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no difficulty on that proposition. 
This is nota _— appropriation bill; but the Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] as to the amendment being germane 
to the bill under consideration. 


See debate and decision of Chair- 


The point as made by the gentleman 


with such a bill section by section, and therefore, when we are dealing 
with the particular clause now under consideration, the question to be 
considered is whether the amendment proposed is germane to that par- 
ticular partof thebill. Now the question raised by the gentleman from 
Jowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is a question of administration, which relates to 
the general character of the bill, and. as has been said. it comes in ap- 
propriately in the latter part of the biil where matters of administration 
are considered and provided for; but to attempt to raise a question of 
administration and put it into the bill at this point is only to cause 
confusion in our method of transacting business. 

Therefore, in my judgment, if we are to observe the rule or the usage 
of the House which requires us in dealing with bills of this nature—I 
do not claim that this isa general appropriation bill—to deal with them 
by sections. Ithink we shall find it extremely inconvenient if we un- 
dertake to insert in this part of the bill a matter which has no relation 
to the precise question now under consideration. I call attention to 
the seventh clause of Rule XVI, on page 196 of the Manual, which 
provides that when a motion or proposition is under consideration, no 
subject different from the one under consideration shall be admitted 
under color of an amendment, and I submit that under the true con- 
struction of that rule we are now dealing with a proposition which is 
not the entire bill, and that this amendment has no relation to the 
paragraph under consideration, and therefore is not germane. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] seems to me to involve 
simply a matter of literary taste, as to where this amendment should 
come in. I submit that if it can not be attached tothe paragraph now 


| under consideration, there is no portion of the bill to which it can be 


| 


; 


attached, according to the gentleman’s argument, because the para- 


P | graphs in the bill all apply to distinct matters, and this amendment 
and, as they have the right of way, we hamper their jurisdiction; and | 


proposes that this principle shall apply to all the paragraphs—that it 
shall be general in its operation. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Theclause of Rule XVI, cited by the gentleman 


| from Massachusetts [Mr. Stor], reads as follows: 





And no notice or proposition on a subject different from that 
ation shall be admitted under color of amendment. 


The Chair thinks that the subject under consideration is the improve 
ment of rivers and harbors, and that this amendment is not upon a dif- 
ferent subject, because it is not passing to a different subject for the 
committee to undertake to prescribe how the money appropriated in 
this bill for such improvements shall be expended. The point of order 
is therefore overruled. 

Mr.. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say when inter- 
rupted by this point of order that there is a popular belief in this 
country that these works of improvement are carried on by the engineer 
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officers of the Army, and that to that extent at least—the matter of 
engineering—there was no additional expense imposed upon the Treas- 
ury. I desire to suggest to the committee that that is a serious mis- 
take. A report recently made to this House by the Secretary of War 
develops the fact that two hundred and two civil engineers are now 
employed upon the various river and harbor improvements, and that a 
monthly expenditure in excess of $35,000 is incurred in their payment. 
Four hundred thousand dollars is paid annually by this Government 
to engineers outside of the Army of the United States. We have at 
this time nearly 1,500 educated engineers of the class named in this 
amendment. These gentlemen have all received the same education 
that is received by those who are graduated with such rank as entitles 
them to appointment in the engineers. 

There is no difference in the character of the instruction received by 
West Point graduates, and it is therefore reasonable to suppose that 
those graduates of that institution who are not in the Engineer Corps 
have such capacity as is needed for carrying on these works. There are 
1,500 gentlemen from whom these details might be made. It is com- 
plained on every occasion when we are discussing .an Army appropria- 
tion bill that the Army of the United States is top-heavy; that it has 
entirely too many officers. It is a fact known to at least a hundred gen- 
tlemen now present that three officers are not needed in time of peace 
for the command ofa single company. Very many of these officers are 
loitering away their time at frontier posts, where they are absolutely 
doing nothing; and by a proper detail they might be placed in such a 
situation that they would be earning their monthly pay and saving the 
Government $400,000 a year. I am entirely unwilling to believe that 
these gentlemen have not the capacity for this work, or that they are 
not equal to other gentlemen who are now taken from civil life and 
employed upon these public improvements. It often happens that a 
county engineer or a county surveyor is employed upon these works, 
and often it is a mere matter of favoritism as to who shall receive the 
large stipends that are paid. 

1 believe it would be a wise procedure to put these officers to work, 
thus saving this large amopnt of money and securing this better char- 
acter of educated talent tocarry on with increased efficiency these various 
needed improvements. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to 
one or two very important features in this amendment. It proposes to 
take two hundred officers out of the line of the Army, detaching them 
from their regiments and from their present duty, and put them upon the 
engineering works of the Government. The gentleman who submits 
this amendment presents no information from the Secretary of War 
that the public service can stand such a detail. This of itself is a very 
weighty matter to be considered. Weareatpresentemploying in round 
numbers one hundred military engineers upon our civil works and two 
hundred civil engineers upon thesame works. . Our works are in charge 
of the military engineers, who employ the civil engineers. 

But the real foundation proposition of the gentleman’s amehdmentis 
to keep civil works entirely in the charge of military engineers. Now, 
the growth and drift of enlightened thought in this country is in the 
other direction. Engineering science is so extensive, is so great in all 
the elements of greatness, that those countries which have achieved 
eminence in the specialties of that science have found that men must 
devote themselves to the special features of it. I havea letter, which 
is only one of many from learned men upon thissubject, from the presi- 
dent of one of the most eminent universities in this country, who states 
that he has examined the working of this system in every European 
nation and with unusual facilities for getting at the facts; and that none 
of those countries permit their military engineers to have anything to 
do with their civil works, nor dothey permit their civil engineers to run 
their military works. They do not go upon the “‘ jack-of-all-trades- 
and-good-at-none’’ plan. They compel their military engineers to con- 
fine themselves to that engineering which has reference to the art of war, 
and their civil engineers to confine themselves to the civil engineering 
features of that vast and intricate science. This is only in accordance 
with the sound doctrine of a division of labor as laid down by Adam 
Smith, as due to the ‘‘ utility ’’ of Bacon, and as can not be successfully 
controverted by any man. 

What would be thought of us, if in time of war we should put all 
our great military operations under the charge of civil engineers? 
What ought to be thonght of us, if in any time of peace we put all our 
civil operations under the charge of military engineers as we do now ? 
It is foolish to the last degree, as reason and results loudly testify. 
Each, in subordination, can supplement the other as occasion may re- 
quire; but we should regard economy and the public weal, and stick 
to reason. 

There are points of analogy between the two professions; but there 
are great differences between them, and in none of our great institu- 
tions where civil engineering is taught, one branch being enough to 
constitute the life-work of even a t man, do they ever pretend to 


that our military engineers are making a grave mistake. They ought 
to resent, as far as is practicable and proper, being employed out of the 
strict line of their profession. We have had twenty 

Let us have twenty years more. Let us work our tary 
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to death on civil works. Let us get into war with a foreign country. 
What kind of men have we then? How will they contend with the 
great military engineers of foreign countries? Our old men are dead. 
Our new ones are untrained in war. How much blood and treasure is 
needed to fit them forduty? Weneed them now and soon will employ 
them on our coast defenses, and we have not enough for needed work. 
We need to work them in this, and to send them abroad for study. 


I have stated what is the drift of enlightened opinion in this matter. 


There is now before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors a bill, in- 
troduced by me, which I have not asked the committee to take action 
upon this session, but which I expect to perfect and to ask them to 
take action upon next session—a bill to create a river and harbor bu- 
reau, with the view of ultimately putting this whole business upon 
the basis that it occupies to-day in every enlightened country except 
ours. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] F 
Mr. BLANCHARD obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to 


the gentleman from Arkansas { Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I thank my friend for his kindness. We 


put these wo.ks in the hands of men not trained to this division of the 
science. What is the result? We find works at all the great harbors 
along the coast in such a wretched state of dilapidation and disorder 
that our committee by a unanimous vote incorporated in this bill a 
measure which | introduced for the appointment of a United States 
harbor board to take these harbors all under consideration. 


Our committee unanimously adopted a provision under which this 


board is to embrace four civil engineers, only two Army engineers and 
one member to be detailed, for his technical knowledge, from the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey. I argued this nearly a whole day and a half be- 
fore my committee. We went all over the books. We did more than 
I can cite here. At the very inception of the great marine works of 
America, some ten years ago, the gentlemen in charge of those works, 
instead of sitting like Paul at the feet of Gamaliel to learn of those 
who had made a special study of this business, got into an unfortunate 
wrangle—our military engineers upon the one hand, and the civil and 


hydraulic engineers and the balance of mankind and the laws of Al- 
mighty God upon the other hand. The result has never been shrouded 
in a particle of doubt. 

There is not on earth, with all the magnificent sea-works that exist, 


some of them over a century old, a single one embracing any one of the 


essential features of these submerged fascine works in salt water, where 
there is no mud or silt-bearing stream. There is nothing to counte- 
nance such a system. I have seen it mentioned but once in the annals 


of high foreign authority, and then with ridicule. Havi gone into 


this line of experiments, they have brought the work on the issippi 
River to-day to a point where, as I can show by turning to their reports 
and as I briefly outlined in my remarks the other day, and as I will show 
in my printed remarks, as promised, by clear citations of the text, they 
propose and practice a plan of work which is a complete and radical 
abandonment of the original plan for improving that great river, and 
their wretched experiments are attended only with failure. They forced 
an eminent civil engineer off the commission; and they have now a plan 
of operations sketched out to spend, as stated by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], $150,000,000. The calculation is a yery plain one; 
and there is not in any of their work a guarantee that it will last twelve 
months. 

This incubus of untrained engineers—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Iam glad to hear the gentleman say that. 
I hope his statement will receive the attention of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Your statement is correct. 

A Memper. In what? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will show you in what. They have put 
the cart before the horse and brought it to a point where they propose 
to carry on a systematic course of revetment to prevent caving, instead 
of contracting, as a condition precedent, the shoal places in order to 
bring about uniformity of width, uniformity of depth, uniformity of 
velocity, thereby minimizing excessive depth and excessive velocity, 
the causes of the caving. And their calculations are, in round numbers, 
that the system will cost $150,000 a mile, and there are nearly a thou- 
sand miles of the Mississippi River in this condition, and it has two 
_ to —_ one side is always caving in where the other is forming a 

bar; you have, I say, a thousand miles at $150,000 a mile, making an 

of $150,000,000; and yet they can not point us to any experi- 

ment in this departure from the original plan and from reason showing 
that it will stand twelve months a single rise. 

Therefore I have agreed with those who have urged that this incubus 
of mediocrity of untrained engineering talent in this line be taken off 
that river, or in some way subordinated, and it be put back to the 

plan adopted by a which Captain formulated, 

which, clear in reason and sustained in practice, has never failed. 
That is in strict accordance with the safe, quveviained inneet bgdomnlics 
throughout the world, as indorsed by the most eminent hydraulic en- 
gineers, as both in harmony with science and common sense. In no 
where it has been carried on has it been a failure, while in no 

ity where these iments have been carried on have they been 
a success. They have brought that grand river and its improvements 
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to the verge of collapse. We have got to that point at which thisschool 
of untrained men in this specialty, who, in this and other important 
works, have abandoned the beaten track in this regard, have shown 
that in their wretched quarrels pique has been stronger than reason, 
and they have brought the public interest into this direful state of suf- 
"Tlie Harbor is an instance of those harbors improved by that 
untrained engineering skill of a like character with this so-called im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, involving the same conspicuous 


fundamental error, and therefore I say the whole drift of American | 


thought, interest, and experience is in just the reverse direction to that 
indicated by the gentleman’s amendment. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I trust his amendment will not be adopted, but 
that we will go on and incorporate sound principles in this bill as far 
as we seek to incorporate them now, leaving more for the future. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I will take th: floor and yield my time 
to my colleague. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas answer a ques- | 


tion? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. When did this change of policy and plan on the 
part of the Mississippi River Commission take place? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It took place and is expressed in the first 
report they made after Eads was forced off the commission. I will 
take pleasure in showing my friend the exact text of that plain and 
emphatic determination of that Mississippi River Commission, as I have 
gone over the whole matter quite recently. It took place in the first 
report they made after Captain Eads was forced off the commission. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When was Eads forced off the commission ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. He was forced off very soon after that sec- 
ond report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Prior to your argument on this bill last year? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It was, and I did not understand it as well 
when I made my argument last year as I hope I do now, or I would not 
have indorsed this commission with the contidence I then felt in them. 

I look upon that river as a national question. The people of this 
country have got to a point where commerce demands outlets, and all 
these bars and all these barriers which clog up the energy and enter- 
prise of our country have got to be removed, and to remove them 
we may well expect to make expenditures commensurate with the 
difficulties involved as other nations have been forced to do under like 


circumstances. And I need only call attention to the fact that France | 
the first year after the Franco-Prussian war appropriated $1,000,000, - 


000 on works of this kind, $100,000,000 to be spent each year for ten 
years. While we can not go to that great length at once, yet we need 
not hope to overcome the great natural barriers at much less cost than 
other nations have to pay under similar circumstances. We have 
reached the time for a turn, and the battle is joined right here, now. 


And, sir, the people of this country do not begrudge expenditures of | 


this kind which bless twice. They bless those who give as well as those 


who receive. ‘They make goods cheaper to the buyer and higher to the | 
seller. All that the people of this country want is the inauguration of | 


a plan in which they have confidence. But in order to give confidence 
you must put men at the head of these works of acknowledged success 
and ability; and then, and only then, will this country prove true to 


its great duty and destiny. And I trust, sir, in the prosecution of 


this work that no backward step will be taken, as is proposed here, so 
much at variance with what we believe to be the only available plan 
commensurate with the needs of the country, but that we will proceed 
in the plain, beaten track of modern progress. [ Applause. ] 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to listen to the re- | 
marks of the gentleman from Arkansas. I am glad to have him re-en- | 


force the statement I made to this House, that an ultimate expenditure 
of $150,000,000 is proposed for the Mississippi River, and that we can 
not get out of that work inside of that amount 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman misunderstands me; I did 
not say that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Under this plan. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I say under the experimental plan 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Under the experimental plan? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE... But Captain Eads states that undera proper 





system of conducting the work the whole thing should be done for | 


between $25,000,000 and $50,000,000, and nearer $25,000,000 than 
$50,000,000. 
- REED, of Maine. Yes; Captain Eads makes that statement, 
an 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And we could not have better authority. 
_ Mr. REED, of Maine. All of these other gentlemen have been niak- 
ing similar statements, and that is just what I complain of. Last year 
I took a stand against the Mississippi River appropriation, and I did it 
upon an indication that I saw here in the House. A proposition was 
made, a sensible business proposition, that we should content our- 
selves with the prosecution of the work on the two reaches of the river 
then under process of construction, to see if the plan contemplated in 
that work was to be a success. If it was a success, then we could go 
on; if it was not a success, we could suspend operations. 








But that business proposition was rejected by an overwhelming crowd 


of votes. That satisfied me that there were a great many gentlemen 
who were more interested in the expenditure of money than they were 
in the navigation of the Mississippi River. Now the gentleman from 
Arkansas comes before the House and re-enforces by facts the suspicion 
which the conduct of these gentlemen at that time engendered in the 
minds of thinking men. It is well, therefore, for us to have fastened 
| on our minds the tremendous fact that there is a proposed expenditure 
of $150,000,000 involved in this question 
Nor is it any information to me to be told that Captain Eads or Cap- 
| tain Anybodyelse says that he can do it for $25,000,000; for the dis- 
| tinguished men whom we have found out, whom even members of the 
committee have found out, announced that they could do it for $33,- 
000,000; and the two reaches which have been operated upon origi- 
nally had an appropriation of $2,670,000, and all of these famous gen 
tlemen told us that that was amply sufficient for al! the purposes, on 
which assurance we were beguiled into this tremendous expenditure. 
| And now one of these commissioners says, and he is the only one who 


| has the manliness to say anything about it. that it is ascertained to-day 
that these improvements will cost three times the amount they esti- 
mated it would cost, and may not last tw@élve months, as my friend 
| from Massachusetts suggests. But, sir, the three times as much is by 
| no means a certainty. 

No man knows what it may cost eventually. No man who hasbeen 
| up and down that river will doubt the fact that a work of this charac 
| ter is like undertaking to chain a tiger with a bullrush. 

I intend when we come to this paragraph referring to the Mississippi 

| River in this bill to make some remarks about it. My object now is 

| to impress upon the House the great fundamental fact admitted and 

| asseverated by the gentleman from Arkansas, that $150,000,000 will not 
see the end of this unjustifiable expenditure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I confess to a great deal of pleasure 
in hearing the acknowledgment made by the gentleman from Arkansas 
as to the probability of the ultimate cost of this work; and I ask him 
to bring in here the evidence that Captain Eads has not indorsed from 

| the beginning the very plan now pursued by the Mississippi River 
, Commission. I assert that he has indorsed it to the country and to 
| Congress, and that he has never given to the country or to the House 
|any other plan. He has gone out of the commission. They have 
| made changes there. Why? Because 25 per cent. of the money we 
| have appropriated for the improvement of the Mississippi River has 
| been expended in repairing the work that has been done since 1881. 

The experience of the last few years has demonstrated that all you 
are doing is being washed dawn the river and washed into the Gulf of 
Mexico. Captain Eads discovered it, and we can fairly draw the infer- 
ence that, knowing the fact and recognizing the failure of his plan, he 
voluntarily retired from the commission. 

Now, I insist that we can demonstrate here that he is recognized by 
the Government and the country as having given his indorsement of 
| the present plan as it is now being prosecuted; and I ask the Commit- 
| tee on Rivers and Harbors if they have investigated the question of the 


; amount of money that has been expended for repairs on works that 
have been done under this plan within the last two years ? 

Why have you not informed the House on that subject? I assert 
that of the $2,000,000 which have been appropriated and expended in 
this work nearly $2,000,000 have been expended in repairs on these 
mattresses and this revetment work: and yet that fact has been kept 
from the House, and kept from the country. This committee, with 
full power to investigate, with full power to ascertain all the facts upon 
this question, have brought in this bill and attempted to change the 
| manner of doing this work, claiming we must call this Captain Eads 


| to the helm and that he has some new plan, some new method that 
will give success to this great scheme of public plunder. 

No, sir, I say to my friend do not leave this question since you have 
thrown down the gauntlet on that point, do not leave it till you have 
brought in the proof that Captain Eads has ever advised against this 
scheme and against the plan as prosecuted to-day 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 
The committee informally rose: and Mr. BLACKBURN took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
| of conference on the bill (H. R. #121) to enable the commissioners of 


| the District of Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremo- 
| nies of the inauguration of the President, and for other purposes. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILI 

The Committee of the Whole.resumed its session 

Mr. HERBERT. I shall endeavor, Mr. Chairman, to bring this de- 
bate back to the question really before the committee. When we get 
to the appropriation for the Mississippi River, gentleman can then dis- 
cuss that question. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that we ought to adopt 
the principle underlying the amendment of the gentlemen from Lowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] when we get ready for it; but we have not yet made 
the necessary preparation. 

This Government, in expending so many millions of dollars as are 
| appropriated annually in the river and harber bill, ought to have the 
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benefit of the very best talent and of the services of the men who have 
received the very best education. The education at West Point in en- 
gineering has been increased very much during the last twenty years. 
But gentlemen will find that the education given there in that branch 
is not equal to that received in the schools of arts and mining in the 
New York and Columbia Colleges, or in the special school at Harvard, 
orin the Ecole Polytechnic of France, or in certain schools in Ger- 
many. 

We will not be prepared to adopt this policy of using only the talent 
and education, the skill and ability of our Army officers until we have 
improved our system of education at West Point. I believe we ought 
to add another year to the curriculum at that institution, and let it be 
devoted to the science of engineering. We have nct much use now for 
our officers except as the nucleus of an army. We might as well ex- 
tend the time and appropriate the money necessary for educating these 
young men another year, devoting that time especially to the science 
of engineering. When we shall have done that and turned out gradu- 
ates who have had the additional time at West Point, then we will be 
prepared, and not till then, to adopt the principle of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa. 

As it is now, Mr. Chairman, we are simply doing what is done by 
every government in the world—availing ourselves of the very best tal- 
ent to do the work. The Government ought not to be limited in its 
choice. ‘In England the officers who conduct the ordnance survey are 
most of them civilians, eminent men, who have special qualifications 
from education and experience. I believe that that is the best policy 
to pursue. I believe it is the best policy to pursue here until we can, 
as I have said, provide for giving at West Point the very best education 
on this subject of engineering of which the human mind is capable. 

Mr. WILLIS. Before moving that the committee rise I will ask my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] to withdraw his amendment with 
a view to renewing it in the morning. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 1 object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lowa can withdraw his 
amendment and renew it when he pleases. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With the understanding that I can renew it in 
the morning, | now withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
withhold his motion for a moment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will do so. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. In yesterday’s discussion the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] made this statement: ‘* That of the ap- 
propriation made last year of $520,000 for that portion of the river of 
which I was the advocate, only $135,000 had been expended; and that, 
in other words, Congress had appropriated far more than it could judi- 
ciously expend.’’ These are the exact words in the Recorp. 

Now, as regards the appropriation of last year, | have here a commu- 
nication from the Chief of Engineer. in which he states that all that 
money has beefi expended but $240,000, and that every dollar of that 
will be expended before the close of the present fiscal year, on the 30th 
June next. I desire to insert in the RecorpD his statement and also a 
dispatch from the resident engineer at Saint Louis, Major Ernst. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is exactly what I said. There has been appro- 
priated a much larger sum than has been expended. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. But will be expended before June 30 
next. 

The following are the communications referred to by Mr. O’ NEILL, 
of Missouri: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1885. 

Sim: Your telegram of the 2d instant received to-day. I hasten to inform you 

that the balance of former appropriation for Mississippi River between mouth 


of Illinois and Cairo unexpended is $247,000, which will all be expended before 
close of the fiscal year. 


For further information please see reportof Major Ernst, herewith, pages 1411, 
1417,&c. Estimate submitted by him for next fiscal year, $1,000,000. 
This work is now under control of the Mississippi River Commission. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN G. PARKE, 


Colonel of Engineers, Bvt. Maj. Gen. United States Army. 


Hon. Joun J. O’Ner.., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Saint Lovurs, Mo., February 4, 1884. + 
To Hon. Joun J. O'Neri1, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. : 


Amount now available, about $247,000, will all be expended by end of fiscal 
year; $1,000,000 can be advantageously expended next year. The works stood 
the heavy break-up of ice a month ago without damage. 

ERNST, Engineer. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I now renew my motion that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 


Pin kee ee 


l ask the gentleman from Kentucky to | 


public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks the consent of the 
House to submit certain executive communications. 

There was no. objection. 

SURVEY NEAR GUTTENBURG, IOWA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 

Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers of a 


| survey of the Mississippi River near Guttenburg, lowa; which was 














referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplemental report of Indian 
depredation claims reported to the Interior Department since January 
13, 1885; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAWCATUCK RIVER, RHODE ISLAND. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of 
a survey of Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2278) correcting the military record of Wickliffe Cooper, 
deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry and brevet colonel United States 
Army; 

A bill (S. 1242) to reimburse Elizabeth Comstock for customs dues 
paid by her on articles donated for the relief of colored emigrants; 

A bill (S. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. 8. 
Eaton; and 

A bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to Sally Rodman, 
widow of General Isaac P. Rodman. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, for one day. 

Mr. BENNETT was excused from attendance on the evening session, 
on account of sickness. 

Mr. HERBERT was excused from attendance on the evening session, 
on account of sickness in his family. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now ad- 
onrn. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the order of the 
House for a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has that order in mind, but 
nevertheless the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
is in order. 
Mr. WILLIS. But that motion will not affect the recess, because 
the motion to take a recess was agreed to and the motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that, but, iu 
the judgment of the Chair, the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Wurre] is in order under the rule. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for, and, 
the hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, the regular order is the execution 
of the order of the House to take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 
The House therefore stands in recess until 8 o’clock thisevening, when 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] will preside. 





EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at 8 p. m., Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. No objection being made, the motion 


to. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 
The SPEAKER pro re. TheChair thinks the gentleman is too 
late with his demand, but the Chair is not disposed to cut him off. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I made it as quickly as I could. 
The SPEAKER pro . The Chair is not disposed to take ad- 
vantage of the gentleman’s delay. Does the gentleman [Mr. WHITE, 
of Kentu now call for tellers? 
Mr. WHI of Kentucky. Ido. 
a previa ti and no one rose to second the demand for 
tellers. 


is 








eae 





1885. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


fused. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
that no quorum has voted. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That fact has not been ascertained. 
Tellers are refused. The House has resolved to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. HAMMOND] will take the chair. 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the | 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
river and harbor appropriation bill. . The Clerk will read the next para- 
graph of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
making that appropriation $21,000. As I have not the estimates of 
the Chief of Engineers at hand, I desire to call attention to the anom- 
alous position that we are in here to-nighi, in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, to consider a river and harbor bill carrying 
over $12,000,000, and yet not one- quarter of the members of this House 
present, not one-half of a quorum present, and by a gag we are forced 
into this committee. Let the country take notice of that fact. We 
are here, too, not to discuss this bill, but to discuss such parts of the 
bill as the Committee on Rivers and Harbors desire, for be it remem- 
bered that it was the chairman of the committee who made the motion 
that we should discuss no item of appropriation here to-night that ex- 
ceeds $50,000. We are here to discuss the small items in this bill, the 
trout streams, the catfish streams, and the ponds. 

Now, I desire to call attention to the fact that in the Forty-seventh 
Congress a bill was passed, which has been condemned by a portion of 
the people, which was uniformly condemned by the metropolitan press 
controlled by the railroad interests of the country, aud which was fur- 
ther condemned by the veto message of the President, which inured to 
the benefit of the railroad magnates who do not want water trans- 
portation in competition with the railway lines. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that in that bill there was appropriated for the Big 
Hatchie, for the Great Pee Dee, for the Clinch in Tennessee, for the Big 
Sunflower in Mississippi, for the South Fork of the Cumberland in 
Kentucky, for the Tradewater in Kentucky, for the Big Tombighee, 


together with the Niagara—for all these there were appropriated only | 


$26,000. 

But in your Democratic bill of last session you appropriated for the 
same items $49,500—nearly double what was carried by the bill of the 
Forty-seventh Congress. You may apply the same comparison to this 
bill, and you will find that it is with equal justice condemned. 

In the bill of 1882 there were thirty-two rivers for which $5,000 each 
was appropriated; one for which $4,500 was appropriated; seven with 
an appropriation of $4,000 each; two, $3,500 each; seventeen, $3,000 
each; one, $2,500; seven, $2,000 each; four, $1,500 each; four, $1,000. 
Your Democratic bill of last session appropriated for twenty-eight rivers 
$5,000 each; three, $4,000 each; two, $3,500 each; sixteen, $3,000 each; 
seven, $2,500 each; nine, $2,000 each; one, $1,500; and one, $1,000. 
In the Forty-seventh Congress the aggregate was $339,000 for these 
small streams; and at the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress it 
was $257,000. The difference in respect to these streams is not very large. 

Now we are here to-night to discuss that part of this bill which it 
seems is intended to carry the Galveston appropriation, to carry the 
Mississippi River with ease, tocarry the Hennepin Canal, and to carry 
the other enormous appropriations inthis bill. I say we ought to have 
a full committee. We ought to discuss this thing with the light of 
day, with three hundred and twenty-five members present, not with 
an attendance of forty members as we have to-night. And, sir, when 
the proper time comes I shall call for a quorum; and if your side does 
not produce it here, you will not make any progress to-night. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is very evident that there is not a quorum in the 
Hall br ek but the House has been in session only a few, minutes. 
It is well wn to members that to-day, for the purpose of expediting 
the public business, this arrangement for an evening session was made, 
so that all who desired to oppose any item in this bill could have an 
opportunity to be present. The question now simply remains whether 
we shall call here a sufficient number of members to make a quorum, 
or whether those item’ which are not in dispute—items which have been 
carried in every river and harbor bill for the last ten years, items which 
certainly were in the last bill and the one prior to that—can be disposed 
of to-night, thus making way for those matters which are in dispute and 
— can only be determined upon a full vote of the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors in bringing in this bill stated 
frankly to the House and to the country that they had no hope of re- 
porting a measure which would escape criticism. Aschairman of that 
committee I felt it to be my duty in the brief opening statement which 











No one having risen, tellers are re- | I made to call attention to four or five items—the Hennepin Canal, if 


you please, the Galveston Harbor, the Sandy Bay appropriation, and 
the improvement of the Mississippi River—which would excite debate 
Those matters can be discussed and settled when there is a full House. 

We are now met here as business men and Representatives of the peo- 
ple, not desiring to waste public time, but disposed I trust to proceed 
oa this billand get rid of that portion upon which we ure all agreed. 

I appeal tomy colleague as a Representative on this floor to let us go on 
with these matters upon which we can agree; and if we come to any 
matter really in dispute, it can be passed over. In the interest of pub- 


lic business and with a view to the discharge of our representative 


| 





| duty, I ask him and I ask other gentlemen to let us go on in this way, 
contident that those objects which all of us have in giew will in the 
end be best secured. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
is still open to debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausied. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thought my colleague [Mr. WILLIS] 
was discussing the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. He opposed it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to oppose my colleague. Mr. 
Chairman, I desire to call attention 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Irise toa pointof order. Is it in order 
for the gentleman from Kentucky to discuss this question in the ab- 
sence of a quorum ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
quorum present. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If that point is to be raised, I hope it 
will be raised and settled before the gentleman from Kentucky pro- 


Do I understand that this amendment 





It has not appeared to the Chair that there is no 


| ceeds further with this discussion. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Very well; Iam willing if the Commit- 
tee of the Whole is ready to vote on the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to make another motion to strike out. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not withdraw my motion to in- 
crease this appropriation $1,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on that is exhausted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I call for the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionisontheamendmentof Mr. WHITE, 
of Kentucky. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 64. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum has voted. Let us havea 
call of the House if we are going to make appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. 
Kentucky and Mr. BLANCHARD. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 11, 


WHITE of 


| noes 97. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

The roll was called; 
their names: 


No quorum. 
Under the rule, the roll will be called. 
and the following members failed to answer to 


Adams, G. E, Dingley, Keifer, Robinson, J.S. 
Adams, J.J. Dockery, Kelley, Robinson, W. E, 
Aiken, Dorsheimer, Kellogg, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Dowd, Lacey, Ryan, 

Arnot, Dunn, Laird, Seney, 
Atkinson, Eaton, Lamb, Shaw, 
Ballentine, Eldredge, Lawrence, Singleton, 
Barbour. Elliott, Le Fevre, Skinner, C. R. 
Barksdale, Ellis, Lovering, Skinner, T.G. 
Barr, Ellwood, Lowry, Smith, A. Herr 
Beach, Ermentrout, Lyman, Smith, H. Y. 
Belmont, Evans, McCoid, Spriggs, 
Bennett, Everhart, McComas, Steele, 
Bingham, Fiedler, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Bisbee, Findlay, Miller, J. F. Struble, 
Blackburn, Finerty, Miller, S. TH. Sumner, C. A. 
Bland, Forney, Milliken, Sumner, D. H. 
Boutelle, Funston, Mills, Talbott, 
Bowen, Garr.son, Mitchell, Taylor, E. B. 
Boyle, Geddes, Money, Thomas, 
Brainerd, George, Morgan, Thompson, 
Bratton, Glaseock, Morrill, Throckmorton, 
Breitung. Goff, Morrison, Townshend, 
Brewer, J. H. Graves, Morse, Tucker, 
Brumm, Green, Moulton, Turner, Oscar 
Buckner, Hanback, Muldrow, Valentine, 
Burnes, Hancock, Muller, Van Alstyne, 
Cabell, Harceman, Murray, Vance, 
Caldwell, Harmer, 


Campbell, Felix 


Hatch, H. H. 


Mutchler, 
Nicholls, 


Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 


Campbell, J. M. Hatch, W.H, Oates, Wakefield, 
Cassidy, Henderson, D. B. Paige, Ward, 
Chalmers, Henley, Patton, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, Herbert, Payson, Washburn, 
Clay, Hitt, Peel, Wemple, 
Cobb, Hoblitzell, Perkins, White, Milo 
Collins, Holmes, Peters, Whiting, 
Converse, Holton, Pettibone, Wilkins, 
Cook, Hooper, Phelps, Williams, 
Covington, Hopkins, Poland, Winans, E. B. 
Cox, W.R. Houk, Post, Winans, John 
Craig. Howey, Rankin, Woodward, 
Culbertson, W.W. Hutchins, Ranney, Worthington, 
Curtin, Jones, B. W. Ray, G. W. York, 
Cutcheon, Jones, J. K, Ray, Ossian Young. 

n, Jones, J.T. Rice, 
Deuster, Jordan, Robertson, 
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The committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN) 
having resamed the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, finding itself without a quorum, had 
caused the roll to be called, when one hundred and thirty-six members 
had answered to their names, and he was directed to report the names 
of the absentees to the House, to be spread upon the Journal. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to state that my colleague, Mr. 
HERBERT, is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. My colleague, Mr. CABELL, is absent on 
account of sic’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be done further on. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order, and it is 
this, that the roll-call having been proceeded with and the Chair hav- 
ing announced that excuses were in order and they having been begun, 
it is not now in order for gentlemen to interrupt that roll-call which the 
House is now executing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky is in 
error as to the statement he makes. Members were offering excuses 
for absentees when the Chair announced it was not in order for excuses 
to be made at that time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I stand corrected, but I understood the 
names of absentees were about to be read under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair begs leave to state there is 
no rule of the House requiring excuses for absentees to be rendered at 
this time. In case of further proceedings for the purpose of compelling 
the attendance of absent members, it will be in order to receive excuses 
for absent members. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Pending that I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 85. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STORM. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The last vote on 
a call of the House disclosed a quorum was not present. Can any other 
business be transacted except to proceed with the call of the House or 
to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER pro-tempore. TheChair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that there has been no proceedings in the House de- 
termining the fact that no quorum is present. There was a call inthe 
Committee of the Whole, but there has been no ascertainment of the 
fact of no quorum in the House. 

Mr. STORM. That fact was reported to the House, and the House 
is in possession of that information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The roll-call showed there was no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Writs}, that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 2. 

Mr. BELFORD. ‘The call of the roll shows a quorum is not present. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to ask a question for information. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that the 
committee. finding itself without a quorum, had caused the roll to be 
called, and he then reported the names of the absentees to the House. 
Now, that list of absentees has never been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Illinois that the rule requires the names of the absentees tobe re- 
ported to the House to be entered upon the Journal. That does not 
require the reading of the names of the absentees. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Have the names been reported to the House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. They have, and been entered upon the 
Journal as the rule requires. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is the report of one clerk to another reporting to 
the House. J 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair rules on the point of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the usual course has been pursued. It 
has been the uniform custom of the House to proceed as has been done 
this evening. 

The Chair appoints Mr. Wurre of Kentucky and Mr. BLANCHARD 
as tellers, and they will take their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, noes 8. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that there be a call of the 
House. We ought to have a quorum when discussing a bill that carries 
$12,000,000 and over. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 


This is not the time for excuses; that 


I ask for a division on that motion. 


The House divided; and there Reene—aree 24, noes 62. 

So the motion was di 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, ‘there are here about the usual number 
of members who legislate, and in order to get more it would be neces- 
sary to exhaust the patience and time of those who are here, and that 
I am unwilling to do. 


I have, as the House will bear me witness, done 


everything I could to advance this bill as expeditiously as is consistent 
with its proper consideration; but I do not feel it would be right to 


ask the House to tax the members who are present by them 
here until a call of the House can be enforced. I will only ask the 
members who are present and those who may be here to-morrow to 
give the committee all the aid they can in the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. er, there is nothing before 

the House, and I move that we now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. And in view of these facts and the obstruction that 
has been foisted upon the House, I move that it do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, I have already made that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky moves 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. Which gentleman from Kentucky ? 

The SPEAKER . The gentleman from Kentucky on the 
right of the Chair [Mr. WILLIS] is recognized as the motion, 
he having the floor, and not the gentleman on the left, w interposed 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 6 min- 


the motion. 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition and papers of John A. Fairfax for re- 
lief as to certain losses during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Rev. E. E. Swift; D. D., and others, of 
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, praying the early consideration by 

of the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Newburg, N. Y., on the 
Mormon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Cambridge, N. Y., re- 
questing early consideration of the Mormon question—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CARLETON : Petitions of Robert N. Jenks and about 75 
others, of Saint Clair; and of D. Lester and about 75 others, of Saint Clair, 
Mich., asking for the purchase by the United States of the Portage 
Lake Canal, and to make the same free of tolls—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

a Mr. HAYNES: Petition of Avetas Blood and others, of Manches- 

N. H., for legislation to put in force the reciprocity treaty with 
Seden=ab the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. A. 8. HEWITT: Petition of the New York State Cider and 
Cider-Vinegar Association, asking for the repeal of the vaporizing law 
of 1879—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Memorial of the Alabama Legislature, for im- 
provement of Coosa River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOVE: Petition of Mrs. L. C. Marks and 50 others, of Thomas 
McCorkle, jr., and 23 others, of J. H. Nixon and 30 others, and of George 
Gray and 31 others, citizens of Wilmington, Del., for the suppression 
of Mormonism by law—to the Committee on the Ju 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of William H. Kellough, executor of Elea- 
zer Woods, deceased, of Gibson County, Tennessee, asking compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of John F. Kendall and 95 others, citi- 
zens of La Porte, Ind., ee See ene 
of Mormonism in the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of 23 citizensof Greene, Trumbull 
County, Ohio, asking an increaseof widows’ pensions—to the Commit- 
tee on. Pensions. 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Schenectady, N. Y., urg- 
ing action by Congress upon the bills for the suppression of Mormonism— 
to the Committee on the J 


By Mr. eo ae of the Racine Wagon and Carriage Man- 
ufacturing pany, for legislation reciprocity treaty wi 
Mexico—to the Committee on Wapoand Means 


By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of Mrs. C. Case and others, citizens of 
Niles, Mich., for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill, with Senate amendments, were presented and severally referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Of citizens of Sullivan County, Missouri. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Of 62 citizens of Clyde; of 13 citizens of Rice, 
Cloud County, and of 55 citizens of Sutphen’s Mills, Dickinson County, 


By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Of citizens of West Point Pleasant, Ocean 
con's, , and of Aaron Wilkes Post, Grand Army of the Republio, of Tren- 
oe . C 


ARLETON: Of 8. H. Avery and 200 others, of Port Huron; 


'B. Cade and others, of Romeo, and of Daniel George aad 65 


f Peter 
others, of Sanilae County, Michigan. 
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By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 163 voters of Ashland, Ky. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Chase, of Lake, and of Newaygo 
“ae EATON: Of citizens of Hartford, Conn., and others. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Of J. M. Branson and 159 others, of Tecumseh, 
My Mr. ENGLISH: Of Adam L. Ogg and 126 ex-soldiers, of Han- 
cock County, Indiana. Be : : 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Urbanna, of Ochiltree, and of 
ptr FYAN: Of B. R. A. Jones and 370 others, of Carthage, of 
Charles Jacobsand others, of R. M. Peck and 38 citizens, of Webb City, 
of James Spain and 27 citizens of Carthage, Jasper County; of D. T. 
Bruck and 56 others, of Lawrence County; of John V. Atterbury and 
56 others, of Elkland, Webster County; of J. E. Hunt and 50 others, 
of Ash Grove, Greene County; and of Thomas J. Newport and 123 
others, of Neosho, Newton County, Missouri. o 

By Mr. HANBACK: Of 149 citizens of Scottville, and of 143 citizens 
of Bull’s City, Kans. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Of Alfred J. Crane and 41 others, of Deerfield; 
of Aaron Whitimore, jr., and 37 others, of Pittsfield; of J. C. Hill and 
14 others, of Wakefield; of John Kenney and 10 others, ex-soldiers, of 
Greenville; of Isaiah Tucker and 49 others, ex-soldiers, of Rockingham 
County, and of Charles T. Gilman and 79 others, of Belmont, N. H. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Of citizens of Cortland County, and of Syracuse, 
MN. 3 

By Mr. HITT: Of 15 citizens of Winslow, of 48 citizens of Polo, of 
63 citizens of Mount Carroll, and of 120 citizens of Brookville, Ill. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Of David Stockdale and 38 others, of Way- 
land, of Englishville, and of Berlin, Mich. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of J.S. Willson and 87 others, of Leslie, Mich. 

By Mr. LAMB: Of citizens of Clay, of Vigo and of Fountain Coun- 
ties, Indiana. 

‘ By Mr. McCOID: Of citizens of Salina, Jefferson County; of Wa- 
pello, Louisa County, of Louisa and Henry Counties, Iowa. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Of 120 soldiers and citizens of Garrett County, 
Maryland. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Of citizens of Wayne County, of Plymouth, and 
of Ecorse, Mich. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Of citizens of Breome, of Tompkins, and of 
Schuyler Counties; of Dryden, of Trumbull Corners, and of Groton, 
Tompkins County, New York. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of 52 citizens of Severance, Doniphan County, 
Kansas. 

By Mr. MOULTON: Of 100 citizens of Macoupin, of Moultrie, and 
of Shelby Counties; and of Colis, Moultrie County, Illinois. 


By Mr. NUTTING: Of numerous citizens of South Valley, Otsego | 


County, and of Oneida, Madison County, New York. 

By Mr. PARKER: Of citizens of Russell and of Hewittville, N.Y. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Of 66 citizens of Waterloo, of 38 citizens of Port 
Byron, of 8. E. Bulloch and 120 others, citizens of Wolcott; of C. A. 
Pulver and 62 others, citizens of Sodus; of 59 citizens of Moravia, and 
of 40 citizers of Owasco, N. Y, 

By Mr. POLAND: Of Charles P. Coy and 300 others, of Bethel, and 
of Arthur S. Byam and 200 others, of Chester, Vt. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Of ex-soldiers of Buffalo, and of citizens of 
Angola, Erie County, New York. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of citizens of Jacksonville, and of 200 citizens 
of Forest City, M1. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of H. R. Alien and 35 others, of Merrill; 
of John Garty and 77 others, of Waupaca County, and of David Dicks 
and 55 others, of Langlade County, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of citizens of Lamoille, of Addison, of 
Chittenden, of Franklin, of Rutland, and of Bennington Counties, 
Vermont. 

’ By Mr. STORM: Of citizens and soldiers of Carbon County, and of 
Nanticoke, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Of James Hartt and 37 others, of Winsted Lake, 
McLeod County; of S. Harnden and 64 others, of Farmington, Dakota 
County; of W. J. Ives and 15 others, of Hutchinson, McLeod County; 
of J. R. Butler and 76 others, of Glencoe, McLeod County; of George 
Botham and 45 others, of Murdock, Swift County, Minnesota, and of 
Fred. A. Hobbs and 42 others, of South Norridgewock, Somerset 
County, Maine. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Of 125 citizens of Kasota, of 94 citizens of 

e Lake, and of 45 citizens of Balaton, Minn. 

Mr. WEAVER: Of George Little and 80 others, citizens of Odell; 
P. Sherman and 328 others, citizens of Tecumseh; of William G. 
83 others, citizens of Crab Orchard; of C. F. Came and 59 
tizens of Louisville, and of John McCaig and 88 others, citi- 
of Elmwood, Nebr. 
y Mr. WEMPLE: Of citizensof Edinburg, of Gloversville, of Balls- 
, of Duanes' of Schuylerville, and of Amsterdam, N. Y. 

By Mr. W. L. IN: Of 64 citizens of Preston County, of 62 cit- 
izens of Morgan’s Glade, Preston County, and of 42 citizens of Ran- 
dolph County, West Virginia. 


ul: 
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By Mr. JOHN WINANS: Of Edward Rogers and 64 others, mem- 
bers of L. E. Curtin Post, No. 34, of Whitewater, andof N. G. Parks 
and 23-others, of Woodworth, Wis. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Of 17) citizens of Vernon, and of 64 citizens 
of Sauk Counties, Wisconsin. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 5, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of Idaho Territory, praying that so much of the lands in that 
Territory as are not actually required for the useand occupancy of the 
Shoshone and Bannock Indians may be restored to the public domain 
and opened to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of the Legislative Assembly of Idaho 
Territory, praying that so much of the lands set apart in that Territory 
for the Nez Percé Indians as is not actually needed for their use may 
be opened to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 
Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Joseph Cunningham and other 
citizens of Iowa, praying that a pension be granted to John Q. Deak- 
ins, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 
Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Samuel Barr and 45 other 
citizens of Tippecanoe County, Indiana, praying that an appropriation 
of $100,000 be made for the improvement of the Wabash River between 
La Fayette and Terre Haute, and Pittsburg, Ind.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. SABIN presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 
Whereas the Senate of the United States passed certain resoiutions of date of 
April 22, A. D. 1884, directing the honorable Secretary of yo to have examined 
and to procure information as to cost, condition, and valud@ of the Portage Lake 
and Lake Superior Ship Canal Company’s canal and the Portage Lake and 
River Improvement Company's canal (canals that cut a channel across the base 
of Point Keweenaw, making an open passage from Keweenaw Bay to Lake 
| Superior), said examination to be made with a view to determining a fair value 
| of said canals; and 
| Whereas the honorable Secretary of War designated Col. O. M. Poe, of the 
| United States Army, to make full examination of these improvements and re- 
| port all the facts, in accordance with the terms of said Senate resolution ; and 

Whereas the honorable Secretary of War, after receiving a full and careful re- 
port made by Colonel Poe,did submit his report.to the Senate of the United 
States on January 5, A. D. 1885, wherein the purchase of these two canals is rec- 
ommended at a fair and reasonable price, and that they be made free water 
ways to the commerce of the Northwest and the great lakes; and 

Whereas the tolls and tonnage dues collected by these companies are a seri- 
ous burden to important industries and a large number of people who are 
mainly supplied by these canals, and also a serious tax to the vessel interest and 
the commerce passing through them to the Northwest; and 

Whereas these canals, form important channels. that should be made free to the 
great commerce of the Northwest and that is tributary to Lake Superior; and 
_ Whereas the general use of these canals shortens the distance through Lake 
Superior via these canals over two hundred miles.in going east and west, and 


permits of a quiet and safe passage, avoiding the most turbulent and unsafe por- 
tions of Lake Superior; and 

Whereas these canals may be made harbors of refuge where Lake Superior 
is the most dangerous in navigating,and where these canals may be made the 
most available shelter from the storms that occasion serious disaster in this lake 
and in the vicinity of these canals: And therefore, 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring therein), That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress be urged to use their influence in 
procuring such legislation as will result in acquiring the title to these canals to 
the United States for the purpose of making them free water ways to the com- 
merce of Lake Superior and the Northwest. 

Resolved, That the clerk of the house be instructed to furnish duly certified 
copies of the foregoing resolutions to each Senator and Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of Minnesota. 


_ Adopted by the house of representatives January 15, A. D. 1885, and concurred 
in by the senate January 23, A. D. 1885. 


J.B. HOWARD, 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. CONGER presented the petition of James Moffat and 21 other 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the passage of the bill providing for 
the purchase by the Government of the two canals across Keweenaw 
Point, Lake Superior, State of Michigan; which was referred to the 
Committee on Gommerce. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5207) granting a pension to Adalbert Stickney, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON. On behalf of the minority of the committee I pre- 
sent their views upon that bill, which I move be printed and laid on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom the subject was referred, reported a, bill (S. 2617) 
to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced 
in square No. 406 of the city of Washington, for the enlargement of the 
Post-Office Department building, and to provide accommodations for 
the city post-office; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., to report it 
with amendments. 

(Mr. JACKSON. I ask the consent of the Senate to take the bill up 
for present consideration. It is identical with one previously passed 
by the Senate. 

¢The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill ? 

*Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator is willing to let it stand over until 
after the morning business, I shall have no objection. 

*Mr. JACKSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 






























































EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE DUNCAN. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the print- 
ing of certain eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late William A. 
Duncan, to report it favorably and without amendment. It provides 
for the usual number under such circumstances, and I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution. 

' By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLICATION OF TREATIES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing a message of the President of the United States of January 23, 1885, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, copies of 
all treaties and conventions, except postal conventions, entered into by 
the United States and now in force. I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing to rep@rt back the message, with the accompanying decu- 
ments, with a resolution providing that the usual number shall be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the copies of treaties and conventions called for by a resolution 
of the Senate dated January 5,1885,and transmitted by the President of the 
United States on the 23d of January, 1885, be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to its present con- 
sideration ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
why not print some copies for distribution. It is an exceedingly val- 
uable document, and it will be required and called for by a number of 
persons. Simply to print the usual number will give us, I believe, but 
two copies apiece unbourd. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Until I get some information I shall object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I should like to have some information on 
the subject before ingisting on the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, debate will 
proceed by unanimous consent on the question of present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think this isa document which should be printed, 
so that we can have some copies in addition to the ordinary and usual 
number that is printed simply for storing in the libraries and commit- 
tee-rooms. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the usual number? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Nineteen hundred. I ask consent to-reply to 
the inquiry of the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. To print the usual number will require simply 
the Senate resolution I have presented. It is proposed to stereotype 
the work, so that other copies can be ordered at any time. The cost is 
ascertained, and after the usual number, 1,900, is supplied, by a con- 
current, resolution any number that may be required may be ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is simply a Senate resolution? 

Mr. MANDERSON. _It is simply a Senate resolution for printing 
the usual number of a Senate document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw objection to its consideration. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I was just going to say that it is my 
intention to bring in a concurrent resolution for publishing a large 
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number. Five thousand copies of the document will propably be nec- 


essary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This being a Senate resolution, it is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? ‘The Chair hears none, and the question 
is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


WAR DEPARTMENT EMPLOYES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask consent that the letter of the Secretary 
of War, communicating a list of clerks and employés, &c., in that De- 
partment during the year ended November 30, 1884, with the accom- 
panying list, being Order of Business 1070, heretofore rted to the 
Senate by the Committee on Printing adversely to the printing of the 
same, be recommitted to the committee for farther investigation and 
report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that Order of Business 1070, being a letter from the 
Secretary of War, communicating list of clerks and employés, &c., dur- 
ing the year ended November 30, 1884, be taken from the Calendar and 
recommitted to the Committee on Printing. That order will be en- 
tered, if there be no objection. 


INVESTIGATION OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to report a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittee thereof 
appointed by its chairman, is hereby instructed to inquire into the condition of 
the naval establishment of the United States, including all vessels embraced in 
said establishment, the navy-yards of the United States, and to investigate ali 
questions touching the organization of the Navy, the line and staff corps of the 
same, and all ranks and grades in said establishment, together with the pay cf 
the same, and the question of promotion affecting{such ranks and grades, and 
all other questions pertaining thereto; and for that purpose may sit during the 
recess of the Senate, at such times and places asthe committee may determine, 
and shall have power to send for persons and papers, examine witnesses, em- 
ploy a stenographer, and shall report their proceedings and such recommenda- 
tions as they may sce fit to make at the next session. 

That all actual and necessary expenses of said committee, or subcommittee 
thereof, be paid gm the approval of the chairman of said committee out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2615) to authorize medals to 
commemorate the completion and dedication of the Washington Monu-: 
ment; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 2616) to authorize the readjustment 
of the compensation of postmasters at certain fourth-class post-offices; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. , 

Mr, SABIN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 118) for the relief of 
actual settlers on the lands of the late Sioux Indian reservation in Da- 
kota; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

AMENDMENT TO NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the naval ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD DEBT. . 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to inform the Senate 
what amounts were due the United States on ber 31, 1882, from the Union 
Pacific Railroad ; also, whatamounts have become due from that date until De- 
cember 31, 1884, according to the rule established in a d jon lately made in 
the Court of Claims between the United States and said ; also,w r 
annual settlement was made February 1, 1885, as provided in the Thurman act. 


ADJUSTMENT OF POSTMASTERS’ SALARIES. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform the Senate what 
number of clerks have been employed in adjusting postmasters’ salaries during 
snl pechetipavenio teh elimibessies sine completed; tne probable a Soneaaaate 

ers now com : e ximate 
amount that will be found due in adpustenante that will be wade within the 
present fiscal year with Sp pocoees clerical force, and the probable approximate 
amount that will be found due during the next fiscal year with the increased 
clerical force asked for. 


ARMY COURTS-MARTIAL. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the iary be directed to inquire and re- 
port to the Senate as to whether any legislation is required, and, if so, what, in 
regard to the appointment of courts-martial and the regulation of proceedings 
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and practice in trials before such courts in time of peace; and whether under ex- 
isting law an officer may be tried before a court-martial appointed by the Presi- 
dent in cases where the commander of the accused officer to be tried is not the 
accuser. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following concurrent resolution; which was 
read: 

i , the United States Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
wis adtho amet of the Commissioner of Education for 1883-84 there be printed 
6,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 12,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the Commissioner. 

Mr. BLAIR. That isthe ordinary number printed. I move that the 
resolution, with the accompanying paper, be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MOQUELEMOS GRANT. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution ; which 

was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Scczetary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish and transmit to the Senate copies of ail correspondence, affidavits, peti- 
tions, arguments, reports, and decisions on file inthe Department of the Interior, 
or rendered by any of the officers of that Department, with reference to or in con- 
nection with the Moquelemos grant in the State of California, and the surveys 
thereof, and the status of settlers thereon. 


RULE AS TO AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. INGALLS. I give notice that I shall to-morrow move to amend 
the third paragraph of Rule XVI bystriking out that part thereof which 
forbids amendments proposing general legislation on general appropri- 
ationbills. This notice is given under the provisionsof RuleXL. The 
amendment that I shall propose is as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘no amendment which proposes general legis- 
lation shall be received to any general appropriation bill, nor shall any,”’ 
and insert before ‘‘ amendment,’’ in line 2 of said clause, the word ‘‘ no.”’ 
In line 3 strike out the word ‘‘the,’’ before ‘‘ bill,’ and‘insert ‘‘ any 
general appropriation;’’ and insert after the word ‘‘bill’’ the word 
**shall;”’ so that when amended the clause would read: 

No amendment not germane nor relevant to the subject-matter contained in 
any general appropriation bil) shall be received, Kc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator send the notice to 
the desk? The rule requires that the notice shall be in writing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall also ask that it be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no olgjection, the notice 
of the intended amendment will be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator’s proposed amendment to the rule 
had better be printed in the usual form also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been made. 


PENSION BILLS. 


_Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state that to-morrow morning, imme- 
diately after the disposal of the strictly morning business, I intend to 
ask the Senate to take up the private pension bills on the Calendar and 
pass them. 

PRINTING OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the bill (H. R. 5461) to regulate inter- 
state commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by common car- 


riers, which was passed by the Senate yesterday, be printed for the use 
of the Senate as passed. . 


The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. R. 
104) providing for the printing and distribution of the Descriptive Cat- 
alogue of Government Publications. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate for the printing of 16,060 extra copies 
of the Annual Report of the Smithsonian Institution and National Mu- 
seum for the year 1884. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8121) 
to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to maintain 


publicorder during the ceremonies of the inauguration of the President, 
and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The m 


essage also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 


President pro tempore. 
a . 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. S. 


A bill (S. 1111) ting an increase of pension to Sally Rodman, 
widow of General ne P. Rodman: e : 

A bill (S. 1242) to reimburse Elizabeth Comstock customs dues paid 
by her on articles donated for the relief of colored emigrants; and 

A bill (8. 2278) correcting the military record of Wickliffe Cooper, 
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deceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel, United States 
Army. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MEMPHIS. 

Mr. JACKSON. I now renew my request that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., which 
was reported this morning by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 3, line 21, tostrike out 
trict’’ and insert ‘‘ cireuit;”’ 
States.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 5, after the word ‘* main 
tained,’’ to strikeout the words ‘‘ at the time of erection of said bridge.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 16, to strike out ‘‘ dis- 
trict’’ and insert ‘‘cireuit;’’ so as to read “‘ circuit court of the United 
States.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoAR in the chair). The Chief 
Clerk calls attention to a mistake in the print in the last line but one 
of section?7. Thewords ‘‘of the’’ are repeated. They will be stricken 
out in the second place if there be no objection. In the first line of 
section 6 there is a typographical error, which will be corrected at the 
Clerk’s desk. ; 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to have the last section of the bill 
read. If I understand it correctly it provides for the building of the 
bridge by the Government of the United States in a certain contin- 
gency. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last section, section 7, will be 
read as amended, at the request of the Senator from Delaware. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, on satisfactory proof 
that a necessity exists therefor, to require the companies or persons owning 
said bridge to cause such aids to the passage of said bridge to be constructed, 
placed, and maintained, at their own cost and expense, in the form of booms, 
dikes, piers, or other suitable and proper structures for the guiding of rafts, 
steamboats, and other water craft safely through the passage-way, as shall be 
specified in his order in that behalf; and on failure of the company or persons 
aforesaid to make and establish such additional structures within a reasonable 
time, the said Secretary shall proceed to cause the same to be built or made at 
the expense of the United States, and shall refer the matter without delay to the 
Attorney-General of the United States, whose duty it shall be to institute, in the 
name of the United States, proceedings in any circuit court of the United States 
in which such bridge, or any pt thereof, is located, for the recovery of the cost 
thereof; and all moneys accruing from such proceedings shall be covered into 
the Treasury of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and pagsed. 


** dis- 
so asto read: ‘‘circuit court of the United 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent at this time to have 
changed the reference of the petition, presented by my colleague [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS] a few days ago, from Amos A. Lawrence and 15 other citi- 
zens of Boston, Mass., praying that they may be made a corporation, 
for the purpose of promoting immigration to the Territory of Utah and 
developing its agricultural and mineral resources, with such privileges 
and immunities and subject to such restrictions as Congress may grant 
or impose. It was referred to the Committee on Territories, and it 
should have been referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the reference of the petition be changed from the Committee on Terri- 
tories to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The request was agreed to. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. It is the second 
bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoarin the chair). 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. GARLAND. I know it is not, but I wish to ask a question, 
with the consent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Arkansas will proceed. 

Mr. GARLAND. Does the Senator from Kansas expect to get the 
bill through in the morning hour? 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope to have the Senate decide it some way. I hope 
the Senate will finally pass the bill, but we shall have to take the 
chances of debate on that, I suppose. 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to say that there is no possible chance 


The question 





If there be no objection, the Senator 
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of getting the bill through to-day if all day be devoted to it. I make 
that statement now for what it is worth. 

Mr. PLUMB. That condition of things will be no more aggravated 
to-day than it would be to-morrow or next day. Certainly I think it 
is proper, and I feel sure the Senator from Arkansas himself will agree 
that it is entirely proper, that the Senate should at an early day say 
‘* ves’? or ‘‘no’’? upon the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of 
settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary began to read the report submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
April 8, 1884, from the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to suggest that by some mistake a different 
bill has found its way inte the report from that reported by the com- 
mittee. It wasa mistake in compiling the report, suppose. The bill 
contained and recited in the report is not the bill reported by the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill reported by the committee 
has been read. It will be unnecessary, therefore, to read the bill in the 
report. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the documents, let- 
ters, statutes, &c., may be omitted in the reading of this report. I 
think it will facilitate time to omit them. 

Mr. GARLAND. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the further reading—— 

Mr. ALLISON. No; there are a number of statutes quoted in the 
report and a number of letters from the Departments, &c., recited. I 





ask unanimous consent that they may be omitted by the Secretary in 


reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that in reading the report the statutes and letters be 
omitted. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to have them read. There can not be an 
understanding of the question involved unless everything is read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report and continued till 
2 o clock without concluding. s 


COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLABS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The hourof 20’clock haying arrived, 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business of yesterday, being House bill No. 4976. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. INGALLS 
to strike out section 5 of the substitute reported from the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President, this is the first occasion since I have 
been a member of this body that any legislation touching the t 
question of silver coinage has been brought up for consideration here, 
and I regret that it is being pressed now, because it is too great a sub- 
ject to be considered in the short time which the Senate—in view of 
other pressing business—can afford to devote to it, because it can not 
be fairly and justly considered as an abstract proposition, but must be 
looked into in connection with many other questions which cover the 
entire range of the general financial and monetary policy of the Govern- 
ment ina direct way, to say nothing of the incidental bypaths into 
which we must of necessity extend our researches before we shall be 
prepared to arrive at conclusions satisfactory to our own intelligence or 
that of the people of fhis country. 

The issue is directly presented by the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Morr] to the House bill which we are now id- 
ering. The amendment, if it shall become a law, stops the coinage of 
standard silver dollars, while the House bill simply retires the trade-dol- 
lars, without at all interfering with the coinage of silver as now being 
carried on by the Government. It is, I believe, generally conceded that 
the trade-dollars should be retired, and in this general opinion I most 
fully coineide; but while doing so I am utterly opposed to injecting into 
the consideration of this one piece of legislation the many questions 
necessarily involved in any and every discussion of the question of 
bimetallism. 

And right here and now, Mr. President, I desire to disabuse the minds 
of all who suppose that we view this question solely from a standpoint 
of local self-interest. Nothing can be further from the truth; for while 
we plainly confess that the silver interest is one in which the mountain 
States and Territories are most vitally and interested, we at the 
same time believe that the whole nation, with all its varied resources, 


industries, and interests, is affected—although not so directly—as much 
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as our people at home. No, sir; the views of those of us who represent 
upon this floor the people of those States are neither blinded nor cir- 
cumscribed by the narrow abstractions with which we are accredited. 
If we were, why do we sit here and give our votes and lend our co-op- 
eration to those who advocate the protection of industries domiciled in 
the great Atlantic States? 

Sir, in the State of Colorado we produce—without limit as to quan- 
tity—the material, and from it manufacture the finest Bessemer steel 
rails in the world; and yet we need no protection by law for that great 
industry. Still we are protectionists, believing that policy to be for 
the best interest of the whole country. We are protected in this regard 
naturally and absolutely by over a thousand miles of railway trans- 
portation. We are protectionists, not that our immediate constituents 
need any protection for the interests I have just alluded to, but be- 
cause we believe generally in the protection of all American indus- 
tries and all American labor, fully satisfied as we are that the exten- 

| sive area withinour borders has resources varied and boundless beyond 
human comprehension, which can make this nation of people self-sus- 
taining in every regard, and that we should legislate not for the world 
at large, but for the people of this country. 

Sir, we should not commit the fundamental error, either in reason or 
act, of basing our action here upon the theory that we have no natural 
advantages superior to any or all of the older countries across the sea; 
because the moment we do we commitan error so fatal, so elementary, 
| that we shall stumble at the beginning and find ourselves floundering 
| to the end. Let us, therefore, begin right, by realizing that it is unfair 
to this country for us to reason or act upon the hypothesis that our 
| capabilities, resources, and natural advantages are equal only to those 
| of the old countries. It is sufficiently humanitarian that we do in the 
future as in the past, and keep our portals open wide to the oppressed 
of all lands, limited only by our unquestioned right to exclude all 
| contract criminal and pauper labor. 

Bimetallism can not be discussed intelligently without touching ex- 
| tensively upon the many questions so directly connected with it. Our 
| entire monetary and financial system and policy is necessarily involved 
in such a discussion, including our legal-tender acts, banking acts, loan 
acts, resumption acts, &c., to say nothing of the great questions of labor 
and the protection of home industries and productions. Therefore we 
deprecate all attempts to open up these general questions at a time 
when Congress can not, for want of time, give them the consideration 
which their importance deserves. I shall therefore offer but few sug- 
| gestions at this ae 

Mr. President, T have already suggested reasons for favoring a pro- 
| tective policy. I have also intimated why we need no protection for 
| our own iron industry; to show that while considering our own imme- 

















diate interests and realizing the natural protection afforded us by dis- 
tance and the cost of transportation, we are not unmindful of the in- 
terests of other States, and not unwilling to give them our support when 
the general good is best subserved thereby. Standing upon the apex 
of the Americar continent, and looking from the doorof my own mount- 
ain home, I can see nearly the whole of my own State, and in the dis- 
tance can see into the great Territories of Utah, Arizona, and New Mex- 
ico, the whole covering an area than a dozen of the Atlantic 
States—its mountains, gold and silver ribbed, teeming with millions 
in value of the precious metals awaiting only the hardy pioneer to dis- 
cover and the necessary capital to mine and reduce the ores. Shall that 
great and extensive country be excluded from the policy which favors 
home products and home labor?’ Have we no part or lot in the grand 
scheme of American aggrandizement? Shall we join in the protection of 
all American industries save our own? 

This question is directed more particularly to members of my own 

. We do not ask for a tariff by which silver shall wipenetel:; 
but we have a right to that it will be protected by coinage 
acts of Congress in view of the undisputed fact that silver coin was em- 
braced in the money contemplated by-the Constitution. 

Sir, it is worse than idle to say that because certain European gev- 
ernments have demonetized silver that we must perforce do the same. 
The reasons which actuated them may have been sufficient for their 
purpose. It is a long story, and will be told in full when this whole 
question comes up for discussion; but not now. Even then it should 
only be interesting to us as a matter of history, and should not in the 
least govern our action here. 

This is a great country, and can not afford to treat as equals in nat- 
ural resources the old nations with their overcrowded populations, 
parts of which po i beginning centuries before Christ, have 
been migrating from east to west in searchof new homes in new lands, 
making more room in their retreat for those they left behind, and thus 
constituting themselves the safety-valves of countries too narrow to 
“hegaiity population is one of stupendous magnitude and bears 

ion is one of stu 
directly upon us whenever we consider policies bearing upon the future 
as well as the present; but that must also be remitted to a 
future period, when with am we can enter into the considera- 
tion of the great reform which sooner or later we will find 
it necessary te consider. 

A few passing words can not, however, do any harm. In a country 








—EE —— 


rs 







fe 

7% a? 
fe GRR cere em a peer ste a EE Ne OTR ENA eM ae A ET = —— . 
= —, na persion His 


ee CC FOCt—C—C—''' 


tahoe 


gh 
1 
4 


SOR ORY phe 


1885. 





of vast expanse and boundless resources we see, we feel nothing of the 
difficulties which environ nations with limited territory and a super- 
abundant population. Up to this time there has been a path of egress 
into broader fields for those who, crowded together in unwieldy masses 
beyond the sea, sought a breathing place in this hospitable and liberty- 
loving land; but how shall we stand affected here when we begin to 
feel a like pressure? We occupy the ultima Thule. From here there 
is no escape, no relief by emigration; and human wisdom and fore- 
thought must solve theproblem. — ; mena 

Mr. Pesident, I beg on for this digression, if it be such. Time 
may vindicate the wisdom of the thought. I find it impossible to think 
of our financial and monetary policy without entering into a field so 
wide that my mental vision aspires not now to see its other side. 

fundamental errors, must exist in our financial monetary sys- 
tem, and, in my humble opinion, no lopping off of dead or useless 
branches will be of any avail; no tinkering can ever perfect a super- 
structure, the foundation of which is weak and imperfect. Theax must 
be laid at the root of the tree in the one case and the foundation-stone 
must be well and truly set in the other before the situation can be fully 
relieved. 

Since the establishment of the Bank of Venice—the first effort ever 
made to create money—down to the present time every conceivable 
monetary theory has been promulgated ; but as yet each has been marked 
with the seal of manifest failure. 

The cry for honest money is the just sequence of these failures. 
What is money? It is nothing more nor less than a medium of ex- 
change. Give this medium of exchange the most substantial and de- 
sirable basis possible, and you give the most honest money possible. 
Congress can do no greater work than to give this country a monetary 
system as sound and perfect as human wisdom can invent. Guided by 
the experiences of the past, including absolute failures as well as par- 
tial successes, I indulge in the hope that such efforts will in the end 
be crowned with success. You ask me for a panacea, but I do not con- 
sider myself the Moses to, lead you out of the financial wilderness. If, 
however, I can drop a single thought sufficiently suggestive to cause 
our financial fathers here to even question the wisdom of any of the 
lines.of thought in which they have heretofore indulged, I shall feel 
more than compensated, more than gratified. 

Honest money is the best money that can be made with the material 
and power within our control. Gold and silver have an intrinsic value. 
They are the metals out of which money has been made all over the 
world for centuries; and this intrinsic value has been everywhere rec- 

ized: When you add to this intrinsic value the money function, 
the general legal-tender quality, backed up by a powerful nation at 
peace at home, at peace abroad, the area of which is grandand magnifi- 
cent and the products of which make its people absolutely sel f-sustain- 
ing and independent, even if they should be surrounded by an impas- 
sable wall over which they could not buy or sell anything whatever, 
you have a money as perfect as human ingenuity can devise. But you 
do not have enough of it. To meet this deficiency, what are we to do? 
Having coined all our gold and silver and made it a legal tender for 
all debts public and private—saving and excepting, however, from the 
provision last named all existing contracts and obligations heretofore 
made payable in any other manner—proceed to issue legal-tender notes 
with alike money function in quantity sufficient, when added to the 
goldand silvercoin, to make a circulation per capita commensurate with 
the progress and business interests of the country, which amount—and 
it should be too large rather than too small—can be arrived at with rea- 
sonable certainty by drawing upon the experience of the world. With 
a constantly increasing population, and the constantly growing business 
of a new country like ours, the volume of currency should be corre- 
spondingly increased from year to year, say about 3 per cent. per annum, 
which is about the usual increase of population. If fifteen hundred 
millions is an adequate circulation for 40,000,000 of people, it is fair to 
presume that double that amount of circulation would be necessary for 
double that population, and so on. 

For convenience and to save loss by abrasion, &c., the gold and silver 
coined and uncoined might, and I think should, be deposited in the 
Treasury of the United States, and gold and silver certificates in de- 
nominations of not less than $5 issued therefor, this gold and silver, 
either coined or uncoined, to be held there in trust for the purpose only 
of ing these gold and silver certificates, which certificates should 
have the full money function the same as the coin itself, as should every- 
thing which professes to be money. Having submitted this statement 
of my own views, I wish to point out one danger which above all things 
should be avoided, and that is, not to issue a single dollar professing to 
be payable in coin or bullion unless we have the coin or bullion in the 
Treasury with which to redeem it on sight, for to do so would be to 
make dishonest money, which we do not want. That isthe rock upon 
which Mr. John Law’s financial scheme in France split and went to 
pieces long yearsago. His French money professed on its face to be pay- 
able in coin, and all went well se long as confidence lasted, but when 
that ceased to exist and the bills were presented for red. ion he had 
nothing but real-estate mortgages to pay with. The was a lie 
a its face, and the system met its justand legitimate fate—absolute 

ure. . 
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Speaking of confidence, it is a hidden rock upon which more business 
lives have been wrecked than on all the financial shoals in Christendom. 
Itis said to be of slow growth, yet itis nota hardyshrub. Its universal 
fate is withering and death when brought in contact with the cool 
breath of doubt and suspicion; and no finnancial policy or transaction 
is anything beyond a delusion and a snare, which depends sole/y on con- 
fidence. 

About the time of our late resumption of specie payments some years 
ago, it was the common remark that confidence was the one great thing 
needed; that when a man found he could get his money he would not 
take it; he only wanted to know if he could get it if he wanted to, &c. 
This is all well enough in times-of prosperity and peace, because in 
such times all goes well naturally; but when adversity, disaster, and 
panic overtake us, confidence vanishes like a mist in the morning—is 
worse than a broken reed. A financial policy or monetary system de- 
signed to stand only the shocks incident to good times, reminds one 
of the Russian Grand Duke’s apprehension and distress when the Crim- 
ean war wasdeclared. He regretted it because it would ruin his beau- 
tiful regiment of the imperial guard. 

Sound finance requires that a government’s monetary system should 
rest upon a solid foundation, and not be subject to the whims or ca- 
prices of any man or nation. I have already shown how a part of the 
money we need, namely, gold and silver certificates, having full legal- 
tender quality for all debts, public and private, and secured by de- 
posits inthe United States Treasury of gold and silver bullion or coin, 
will be absolutely sound and secure. The legal-tender notes, having 
full money functions, needed in addition to these certificates to bring up 
the circulation per capita to the proper point will, if they do not pro- 
fess to be redeemable in something which we have not on hand to re- 
deem them with, be the next best money we can have. 

Having determined the kind of money we are to have and the amount 
of circulation needed, the next important point is to get this money out 
and keep it out, so that debtors and creditors can alike rest assured 
that all payments will be made on the same basis of circulation upon 
which they were contracted. How to get this money out and how to 
keep it out, so that no stringency can occur in the money market, is 
another of the most important questions to be determined, for if it is 
not kept in circulation, it had just as well not exist. Business can not 
be done without money, nor can it be done toadvantage without plenty 
More spot money and less credit business would be a blessing 
to rich and poor alike. Panic is directly traceable to the fact that too 
many people get in debt and get in too deep; for it is self-evident that 
if no person in this country owed a single dollar there never could be 
money panics, such as we have had upon us with frightful regularity 
from time to time; so that%he less people are in debt the less danger 
we are in from panics and their ever-present shadows of disaster, ruin, 
and bankruptcy. 

To ge* this money out and to keep it out is not a difficult problem. 
Say that we determine that we will keep not less than fifty millions 
nor more than sixty millions of the money intended for circulation in 
the Treasury as a surplus, exclusive of bullion and coin kept there to 
redeem the gold and \silver certificates. Then provide by !aw for the 
loan of money direct to the people, taking promissory notes therefor, 
secured by mortgage on broad acres of improved lands. These notes 
should bear interest at a rate not exceeding 3 per cent. per annum, 
payable annually, and should run for long periods of time, but to be- 
come due, principal and interest, immediately on default of the pay- 
ment of any one year’s interest or any one year’s taxes. I will notat- 
tempt to go into details, but such a system has many advantages over 
the elasticity aimed at by the calling and payment of bonds. Hundreds 
of thousands of people scattered all over the country have improved 
jands, and the money thus put out would go to all parts of the nation 
instead of to the money centers. 

On the other hand, but few people have bonds, and nearly all who 
have either live or do business in the great cities. When they draw their 
money for their bonds what do they do? Why, sir, they go to Wall 
street, loan it out on call loans, and when they get more people in debt 
they give the crank another turn, call in their loans, and thus add their 
mite toward increasing the business and financial distress which the 
calling in of their bonds was intended to relieve; and having by this 
process of squeezing and repression destroyed as far as possible the price 
of property, they take it for themselves, and at once begin to sing the 
same old tune of returning prosperity and restored confidence, and keep 
it up until prices once more reach their zenith, when they sell the prop- 
erty thus acquired and soon thereafter begin to discover in the distance 
@ financial cloud no bigger than a man’s hand, to which they assiduously 
direct attention, and declare that it is growing larger and most rapidly 
approaching. 

They are now preparing for another call of bonds and for a repetition of 
the same financial processes I have just described. Such, sir, are some 
of the beauties of our present elastic currency; and I leave them to 
the fond gaze of those who admire them. I do not. 


Mr. President, the kind of money I advocate can all be put upon an 
actual hard-money basis within twenty years by the coinage alone of 
all the gold and silver produced in this country in the way I will men- 
tion. 


Let the Government take and retain the exclusive power of issu- 
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ing money and controlling the amount of circulation. 









or corporation interfere with that part of itssovereignty. Remove the | 


standing menace to business and prosperity, which will exist so long as 
banks of issue are permitted to exist with power to expand or contract 
the amount of the circulation. 

This danger was recognized by the Senate of the United States when 
it passed at its last session the McPherson bill, which in effect said to 
the national banks: ‘‘ Please, sirs, do not destroy the country by retiring 
your circulation.’’ Whatacommentary upon a great government! Sir, 
this tinkering and trimming should stop. We should reform our finan- 
cial and monetary policy and legislation from alpha to omega. 

We should recognize the ‘greatness and the unlimited natural re- 
sources of our own country, and we should legislate for it, and leave 
other countries to do the same for themselves. If we stood in the re- 
spects just mentioned on an equality only with each and every other 
nation we could afford a different policy, but we are untrue to ourselves 
if we waive our own advantages over so many of the others. 

Let us plant ourselves on the solid monetary basis which I have en- 
deavored to explain, and then let us, over and above all things, see to 
it that the balance of trade remains continually in our favor, even if 
we have to double our present rates of tariff and do all else necessary, re- 
membering at the same time that no nation on earth will buy a single 
dollar’s worth of our cotton, wheat, cern, meat, or other of our products 
because they love us, but will be governed in their purchases by their 
own desires and necessities. If necessary to maintain the balance of 
trade in our favor, shut out absolutely all foreign luxuries. 

With this balance of trade certainly and permanently in our favor 
gold will flow in upon us from abroad, which, with all the gold and sil- 
ver produced in our own land, will in time be more than sufiicient to 
retire every legal-tender note we may have found it necessary to emit, 
and leave us with a currency consisting solely of gold and silver certifi- 
cates, each dollar of which will representa dollar of go)d or silver lying 
in the Treasury of the United States as a sacred trust with which to 
redeem these certificates on demand. 

Let the fiat go forth to all the world in language too plain to be mis- 
understood that this country legislates for its own people, and protects 
them in all their efforts, industries, and enterprises,excluding no branch, 
whatever it may be or wherever located within our borders. Let them 
also as distinctly know that silver is one of our important industries, 
and that this nation has planted itself firmly, unconditionally, and ever- 
lastingly upon the platform of bimetallism, and will neither get off nor 
be knocked off. Show them that this nation will be the leader in this 
regard in spite of them, and that all attempts on their part to further 
dictate to us will be stale and unprofitable. 

The time has come in dealing with monef&ry problems when the law- 
making power of this Government must adopt a decisive and perma- 
nent rule of conduct. We must have an established coinage, and our 
metal values must be secured against commercial vicissitudes and trad- 
ing fluctuations. We hear much about an “honest silver dollar,’’ and 
we are reproached that the existing 4124-grain dollar is ‘‘dishonest.’’ 
Who fixes the scale of metal values by which our standard dollar is 
rated ‘‘dishonest?’’ Is it the Congress of the United States? No. 
Who then? 

Why, nobody but a coterie of bullion brokers in London, operating 
in Lombard street as buyers and sellers, bulls and bears; mere traffickers 
in a commodity, not vested with either sovereignty or responsibility, 
but simply bent on driving sharp bargains for themselves from day to 
day. 

And yet the monstrous proposition is put forward here that our 
standard dollar ought to be made to contain whatever quantity of sil- 
ver these London brokers might be willing to pay 100 cents for as bull- 
ion. That is all that any plain business man can make out of the 
proposition. ‘Thus we arrive at the conclusion that our coinage laws, 
to be just and right, should be framed in Lombard street, London, by 
a coterie of bullion-brokers, instead of on Capitol Hill, Washington, 
by the representatives of the American people. Is not that the naked 
logic of the proposition ? 

If that is the real logic of the proposition, then the amendment of the 
distinguished Senator from Vermont should contain a proviso some- 
what as follows: ‘‘ Provided, that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is 
hereby, directed to ascertain the market price of silver bullion in Lon- 
don every thirty days, and that he be authorized and directed to alter 
the amount of pure silver in the standard coin from time to time, so as 
to make its bullion value equal to its expressed value, according to the 
prevailing London quotations.”’ 


Such an amendment would of course be antagonized by me. But if 


the Senators on the other side of this question wish to be consistent, it 
would command their support. For one, I would like to test the sense 
of the Senate on such « proposition. It would, at least, have the one 
merit of being a candid presentation of the real theory which lies at 
the bottom of all this warfare against silver. 

Sir, I most earnestly hope that the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont will be defeated, and that the House bill may pass. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it is a trite saying, and one history 
has often recorded, that those things most material to the happiness 
and welfare of a pecple are at the moment least regarded, the least 
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Here to-day this Senate Chamber tells the same story. There are 


scarcely a score of Senators in their places, and yet the matter before 
the Senate is profoundly important to the welfare of every man, woman, 
and child in the United States. It touches the question, what shall be 
received as the equivalent for every day of labor, what shall be received 
for every exertion of human industry, what shall measure every con- 
tract, great and small, among more than fifty millions of people? For 
it is the money of the people, the money of the nation, that we are now 


considering; and yet there seem to be a very small minority who care to 
await the discussion. 


The title of the bill relates to a disk of silver metal that by the au- 


thority of the Government came from under the machinery of the Mint 
transformed from bullion into coin. Of these coins, called ‘‘ trade’’ 
dollars, some thirty-five millions were, from the day of their authori- 
zation in 1873 until they were prohibited in 1878, allowed to be coined 


at the mints of the United States for the benefit of theindividuals who 
owned the bullion. 


All of this silver always was, and now is, private property; it be- 


longed to the private owners who had worked for it and brought it 
from the mines, and had sold it; and the laws of their country permit- 
ted them to take it to the Mint of the United States, and, by paying 
the actual expense of the change in its form, to put it in these disks of 
metal called ‘‘trade’’ dollars, and to have the certification, under the 
honor of the United States stamp, that each piece contained 420 grains 
of silver, nine-tenths fine. 


When the silver miners who owned this property in 1873 wished to 


take it to the Mint, I remember well their application; I remember the 
condition of the country, for I was then a member of this body. The 
United States had suspended specie payments. The Government had 
embarked upon a system of paper currency, and there was no money 
afloat among the people of the country other than the paper promissory 
notes of the United States, and those of the national banks, issued by 
the Government through an intermediary system of banking associa- 
tions and secured by 2 deposit of national bonds. The paper money 
of the United States was at a heavy discount. Its credit did not com- 
mand a hundred cents on the dollar. The gold coin of the United 
States was worth more than its paper, perhaps eighteen dollars or more 


on the hundred. 

By an act of Congress passed in 1873, and which is now represented 
by section 3520 of the Revised Statutes, it was provided that— 

Any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any mint, to Be formed 
into bars, or into dollars of the weight of 420 grains troy, desi in this title 
as trade-doliars, and no deposit of silver for other coinage shall be received. Silver 
bullion contained in gold deposits, and separated therefrom, may, however, be 
= for in silver coin, at such valuation as may be, from time to time, established 

y 


the Director of the Mint. 

Here was the authority for the owner of this species of property to 
take it to the Mint and have its fineness and weight ascertained and 
impressed upon it under the name of the trade-dollar, and the weight 
and fineness were by another section, in distinction from that of any 
coin of the United States, to be impressed upon it, ‘‘ and no deposit of 
silver for other coinage ’’ was to be allowed. 

When that was done, there was a market value for this species of 
property. The owners of it, like all intelligent owners, were. exer- 
cising their right of contract to obtain for it the highest market price. 
The relations between gold bullion and silver bullion of equal fine- 
ness were measured by the standard of gold valuation at the rate of 
60 pence sterling per ounce for silver. To-day, or rather yesterday 
(I read from the New York Evening Post of February 4, 1885), the 
price for silver bullion is 49$ pence per ounce. Any man who has it 
can get so much for it and he can get no more if that quotation be cor- 
rect, and I assume it to be. Thus, under the law which I have just 
read, if the silver contained in gold bullion deposits be separated 
therefrom in the process of assaying, it may be. paid for, how? In 
“*such valuation as from time to time may be established by the Director 
of the Mint.”’ 

I beg the attention therefore of Senators to this fact, that when the 
law gave the privilege to the holders of silver bullion to take their 
property to the Mint and have it transmuted into such shapes as their 
interest and their convenience might dictate—that is to say, they could 
have it transformed from bullion into bars, or, if they pleased, into 
disks of money called ‘‘trade-dollars’’ of 420 grains, upon which both 
the bar and the coin the weight and fineness stamped by the Mint 
should be certified—it was their private y, and never belonged 
to the Government, never was received or paid out by the Govern- 
ment, but for the sole use of the private owner, at his sole volition, was 
coined for convenient trading with the silver-using countries of the 


Mr. HARRIS. Is not that done with gold now? 

Mr. BAYARD. It is done with gold now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Precisely the same thing. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is done with gold now, but my friend must re- 
ae more is done with gold now and was then done 
with it. 

When gold bullion was deposited in the Mint for coinage and tbe sil- 
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ver it contained separated, that silver was by law to be paid for ‘‘at 
such rates as from time to time was to be fixed by the Director of the 
Mint;’’ but the price of gold was never “‘ from time to time to be fixed | 
by the Director.’’ ; kale : 

The act of 1873 prohibited the deposit of silver for any other coinage 
than “‘trade-dollays;’ but the gold coinage could be into any denom- 
inated gold coin. 

The ** trade-dollars’’ minted under the act of February, 1875, were 
then worth in the paper legal-tender currency of the United States a 
premium of 11 to 17 per cent. The metal of which they were composed 
had then a market value of 60 pence sterling per ounce. Yesterday it | 
was worth and sold for less than 50 pence per ounce. And now Con- | 
gress is asked, for one reason or another, to pay out standard silver dollars | 
of fall legal-tender power, nominally 100 cents, for a disk of metal worth 
perhaps 85 cents, or to pay in its standard and measure of value, 60 pence 
per ounce for silver bullion whose market value is less than 50 pence, 
say 15 or 16 per cent. above the market or intrinsic value. That is, 
about $5,600,000 over and above the bullion value of the silver minted 
into ‘‘ trade-dollars,’’ upon the application of the owners and for their | 
convenience in trade with Oriental silver-using nations. 

Mr. President, if it were ten times 16 per cent. and I believed there 
was an honorable obligation upon the part of the American people to 
pay this inereased price for silver bullion or coin, I would advise them 
to do it, for I would say there is no gain so costly as that which is the 
price of departure from good faith and honorable obligation. It is not | 
therefore this 16 per cent. upon $35,000,000, although that is a very 
important sum; if it were that alone I do not think that I should have | 
cared to detain the Senate; but it is the principle that lies underneath 
this proposed payment which brings us face to face with profound re- 
sults, to which I ask the attention of the Senate for a short time. 

There has heen, I submit respectfully, a confusion of terms and mean- 
ing in speaking of the redemption of the trade-dollars. When before 
was any standard coin not diminished in its weight by fraud or natural 
attrition—when before was such a coin said to be ‘‘redeemed?’’ Why, 
sir, what is.the meaning of coined money, and its object? To produce | 
under the sovereign authority that which not only should bea standard 
and a measure of value, but in addition value itself; for if it was not it 
was false and not real money. Therefore it is a mistake in terms, and 
it will not do to be mistaken in terms on such a subject as this, to talk 
of ‘‘ redeeming ’’ the standard coins of the United States. They need 
no redemption, for the lawful holder has value itself in his posses- 
sion. They do not constitute a promise, but by their possession prop- 
erty and value, as on their face is expressed, is fulfilled. When such 
coins shall be that which upon their face and by law they profess to be, 
so much silver or so much gold of a certain weight and fineness, there 
in my judgment the great and important function of the Government 
commenced, and there it ended, to provide for its people a standard of | 
value and to let the standard and the measure be combined with value 
itself in the form of the coin authorized. 

Mr. President, since 1878, the Government of the United States has 
assumed a new relation, a new function and duty in respect to its coin- 
age. Before that time, except for the manufacture of its subsidiary 
coins which are debased below the standard coins, the Government of | 
the United States never owned an ounce of cither metal that came 
intg its mints for coinage; all that came was private property. This 
token coinage the Government was bound to redeem when defaced and 
too illegible for use. Why? Because they were adulterated and de- 
based, and were issued by the Government only for the convenience of 
the people, and were not astandard of value—that is, not the principal 
standard of value, but never for more than $5, to accommodate the 
minor transactions of the citizens, the daily retail transactions. 

Now, if I may pause here for one moment to give my reasons why 
there is no especial claim on the United States to exchange these coins, 
beforeI come to what I think is the great principle which we are face 
to face with to-day, I will say this, that having shown that the trade- 
dollars were in the same category precisely as silver bars, both minted 
and stamped for the convenience of the owner, a number were so coined, 
and, as I personally remember, upon the application of the representa- 
tives of the silver-bearing States, members of this body, and who came 
personally before the committee to seek the privilege of having their 
silver bullion turned into this convenient shape for the purpose of deal- | 
ing with the Chinese particularly. The first of these coins was issued in 
July, 1873, and I read from page 130 of the report of the Director of 
the Mint, Mr. Burchard, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879. The 
figures are all here given of the bullion value, the currency value, the 
commercial value, the gold value of the trade-dollar, the amount of 
these coins and their export. In 1873, and down to July, 1874, the | 
bullion value of the trade-dollar ran from 2} per cent. to six-tenths of 1 
per cent. premium. The currency value ran from July, 1873, to May, | 
1876, at a premium of 18.6 per cent. down to a premium of 3 per cent. 
So it was in the legal-tender currency at a heavy premium, and its 
commercial value was also even greater than was its currency value, 
for that I find ranged from 119 per cent. to 103.6 per cent. during the 
same period. 

’ But now comes the question of coinage. From the 12th of February, 
1873, to the 22d of July, 1876, there were coined 15,631,000 trade-dol- 
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| lars, and there were exported during the same time 12,270,000, although 


sy, 
that is necessarily but an imperfect estimate. For instance, in 1876, 
when trade-dollars were dropped from the list of coins, and were 1fo 


| longer authorized at the mints, except for the purpose of foreign de- 


mand expressly, there were coined in July, 1876, 213,000; but there 
were exported in the same month 269,108, showing that there were 
56,108 more exported in that month than there were coined in the 
same month. 

I shall presently show to the Senate that trade-dollars in July, 1876, 
were at a premium in currency of 2.6 per cent., and that for that rea- 
son they would not be put in circulation, and were not—that obvious 
proposition, known historically as the Gresham law and known long 
before the name of Gresham was ever heard, thata currency nominally 
overvalued and really of less value will always drive out the better 
and really more valuable money. 

Our own experience is sufficiently instructive upon that point. Our 
first coinage act as a government was in 1793, and then we attempted 
to fix a ratio of fifteen times the weight of silver to one of gold in our 
coinage. In 1834 we changed this ratio a little over 2 and a little less 
than 3 per cent. by lowering the amount of gold in the standard gold 
unit. From 1793 until 1834 the result was that, standard silver coins 
being relatively cheaper, we were on a silver basis. 

Then we stepped from the ratio of $5 to nearly 16. I may say paren- 
thetically here that during that very time the ratio between silver and 
gold as established by the European states now composing what is 
known as the Latin Union was 15) tol. We increased the amount of 
silver in our ratio so that it became almost 16 to 1, and what was the 
conseguence? That silver being thus comparatively undervalued here, 
gold became necessarily the principal standard and measure of value; 
and so from 1834 to 1878 the standard of value of the American peo- 
ple in their foreign and domestic commerce, and in their payments at 
the custom-house was United States standard gold coin. Why? Be- 
cause there was the comparatively small discrepancy of 2 or 3 per 
cent. between the ratio of these metals as fixed by our laws of coinage 
and the ratio of other commercial nations; and left free and undisturbed 
by statute (for at that time coinage was equally free to both metals) the 
natural laws of commercial valuation controlled, and people of course 
dealt in the cheapest money they could find, for they gave in exchange 
for commodities naturally as little as possible, and to that end availed 
themselves of the standard of regulations of the relative value of the two 
metals by the United States, and as a consequence silver coin ceased 
to be used here, and went abroad or into the melting-pot, and gold 
alone went to the Mint? 

Now, I wish to ask: When the mints were open for those forty years, 
very nearly, if we saw that the owners of silver did not care to turn 
their bullion into coin because its ratio was fixed too low, and it was 
cheaper for them to procure gold dollars than silver dollars, because 
gold was relatively undervalued to silver and this difference of 2 or, 
at the utmost, 3 per cent. would control, would not the same fact 
necessarily prevail from 1873 to 1876, and when you find the commer- 
cial value and the currency value very much farther apart would not 
the same results accrue? Obviously; and not being at specie payments 
the difference between the two metals and paper was far greater than 
between the two metals in their commercial value, of which I have 
spoken, and the valuation at which silver bullien could be turned into 
coin. This being so, in 1876, in the month of July, Congress dropped 
out from their list of coins the trade-dollar entirely. It never hada 
legal-tender power of more than $5 in one payment; but after that date 
it ceased to have any legal-tender value or power for $5 or any other 
sum, and it became just what it was—a piece of precious metal, weigh- 
ing so many grains and of such fineness as was declared by the stamp 
of the Mint upon its face. 

It is therefore absolutely in the face of reason, it is in the face of his- 
tory, it is in denial of actual experience to allege that while the trade- 
dollar was, under the statutes of the United States, nominated as a coin 
of the United States, or while it had legal-tender power even to the 
extent of $5, to allege that it was in circulation as money. It is a 
fact, proved by the figures I have stated, that these coins never were in 
circulation during the years that they had been authorized under the 
laws of the United States, for be it remembered that after July, 1876 
there was no such coin in our laws as the trade-dollar, and before that 
its intrinsic value prevented it from passing as an ordinary dollar. It 
was worth too much to go into circulation—for it was held at a pre- 
mium of from 18 per cent. to 3 per cent., and was only used for export 


| and foreign trade. 


Then in 1874, for reasons which I shall not stop here to examine—— 
Mr. BECK. Is not the Senator mistaken in saying the trade-dollar 
was no longer a coin after 1876 ? 

Mr. BAYARD. No; I am not mistaken, for the Semator will find 
that in 1876 
Mr. BECK. The legal-tender quality was taken from it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Not that alone. 
Mr. BECK. What else? 
Mr. BAYARD. On the 22d of July, 1876, it was resolved: 


Thatthe trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a legal tender, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to limit, from time to time, the « coinage 
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thereof to such an 


amount as he may deem sufficient to meet the export demand 
for the same 


“Therefore it was a clear notification that they could not be coined 


other merchandise 


Mr. BECK. ‘They were coined by us. 

Mr. BAYARD. Butthey wereonly to be coined for the use of the own- 
ers of the bullion and for export, and they were to be coined as ‘‘ trade- 
dollars,’’ and have their weight stamped upon them, which was never 
done by any standard coin of this Government. 


tinued altogether, and from that day to this none have been permitted 
to be coined. Now comes the demand that the Congress of the United 


4124 grains, authorized by the act of 1878, and styled a standard 
420 grains. Here isa paradox—citizens asking in the name of honor 
and justice to receive less for more of precisely the same commodity, 
and we are told that the honor of this country and its duty are to be 
satisfied by the performance of this strange transaction. 

The very statement shows the condition of thought and false reason- 
ing into which we have come by forsaking the landmarks of constitu- 
tional government and the footsteps of its founders, passing away from 
the real and the tested and embarking upon the unreal and the i imagi- 
nary. Sir, if my countrymen can only learn at the cost of these six 
millions of money the simple truths that lie at the bottom of this ques- 
tion the lesson will be cheap. 
every man, and to be answered by every man according to his reason 
and conscience, is simply this: Can the Congress of the United States 
create values? ‘*‘ Which of you by taking thought can add one cubit 
unto his stature?’’ Which of you and what majority of you by pass- 
ing laws from now till doomsday can create a value? It seems to me 
there is an irreverence in the very proposition, not to say an absolute 
absurdity. 

How can you pretend to create value? If it can be answered in 
the affirmative I will take my seat and listen with amazement not un- 
mingled with awe when such a proposition shgll be established that 
this power exists in man, whether in a collective assembly or whether 
he stands alone exercising his faculties under the limitations of his 
creation. If the Congress of the United States can increase the value 
of this coin 15 or 16 cents, if you admit the principle that we can by 
calling a thing by a special name change its*nature and its value—I 
am speaking now of its actual value—giving it a value that we certify 
it possesses, and which, according to the phrase now, we are bound to 
redeem, why, then, Senators, we shall have repealed the great primeval 
law which first met the ear of man after Paradise had been lost, that 
by the sweat of his face should he gain his bread. If Congress can 
create values, then we may sit down here, let the loom and the plow 
and all other implements and agencies of human industry stand idle, 
and legislate ourselves into riches and property; for that is precisely the 
proposition contained in the declaration that the intrinsic value of the 
precious metals can be controlled by the act of a government. 

That is about all I wanted to say. I wanted to clear my mind and 
my conscience on this subject. Here is the proposition, that we are 
bound in honor, as it is stated, to the holders of these 35,000,000 trade- 
dollars, each weighing 420 grains of silver, nine-tenths fine, to satisfy 
their just demands by giving them other coins weighing each 412} 
grains of silver of the same fineness. 

Let me ask, if there is an obligation in honor upon us to redeem the 
greater value by the smaller, a fortiori are we not bound to redeem 
again the lighter and less valuable dollar by one of still less value ? 
Are we to pursue a system that has ended in such a reductio ad absurdum ? 
That is illustrated in the most remarkable manner by the proposition 
before us that it is a duty, an honorable obligation of the Government, 
to redeem that which is greater with that which is confessedly less in 
weight and actual value, and to do that by the exercise of the com- 
pulsory power of legal tender. It is a Congressional fiat. Let value 
be and value shall be, say these apostles of the higher power of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. President, itcan not be. Not te go higher into a-realm of dis- 
cussion where I will not venture, hoWever humbly, to tread, to touch 
that part of this question which relates to our moral and to our religious 
beliefs, come back to the plain matter of practical fact. The Congress 
of the United States, with 2,000,000 men under arms, issued the 
notes of the United States, and said they should be legal-tender, but 
all of those men, brave, able, and mighty in their strength, were unable 
to maintain those promises at one-half the value of their face. Oh, no; 
it can not be: If there bean obligation in honor upon usto redeem the 
silver coins of 420 grains, there is an obligation on us to issue no more 
of those weighing 4124 grains, certainly not to issue ‘more of a less 
value which a fortiori we ought to redeem if this pledge and honorable 
obligation rests upon us. 

Sut I shall leave it to the good sense and the conscience of my coun- 
trymen, when they shall come to see the simple truth, that in the 
choice of these two precious metals to serve as equivalents in human 
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except for export,and that placed them distinctly in the category of 


In 1878, by a Treasury order, the coinage of trade-dollars was discon- 
States shall redeem, as it is called, or, to speak more accurately, that 
they shall exchange a coin of the same fineness of silver weighing 


dollar, in equal numbers for the holders of these trade-dollars weighing 


For the great question to be asked of 
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contracts and dealing, as mere instruments of exchange there are nat- 
ural laws controlling their relative intrinsic value which they-can not 
safely contravene. 

I do not mean to say that between the two metals of silver and gold 
there may not be by arrangement of commercial nations from time to 
time such an equivalency established, such a mutuality of ratio as 
shall secure to the great volume of the world’s money of both metals 
the presence and full use of both. I never have been able to contem- 
plate the restriction of the volume of the metallic currency of this 
world to asingle metal. I never have believed it would be wise, and I 
should stand in the face of such a proposition awed and reverent before 
the great truths of history as to the use, and the necessary and beneficial 
use, of both these metals for the purposes of commerce and exchange. 
But because I do seek for that, I should be equally false tomy convic- 
tions, and lacking in that courage to express them that I earnestly long 
to possess, if when I see a course of legislation that inevitably is to drive 
one of these metals out of use and circulation to demonetize it, I did 
not beg my countrymen to pause before they either continued laws 
which would produce such results or enacted others which would have 
the same effect. 

This is not a thing that partisan feeling should array itself about. 
Truth is truth. It must make itself apparent. Here is the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the current year. I read from the 
thirty-second page of the report: 

After giving the subject careful consideration — 

Says Mr. McCulloch— 


I have been forced to the conclusion that unless both the coin of silver 
dollars and the issue was silver certificates are nee a is danger that 
silver, and not gold, become our metallic standard. This danger may not 
be imminent, but it ina of so serious a character that there ought not to be delay 
in eae against it. Not only would the national credit be seriously im- 
paired if the Government should be under the necessity of using silver dollars 
or certificatesin payment of gold obligations, but business of ali kinds would be 
greatly dista ; not only so, but gold would at once cease to be a circulating 
medium, and severe contraction would be the result. 


With great respect for that officer, I think he has stated scarcely one- 
half of the result; for if there must follow obviously from converting 
gold from currency into merchandise where it would be hoarded, if the 
volume of gold is, because of its superior value as compared ‘to the 
other metal, to be subtracted from the volume of our currency, un- 
doubtedly contraction, and a most severe contraction, is to follow, econ- 
vulsing all business. But something else remains. What will meas- 
ure prices when gold has gone? In what will be the estimates of the cost 
of living for those for whom I am sure our hearts are anxious to-day ? 
Sir, the measure of prices will be in silver, and silver being of lesser 
value, those prices must be nominally increased to make up for the de- 
ficiency of real value. The scale will be higher, without regard to real 
values. And upon whom do such changes mainly fall? Who is it, 
Senators? Who are the first to feel the shock and the last to feel the 
benefit of such a change? It is the laboring class. It is the man 
without the capital to bide his time and wait or to foresee. It is to him 
whose eyes open upon labor in the morning and close upon it at night, 
who has no time, no thought, perhaps no capacity, to reason out these 
financial problems; but it isso. The wages of labor are the last to ad- 
vance, and labor is the first upon which the suffering falls. 

Therefore I not only class the question of the contraction which js to 
lower values, in one sense measuring values by a smaller volume, de- 
preciating collateral securities, convulsing and disturbing contracts, 
but equally with that I measure as a maleficent result, the increase of 
prices for all the necessaries of life as measured in the cheaper and less 
valuable money. When is that to come? Whoshall say when it shall 
come? Mr. McCulloch says, and of course it is with him but the opin- 
ion of an intelligent and experienced man, that it may not be imminent. 
. - not know what the information of my associates in this Chamber 

the subject, and I pretend to little personal knowledge, for the 
duties of my life have not led me into that knowledge which entitles 
my opinion to weight upon the daily fluctuations in the values of stocks 
or bonds or other securities in the great markets of the world; but this 
I believe, that the controlling cause in prices is apprehension on the 
one hand or confidence on the other, a season of panic or oversanguine 
expectation. 

Now, I believe that rightly or wrongly, wisely or otherwise, that ap- 
prehension does exist. I receive evidence of it in correspondence from 
gentlemen, some known and others not known to me, from the money 
centers. They all say there is great apprehension that the evils de- 
picted by Mr. McCulloch of the contraction to follow our embarkation 
upon the monometallic basis of silver will convulse business, and the 
other evil that the for what is needed by the laboring classes 
necessarily will be increased by the measurement in the less valuable 
metal, ¢ whatever may bé the power ascribed to the legal-tender au- 
thority given by our law, no man believes that outside the jurisdiction 
of the United States such laws amount to the snap of a finger. 

A legal-tender law can only affect past contracts. It may enable the 
present debtor to discharge his present debt, but it will not go far to- 
ae him ~aneare ne fresh credit or to have a new debt 

t can Perhaps it may 
already be guarded against by eicaente tee fixing the metal of the 











: 


is 


“phage? 


3 ccay eth pis 


1885. 





money as well as its denomination in which debts are to be paid. The 
men who do that are the wise and the skilled, the rich, the provident. 
They may perhaps have protected themselves against this danger, but 
when I think of the others, the great mass of toilers, who are to be 
affected by it, I confess I feel a sinking of the heart. 
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Yes, Senators, I not only feel for those whomay have but little prop- | 
erty, but I think there may well be a suggestion here and now, that | 
the safety of the rich rests mainly upon the content of the poor. If | 
| present hour is here now; and should future experience dictate to us 


men will follow no law but that of gain, and have no limit but that 
which their rapacity may set, they will be taught that there are laws 
of humanity which can not with safety be disregarded. Therefore, 
in dealing with this great and delicate subject of the currency and 
the money of the people, no rash and ignorant experiments should be 
tried, but just and admitted Jaws shall be regarded and insisted upon, 
and the chimeras of debtors, of speculators, of irreverent aspirants to 
power that never can be given to a government, should not be suffered 
to come in; and create a state of affairs that brings a tidal wave of human 
wretchedness, and with it insecurity to property in all its forms. 

So, sir, I spea‘t to-day in the interest of every earner of daily wages, 
man, woman, and child, in the United States. I speak for every provi- 
dent and self-denying saver of wages whose little store against the 
rainy day has been laid by. To the savings-bank depositor, to the capi- 
talist, whether small or great, these truths apply, and sooner or later, 
and soon rather than late, they must control. Therefore it isthat I am 
anxious for the passage of the very feature that is proposed to be 
stricken from this bill, and that isthe contemplated suspension of the 
silver coinage under the act of 1878. Indeed, sir, my own view would 
be in favorof amore prompt suspension. But to secure the fact of acer- 
tainty in the future of this suspension would be an advantage so prac- 
ticable and so valuable that, knowing the infinite variety of human 
opinion and the necessity of the abatement of individual judgments, 
I shall vote for that because I can not move more promptly. 

As I have said in a very unprepared way, and perhaps I should have 
made more careful preparation, I do not believe that there is either a 
legal or a moral or an honorable—if you can distinguish morality from 
honor—obligation upon the Government of the United States to do what 
is called redeem the trade-dollars, nor to exchange them for others; 
much less do I consider that if there was such an obligation it is satis- 
fied by the action now proposed, because we are simply continuing 
and intensifying in our proposed remedy the very evil which the rem- 
edy is imagined to prevent. That is to say, we are issuing millions 
upon millions of coin of confessedly inferior value to that which we are 
told now we ought to redeem. Shall we not hereafter be called on, 
with equal justice, to redeem these standard dollars, whose intrinsic 
value is less than trade-dollars? 

Senators, does it not after all come down to this hinge: Cati the 
Government of the United States create value by statute? I do not 
think any man will say they can. They can impair the obligations of 
contracts. Unquestionably and according tothe Supreme Court of the 
United States in their last decision they may impair or wholly destroy 
the value of every pecuniary obligation that is expressed in lawful 
money of the United States. . I do not wish, at this time, to comment 
upon that startling decision; but there is one thing the United States 
Supreme Court, and the Congress of the United States, and all the ar- 
mies that can be raised to enforce the edicts either of court or of Con- 
gress can not do, and that is to create a value, to maintain a value 
against the opinion and belief of the person to whom it is tendered. 
Every such attempt has had ‘‘a most lame and impotent conclusion.”’ 
Thus, on June 17, 1864, under the lead of Thaddeus Stevens, of Penn- 
sylvania, a law was enacted prohibiting under heavy penalties, both 
of fine and imprisonment, future contracts in gold, the object being 
to abate the premium on gold, and consequently to assist the value 
and receivability of paper currency. The passage of the law was fol- 
lowed by an immediate advartce in the premium upon gold, which rose 
from 196} per cent. to 250 per cent. in less than two weeks, and led to 
the hasty repeal of the act on July 2, 1864, after a futile existence of 
fifteen days. 

Men may be cheated out of the entire result of their life’s labor, 
and a piece of worthless paper may answer for one-half century of 
honest toil. That may be according to the decision of the court; but 
when we look to the future, and when we look to contracts, and when 
we look to the performance of obligations outside of this country, we 
shall find such propositions utterly impotent; not only impotent, but 
discredited and discreditable. They will be as the idle wind that passes 
men by and they respect not. 

I voted to take up this bill, and I shall vote for its passage. I shall 
vote for its e to secure what these petitioners demand. No 
man need yield up his dollar of 420 grains, nine-tenths fine, for a dol- 
lar weighing 412), grains. There is nothing compulsory in that. As 
I have said before, I do not believe there is a legal obligation to take 
up the trade-dollar, and certainly, if there be to redeem, do not let us 
so trifle with reason and truth as to say it is redemption to pay that 
which has greater value with that which has less, unless this wonder- 


ful and magical power does reside in the Congress of the United States 
to create value by statute. It is legislative juggling with the truth, 


and sooner or later the people of the United States will find it out. 


the saine. 
The committee of conference submit the following statement, under 
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If Congress has not the power to create values the continuance of the 
pretense of its exercise can only lead and must lead to confusion and 
distress, and the practical fact remains that we are or ought to use every 
endeavor to maintain by some arrangement with the leading commercial 
nations the full use of the two precious metals co-ordinately to make 
up the great volume of money for the world’s business. That is what I 
desire to see. I believe that for this, co-operation among commercial 
nations is necessary. I believe that all the currency necessary for the 


the necessity and the wisdom of passing to the basis of a single metal 
as our principal standard of value, when that time comes we shall dis- 
cuss it; butin the mean time I wish mysteps and my votes to be guided 
by the unmistakable light of experience. I must remain true to my 
convictions until some light shall be given that shall cause those con- 
victions to be changed. 

Mr. President, the Congress of the United States can not by statute 
create values, and the attempt to continue to do so wiil only lead to fur- 
ther embarrassment, distress, and ‘oss. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 44 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 5, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 


TEMPORARY POLICE FORCE FOR INAUGURATION. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report. 
I am directed by the committee of conference to submit the report 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies 
of the inauguration of the President, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreements to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, and 7, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment; and the Senate agree to 


The report will be read. 


JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
JOHN J. INGALLS, 
AUSTIN F. PIKE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


the rule: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8121) 
to enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to maintain puwblic 
order during the ceremonies of the inauguration of the President, and for other 
purposes, submit the following written statement in explanation of the effect of 
the action recommended by the conference committee : 

If the action recommended in the conference report is ratified by the two 
Houses the bill will appropriate $8,000, payable in equal amounts from the 
United States Treasury and the revenues of the District of Columbia, and will 
prescribe a fine not exceeding $25, in the police court, for violation of rules and 
regulations that may be prescribed by the commissioners to maintain public 
order during the period of the inauguration and from February 20 to March 6, 
1885. 

JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managerson the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re« 
port of the committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laidon the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
CONGO CONFERENCE AT BERLIN 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs to report back the resolution which I send to the desk 
and recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

_ Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interests, to cause the originals or copies of all communications which have been 
received respecting the Congo conference, and especially copies of the text of the 


commissions or powers sent by the Government to each of the three American 
plenipotentiaries or agents, to be immediately transmitted to this House 


Mr. BELMONT. I ask the present consideration of the resolution. 


The resolution will be read. 
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Mr. KEIFER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from New York 
why this resolution requests the President of the United States to send 
the original documents here? Why not request that copies be furnished ? 

Mr. BELMONT. The resolution specifies either originals or copies, 
and the text of the resolution recognizes the discretion which always 
rests with the Department of State in complying with such requests. 
This resolution I may say, Mr. Speaker, is unanimously recommended 
by the committee. It is merely to re-enforce a previous demand already 
made in reference to this subject. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not object to the resolution, except I think it 
is very unusual and perhaps without precedent to call upon the Presi- 
dent for original papers. I would suggest to the gentleman that it be 
modified in that respect. 

Mr. BELMONT. It always remains, of course,within the discretion 
of the Exeentive to refuse compliance with a resolution of the House, 
and the resolution clearly states, ‘‘ if not incompatible with the public 
interests’’ that such a communication as is specified shall be made. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it is unusual, entirely so. Perhaps there is 
no case like it where the House has called upon the Executive of the 
United States for original papers. 

I move to strike out the words ‘‘ original or’’ in the resolution, and 
if the resolution can be again reported it will be seen that this applies 
it exclusively to copies. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I should like to ask if this is a report 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BELMONT] presents this report by direction, 
as he states, of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BELMONT. It is unanimously reported by the committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. I suggest to the gentleman from New York that it be 
modified by striking out that part of the resolution calling upon the 
President to furnish original papers. 

Mr. BELMONT. I have no objection to such a modification. 

Mr. KEIFER. 1 ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. KEIFER. I now move to strike out the words ‘‘ original or.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York what difference exists between this resolution of inquiry 
and the former resolution, which I infer the gentleman from New York 
on the Committee on Foreign Affairs deems insufficient. 

Mr. BELMONT. That report was a preliminary report made by the 
Secretary of State, and it is understood that another report is soon to 
follow. The House has asked for the text of the credentials to all our 
representatives at the conference. The answer was not made to that 
extent. This resolution asks for copies of the powers granted to all 
our representatives engaged in the Berlin conference, and therefore was 
adopted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to re-enforce the previous 
demand. I move the previous question on the resolution as amended. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution as amended was adopted. " 

Mr. BELMONT moved te reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 











































































AMENDMENT OF SPECIAL RULE, 


Mr. RANDALL. I rise to make a privileged report. I submit from 
the Committee on Rules the report which I send to the desk, and upon 
which I ask the previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the special rule adopted on the 3d instant as follows: That before ask- 
ing for objections to the bill or resolution indicated it shall be in order for the 
debate provided for to be had, and thereafter there shall be no further debate. 

The Committee on Rules further recommend that the language of the rule in- 
consistent therewith be changed accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
amended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We all understand it. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. There isa single change. The report changes the 
place of the objections by ten members from immediately after the 
reading of the bill or resolution until after the ten-minute debate; and 
if any one wants to have the report accompanying the bill read it can 
be read as part of the affirmative or negative of the debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How does the amendment affect the right to amend ? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no right to amend and there was not in 
the original rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there ought to have been. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 1 suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that one difficulty that will arise in applying the ruleas proposed to be 
amended will be the fact that some of the reports will take longer time 
for their reading than is provided for debate; andin that event we will 
be cut off in the midst of the report by the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. [ask for the previous question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I would like to say that I have had no part 
in this amendment or in the original proposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That speaks well both for the amendment and 
for the original proposition. 


I hope the rule will be read as it is proposed to be 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Tennessee—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been moved. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman from, Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] yield to me fora moment? I concurred in this report this morn- 
ing, and wish to say-—— 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] was willing to yield to me for a minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would gladly indulge the 
gentleman from Ohio, but the previous question is demanded by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania on his report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (putting the question). 
is on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I claim the right of debate under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has his 
right of debate, but not during the time that the House is engaged in 
voting on the report. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
of debate. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair accepts the statement of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair had proceeded to put the question toa 
vote and the time for debate had passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must state that it has no 
option; and it does not desire to question the statement of the gentle- 
man from Maine, that he had risen and claimed in time his right to de- 
bate under the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatis under the clause allowing fifteen minutes 
on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to lose my right to the floor. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I know the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
McMILLIN], in the remark he was kind enough to make a few moments 
ago, intended only animpertinence. That was hissole object. But Ido 
not intend to reply to him in that vein, because there are serious ques- 
tions involved in the method of conducting the business of this House, 
questions to which the gentleman from Tennessee would address him- 
self provided he was capable of comprehending their importance. I de- 
sire, however, to spend no further time on him. 

The method by which we shall conduct the business of this House 
lies at the very foundation of the public business. Unless we have a 
right and proper method of conducting the public business we are 
wasting the public time; and this rule which was presented on the 3d 
instant by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is only one of a series 
which I have witnessed in procession since the present system of rules 
of the House was adopted. 

We go on for a period covering nearly the entire session of Congress 
under a system which obstructs and prevents transaction of the public 
business, and then when we find ourselves within four weeks of the 
close of the session—a four weeks which are also m by the 
appropriation bills—we then undertake to establish some such hybrid 
affair as the present rule for the purpose of stopping the clamor of 
members of this House. We try tocrowd in the four weeks which are 
already predestined to be occupied by the appropriation bills the busi- 
ness of this House which should have been spread over the entire period 
of two years. We undertake to run Niagara through a quill. That 
is the effort that is made Congress after Congress since this infamous 
system of rules was adopted, and the result is always the same. A few 
men are selected. Those men are allowed to put through a few bills 
which are of no consequence, because not even ten men can be found 
to object to them. ° 

Now, that is a substitute for government in this country by the ma- 
jority, and against that system I uttered my protest and wished to be 
personally kept clear from the responsibility of it, and to that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMiLLIN] was kind enough to say that 
my action was an approvalof these transactions to hismind. Whatthat 
says for his mind I leave the House to consider. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to reiterate again that this system is en- 
titled to the approval of no legislator. It is false in its principle; it is 
bad in its results; it only conduces to a congestion of the public busi- 
ness instead of a transaction of it, and for my pa:t I want the respon- 
sibility of this whole system, with its outhouses and all, put upon the 
men who started it originally and who are now unde taking to patch it. 
And I rise for the purpose of again calling the attention of the House 
to this system in order that men may understand it, in order that when 
an opportunity comes again in the next Co to vote it down men 
may consider the principle, or lack of principle, upon wh.ich it is founded, 
eantnteaianh teliomes oh of the second session of that Con- 
gress as hopeless ess as they are to-day. 

Mr. er, I reserve the balance of my fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED] 
mo minutes remaining, and is recognized as controlling the time 
on his side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, in response to the charge of the dis- 


The question 


I rose in my place in time to claim the right 
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tinguished Representative from Maine [Mr. REED] concerning the per- 
tinence or impertinence of my remark to him, I have this to say: that 
this House will bear me witness that among all of its three hundred 
and twenty-five members there is not one who has less cause to criti- 
cise impertinence on the part of others than the Representative from 
Maine {Mr. Reep]. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Who ever 
raised a debate here that his remarks were not in it, in season and out 
of season? As to the magnificence of his intellect, why, probably it 
would be rashness for any man to compare himself with what that 
gentleman thinks he is. Applause and laughter on the Democratic 
side.] Thad. Stevens was once asked on this floor who was the great- 
est man here. He responded, giving the name of a Representative 
whom I will not name. 

The gentleman who had made the inquiry said, “‘Ah, is that so? I 
had not thought it.’’ ‘‘ Well,”’ said Mr. Stevens, ‘‘if you do not be- 
lieve it go and ask him; he himself will tell you so.’’ [Laughter. ] 
Tested by that rule, I know no man who would stand higher than the 
gentleman from Maine, and probably he would stand a few stories higher 
tested in that way than he would if tested by any other rule. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, concerning the disposition of the gentleman from 
Maine as to these rules, or as to other matters here, some have thought 
that his peculiarity was attributable to a perverse nature. Others have 
concluded that art and long practice had much to do with it; but those 
who know him best give him credit for being the result of such a com- 
bination of art and nature as has not resulted in the production of any 
prototype of him and is not likely to result inany successor. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] I am willing for the House 
to judge what my action has been in the past and what the merits of 
my standing are upon this floor, and I do not hesitate to say that the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has on more occasions spoken here 
in a way that was critical of others than he has spoken anywhere else, 
and probably more frequently than he would speak any where else where 
the protection of the rules did not surround him. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!”’ 
‘*Oh!”? on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I think that in that last sen- 
tence the gentleman from Tennessee struck his natural level. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] The other heights to which he ascended 
I perceive now were furnished to him by the gentlemen who surrounded 
him and with whom he was busily consulting during the few observa- 
tions which I had the honor to make. It is a great pity for his own 
reputation that he did not adhere to his borrowed utterances instead of 
dropping to his natural situation asin the lastsentence. [{ Laugther on 
the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] can 
improve his utterances by borrowing, I would suggest the borrowing 
process. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I wish to inquire whether it is now in 
order for us to proceed to the transaction of public business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I have heard so often the views of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] as to the present rules of the 
House, that I do not think it is necessary to waste the public time fur- 
ther in connection with that subject, except to say that the other mem- 
bers of the Committee on Rules will cheerfully give him a certificate 
that he has had nothing to do with the preparation of this amendment. 

One word more. I am free to say to this House that these rules in 
almost their entire volume come to us from a period beyond our own 
generation; and these rules, as they exist, are in the main those which 
were adopted by the Committee on Rules without political bias and 
by a unanimous vote. ° 

So fat as my action in connection with the rules is concerned, | 
have always kept in view the object of preventing what I conceived to 
be unwarranted expenditures from the Treasury of the United States, 
and I shall long continue, I trust, to occupy that position. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands gentlemen on 
both sides as having reserved whatever time they did not occupy. 
The gentleman from Maine has eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. ~I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say one word in reference to 
this trouble about the rules, from the Tact that having served in this 
House for several terms I find myself able to state only one thing con- 
clusively, and that is that it is utterly impossible under our present 
rules for any one in this House to do anything that is really important 
or to pass any measure that will surely benefit the country. I do not 
know the remedy. I do know that at the opening of the last two ses- 
sions of Congress an effort has been made by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] and others to annul these rules, so that the majority of 
this House might do some business. I do know that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has fought that effort persistently, 
and has prevented it from being successful, until to-day we stand here 
with our hands tied, and we can do no legislation at all. 
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We met here last night for the purpose of considering one of the most 
important bills before the House. We were blocked instantly and suc- 
cessfully by the persistency of the gentleman from Kentucky, who an- 
gered me at thetime exceedingly, asI thought his opposition was foolish 
and unreasonable. I said more to him privately than that; but to-day 
I wish to apologize to him, for after I reached home and thought over 
what he had done I found I had been blaming him for precisely the 
same thing that the leaders on this floor do repeatedly. It was only 
Monday last when the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself held us 
here all day and away into the night simply because he feared the passage 
of some legislation that did not exactly suit him. He himself blocked 
the whole proceedings of this House, and I am not the man who should 
I fear I have done the same thing when- 
ever a measure came up that did notsuitme. [Laughter.] But Isay 
that a rule which permits one or two men to block the entire business of 
this House is destructive of legislation, and prevents the majority of 
the people’s Representatives from securing the transaction of any busi- 
ness here at all. 

This new rule which we are about to adopt can not relieve us. We 
witnessed the proceedings here yesterday morning, when bill after bill 
without any consideration was objected to and laid aside. 

A MEMBER. Not voted on at all. 

Mr. HORR. Not voted upon—not allowed to come before the House. 
The difficulty is, our rules are so framed that a few men in a minor- 
ity can prevent the passage of any bill that they see fit to oppose. It 
is too late now in this session for any-remedy. We have more work 
before us than we can do. We shall do well if we succeed in passing 
the appropriation bills. The rule now under consideration, with the 
amendment proposed, will prove of little use. You can possibly get 
through under it four bills in a morning. Under the amendment the 
speaking will go on for ten minutes before objection is called for; and 
the rotatory motions which will take place here at intervals will allow 
possibly from one to three bills to be acted upon—with the best of luck 
not to exceed five—and many of them will be thrown out by the objec- 
tions of ten members. I sat here and witnessed the operation of the 
Pound rule, when I saw this same thing tried; and I never saw a bill 
passed under that rule. 

A MEMBER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HORR. Hardly one; there may have been one or two unim- 
portant bills; certainly no bill that was of general interest. 

The difficulty is, when you prevent the majority from doing the busi- 
ness of this House it makes little difference then whether you limit 
the power of obstruction to one, five, or ten men. 

We can get no remedy during this session. Ido not think you gen- 
tlemen on the other side want any remedy. I believe I am not doing 
my friend from Pennsylvania any injustice when I say to this House 
that I think we are doing fully as much business as he desires to see 
done—just as much as he intends to have done—just as much as a few 
gentlemen over there dave determined to have done. And I am not 
sure you gentlemen are not right. Many of the bills passed in this 
House during this session do not recommend themselves to me as of 
such a nature that I care to have them repeated many times. 

Mr. Speaker, we are beyond help in this Congress. All we can hope 
to do is to pass the appropriation bills, and we have a good deal to do 
if we do that. 

Mr. WELLER. 
tion ? 

Mr. HORR. 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. Has not the whole difficulty been owing to the su- 
perior statesmanship of our leaders? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HORR. As the gentleman himself is one of the main leaders on 
that side of the House I will say that is probably the real trouble. [Re- 


I am exceedingly glad to have such high encomium 
from the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time has the gentleman from Maine? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has three 
minutes. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
minutes remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair states the facts. The Chait 
did not hear the gentleman from Maine put any limitation on the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, and all the time of the gentleman from Maine 
has been used but three minutes. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But I yielded only four minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I yielded but four minutes, and I have four 


The Chair will ask by unanimous con- 


sent, as it was the Chair’s fault and not that of the gentleman from 
Maine, that the extra minute be granted to him. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
me five minutes: 

Mr. RANDALL. 


I appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to give 


I can not, but I will give you three. 
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Mr. KEIFER. 
rule when the subject was brought to my attention. 
any great hope we were going under this special rule to redeem the 


Mr. Speaker, I favored the amendment of the special 
I did it not with 


present House from its difficult situation. With all the bills reported 
and on the Calendar and on the Speaker’s table that are important we 
are likely to do but very little. 

I wish to say I was opposed originally to the adoption of the present 
system of rules. I have in every Congress since their adoption favored 
some method by which the majority of the House of Representatives 
could transact the business that was properly brought before it through 
committees or otherwise. I agreed to co-operate with the gentleman 
from Maine in the Forty-seventh Congress in attempting to so amend 
the rules as would make them at all practical in legislation. I favored 
in this Congress the same amendment, but it has turned out that a ma- 
jority of this House is opposed to amending these rules. 


Notwithstanding the fact the House had it within its power to have 


adopted the amendments reported by the gentleman from Maine, I 
am willing we should resort to any scheme or device, or whatever you 
choose to call it, to give gentlemen here the right -to legislate for the 
remainder. I do not expect we will accomplish much under it, but if 
we can adopt the amendment it will accomplish that little, at least, 
toward effecting the legislation which the Congress of the United States 
is charged with. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I think it fair and proper I 
should take my four minutes now; and I desire to take them to make 
reply to the suggestion made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL]. That gentleman has stated to-this House that the pres- 
ent system of rules has come down to us from former generations. I 
stand here in my place and say that he is mistaken in that statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said in the main. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I say to him it is true that a majority of 
these rules are the same as they were before he took hold of them in 
the Forty-sixth Congress, but I say at the same time the whole sys- 
tem of transacting business has been changed and uprooted. We are 
not now living on the system of our ancestors, unless the gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania and Indiana are our ancestors. [Laughter.] I say 
we have been ‘‘ cabined, cribbed, confined,’’ by this present system of 
rules; so we find ourselves to-day in this position. 

The Forty-sixth Congress did no business because we discussed the 
rules, the Forty-seventh Congress did no business because we had the 
rules except when we changed the rules, and the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress has done no business because the rules have put it in the power 
of a few men to stop all business of the House. 

Now, I have said these things once or twice before [laughter], and I 
am glad to repeat them, for virtue in this world gets on not merely by 
sound statement but by reiteration of sound statement. It gets on by 
means of men having the idea driven inte them that something is 
Everybody in this House knows from the condigion of public business 
that something is wrong. Everybody knows it is a senseless proceed- 
ing for a body of three hundred and twenty-five men to sit here for two 
years and be chained as this body of men has been. I challenge again 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to justify such action. 

If he says on his part he does not want certain bills to be passed, al- 
low me to say to him, without meaning any personal offense, it is not 
his measure which is to govern the -aflairs of the United States; that 
every Representative on this floor is his. equal, is the equal of every 
other member, and that no one of them ought to exercise the veto 
power. And yet under this system of rules the veto power is in large 
measure given to every single member. It is not only the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who exercises it, but the gentleman from Iowa, as 
my friend from Michigan has well said, has won distinction as a leader 
in this very line of thought and proceeding. [Laughter.] It is just 
because every single member is allowed a veto power, which the Con- 
stitution only allows to a majority, that I have protested and renew my 
protest. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine has en- 
deavored to controvert my statement in reference to the fact that these 
rules had come down from former generations of legislators. The 
whole framework, the very principles upon which the rules themselves 
rest and in large degree their policy, have come down to us as I stated; 
and when the gentleman seeks to arouse prejudice in this House against 
a single member because he stands here and objects under the rule, I 
say that that member, no matter who he is, would be controlled by 
the rules, and is himself utterly powerless if he stood alone and with- 
out that constitutional power which is given to one-fifth of this House 
to call the yeas and nays to be entered upon the journals. And I say 
further, sir, that this furore which is attempted to be raised against 
individual members who are ai 


rraigned because as alleged they seek to 
obstruct legislation is unjust and unfounded, because a member would 
be utterly powerless if he had not one-fifth of the House associated 
with him and acting in unison with him to accomplish his object. 
This for a moment can not be gainsaid. 

I do not want to sweep aside with the little facetiousness the gentle- 
man from Maine is so much at home with the rules as they stand to- 
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day; for I say now that the deliberate purpose of the rules as adopted 
by the House, and which came from the Committee on Rules with its 
unanimous voice and with no political suspicion as to any of them, was 
to protect the people of this country against unjust inroads into the 
Treasury; and that is the reason why I feel firm and determined in 
standing against any encroachments which: would allow the public 
Treasury to be unduly entered by measures for which there is no con- 
stitutional warrant. The rules in that respect are a protection, I ad- 
mit, because we areall but human. I feeliteveryday. We are coaxed, 
we are pursued, we are talked to, we are got at in every conceivable 
honorable manner to induce us to vote money out of the Treasury of 
the United States; and it is well that I and others have this power em- 
braced within the rules to protect ourselves from temptation and to 
save the Treasury of the United States from the unwarranted expendi- 
ture of public money. [Applause. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate has ex- 
pired. The question is upon agreeing to the report made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HORR. Let it be again reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the report will be 
again read. 

There was no objection, and the report was again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 


rt. 

Mr. BELFORD. Can we not have that again reported? It was im- 
possible to hear it here. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 151, 
noes 16. ; 

So the report was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask that the rule, as modified,. may be 
printed in full in the Recorp of this day’s proceedings. 

There was no objection. 

The rule, as amended, is as follows: 


Resolved That each morning during the remainder of this session, immediatciy 
after the approval of the Journal, there shall be set apart one hour for motions 
to take up and consider such bills or resolutions on any of the Calendars of the 
House, or on the Speaker's table, or bills favorably reported from the Calendars 
undisposed of, as the member making the motion may designate. And the bills 
or resolutions so designated shall be immediately considered, unless objected 
to by at least ten members. That before asking for the objections to the bill or 
resolution indicated, it shall be in order for the debate provided for to be had and 
thereafter there be no further debate. If the yeas and nays shall be orderegl on 
any such bill or resolution, or any proposed amendment thereto, and the call of 
the roll shall be commenced before the expiration of the said one hour, the same 
shall be completed before the ular order of business is entered upon: Pro- 
vided, That while this order remains in force the § er shall not entertain any 
requests for unanimous consent to consider any bill or resolution at any other 
ti.ne than herein provided; but he may entertain such uests to refer bills or 
resolutions to committees or to dispose of Senate amendments to bills which 
have passed the House. 


Objection is made. The question is 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I rise to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before that the Chair will ask the con- 
sent of the House to lay before it certain executive communications. 

There was no objection. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT RAY—POINT BARROW EXPEDITION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 

of War, relative to the publication of 2,000 additional copies 

of Lieutenant Ray’s reportof the international polar expeditionto Point 

Barrow, Alaska; which was referred tothe Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF POCOMOKE RIVER, MARYLAND. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers 
of a survey of the Pocomoke River, in Maryland; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHARLESTON, W. VA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 


the Secretary of the a ne estimate for an additional 
ropriation to complete the public building at Charleston, W. Va. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection this will be referred 
to the Committee on a 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I 


ons. 
d think that ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. RANDALL. What is the of the communication ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a letter from the of the 
Treasury, askingan additional appropriation to complete a public build- 


. RANDALL. If it isin pursuance of existing law it would go 
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to the Committee on Appropriations, if otherwise, to the Committee on | to report what ought to bea privileged question. I am not sufficiently 
> . Grounds. amuilé ith the rules to know whether it is or not. 
ublic Buildings and Gro familiar with tl les to k hetl t t 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the rule; The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will send it to the 
is s mittee on Appropriations, but will examine | Clerk’s desk, and the Chair will pass on its character. After examin- 
this should go to the Com pprop: } 
the paper more carefully, It is, however, perfectly competent for the | ing the report.] The gentleman from Connecticut submits a privileged 
House to make any reference of the communication it may deem fit. | report. 
Does the gentleman from Illinois make any: motion ? The report was read, as follows 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not. The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the resolution sub- 
y iti relates to an appropriation | mitted by Mr. Bupp February 2, calling for information relative to the con 
Mr. RANDALL. if the — t to ro to the C PI struction given by the Secretary of the Treasury tothe act of July 5, 1854, relative 
within the limit of existing Bw ts OUgnS oO, go o 6 Lommittee on to Chinese immigration, has considered the same, and believing the information 
Appropriations ; but if it relates to a proposition for the enlargemetit | sought to be of great importance, reports the resolution to the House with the 
in the limit of the appropriation, it should go to the Committee on | recommendation that the second paragrapl of the preamble be stricken out 


Public Buildings and Grounds | and, as so amended, it be adopted 

p11C . . 

: . aes | ‘The re ras read. as fol 53 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read | rhe resolution was read, as follow 

I ] j Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the Treasury, under date of Jan- 
: "The Clerk read as follows: vary 14, 1884, issued, as a circular to the collectors of customs, the following reg- 


| ulations and instructions, among others 
All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- | “5. Chinese subjects, not laborers, desiring to come to the United States from 
ceding rule, as follows: | countries other than China, may do so on production of a certificate correspond- 
* * * * * * * ing to that required by section 6 of the act of Jtily 5, 1884, to be issued by a Chi- 
20. to the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United | nese diplomatic or consular officer, if there be one at the port of departure, 
States, other than appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Public Build- | countersigned by a { nited States consular officer, or, if there be no such Chi 
ings and Grounds. nese officer stationed at such port, on a like certificate to be issued by a United 
States consular officer 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now ask the Clerk to | “6. Section 6 of the act of 1884 does not apply to Chigese persons other than 
read the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, which is short. laborers lawfully in the United States. Such persons are by treaty entitled ‘to 


7 , 2 - . 2 . | come and go of their own free will and accord,’ and when they leave the United 
Mr. SNYDER. If in order, I desire to make a motion to refer this | States are entitled to re-enter on any evidence satisfactory to the collector that 





communication to the Committee on Appropriations. they are not Chinese laborers. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. _Is there a public building at that point ? For the convenience of such persons and of the customs officers and others, 


an . . ° . aa. a . such persons who may desire to depart from, and return to, the United States, 
Mr. SNYDER. There is one in course of erection. This is to in- | may enter the United States on production of a certificate corresponding to that 


crease the appropriation. required by section 6 of the act of July 5, 1884, to be issued by the collector of 
. ‘Ee ‘ : ~ XI : . customs of the port of departure, which certificate may be prima facie evidence 
Mr. STOC KSLAGER. I think this should go to the Committee on Sin pietibteantar the Galted Stolen 

Public Buildings and Grounds, and move that reference. * * . ° . ‘ 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentleman “8. Chinese persons who may be compelled to touch at the ports of the United 
when the Clerk has read the letter of the Secretary. States in transit to foreign countries may be permitted to land under the regu- 
The Clerk read as follows: . lations of January 23, 1883 (section 5544), so far as may be applicable, such per- 
e er a8 IOLLOWS: sons to take passage by the next vessel leaving for their destination or the voy- 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, age of which may form part of the route necessary te carry them to their desti 

Washington, February 3, 1885. nation 


. - : ‘ And whereas, if issued, such instructions and regulations are in violation of 
Sin: I have the honor to state that there will be required for the completion | the act of July 5, 1884, relating to Chinese immigration, and are therefore a prac- 

of post-office and court-house at Charleston, W. Va., and for the payment of cer- | tical nullification of an act of Congress by one of the Executive Departments of 

tain outstanding obligations on account thereof, the sum of $1,153.30; which this Government; and . 

amount [ respectfully recommend be included in the sundry civil bill now under Whereas Congress by the act of July 5, 1384, intended to, and did, by express 

consideration by the Committee on Appropriations. : ; 


i terms prohibit all Chinese, whether laborers or merchants, former residents or 
Respectfully, 7 —_ . : new arrivals, from entering the United States of America without, the certificate 
CHAS. E. COON, Acting Secretary. required by such act and issued by the officers and in the manner therein pro- 
Ss f the House of Representatives. 7 Th aeef, . . oe c : _ 

To the SPEAKER 0/ vided : Therefore, 
sTOC : : a . Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to report 
_Mr. ST KSLAGER. I withdraw the motion to re fer the commu- to this House, at the earliest possible date, what, if any, regulations and instruc- 
nication to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. tions relating to the rights of Chinese to enter the United States of America have 
The communication was referred to the Committee on Appropria- | been issued by the Treasury Department since July 5, 1884; under what law for 
. ee . the regulation or prohibition of the coming of Chinese to this country such reg- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. ulations have been issued; and if any instruction has been issued that a United 
States c } ; ight issue s cectificate required by the ac July 5 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. States consular officer might issue the certificate required by the act of July 5, 


1884, to be issued by a foreign government, or if any other instructions or regu- 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire to make a privileged report. I am ee such = = yen in we ge ee a, = no — —— — 
. . : ~~ and clause of any law reiating to 1¢ rights o 1 1inese to enter tne nitec 
oi ee on Accounts to submit the report which I | Sitics the «ame are authorized 
oeThe Clerk a caehahtind to read the report, which related to the ques- Mr. EATON. This resolution was unanimously adopted by the 
tion of oipednnt of eaihaias of the Gabaming end siabienety alae Committee on Foreign Affairs. It is simply to direct the Secretary of 
the House ng _ : the Treasury to give information to this House as to the orders of that 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER (interrupting the reading). Is that in order? Department. I think there will be no objection to it. I move the 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks this is not # privi- Per. SKINNER of New York. Is thata privileged report ? 
. It will be returned t -*ennsyl- ee oe ee a a eee ae oe 
a pet. 3 turned to the gentleman from Pennsyl The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is a privileged re- 
DEPUTY MARSHALS AND SUPERVISORS OF ELECTION port. It isa resolution of inquiry, and the reporting of it back under 
I ALS AND SUPERVISORS SLECTIONS. 


: the rule is privileged. 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I am instructed by the Committee on Ex- The previous question was ordered. 
penditures in the Department of Justice to report back the House res- Mr. EATON moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
olution submitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] on ) 


: I question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
the 2d instant, and to recommend that it be adopted. The report is a | laid on the table. 





privileged one. I move the previous question on the adoption of the The latter motion was agreed to 
resolution. 


: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
The resolution was read, as follows: recommended by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Fuuiost, That the Socrates of oo ghana d be Ginonted to informs the Hous Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be reported. 
of Representatives w n total amount of expenses incurred under ‘ as fi 3: 
the law pro for the appointment of deputy marshals, chief supervisors, The Clerk read as follows: 7 
and supervisors 0 elections, and in what States t e money has been expended ; Amend by striking out the second paragraph of the preamble, as follows 
showing theseparate amounts e: nded in each State, and also the accounts for “And whereas, if issued, such instructions and regulations are in violation of 
such services which remain unadjusted. the act of July 5, 1334, relating to Chinese immigration, and are therefore a pra 
The i qu ion ordered. en eee — act of Congress by one of the Executive Departments oi 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the ““ Whereas Congress by the act of July 5, 1834, intended to, and did, by express 
; 7 . : | terms prohibit all Chinese, whether laborers or merchants, former residents o 
previous question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to re- | “°™™* Pre sting the United State es cael  aenttheate 
consider be laid on the table. | new arrivals, from entering the United States of America without the c« tithe at 


required by such act, and issued by the officers, and in the manner therein pro 
The latter motion was agreed to. vided.” 
The resolution was The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the | amendment. 


resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider | The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 


The latter motion was agreed to. Mr. EATON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. EATON. I desire to make a report. The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it a privileged report? PRINTING OF EDUCATION REPORT. 


Mr. EATON. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs Mr. ROGERS, of New York. 


I rise to make a privileged report. I 








1292 











































































am instructed by the Committee on Printing to report back with an 
amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 320) authorizing the printing 
of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 and 1884. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, &c., That of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 and 


18t4 there be printed 6,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 12.000 copies for the 


use of the House of Representatives, and 20,000 copies for distribution by the 
Commissioner 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the Honse was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 5461) to regulate interstate commerce. 

The message also informed the House that the Senate had passed the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of certain eulogies deliv- 
ered in Congress upon the late William A. Duncan. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
lege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
wishes, through me, to call attention to some remarks made in yester- 
day’s debate by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

I send a copy of the RecorD to the desk with certain passages marked 
which I ask the Clerk to read. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Reep, of Maine. All of these other gentlemen have been making similar 
statements, and that is just what I complain of. Last year I took ‘a stand against 
the Mississippi River appropriation and I did it upon an indication that I saw 
here in the House. A proposition was made, a sensible business proposition, 
that we should content ourselves with the prosecution of the work on the two 
reaches of the river then under process of construction, to see if the plan con- 
templated in that work was to be a success. If it was a success, then we could 
go on; if it was nota success, we could suspend operations. 

But that business proposition was rejected by an overwhelming crowd of 
votes. That satisfied me that there were a great many gentlemen who were 
more interested in the expenditure of money than they were in the navigation 
of the Mississippi River. Now the gentleman from Arkansas comes before the 
House and re-enforces by facts the suspicion which the conduct of these gentle- 
men at that time engendered in the minds of thinking men. 

a * * + a a « 


Mr. Hiscock. * * * Iask the Committee on Rivers and Harbors if they 
. have investigated the question of the amount of money that has been expended 


for repairs on works that have been done under this plan within the last two 
years’? 


Why have you not informed the House on that subject? I assert that of the 
$8,000,000 which have been appropriated and expended in this work nearly §2,- 
000,000 have been expended in repairs on these mattresses and this revetment 
work; and yet that fact has been kept from the House, and kept from the coun- 
try. This committee, with full power to investigate, with full power to ascer- 
tain all the facts upon this question, have brought in this bill and attempted to 
change the manner of doing this work, claiming we must call this Captain Eads 


te the helm, and that he has some new plan, some new method, that will give 
success to this great scheme of public plunder. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, in the remarks read by the 
Clerk the deliberate charge is made that.the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors has practiced concealment of important information from the 
House, in order to put through a job, ‘‘a scheme of public plunder.”’ 
The deliberate charge is made, with reference to legislation which meets 
the approval and has met the indorsement of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, that gentlemen sustaining that legislation were far more 
interested in securing the expenditure of the public money than they 
were in carrying out the solemn pledges and purposes expressed in the 
bill. Now, sir, I intended last night—indeed; I desired immediately 
when these remarks were uttered—to getthe floor, but I did not sue- 
ceed in Coingso. I intended to call the attention of the House to these 
gross and unwarranted reflections upon the proceedings of the House 
and of tke committee to which I have the honor tobelong. This morn- 
ing, at a meeting of our committee convened for other purposes, I called 
the attention of its members to this matter, and for that reason I, 
instead of the chairman of our committee (who had not heard the 
remarks when they were made, and who had not read them in the 
RECORD), was requested by the committee to report to the House its 
proceedings in the premises and to express its sentiments. 

At a full meeting, attended by every member of the committee, Re- 
publican and Democratic, that is in the city, except one, my friend Gen- 
eral BAYNE, from Pennsylvania, it was unanimously and warml, 
that these remarks should be denounced upon the floor of the 
as 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, is this a question of privilege ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is very little disposed to 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privi- 
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rule that it is not a question of privilege when a committee of the 
House by its own action seeks to bring a matter of this nature to the 
attention of the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, we have been anxious upon this side 
of the House to have time for discussion. I hope that the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] may be allowed to continue his 
remarks and that we may then have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I simply desire, Mr. Speaker, to call atten- 
tion to the point, because I do not want this proceeding to go on and 
then when it is finished be cut off from reply. 

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock] will have no occasion to complain of 
any want of fair dealing on the part of the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I should insist upon the gentlemen having 
ample time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Well, Mr. Speaker, Imake the point di 
rectly that this is not a question of privilege, and I ask the ruling of 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the rule which applies. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

RULE Ix. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; second, the 
rights, réputation, and conduct of members individually in their representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, &c. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the point of 
order well taken. The Chair thinks that this is a question of privilege 
under the rule just read. The point of order. is therefore overruled. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] will proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The members of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors wish this House to know that they unanimously denounce 
the imputation upon their action contained in the remarks that have 
been read as utterly base and groundless 

Mr. HUNT (sotto voce). Baseless and groundless. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (continuing). Baseless and groundless. I 
would let the word ‘‘ base ’’ stand if it were parliamentary, for a thing 
that is groundless is base when it impeaches the character of honorable 
men. 

Mr. Speaker, as for the language of the gentleman from New York 

{Mr. Hiscock], I do not wish to dwell upon it or characterize it with 
anything like passién, though it would require terms somewhat pas- 
sionate to express the indignation that I feel at charges of this character 
so unwarrantably uttered. The committee has not a single essential 
fact but what I and others have stated or what are contained in the pub- 
lic records of the country, which are open to the gentleman, and from 
which he has drawn the statements of fact that he has presented. The 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors brought forward their conclusions, 
based upon these serious facts, and they have been called too radical; 
yet the gentleman complains of our notdealing with them. Those con- 
clusions were predicated upon the very matters which he complains of 
as having been concealed from Congress. It is not customary to bring 
into the House all the details of any case or to read in full the thou- 
sands of pages of evidence; but, speaking as a member of the commit- 
tee, I have myself brought out here what I conceive to be the most 
startling and striking statistics connected with this subject. Therefore 
the gentleman, being himself supplied not only with these statements} 
but with the public printed records giving all the information that the 
committee has, can find no justification for making the charge of con- 
cealment for ‘‘ plunder ’’ that he does make against the committee. — 
Sir, I believe it is a just and proper maxim that a good construction 
should be put upon the actions of men unless a bad construction is un- 
avoidable. These gentlemen seem to reason about the actions of their 
associates from a low plane of suspicion. Even when those actions are 
indorsed by their own associates and by overwhelming majorities in this 
House, such as are cited by the gentleman from Maine as having been 
the vote upon these previous questions in connection with this matter, 
they are unwilling to adopt a good construction if it is possible to adopt 
a bad one. It is only fair to say (and they can take it to their own re- 
flection) that the majority of their associates have perhaps as little con- 
fidence in them individually as they have in the great body of their 
associates in Congress. 
Sir, we have no desire to have these insulting and unwarranted re- 
marks taken from the Recorp. We are willing for them to stand as 
evidence of the kind of criticism these gentlemen indulge in about the 
action of Congress and the action of a committee of this House. We 
are willing to stand upon our record, allowing that and the criticisms 
upon it to go down together for examination and analysis on the part of 
any who take an interest in this matter. Bas > ail 

I want to say for the committee that I nae been oes eee 
day after day, our labors beginning generally before the meeting of this 
tions and catenien in solid session until after its adjournment, this 
labor having run through a number of months in the last session of 
Congress, and in the present it has run-through nearly every week from 
the beginning of the session down to this hour. I never met a body «f 


The Chair will ask the Clerk to read 
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men whom I considered purer, more patriotic, or more worthy of con- 
fidence in all the motives and purposes directing their action than this 
body has shown itself to be. Therefore, sir, in its name, and as amem- 
ber of this Congress, and as a gentleman, I resent the insults and slan- 
ders that these gentlemen seek to heap upon their associates. _ 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I am particularly pained to | 
think that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors should not feel that 
they have already a sufficient affair on their hands, without under- 
taking to indict their fellow-members for words spoken in debate. I 
had myself felt it was enough that those gentlemen sat with closed 
doors upon this bill, that they absorbed all the opportunity for discus- | 
sion upon it, without giving to themselves in addition a supervisory 
power over the utterances of gentlemen who have been obliged to con- 
dense into five minutes their views upon very important subjects. 

I also desire to express my personal sorrow that a gentleman of the 
standing of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], whom 
until to-day I have always felt to be in character and ability worthy of 
the distinguished name that he bears, should in himself exemplify in 
his attack upon me precisely the vbjectionable things which he thinks 
he finds in what I said, but which neither he nor any other member of 
this House can find there. 

I hold it to be above all things low and groveling for a member of 
this House to stand up in his place and insinuate dishonest personal 
motives as having characterized the action of any other member of this 
House; and I am the last man to do it; for my experience in this House 
has satisfied me that if I were to undertake to name every member of 
whom I had any suspicion of impropriety, Ishould have exhausted the 
list long before I had covered the fingersof one hand. I am abeliever 
in the honesty of purpose of the members of the House of Representa- 
tives. I take no part or stock in any of the flings made against them 
anywhere, either on the floor of this House or elsewhere. 

Mr. HUNT. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No, sir; I am now discussing this matter for 
myself, and I beg leave to be allowed to conclude without interruption. 

Mr. HUNT again rose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I insist that I shall not be interrupted. 

Fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the right of the gentleman from 
Maine to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE rose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
tleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to say that the remarks which the 
gentleman has just. uttered are of a most generous and considerate 
nature; but I think he will admit—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Now, the gentleman must permit me to 
finish. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. One moment, if the gentleman pleases. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think the gentleman must admit that 
his remarks of yesterday, whether rightly expressing his intent or not, 
are not open to any other construction than that he did reflect upon 
the pitrposes and motives of gentlemen engaged in legislation in this 
House. I can not conceive it to be honorable for gentlemen to medi- 
tate a raid on the Treasury under the guise and expressed purpose of | 
legitimate ends. Thedisclaimer the gentleman now makes is entirely | 
satisfactory to the committee as well as myself. | 








I decline to be interrupted, except by the gen- 





Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand the gentleman’s point, and I 
must be allowed now to go on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This shall not come out of the gentleman’s 
time if I have any voice in the matter. I only wish to add that if the 
language just used by the gentleman expresses his sentiment in regard 
to the honorable purposes of the great majority of this House whom he | 
undertook yesterday to criticise, ther. it is all that should be required 
between gentlemen, and I cheerfully withdraw all that applies to him. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Now I wish to go on further, in order that 
I may be distinctly understood by the House. 

Mr.HUNT. That is why I wished to ask the gentleman a question. | 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will allow the gentleman to ask his ques- 
tion after I have finished. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman is destroying the continuity 
of my discourse. 

Mr. HUNT. I do not mean to do that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to say further, I hold it is the right | 
of every member of this House to criticise the motives of other members, 
provided that criticism is of public motives. 
floor of this House apparently going for one object and I think he is 
going for another, and I think if this House understands that to be the 
effect it will change their views and opinions, I hold it to be right and 
ee me in the course of debate to express my views on that 
subject. 

Now, in the remarks which are complained of I have connected no 
man'with any charge of dishonest conduct whatever. I have simply 
said, insubstance, that raised in my mind the belief gentlemen were more 
interested in the expenditure of money in their section than they were 
in true measures for the navigation of the Mississippi River. And I 





| 
Mr. HUNT. Let me do it now. | 
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stand before this House.upon that statement as a statement proper to 
be made by an honorable man to gentlemen of this House. I believe 
no man here can gainsay it. I believe that the language which I used 
is susceptible of no other interpretation than a fair and honest criticism 
of the public action of public men taken for public motives; and that 
I had aright todo. And for the Committee of Rivers and Harbors to 
undertake to hold a session and sit in judgment upon gentlemen whom 
they have forced to crowd into five minutes a great discussion it seems 


to me to pass the bounds of all reasonable humanendurance. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 
Mr. HUNT. The gentleman from Maine will now allow me to ask 


him a question ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Assuredly I will. 

Mr. HUNT. What do you mean when you say (and that is what IT 
wanted to ask the gentleman so as to give ‘him an opportunity to ex- 
plain )—what do you mean when you say that Representatives are more 
influenced by a desire to secure the expenditure of money than for the 
improvement 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Of the navigation of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HUNT. Yes; for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi River. Now, in the connection in which you say it, what 
does that mean ? ; 

Mr. REED, of Maine. You can judge for yourself. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman says I can judge for myself. I say 
that it is improper, incorrect, and absolutely untrue as shown by the 
record—that it isan untrue statement made in an improper and un- 
charitable spirit. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Well, I will simply allow the gentleman—— 

Mr. HUNT. I wish you to explain it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I simply allow the remark of the gentleman 
from Louisiana to pass in conjunction with his manner of saying it. 

Mr. HUNT. It will pass, and so will you. [Laughter. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, some members of the House—I do not 
say how many—in previous sessions when this subject of the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River has been up have asserted upon the floor 
that the great object of that work was to improve the alluvial land on 
the banks of the Mississippi River. They have asserted that this great 
river could not be chained by these engineers. They have asserted that 
this plan of improvement which was sent to Congress, and which Con; 
gress has repeatedly indorsed, would bea failure. Sir, I happened to 
be one of that number. I never had any confidence in the scheme— 
never had confidence in the project. But I will withdraw the word 
‘*scheme’’ lest it may be deemed objectionable. 

A committee of this House, of which the Speaker of this House was 
one, and he and the other members of that committee, who were at least 
honorable gentlemen, brought in a report, after full investigation, sub- 
stantially agreeing with the views of those members who had opposed 
these appropriations or this plan of expenditure. They were substan- 
tially langhed down when that report was presented. The appropria+ 
tions went on, but finally time has vindicated them. We waited until 
yesterday for the distinguished gentleman from Arkansas, in his place 
on this floor, to advertise to the country, upon his responsibility as a 
member of the House, that all this work had been a failure and noth- 
ing had been accomplished by it. 

And, Mr. Speaker, in this connection I will read the language used 
by the honorable gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]: 

Therefore I have agreed with those who have urged that this incubus of me- 
diocrity of untrained engineering talent in this line be taken off that river, or 
in some way subordinated, and it be put back to the original plan adopted by 
Congress which Captain Eads formulated. 

This language of his follows the language I will now quote: 


And their calculations are, in round numbers, that the system will cost $150,000 
a mile, and there are nearly a thousand miles of the Mississippi River in this 
condition, and it has two sides to it, and one side is always caving in where the 
other is forming a bar; you have, I say, a thousand miles at $150,000 a mile, mak- 
ing an aggregate of $150,000,000; and yet they can not point us to any experi- 
ment in this departure from the original plan and from reason showing that it 
will stand twelve months after a single rise. 





Now, sir, I know, and every gentleman will know if he will take the 
pains to examine the record, that there has never been any change in 
the original plan. Up to the spring of 1884 or the fall of 1883, Capt: 
J. B. Eads, in his sworn testimony, has indorsed the work of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission. Upto that period of time it had his full ap- 
proval. 

‘Mr. SPRINGER. 


I rise to a pointof order. I desire this discussion 


| shall be confined to the question of privilege, while the gentleman from 
If I see a man on the | 


New York is now discussing the merits of the question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam coming to the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is per- 
fectly familiar with the requirements of the rule in that regard, and 
the Chair hopes he will observe them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am coming more directly to the point made by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], but it seemed to 
be necessary I should state this history and these facts preceding what 
I am about to say in reply to the strictures of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. 


We have now before us the recommendations of the Committee on 
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Riversand Harbors. I understand it, interpreted by the language of the 
gentleman from Arkansas, proposes an entire in the plan for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River (the bill does not clearly point 
it out), and they come in here with this recommendation, and they 
have not told us wherein the old plan, if there was an old plan which 
has been departed from—they have not told us wherein there was a fail- 
ure, but they compel us to grope in the dark for the facts the gentle- 
man from Arkansas has asserted, insidiously, I am almost justified in 
saying; they have formulated a new plan, and he admits he had and 
withheld this information as to the destruction of the works on the 
Mississippi River. 

I do not stand here, sir, to make any charge of impropriety against 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of this House. I will throw 
over them the mantle of charity, and I believe that only charity can 
cover their omission in this respect. If that is unparliamentary, Mr. 
Speaker, I will withdraw it. 

But when they come in here with a bill, and when a member of that 
committee charges that this commission which is now conducting the 
work is an ineubus upon the public service, when I know and he must 
know if he has examined the record that all that has been done has 
been done with the voncurrence of this model engineer who is paraded 
before Congress and the country to take charge of the public works—I 
say when the bill comes in and he brings these charges it seems to me 
it was the duty of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors not only to 
tell us wherein there had been a departure from the original plans, but 
to tell us also where and what are the amount of the works that had 
given way, and what amount of money had been required for the re- 
pair of these works. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is now nearly 2 o’clock; we have taken up a 


considerable part of an hour or more with this question of privilege. 
I make the point now that it isdelaying measures of public legislation, 

4 and that the gentleman from New York is not confining himself to any 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair hardly thinks the gentleman 
from New York is confining himself within the strict limits of the rule 
to a question of privilege. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have been arraigned by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas by the direction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors for 
haying made a charge against his committee which was unwarranta- 
ble. I certainly did not intend to impugn the honor of any individual 
member of that committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is sufficient; 
lic business. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not intend to impugn the honor of the com- 
inittee acting in its capacity as a committee. Ican only defend myself 
from the charge the gentleman has brought against me by going into 
the history of this Mississippi River improvement to some extent, and by 
calling the attention of the House to the fact that the foundation upon 
which they propose to change this plan, and the facts upon which they 
propose to put Captain Eads at the helm, have been kept out of the 
House and from the country, and that we have ne information upon 
that point. He says everything is spread on the records. Are we, I 
ask you, Mr. Speaker, to grope through a report to find a letter here or an 
expression there that may possibly point our way in making an inves- 
tigation of a vexed question of thiskind? Whena great radical change 
is made or sought to be made, and when the purpose and object of that 
change is withheld from the House, it is the right and duty of every 
member to criticise it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I must raise the question of order. I 
submit to the gentleman from New York himself that the wholeques- 
tion that has been sprung has been entirely covered by the remarks 
already made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
of that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already intimated that 
it was hardly of opinion that the gentleman from New York was speak- 
ing to the question of privilege. The Chair thinks that now, however, 
the gentleman is referring to the question that has been raised, and will 
proceed in order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Why is it that the gentleman from Arkansas has 
arraigned me and the distinguished gentleman from Maineon this sub- 

ject, and the chairman of his committee now seeks to hush us down? 

Is that unparliamentary? May I be called to account for that expres- 
sion? ThenI withdraw itand apologize. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, 
they invited this discussion. It has been brought in here as a question 
of privilege, because I made the assertion on yesterday that Captain 
Eads, as the pet of this committee—is that objectionable ?—the pet of 
this committee is sought to be placed over all the internal improve- 
ments of this great country. 

Now, sir, I have but little more to say on this question. I had hoped 
that this subject might be fully ventilated. I had hoped that I might 
have time when the bill was under debate to say some things | ing 
that I have been compelled to say briefly to-day. I ~— to this com- 
mittee who have brought in this proposition that opened the n 


let us go on now with the pub- 


The gentleman himself ought to be the best judge 
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of this question that I shall make no charge against it but what I may 
establish by the proofs and the record; and if from these proofs and 
facts lam justified in drawing the inference that it has suppressed a 
part of the facts bearing upon this question, or I will not say sup- 
pressed them, but that your committee has not fully advertised to the 
House all of the facts in its possession and all of the facts in the pos- 
session of the gentleman from Arkansas, I shall continue to assault the 
committee, I shall continue to make the same expressions that I have 
heretofore made, and I shall let the House and the country draw its 
own inferences whether it has dealt fairly with this subject or not. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now would it be in order to demand the regular 
order ? 

Mr. BAYNE. 
time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not know that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] was involved in this question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAMMOND). This is the regular 
order. A question of privilege is under debate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe I have some time, and I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. BAYNE] if he united in the direc- 
tion to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that the 
gentleman from Maine and myself should be arraigned on this floor for 
the statement we made? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman knows very well I stated 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was absent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh! he was absent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I stated that, and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, I will supplement the gentleman’s remark by 
saying this: I ought to have known it, because I know very well that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania would never have lent himself to 
any such scheme or any such project. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have but a word tosay. I am a member of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and I beg to say the action of that 
committee so far as I know and believe has been in every sense honor- 
able and upright. I do not believe any member of that committee 
through any personal motive or any motive outside of the public in- 
terest has done anything to influence the actions and deliberations of 
that committee. We have radically differed in the committee as to 
appropriations for certain streams, and we have differed here on the 
floor. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] ably eriticised, as he always 
does, various propositions in this bill. The gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Hiscock] ably criticised them; and other gentlemen on this floor 
have done so. And it was their right to do so. Iam one of those 
who believe in giving the hardest knocks that lie within the power of 
the human intellect in debate on any matter that comes before Con- 
gress for consideration. I have no dread of the criticisms of any gen- 
tleman; and if the criticisms of any gentleman point out to me that the 
measure or proposition is wrong, I am willing to acquiesce in the sug- 
gestions he may make. I think that is the only way of arriving at 
the truth and securing the best possible legislation. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that nothing that has been said here has been 
in the nature of a personal affront or imputation on the honor of any 
gentleman inthe House. I did notso regard.it. Although a member 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and although much criti- 
cism has been made on the action of that committee, I took nothing to 
myself as imputing to me personal dishonor or any motives other than 
those which should control my action as a member of the House. I for 
one believe in the frankest, fullest, freest criticism of all the proposi- 
tions that may come before Congress; and I shall not feel offended by 
anything that any gentleman may say respecting any one of these prop- 
ositions either in the river and harbor bill or any ie bill 

There is one thing at least that can be said and should be said in favor 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It has been repeatedly said 
here that the doors of that committee were closed against members of the 
Honse. . That is true. But why were they closed? Simply because it 
was absolutely necessary that they should be, if a river and harbor bill 
should be prepared for the consideration of this Congress. If the mem- 
bers of the. House and if delegations from the various States had been 
admitted to that committee to make their statements no bill could 
have been matured by the committee in time to present it to the House. 
The committee sat from 11 o’clock in the forenoon until about 5 in the 
afternoon every day except Sundays since the recess of Congress, and a 

deal of the time before that. They occupied that time most in- 


I want to say one word. I shall not occupy much 


eetonsay So peneees Si Se. enesees it with such care and de- 
liberation and thought.as they give to it. You have the result 
of that deliberation and that t. are itions in that 
bill to which I never can consent. Yet what we did we were compelled 


to do under the circumstances, if you were to obtain a river and harbor 
bill at all. The fault does not lie with the Committee on Rivers and 
ee oe eee 
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members of Congress from before them and their 
statements, bat it is attributable to short time we had, to no 


other cause. Therefore I say, although this criticism is perhaps unfair, 
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it isa criticism I do notebject to having been made, because it simply in- 
dicates and enforces the argument that gentlemen on the floor of the House 
should be given as much opportunity ascan be given to them to discuss 
this bill when they eould not have a hearing before the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. an 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, if there be no objection, 
will lay before the House some requests affecting the personal conven- 
ience of members. 3 F 

Mr. SPRINGER. If that will not take uptime or require a roll-call 
I shall make no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CRAIG, for the day, on account of sickness; and 

To Mr. Joun S. Wiss, for one week from to-morrow. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent leave was granted 
to withdraw from the filesof the House the papers in the case of Amos 
Clift, there being no adverse report thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. YOUNG. Before the hour is called, I ask to call up the bill (H. 
R. 2799) in order to move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 

Mr.GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall be compelled to object. A bridge 
across the Mississippi River is so important a matter that we ought not 
to pass that bill without seeing the amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I did not mean to make the objection, 
but now that some one else has made it, I desire to ask whether the 
operation of the new rule does not prevent the Chair from entertaining 
requests for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that it does. 
The Chair will have the proviso in the rule read which states that for 
purposes of reference unanimous consent may be given. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let us hear the amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first have the proviso 
in the rule read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That while this order remains in force the Speaker shall not enter- 
tain any requests for unanimous consent to consider any bill or resolution at 
any other time than as herein provided; but he may entertain such requests to 

r such bills or resolutions to committees, or to dispose of Senate amend- 
ments to biils which have passed the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was the ground upon which the 
Chair held that the request might be entertained. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call is renewed by the gentleman 
fiom Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. Under the rule, the hour will begin 
at a quarter past 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

a SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his question 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The hour set apart for this purpose is very clearly 
designated in the rule, which provides that each morning during the 
remainder of this session immediately after the approval of the Journal 
an hour shall be devoted to a particular branch of business. The pro- 
viso does not modify that at all, except as follows : 

That while this order remains in force the Speaker shall not entertain any re- 

uests for unanimous consent to consider any bill or resolution at any other 
t than is herein provided, but he may entertain such requests to refer bills 
or resolutions to committees or to dispose of Senate amendments to bills which 
have passed the House. 

Now, sir, I submit that the hour immediately after the approval of 
the Journal being set apart for the consideration of a certain class of 
measures which are pointed out, no other hour can be consumed in that 
business unless that hour, or a portion of it, shall have been consumed 
in conformity with the provisions contained in the proviso to the rule. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no difficulty in reach- 
ing the conclusion that the gentleman’s point of order is not well taken. 
The Chair 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is now endeavoring to an- 


swer the gentleman from Indiana upon the point of order which he has 


Mr. WARNER, of Chio. 
be heard a moment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that point of order? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. = ; 


The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 





It is on the point of order that I wish to 


On that point of order. I desire to be 
nae for a moment. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
with great pleasure. = 
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I simply wish to add a word to what has 
The hour set apart by the 





Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
been said by the gentleman from Indiana. 
rule is a distinct portion of time, to wit, the hour following the ap- 
proval of the Journal, and is not an hour floating around in the House 
and followingany other business; and my point is that no other portion 
of time except that specific portion named in the special order can be 


appropriated to this business under the rule. It 
morning hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think it necessary 
to hear further discussion upon the point of order. The Chair very 
frankly avows that its opinion is taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was going to second the opinion of the Chair 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not at all surprised to 
find the gentleman from Lllinois concurring in its opinion. [Laugh- 
ter. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have the morning hour fixed at a certain time, 
and yet in practice we have sometimes had it at about 12 o'clock at 
night; and I think that if the morning hour can vary its place in that 
way this hour may do likewise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was going to suggest, in re- 
ply to the point of order made by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN ], that under the rule the morning hour comes at a stated time 
in the day, yet frequently it comes twenty-four hours after the time 
when it would be due by the clock. This new rule declares that im- 
mediately after the approval of the Journal an hour shall be set apart 
for the calling up of bills and resolutions subject to consideration under 
the rule. Buta rule of the House, which is imperative, declares that 
questions of peysonal privilege, or privileged reports, or privileged 
quest#,ns shall take precedence of all other questions, and that their 
consideration, and the time consumed therein, shall not be taken ac- 
count of by the Chair or by the House. The Chair has no arbitrary 
power to deny the right of the House to state and to be heard upon its 
privileged reports, its questions of privilege, and its privileged ques- 
tions. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], and holds that nothing has 
occurred since the reading of the Journal but the acceptance and en- 
tertaining of a privileged report, or the consideration of a question of 
privilege, or a privileged question. The hour, therefore, begins at 
twenty-two minutes past 2 o’clock, and the Chair recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Jonss]. 


is not at all like the 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TYLER, TEX. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. I move to call up the bill (H. R. 5674) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Tyler, in the State of Texas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
United States courts, post-office, and internal-revenue and other Government 
offices, at the city of Tyler, in the State of Texas. The plans, specifications, and 
full estimates for said building shall be previously made and approved accord- 
ing to law, and shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum of 
$50,000: Provided, Thatthe site shall leave the building unexposed to dangerfrom 
fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not Icess than forty feet, including 
streets and alleys; and no money appropriated for this purpose shall be availa- 
ble until a valid title to the site for said building shal! be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of Texas shall have ceded to the United States exclu- 
sive jurisdiction over the same,-during the time the United States shall be or re- 
main the ownerthereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas. Mr. Speakex 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule as modified by the ac- 
tion of the House this morning the report may be read and debate had 
before objections are called for. The gentleman from Texas is recog- 
nized to discuss this bill for five minutes. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in March, 1851, thirty-four years 
ago, Tyler, in the State of Texas, was designated as one of the places at 
which the Federal courtsshould meet. Since that time the district and 
circuit courts have met there annually, except for two or three years 
during the ‘‘ unpleasantness.’’ Several thousand cases have been con- 
sidered in those courts. Some of the largest cases, involving perhaps 
more property than has been involved in suits from any other court, 
have come up from those courts to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, leaving there great piles of records which are valuable as muni- 
ments of title to thousands of acres of land. Citizens of nearly every 
State in the Union are interested in the preservation of those records! 

Tyleris alittle city, but is growing in population rapidly. Not only 
is it the place of meeting of the Federal courts, but it is one of the places 
where; under the law, the courts of last resort in Texas meet. It bas 
one of the best libraries in the Southwest. There are three railroads 
running to and from it, makingit very accessible. There are two large 
machine-shops there, employing hundreds of hands. 

Tyler is the geographical center of East Texas, and is the center of 
the wealth and enterprise of that portion of the State. In the courts 
held there the business of seventeen or eighteen counties is transacted: 
The post-office there will soon be made a second-class office. This 
postal business has to be provided for. 

* We ask for an appropriation of only $50,000 for a court-house and 
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post-office building. If any ebjection can be made to this bill it is in | bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


the fact that we ask for so little. But in reply to an objection of that | 
sort I would state that building material of the very best quality—stone, 
brick, and timber—is convenient and cheap. We are only ambitious 


to secure the erection of a convenient and safe public building, not to | 


build a large and imposing edifice. 
Mr. WEAVER. 
business at the post-oflice there? 
Mr. JONES, of Texas. I can not; but it is very large. 
will shortly be made a second-class office. 
master is about $1,900. 


Mr. WELLER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. If 
this bill passes is he willing the appropriation should be made in stand- 
ard silver dollars ? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. Oh, yes; perfectly willing. That is the sort 
of meney we like. It is legal tender with us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
[ Mr. Jones] has expired. Under the rule five minutes are now allowed 
for debate in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire only to ask the gentleman from 
Texas a question or two. What is the value of the best business build- 
ing—I mean for private business—in the town or city of Tyler ? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. The value of the county court-house, I sup- 
pose, would be $60,000. There is a hotel there that has cost fifty or 
sixty thousand dollars. The best public buildings in the State are 
located there. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is the population ? 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. It is about 9,000 and is rapidly increasing. 
Three hundred public and private buildings have been erected there 
during the last year, I am informed. As I have already stated, there 
are two large machine-shops there; and the place has large railroad 
facilities. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think the report had better be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio, who has 
been recognized by the Chair as controlling the time in opposition to 
the bill, demands the reading of the report. It will be read in his time. 

The report (by Mr. YOUNG) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1568) providing for the erection of a public building at Tyler, Tex.,to 
be used by the United States Government as a court-house and for a post-oftice 
and other Government oflices, submit the following report: 

The committee find that the city of Tyler contains a population of 7,000 inhab- 
itants and is rapidly increasing in population. It is near the geographical cen- 
ter of Eastern Texas and the center of the populous counties of Eastern Texas. 
It is very accessible, having three railroads passing through it, running in differ- 
ent directions through the State and the counties whose business is transacted 
in the United States courts at Tyler, making the district compact and every part 
of it easily reached by the officers of the courts with the least possible expenses 
to litigants, and assuring the: greatest celerity in the dispatch of business. 

In February, 1857, Tyler was designated by act of Congress asone of the places 


in Texas for the sittings of United States circuit and district courts, and said courts 
have been held there ever since. 


A statement of the business in the United States courts held at Tyler shows a 
total number of causes filed from January 1, 1866, to date to be 4,536. 
The business transactions in the post-office for the year 1883 were as follows: 


Value of stamps and stamped env womens NDE. coenecreocntaeaineiemeeinns A oe 


The office 
I think the pay of the post- 


Amount collected for box-rent. 





Number of money-orders issued ..+........ccececeesseeeeeenensenes quebesctapcusedenes , 003 
Amount received for money-orders issued 
Number of money-orders paid 
Amount money -orders paid... 

Number of postal notes issued September '8 to December 31, "1883. 


There is no building at Tyler owned by the United States. The United States 
circuit and district courts are held regularly there, but in unsafe and unsuitable 
rooms, as they are liable tobe burned, together with the records, and the rooms 
are not conv cr arranged, for the use of which the United States pays an- 
nually about $1,000 

The post-office is ‘kept in an unsuitable building, which affords no protection 
from loss in case of fire. The annual rent paid for post-office is $100. 

The courts of last resort of the State of Texas meet at Tyler, and have met 
there annually since 1851, which are supplied with an extensive and valuable 
library by the State. 


Tyler is healthy, not subject to epidemics, with a pure atmosphere, and good, 
pure free-stone water. 


The principal machine-shops of the Texas and Saint Louis Railroad are located 
there, and the machine-shops of the Kansas and Gulf Shore Line Railroad are 
also located there. 


i There is an abundance of the best building material, both of stone, brick, and 
lumber, convenient to Tyler. 


= commercial and manufacturing interests of Tyler are flourishing and im- 
proving. 


Your committee therefore consider favorably the proposition for the erection 
of a public building for the use of the Uni States courts and at 
Tyler, Tex., but, in lieu of the bill referred to them, recommend for a 
substitute (HH. R. ord. which more clearly sets forth, in their opinion, ae terms 
and conditions on which the appropriation should be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on this bill has 
expired. Is thereobjection to its consideration? The Chair hears none, 
and the bill is before the House. 

Mr. WELLER, I moveto amend by adding to the bill the following: 


This appropriation shal] be made and paid in standard silver dollars only. 


The amendment was not agreed to, there being 1 vote in the affirma- 
tive—noes not counted. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
, it was accordingly read tle third time, and 
Mr. JONES, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 








Can the gentleman state precisely the amount of | 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TROY, N. Y. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. I call up for stnaienitien at this time the bill 
(H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, 
a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
post-office, internal-revenue offices, United States courts, and other Government 
offices, at the city of Troy, N. Y. The plans, specifications, and full estimates 
for said building shall be previously made and approved according to law, and 
shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum of $250,000: Provided, 
That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent 
buildings by an open spaceof not less than forty feet, including streetsand alleys ; 
and no money ap ppreesiones for this purpose shall be available until a valid title 
to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the 
State of New York shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owners 


thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. BURLEIGH. Mr. Speaker, I wish this bill to pass simply on 
its merits, for I consider it in every sense a meritorious measure. Troy 
is one of the largest and most important business points in Northern 
New York. The report of the committee will be found to cover the 
whole ground, and I do not desire to take the time of the House in any 
further presentation of the facts and arguments in the case, and sin- 
cerely hope it may receive favorable consideration. I ask the report of 
the committee be read. 


The report (by Mr. WEMPLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill iy ® R. 1013) providing for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Troy, N. Y., make the following report: 

The committee have had the same under careful and mature consideration. 

The city of Troy i is onc of the oldest and most flourishing manufacturing cities 
in the State of New York. It is at the head of steamboat navigation on the 
Hudson River, and is one hundred and sixty miles from the city of New York. 
Its population receiving mail at the Troy post-office is 73,500; and an order has 
just been issued extending the free-delivery system of Troy to West Troy, which 
will make an additional population of 12,500: total, 86,000. 

The rent paid for the post-office in Troy, with very poor accommodations, per 
annum, is $2,875; the rent paid for the collector’s office in Troy is $550; the rent 
paid for the United States district attorney’s office is $237—a total of $3,662. 

The number of persons employed in the Troy post-oflice is thirty-five, not in- 
cluding those apportioned for the West Troy delivery. Lansingburg, Green 
Island, and Stow’s Hill are all stations of the Troy post-oflice. 


STATISTICS, 
Receipts for the year 1883 from stamps, postal cards, stamped envel- 
ca lian eaitittnd amie: $100, 064 25 
Expenses.. ......... soeda gpuinncGnaaitiamaemnctonsenWeasgnins<hasahteetdensdeinchsiaclcepedeatocts 41,533 22 
FOOE IB BOGIO.. cc vccerncrsscmescn cocina csocoesssacsonesnncsepsouresernecesosconnes goesccensse 58, 531 03 
MONEY-ORDER BUSINESS. ' 
PI ETIIEainundiataetinanesesqebitintantingnétapestebecteniisensetboclebaiataiantnanbegetdietd ne 233,134 11 


MAIL MATTER, 


Registered letters received for delivery and received and dispatched 
Be I tietintheniniedeasnmnengncneseunsccnveanpsneehnbneecncessnagegtvtpiorceennbitesmnstngiesi 55, 902 





Letters delivered by carriers... va 2, 259, 355 
Postal cards delivered by RR erate eer ae 505, 611 
Drop letters delivered by carriers. ....................cccssseeeeeeneeseee 408, 
Drop postal cards delivered by catenin tet ines 243, 317 
Newspapers delivered by carriers . widen as coeseepbouscemiqenny: Seep eee 
R red letters delivered by MPOROIA ih soscecotseakccctscoctintn 6, 
Letters, —* cards, and ees collected from street 

letter-boxes... seve 2, 457, 978 

Total number of pieces handled by carriers.............0-.cceeeseeens 7,059, 17 


Delivered through lock-boxes and window delivery 


sutordeseetadlibtneegnien , 768 

es postal cards, and second, third, and fourth pe matter mailed ile oe 
$o00ce connec roveceuensoeneonste couseneeseecesnscooessesel ceceescooscocebencenbesooonrsounsves 441,84 

Letters and newspapers received in transit and dispatched .............. , 521, 750 

DAD icc opecvceveocqnenevectussosennsnccosseboose sesnesbeeveedsgnemeesccousogoeseesbopipesennees 16, 047, 469 


The United States internal-revenue office, fifteenth district, is in Troy. This 
district consists of the territory embraced in the counties of Clinton, Essex, 
Warren, Washington, Rensselaer, Columbia, re Putnam, and Westches- 
ter. .The wallections 5 to: ‘or the current year will exceed $1,000,000, The number of 
employés is eighteen. 

office of the United States district attorney is located cer. 

The number of offices brumber th Govemnantat t buildings in the United States 
is seventy-one. Of this num ere are but ome ara whose receipts 
annually are as large as the gross receipts of the Troy office. this camber 
also there are eight whose te receipts qneullly ese not equal to the 
annual receipts of the Troy odie. 

a the whole number of Government post-office buildings New York has but 
six 


The leading industries of the city of Troy are as follows: 


IRON INDUSTRY. 


Number of persons Sehares ~. 
Amount of wages annual! 

Amount of annual sales........ 
Tons of coal used annually sshd o 











ES OE I i cncccruietiinepctsitineinmenmnnpanannictiage 
Amount of wages annually.. 
ERROR CE GTI BIER ie cen cqcencsceets wiesetenresnsecoeveecesnetnreedoedatnseeneseritic 


SHIRT AND COLLAR BUSINESS. 


Number of persons employed,..........css:s+ssssseesesseecssaseres sevessnasensnsesesens 11,000 
Amount of wages paid annually ................<c.csscossseseeeerseeeennere sccecesseonesse $2,000, 000 
Amount of sales annually .......... pinhtisnpneceucsushaioueduvecousecnencssdbaaguabeabdia $8, 000, 000 


In addition to the foregoing industries, Troy has one of the largest and most 
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perfectly equipped mathematical-instrument ma nufactories in the United States 


also large and extensive paper-manufacturing establishments, leather-belting 


and boiler-making establishments, ale and lager breweries, and a multitude of 
other manufacturing industries. : : 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee respectfully recommend the 
passage of the bill, having amended the same by striking out the word “ and,’ 
at the end of line 11, also the word “ fifty,” atthe beginning of line 12; so thatit 
shall read: * The siteand building complete, the sum of $200,000,” Ke. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate in favor 


of the bill has expired. 

Mr. KING. Iask by unanimous consent that the gentleman be al 
lowed to go on. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not under the rule en- 
tertain a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention 
of the House to one thing in connection with these public buildings 


bills. This bill contains the same provision which nearly all the bills | 


for public buildings which have passed the House for a number of years 
have contained. The provision to which I refer is as follows: 

The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be previously 
made and approved according to law, and shal! not exceed for the site and build- 
ing complete the sum of $200,000. 


Now I call attention to the decisions of the Solicitor of the Treasury 


on this provision. Having exceeded that limit in a number of build- | 


ings, or having gone on under plans and specifications and expended all 
the money appropriated in the bill under this limitation, the Architect 
then submits the question to the Solicitor of the Treasury whether he 
could go on and expend other money, notwithstanding the limit con- 
tained in the act providing for the building. He inquires also whether 
he can make such plans and specifications as in his judgment the exi- 
gency of the service may require. The Solicitor replies as follows: 

In the act of May 25, 1882, Congress said to the Secretary of the Treasury, pro- 
ceed and purchase a site and erect a public building thereon, but you shall not 
expend more than $200,000 for that purpose. In the act of July 7, 1884, Congress 
again said in effect: It is true we limited you to $200,000, and we are now of opin- 
ion that sum is not sufficient for the purpose intended, and therefore we author- 
ize you to expend $45,000 more. Can there be any doubt as to the intention of 
Congress? Then it follows that so far asthe tast acts are repugnant to or incon- 
sistent with the first they substantially repeal the first. In other words, the first 
law is to be read as authorizimg an expenditure of $215,000 


The other question submitted by the Architect is this: 


If, however, in the case of any one or all of the buildings named, it should be 
my judgment that the public officers and the public business to be properly done 
would require a building whose cost would exceed the present aggregate appro- 
priations, I desire to ask instructions as to whether | may not prepare the 
plans for buildings at these points in accordance with the manifest demands of 
public business and without any reference to any limit of cost as fixed by statute. 


The Architect here asks in substance if he is bound to consider the 
limitation as anything more than so much at first appropriated. 

He asks if he can not make plans and specifications, notwithstanding 
they will involve further appropriations, anticipating that Congress 
would go on and appropriate more. Now I call the attention of the 
House to this fact, that those bills passed under the supposition that the 
limitation on the cost of the building is definite and final and that the 
appropriation can not be exceeded, do not determine the final cost of 
buildings. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER rose. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me proceed to show in how many cases 
this limit has been exceeded. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. That is only by subsequent act of Congress. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Oh, yes; by subsequent acts of Congress, 
but that is expected. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Over which the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have control. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This Congress, notwithstanding this limit- 
ation, have passed bills for further appropriation of money for buildings 
on which the cost was limited. Cut of the seventy-two bills now be- 
fore the House there are a considerable number asking for larger appro- 
priations, because these limitations have not been adbered to by the 
Architect. , 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I think you are right xbout that. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. All of the authorities responsible for these 
public buildings-—— 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time in opposition to the bill has | 


expired. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I understand there is an amendment pending to the 


bill reducing the appropriation from $250,000 to $200,000. 
Mr. BURLEIGH. Yes, there is. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- | 


sideration of this bill? 
Mr. WELLER. I object. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those objecting to the consideration of 


this bill will rise and stand until counted. Five members only have 
risen, not a sufficient number, and the bill is before the House for con- 
sideration. The Clerk will report the amendment of the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In lines 11 and 12, strike out ‘50; so it will read ‘‘ 200,000” instead of ** 250,000." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I should like to put in under the limitations the 
| words ‘‘and the approaches.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BURLEIGH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


PURCHASE OF ADDITIONAL GROUNDS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the consideration of the bili (S. 674) 
to authorize the purchase of additional grounds for the United States 
court-house and post-office building at Springfield, 111. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thvt the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to purchase tae ground adjoining the United States court-house and 
| post-office building in the city of Springfield, in the State of Illinois, bounded on 
| the north by Monroe street, on the east by Seventh street, on the west by Sixth 
street, and onthe south by the alley in the middle of the block: Provided, That 
said additional ground can be purchased, and a good and valid title secured to 
the United States, for not exceeding $26,000. And there is hereby appropriated 
for this purpose, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $26,000,or so much thereof as may be necessary. The Secretary is 
authorized to cause the bu#dings now on said ground to be removed, and the lot 
inclosed and improved; and for this purpose he may use the proceeds derived 
from the sale of the buildings, and in addition the sum of $1,000, or so much 
thereofas may be neesssary, which sum is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this bill, I will say in brief, has re 
ceived the unanimous recommendation of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of this House and has unanimously passed the 
Senate. I hold in my hand a report of the committee, which may be 
read if any gentleman desires it to be read. I wish to say, however, 
before that, that this property must be purchased before the close of 
this session, or else the Government can never obtain possession of it 
at all. The owner of the property has recently died and it is now 
in the hands of the executor, who is required to close up the estate, 
which will necessitate the sale of this property to the highest bidder, 
and immediately upon its sale it will be completely filled up by pri- 
vate buildings, thereby surrounding the Government property at that 
point. 1 may say in this connection that there is necessity for increas- 
ing the building already there; but, owing to the necessity of appro- 
priations of this character this year I have not insisted upon that. I 
deem it to be the greatest economy on the part of the Government to 
secure this land when it can be done so cheaply as the amount stated 
here—$26,000. If gentlemen wish to see a plat of the property I can 
show it tothem, and it is the opinion of gertlemen well acquainted 
with the value of property in that vicinity that the price fixed upon 
this is exceedingly low, and that the Government should avail itself of 
the opportunity now of getting control. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. May lask thegentleman if this has unanimously 
passed the Senate ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; and has been unanimously recommended 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, not only of this 
but of the last House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I opposed the adoption of 
this rule because from the little experience I have had with such rules 
I anticipated just the condition of affairs that has already become man- 
ifest. I aim not one of those who believe that this country has suffered 
in its past history because the quantity of legislation has been insuffi- 
cient. It may have suffered from unwise legislation, from hasty legis- 
lation, or from ill-considered legislation, but not because the quantity 
has not been as great as it should be. I am myself more concerned 
about the quality than I am about the quantity of legislation. The 
natural effect of this rule is to link interests together and to place one 
member under obligations to another. There is probably not a mem 
ber here but has some measure he is anxious to get through. 

I do not mean to insinuate, for I do not, that any member will be 
directly controlled in his action by what he may wish to bring before 
| the House; but I say that the natural tendency of the rule is to place 

members under a feeling of obligation to one another. This feelingis 
necessarily engendered by this rule, for when one has refrained from 
objecting to bills it is rather expected that others will not ohject to his, 
| and in that way bills are permitted to pass which ought ndt to pass. 

Legislation through mutual obligation or by mutual courtesy is not safe 
legislation. And I think we will not have proceeded very far under this 
| new rule, Mr. Speaker, before we will find that this is exactly the re- 
| sult of this sort of legislation by turns to accommodate members. The 
| whole seventy-two public buildings bills might go through in this way, 
| perhaps. I ask if the country will be, benefited by this kind of legis- 

lation ? 

Is this such legislation as should be allowed to crowd out public busi- 
ness, as appropriation bills or the river and harbor bill or other busi- 
ness which requires and should have full discussion and consideration ? 
This is legislation without discussion, except for five or ten minutes, 
| and that really amounts to nothing but to consume so much time. J 
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am, therefore, opposed not only to this rule but to the execution of it. 
I am opposed to proceeding a step under such a rule. ; 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on this proposi- 
tion has expired. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
bill? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call for objections un- 
der the rule. 


Four members only objecting, the consideration of the bill was or- 
dered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the previous question upon the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I move the following amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois was rec- 
ognized as in possession of the floor. If the previous question which 
he demands is voted down it will then be competent for gentlemen to 
offer amendments. 


Mr. RANDALL and others. Let the amendment be read for infor- 
mation. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been de- 
manded. 

Mr. STORM. There will be some objection here if the House is 
going to shut off amendments. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly taken from the Speaker's table and read by 
its title a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The question recurs upon the third 
reading of the Senate bill. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 119, noes 8. 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that 
no quorum has voted the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. WELLER and Mr. SPRINGER were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided, but before the result of the vote was an- 
nounced, ‘ 

Mr. WELLER, one of the tellers, said: I withdraw the point that 
no quorum has voted. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion te reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question is ou ordering the pre- 


SALE OF NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. PERKINS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2047) to 
provide for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas, which 


was reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and is now on the 
House Calendar. 


The bill was read, as fellows: 


Be il enacted, &c., That those persons, being heads of families or single persons 
over 21 years ofage, who have made settlement and improvement upon, and are 
bona side claimants and occupants of, either in person or by tenant, the lands in 
Kansas which were allotted to certain New York Indians, and for which certifi- 
cates of allotment, dated the 14th day of September, 1860, for three hundred and 
twenty agres of land each, were issued to thirty-two of said Indians, shall be, and 
hereby are, authorized and permitted to enter and purchase at the proper land 
office, at any time within one year from the passage of this act, said lands so oecu- 
pied by them, in tracts not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, according to 
the Government surveys, at not less than $3 per acre, payment to be made in 
three annual installments, one-third at date of entry, one-third at the end of one 
year from date of entry, and the balance in two years from date of entry, with in- 
terest on said amounts, respectively, from date of entry at 6 per cent. per annum; 
and the moneys arising from such sales shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United Statesin trust for, and to be paid to, said Indians, respectively, to whom 
said certificates were issued, or to their heirs, upon satisfactory proof of their 
identity to the Secretary of the Interior, at any time within five years from the 
pramnageet this act; and in case such proof is not made within the time specified 
then the proceeds of such sale, or so much thereof as shall not have been paid 
under the provisions of this act, shall become a part of the public moneys of the 
United States. 

Sec. 2. That any lands not entered by such settlers at the expiration of one 
year from the of this act shall be offered at public , inthe usual 
manner, at not less than $3 per acre, notice of said sale to be given by public ad- 
vertisement of not less than ne Sees and any tract or tracts not then sold, 
together with such tracts as have retofore been, or may hereafter be, entered, 
and wherein default has been made in the payment of any portion of the pur- 
chase-money, orthe interest thereon, as herein or heretofore provided, shall be 
thereafter subject to private entry at the appraised value of said tracts. 


The amendments reported Hy the committee were read, as follows: 


In lines 16 to 20 strike out “‘in three annual installments, one-third at date of 
entry, one-third at the end of one from date of entry, and the balance in 
two years from date of entry, with interest on said amounts, respectively, from 
date of entry at 6 per cent. perannum,” and insert “in cash at time of purchase.” 

In section 2, lines 6 to 10, strike out these words : 

“Together with such tracts as have heretofore been, or may hereafter be, en- 
tered, and wherein default has been made in the paymentof any portion of the 
purchase-money, or the interest thereon, as heostn or heretofore provided.” 


Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say this bill has been unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, they having given to it care- 
ful consideration. I also desire to say that the same bill was reported 
to the Forty-seventh Congress from that committee. There are only 
thirty-two tracts remaining of this land. It was a part of what were 
the New York Indian lands in our State, embracing 1,824,000 acres 
All the balance has been sold to settlers at $1.25 per acre. This bill 
provides these thirty-two pieces of land, of three hundred and twenty 
acres each, shall be sold at $3 per acre in cash. 

The Indians to whom the land was allotted are making no objections 
to the bill. They were here some years ago proposing through their at- 
torney to accept $2.50; but the committee, in view of the circumstances, 
thought it right to make the amount $3 per acre and to provide the 
payment should be at once in cash. The Indians who will be bene- 
fited by this legislation are not only, as I have said, interposing no ob- 
jection, but are wanting it. 

The land has been occupied by settlers more than twenty years, dur- 
ing which time they have been ee and improving it but have 
not been in condition to get title to it. It is in consequence of that 
state of things that this legislation is necessary. All the balance of 
that great reservation of 1,824,000 acres was disposed of by the act of 
the President of the United States in 1860, by his executive order and 
proclamation, at $1.25 peracre. But this was allotted to these Indians 
who are now seeking to be put in a condition that they may get some- 
thing from it. This bill proposes to give them $3 in cash, which would 
be $1.25 from the date of settlement with 6 per cent. interest to this 
time. 

These settlers who are on this land think they should get it at $1.25. 
But our committee is of opinion that they should pay the $1.25 paid 
for the balance and 6 per cent. interest; it amounts substantially. though 
not quite, to the sum mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. LONG. What is the land worth an acre now? 

Mr. PERKINS. The land with improvements on it ‘is worth prob- 
ably.$15 to $20 or $25 an acre. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have the settlers paid any rent? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. BLANCHARD rose. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Louisiana 
rise to oppose the bill? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ido. I dislike very much to oppose my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. PerKrys] when he calls up this bill for the consid- 
eration of the House. I happened, however, to have been a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Forty-seventh Congress, and 
it was allotted to me while serving on that committee to make an in- 
vestigation in this matter. I did so, and I reported to the committee 
that the price of $3 per acre, as proposed in the bill of that session and 
likewise in the bill which my friend from Kansas has just presented, 
was not the actual value of that land. And I furthermore reported 
that the Secretary of the Interior in a former year, Mr. Carl Schurz, 
had reported against this very proposition which is embodied in this 
bill. I hold his report in my hand. I furthermore reported to the 
committee and state to this House that under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior a commission was appointed to go out there and 
examine into the value of these lands; and I hold in my hand the re- 
port of that commission relative to the value of those lands. 

I call the attention of the House to the fact that the price fixed in 
this bill is $3 an acre; whereas when this report was made several years 
ago—five, six, or seven years ago—the least value of any acre of that 
land was $3.75, the highest valuation being $10 an acre. Under this 
report which I hold in my hand the average price of the land would be 
four er five dollars an acre. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have but five minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I ask the gentleman to allow me a question. 
Were yu one of the minority of the committee that made the dissent- 


repurt? 
me BLANCHARD. I was. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Who joined you in making that report? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Charles E. Hooker, of Mississippi, and Mr. 
James K. Jongs, of Arkansass. This land belongs to these Indians. 
Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. Did ever know one of those Indians to inter- 
pose an objection to this legislation? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was not my = to hunt up these In- 
dians or their attorneys. I am stating the facts, and I say the price of 
$3.50 an acre for these lands which belong to these Indians is far below 
the actual value of those lands. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his question 
of order. 


Mr. HAMMOND. My point is that the hour allotted for the con- 
sideration of these bills has expired. 

The SPEAKER = tempore. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will venture the assertion, Mr. Speaker, that 


Agana na ea ma tie worth from $10 to 
15. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Is not that the consequence of improvements put 
upon them by the settlers? : ‘ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I mean without theimprovements. Years ago, 
when these lands were not improved, or without regard to the improve- 
ments existing, the lowest figure at which they were valued per acre 
was $3.75 and the highest $10. en ap 

Now, sir, I say that we should deal fairly by these Indians. If these 
lands are worth more than $3 an acre, the settlers ought to be required 
to pay their value to the Indians, and with a view to providing for 
that object I will offer an amendment. _ i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
that the bill is not now before the House and therefore an amendment 
is not in order. When the bill comes before the House the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman to offer his amendment. The time for debate 
has been exhausted. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. | I object, and call for the reading of the report. 

The bill was laid aside, the requisite number of members having ob- 
jected to its consideration. 


KATHERINE C. B. MERRILL. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is in the execution of the 
regular order, and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KiN@] is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 2168) for the relief of the executrix of Ayers P. Merrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the claim of Katherine C. B. Merrill, executrix of the 
last will and testament of Ayers P. Merrill, deceased, and late of the State of 
Mississippi, for quartermaster and commissary stores and supplies alleged to 
have been taken and used by the United States Army, during the rebellion, from 
the plantations of said Merrill, in the vicinity of Natchez, Miss.,be referred to 
the Quartermaster-General, who shall investigate the justiceand legality of said 
claim and report the amount and value of said stores and supplies taken and 
used by the Army of the United States, and also what amount has been paid on 
the same; and that he report all the facts and evidence for the consideration of 
Congress. 

Mr. ‘KING. [ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. My point of order is that the hour for the consid- 
eration of these bills began at twenty minutes past 2, and has now ex- 

ired. 

PiThe SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour began at twenty-two min- 
utes past 2, and will end at twenty-two minutes past 3. 

Mr. WELLER. Twenty minutes past 2, I distinctly understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not responsible for the 
gentleman’s understanding. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then the indicator in front of the Clerk’s 
desk ought to be changed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time made to him by the Clerk. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
KING] in charge of this bill how many other relief bills have been 
passed for the same party to whom this bill applies. 

Mr. KING. None. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report of the committee upon the 
pending bill. 

Pending the reading of the report, 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. My point is that the Chair announced at the com- 
mencement that this hour began at twenty minutes past 2. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The Chair stated, as he was informed by the Clerk at the Speaker’s 
desk, that the hour began at twenty-two minutes past 2. The hour 
has now expired. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
Speaker’s table and refer to the Committee on Claims the bill (S. 10) 
forthe relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Kentucky peniten- 

There a objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to submit a report. 


The Chair is taking the report as to the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. [call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro . The r order is demanded by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Warre}. 

Mr. WILLIS. As there was a call of committees yesterday, I move 
to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion to 


dispense with the morning hour was agreed to; and also moved to la 
that motion on the table. , 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIS. I now move that the House resolve itself into the 


I ask unanimous consent to take from the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to resume the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of further considering the 
river and harbor appropriation bill. The pending question when the 
committee rose yesterday was on the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] to increase the appropriation for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Burlington, Vt., from twenty to 
twenty-one thousand dollars. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to further amend 
that paragraph by making the appropriation for the harbor of Burling- 
ton, Vt., $80,000. I invite attention to the report of the Chief of En- 
gineers, which will be found in volume 2, part 3, page 2157, in which 
it is stated that the estimated cost of repairs of the 1,100 linear feet of 
breakwater recently injured by the storms is $35,000, and that the 
cost of repairs of the additional 1,000 linear feet of the superstructure, 
which should be repaired next season, will be about $20,000. Now, 
sir, the committee proposes to make for that harbor altogether an ap- 
_propriation of only $20,000. I think that some explanation ought to 
be made to the House, to the committee, and to the country, as well 
as to the engineers having this work in charge, of the reasons why the 
committee propose to appropriate so smallasum. There can be but 
one reason for it, and it isthat we are afraid to pass a bill commensurate 
with the needs of commerce, we are afraid to pass a bill in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers. 

The chairman of the committee tells us that the committee has re- 
jected one hundred and forty of the rivers recommended in the Engi- 
neer report; but in this bill, which carries $12,000,000, they propose 
to appropriate something varying from $1,000 each for one hundred and 
forty-one rivers, so that they have rejected about one-half of those rec- 
ommended. 

I desire to repeat again in the hearing of this Committee of the Whole 
that it is a waste of money to make niggardly appropriations in the 
| prosecution of these public works. The machinery is there; the plant 
is there; the annual expenses of employés above the grade of laborers 
goon; the salaries of the civil engineers as well as the regular engineers 
continue. All these expenses must go on whether the appropriation is 
$20,000 or $80,000. If you appropriate $20,000, a larger percentage of 
| the appropriation will go for the pay of officers, the keeping up of ma- 
| chinery, and everything else in the way of equipage, than if you ap- 
propriate $30,000. 
| But, sir, the committee tell us that on the Ist of July, 1884, there 
was available for this work $383. Last year we made an appropriation 
of $50,000. The amount required for the completion of this project, 
which was begun away back in 1836, is $203,000. The amount that 
can be profitably expended during the fiscal year ending June 30, i886, 
is $80,000. Yet the committee proposes to have this branch of the En- 
gineer Corps undertake to do this work for $20,000. Does not every 
business man know that the expenses of the plant and the officers must 
| come out of this sum of $20,000, and that avery small portion of it 
| will be left for making repairs? And it is estimated that for repairs 
| alone $55,000 will be required—$20,000 for the repair of one stretch 
' 
' 
i 


| 
| 
| 


| and $35,000 for the repair of the other stretch. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the best and indeed the only reply 

| necessary to be made to the remarks of my colleague on this subject is 
that the harbor of Burlington is represented on this floor by the gen- 

tleman from Vermont [Mr. StewArtT], who is now present, and en 

| tirely acquiesces in the action of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

| I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky, as modified, to make the appropriation $20,000, it was not 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Boston, Mass. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, Phad hoped to have the opportu- 
nity to discuss this bill during the progress of the general debate; but I 
labored under the same misfortune as many other members in not being 
able to participate in any of the time, which was controlled entirely by ° 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I shall accordingly be com- 
pelled to take such advantage as I can of the five-minute debate to in- 
terject, in as condensed form as I may, what remarks I have to make 
concerning this river and harbor appropriation bill. 

As much as any member on the floor I regret the manner in which 
this bill was prepared and the course pursued by the committee in 
limiting general debate, and thus preventing a more general considera- 
tion of its provisions. I neither approve of the peculiar privacy in 
which the bill was framed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
nor of the results, necessarily proceeding from such a course, so evident 
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upon the face of their work. It is this state of facts which necessitated 
the criticisms which have been made concerning many of the appro- 
priations proposed by this bill, and compels me, at this otherwise per- 
baps unseasonable time, to present certain facts and suggestions for 
consideration which might have been more pertinent in the general 
debate, but which the course adopted by the committee, against the 
protests of many of us, then afforded me no opportunity to submit. 

I favor, and I represent a constituency which strongly favors, reason- 
ably liberal appropriations for the improvement of all such rivers and 
harbors as are legitimate objects of national bounty, and to provide all 
proper safeguards for navigation and for the protection of our great 
commercial interests; but I do protest against the provisions of a bill 
which discriminates, as this bill does, against the important interests 
of my own locality and State, and against the interests of large sections 
of this country and in favor of other sections. 

The Committeeon Rivers and Harbors, according to theirreport, have 
included in this bill appropriations amounting, in the aggregate, to 
$12,323,700, embracing some very doubtful and some unworthy objects 
of appropriation, as I believe a careful inspection of the items will 
show, being more than 35 per cent. of the total estimates submitted by 
the engineers; yet the flexible theory, or lack of theory, upon which 
this bill was constructed, while rejecting entirely one hundred and forty 
of the appropriations called for in the Book of Estimates—one of those 
rejected being for the completion of the important harbor of refuge at 
Block Island, in my own State—reduces many appropriations far below, 
the amounts required for the proper prosecution of meritorious works 
now in progress, and far below 35 per cent. of the estimates and rec- 
ommendations of the engineers, but appropriates great sums for numer- 
ous less deserving projects, and frequently 50 per cent., and sometimes 
100 per cent. of the estimates; gives $750,000 for the harbor of Galves- 
ton without any estimate at all, and casts millions of dollars into the 
turbid waters of the Mississippi with but a possibility of any resulting 
improvement to that wayward stream. 

The bill opens modestly, I admit, with the apparent purpose of ap- 
propriating 25 per cent. of the amounts recommended by the engineers; 
and that rule appears to have been very rigidly applied in the appro- 
priations conceded to my locality. 

The bill ignores large Government interests and the necessities of a 
great line of water travel and transportation at Newport, R. I., by a 
strict application of the 25 per cent. limitation. The work in progress 
in Providence River and Narraganset Bay, demanded in the interest 
of a large existing and increasing commerce and a work of national 
importance, receives but 25 per cent. of the appropriation recommended 
therefor, that is to say, but $25,000. The same rule is very generally 
and persistently applied, with but rare exceptions, I believe, to the 
entire Northern Atlantic coast. 

But the liberality of the committee has wonderfully expanded and 
their conscience has become singularly elastic as they reach those 
States represented upon the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
those sections of the country most largely represented upon that com- 
mittee. 

Savannah, Charleston, and Mobile are given appropriations ranging 
from $85,000 to $150,000 each for works of far less national importance 
than those in progress in my own State, and for the benefit of a com- 
merce far inferior to that of the city of Providence. One hundred and 
twenty thousand dollars are appropriated for the harbor of Mobile— 
50 per cent. of the amount recommended; $175,000 for the Great Ka- 
nawha River, $48,900 for the Monongahela, $40,000 for the Coosa, 
$112,500 for the Cumberland, and $350,000 for the Tennessee, the lat- 
ter being more than 63 per cent. of the amount recommended; but each 
of these projects is located in a State represented on the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors; and when we come to the State represented by the 
chairman of that committee we find an appropriation for the Kentucky 
River of $200,000, nearly one-half the amount recommended, and an 
appropriation of $125,000 for the Falls of the Ohio at Louisville! 

Mr. WILLIS. 1 rise to oppose the amendment, and ask for a vote. 

The guestion being taken on the amendment of Mr. SPooNER, it was 
not agreed to.- 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
ate’’ anything. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw any “‘insinuation.’’ [Laughter]. 

I insinuate nothing and inten? to impute no unworthy motive to any 
member. I simply intend to call attention to the monstrous inequali- 
ties presented by this bill—the necessary result of the privacy in which 
the bill was framed and the consequent lack ofinformation in the com- 
mittee concerning the comparative merits and necessity of the various 
projects under consideration. 

Gentlemen who have preceded me in their criticisms of this bill have 
been accused of raising a sectional issue here; but that issue was raised 
by the committee itself, when it brought in a bill which inyites and 
justifies these comparisons. The natural and necessary criticisms upon 
this bill are only such as the bill itself presents to the House. Now, 
I believe the fact to be, and I can only so reconcile the protestations 
and statements of the committee with. the evidently unjust discrimi- 
nations made, that the committee were utterly uninformed or misin- 


I move to strike out the word next to the last. 
I hope the gentleman does not intend to ‘‘insina- 
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formed concerning many matters and statistics most pertinent and es- 
sential to the consideration of river and harbor appropriations, and to 
their fair, reasonable, and equitable apportionment. 

It is no sufficient or fit answer to these criticisms for the committee 
to tell us that no sectional issue was raised or mooted in their delibera- 
tions, and that they had no intention of extending liberal appropriations 
to one portion of the country at the expense of another portion. The 
fact still remains that such discrimination exists and is readily traced, 
as has been already indicated, and stares at us from almost every page 
of the bill. 

The gentleman from Texas the other day saw fit to refer slightingly 
to the little State I have the honor to represent upon this floor, illus- 
trating, I think, the need of that same information on his part concern- 
ing the comparative magnitude of Rhode Island interests, the want of 
which by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has resulted in this 
very unequal, unjust, and imperfect bill. It is this ignorance and its 
necessary results of which I complain. 

It might seem preposterous for me Mr. Chairman, to attempt com- 
parison of the little State of Rhode Island, at which the gentleman al- 
most sneered, with the great empire State of Texas. But if the com- 
mittee will permit the opportunity, and I will try to seek it, I will make 
such comparison here and now. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose.the gentleman does not want to do me 
injustice. I made no sneer at Rhode Island, and the gentleman is en- 
tirely too sensitive, as there is no earthly ground for it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It appeared so in the printed remarks of the gen- 
tleman; and my attention has been called to it by several members in 
private upon the floor. 

Texas, Mr. Chairman, embraces a territory more than two hundred 
and forty-one times larger than that of the State of Rhode Island, and 
I shall not attempt to moot the question of whether Texas is not larger 
in area than my own little State. The population of Texas is more 
than five times that of Rhode Island. Yet all that broad expanse of 
territory, comprising an area of 262,290 square miles, with its buildings 
and improvements, constituting the real estate of that immense State, 
is of an assessed value but little exceeding that of the 1,085 square 
miles of Rhode Island. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The Committee of the Whole bere rose informally, and Mr. Finp- 
LAY took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported a bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for 
the legislative and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope we will have a vote now. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to yield my time to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. PAYNE. Give him five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tle Chair will remark it again that there has 
been no disposition to cut off debate in any form, but the rule requires 
five minutes debate on either side, and hen another gentleman rises 
to take the floor the Chair treats it as an objection and varying from 
therule. Therefore the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, we will get on with the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. The gentleman from Rhode Island stated 
that a rule had been adopted by the committee appropriating 25 per 
cent. of amount estimated by the engineers, and that in some localities 
this rule was enforced ve: rigidly, while in others an elastic arrange- 
ment had been adopted. ‘lo show how unfounded this imputation is 
: will refer tosome appropriations as arranged in this bill and give the 

acts. 

The town of New London, Conn., is not, I believe, very distant from 
where the gentleman resides. The amount appropriated for that town 
in this bill is $4,000. Now, if the gentleman will refer to the report 
of the engineers for the amount estimated for that place, he will find 
it is $6,200; $4,000 on that amounts to 66 percent. That is rather 
elastic for a 25 per cent. rule. 

He says, moreover, that when we come to other parts of the country, 
to Alabama, for instance, that 25 cent. was not adhered to. I ask 
him to look at the amount appropriated for the Cahawba River, namely, 
$10,000, and then consult the Engineers’ recommendation for that river 
of $100,000. Only 10 per cent. was riated by the committee for 
that river on the amount which the engineers report could be profit- 
ably expended. Is that elastic? 


I reserve all points of order. 
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I call the gentleman’s attention also to the Alabama River. The | Mr. BELFORD. I do not want to occupy the gentleman's time. | 
engineers recommended an appropriation there of $50,000. The com- | want him to get in all he can. But it seems to me an extraordinary 
mittee have given $10,000—only 20 per cent. Is that elastic? Now | proceeding to allow a gentleman to move to strike out the last word of 
look to the Detroit River, in Michigan, and you will find that the com- | a section; then, when he has consumed five minutes, to move to strike 
mittee give the full amount of the appropriation asked for, 100 per | out the next last word, and so on continuously. If that is permitted, 
cent., being $27,700. Look also at the Ohio River; there the commit- the gentleman may stand there discussing this bill through the whole 
tee have given over 50 per cent. of the recommendation of the engineers. | time of this session of Congress. I say that such a thing was never 

But the gentleman alluded to Mobile as getting $120,000 in this bill. | heard of in this House before, at least during the eight years I have 
Now, the rule adopted by the committee was not adhered to when a | been a memrber of it. he speech of the gentleman from Rhode Island 
small amount as compared with the total cost of an improvement would | is very profitable and absolutely improving to our minds; but I protest 
complete the work. That was the case on the Detroit River, and hence | against the right of a member to rise in his place and move first to 
the committee gave the full amount. In the case of the Tennessee | strike out the last word, then to move to strike out the second last word, 
River, referred to by the gentleman from Rhode Island, the $350,000 | and so on, and to speak to each motion. I say it is in the face of the 
completes that important national improvement. Why, sir, $4,000,000, | rule which directs that a member shall not speak but once on a bill or 
or thereabout, have been expended by the General Government and | motion until every other member of the House is heard. _ I want to 
the State of Alabama 6n thatimprovement. And it should be remem- | know whether the Chair rules you can get up and move to strike out 
bered that this is not like the appropriations for many other rivers. | the last word, and when your five minutes have expired that you can 
Other rivers are navigable and can be utilized while the work pro- | then move to strike out the second last word, and when a second five 
gresses, but navigation on this river is wholly obstructed by the Muscle | minutes have expired that you can then move to strike out the last 
Shoals, and appropriations heretofore made are of no use to commerce, | three words, and soon? I want to know that, because I wish to get 
and will not be until the work iscompleted. By making an appropria- | in remarks on this bill myself. 
tion of $350,000 we complete this improvement, and they get the benefit The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state on the point raised by the 

' 











of all the money that has been heretofore expended uponit, and open up | gentleman from Colorado that all this is a very extraordinary proceed - 

the river to a navigable length of 1,000 miles from Virginia through Ten- | ing; but there is no rule known to the Chair that prevents gentlemen 

nessee, Alabama, and Kentucky to the Ohio River. That consider- | making successive motions of this kind unless the committee chooses 
ation influenced the committee in appropriating the whole amount. | to rise and limit the debate. The gentleman from Rhode Island will 

In the case of Mobile, $240,000 will complete the project. which was es- | proceed. ; j 

timated in 1878 to cost $800,000, and the committee was influenced | Mr. WILLIS. | hope now, Mr Chairman, that we will have a vote. 

in appropriating 50 per cent. of the $240,000, so that inthe nextan-| Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the motion that I made. and move to 

nual appropriation an appropriation of another $120,000 will complete | strike out the fourth word. 

the project. i Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, | hope the gentleman from Rhode 
{Here the hammer fell. } | Island will not insist upon a general discussion in this manner. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for a vote. | Mr.SPOONER. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky wil! not in- 
Mr. SPOONER. Unfortunately none of the illustrations referred to | sist upon his objection when it is remembered that the committee have 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. JoNEs] who has just occupied | controlled all the time for general debate. 

the floor "help the interests in my own district and other localities, Mr. WILLIS. I submit in good faith to the gentleman whether he 

where the inflexible rule of 25 per cent. only of the amount recom- | thinks the river and harbor appropriations are being advanced by this 

mended by the engineers has been applied by this bill, and where one discussion ? = Nb 

meritorious object of appropriation, the harbor and breakwater at Block | Mr. SPOONER. Ido, sir. The provisions of this bill demand con- 

Island, a very necessary work of national importance which $15,000 | sideration such as | believe | am assisting to secure. — : 

would complete, has been omitted entirely from the bill. Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman must know that he is not in order in 
But I will proceed, sir, with my comparison concerning the State | this manner, and I appeal to him in view of the condition of the public 

of Texas. The assessed value of the real estate in Texas is $205,508,- | business to let us go on with this bill. 

924—— Mr.SPOONER. The chairman of the committee thought it per- 
Mr. REAGAN. What date does the gentleman refer to? fectly right and proper that the members of the committee should have 
Mr. SPOONER. Eighteen hundred and eighty. All of these fig- | all the time in general debate. He thought it proper that each mem 

ures are taken from the census of that year. ber of the committee who favored the bill should occupy an hour in 
That is an average value of only about $783 per square mile. general debate; and no gentleman not a member of the committee was 
Mr. REAGAN. I suppose the gentleman knows that there has been | permitted to say a word without their consent. I think we have good 

g reason to be dissatisfied with the manner in which the bill has been pre- 

Mr. SPOONER. While the assessed value of real estate in the little | pared and reasonable general debate upon it refused. I seek the oppor- 

State of Rhode Island is $188,234,459; an average value of over $173,478 | tunity, therefore, by the indulgence of the House, to occupy such time as 

per square mile. I can secure in presenting these comparative statistics. They illustrate 


a very great, a very material, change since the date of that report. 


Mr. MILLS. The taxable property in the State of Texas has in- | the suggestions I have made concerning the misapprehension which ex- 
creased over $100,000,000 in one year—the year before last. ists as to the relative importance of different localities and the magni- 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir; and we have been increasing up our way | tude of various interests; and I consider them entirely germane to the 


a little, too. consideration of this bill. 


Mr, MILLS. Nothing to compare with that. AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. SPOONER. We have been marching in that direction all It may, perhaps, seem preposterous to compare the agricultural in- 
through the past; and the enterprise of our people is certainly equal, | terests of Rhode Island with those of Texas; for Rhode Island is not 
and that can be demonstrated, to that of the people of any other por- | only small in area, but her agricultural interests, which are of minor 
tion of the country, to say the least; and I see no reason to doubt that, | importance, ure overshadowed by the magnitude of her other industries. 


if the statistics were available, a present comparison would present | And yet what do the statistics show us? Persons engaged in agricult- 
substantially the same results indicated by those of the census of 1880. | ure in Texas, 359,317; in Rhode Island, 10,945; number of farms in 
» Texas being regarded asa great agricultural State, gentlemen may | ‘Texas, 174,184—more than twenty-eight times as many as in Rhode 
be inclined to smile at an attempt to compare her agricultural inter- Island, where there are 6,216. 
ests with those of Rhode Island; yet I would like to submit a few facts | The total number of acresof land in the farms of Texas is 36,292,219 
even in that direction. acres; in Rhode Island farms 514,813 acres; Texas having in her farms 
[Here the hammer fell. | | more than seventy acres of land for each acre in Rhode Island farms. 
_ During the delivery of Mr. Spoon rR’s remarks the following proceed- The farms in Texas average two hundred and eight acres to each farm; 
ings occurred: | those in Rhode Island average eighty-two acres to each farm. The value 
r. WILLIS. I ask for a vote on this amendment. | of all the farms in Texas is $170,468,886. The value of all the farms 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- | in Rhode Island is $25,882,079. The average values of the farms in the 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner]. respective States are—in Texas $979 per farm; in Rhode Island $4,162 
The amendment was not agreed to. | per farm. Yet, notwithstanding the very much larger average area of 
Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the fifth last word. Texas farms—the average number of aeres in each Texas farm being 
. Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of | more than two and a half times the average number of acres in each 
limiting debate on this section. | Rhode Island farm, and the improved land in each Texas farm averag 
Mr. HART. Is it understood that the gentleman from Kentucky | ing nearly double that in each Rhode Island farm—each Texas farm 
[Mr. WILLIs] proposes to limit debate on the entire section. | produces, on the average, less than two-thirds in value of what is pro 
Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw the motion. duced by each Rhode Island farm. 
Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend by striking out the fourth word | 
before the last. 
Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BELFORD. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. SPOONER. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 


| Texas is the great cattle State, and the value of all the live-stoek on 
| all the farms in Texas is $60,307,987. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

| Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw my amendment. 

| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I renew it and yield my time to th 
gentleman from Rhode Island. 
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Sprincer). The time of the gentleman 
from Rhode Island has expired. question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from. Kentucky [Mr. WHrre}. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I rise to oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, and yield my time to the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. SpoowER}. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SprInGER). 
read Clause 6 of Rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Chair directs the Clerk to 


No member shall speak more than once to the same question without leave 
of the House unless he be the mover or introducer of the matter pending, in 
which case he shall be permitted to speak in reply, but not till every member 


choosing to speek shall have spoken. 


Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I move to strike out the first word. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair is of opinion that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The pending motion is that 
submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE], to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may be permitted to say a word I would re- 
mark if the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors would 
be a little more liberal I think we would get along faster. I have no 
wish to delay the committee in getting along with the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the gentleman from Rhode Island does not wish 
to delay the committee in getting along with the bill, why does he de- 
lay it with this quarrel between two States as to which has most popu- 
lation or wealth or business? What has that to do with this bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. I was trying to illustrate what I believe to be the 
fact, that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was not properly in- 
formed or was misinformed as to the condition of different sections of 
the country. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky, it was not to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the Clerk to proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last word, and 
yield my time to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner]. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair is of opinion this 
can not be done except by unanimous consent. The Chair has had the 
rule read and it is to be executed in its spirit. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will occupy the floor in my time. 

Mr. BELFORD. That is a greater infliction than the other. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is very evident, Mr. Chairman, the 
clause under consideration proposes a small part of what is recom- 
mended by the Engineer Department. The committee recommends 
$5,000. I call attention to the report of the engineers on page 522, in 
which it is stated that the amount that can be profitably expended in 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1866, is $16,000. It is estimated that 
it will require $85,000 to complete this project. Now, sir, at the rate 
of $5,000 a year it must be clear to this committee and to the country 
as well that you will keep the Engineer Corps there, you will require 
the machinery to remain there seventeen years tocomplete that project, 
when by the appropriation recommended by the Chief of Engineers it 
can be completed in five years, and your corps of engineers then can be 
withdrawn and put on some other work and this expenditure stopped. 

It is no economy to dribble out these expenditures in this manner. 
It is only worthy of the Democratic party, which for seventy years said 
that appropriations for internal improvements are unconstitutional, 
and then went to Chicago in 1884 and declared in their platform that 
they were in favor of appropriations for improving the Mississippi and 
the other great water ways. If this is not a great water way, strike it 
out and do not appropriatea dollar. But if itis a great water way, thea 
appropriate enough to keep the work going on rapidly with a view to 
its early completion. It will cost $85,000 to complete this work, and 
at the rate of $5,000 a year, as recommended by the committee, it will 
take seventeen years to complete it; but if the engineers are correct in 
their estimates that $16,000 can be used wisely, economically, profit- 
ably in the next fiscal year, then, I say, it is niggardly in us to refase 
to appropriate the money. I therefore hope that the amount will be 
increased to that which is recommended by the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, unless the: gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. SPOONER] reallyintends to oppose the amendment I shall 
object to his taking the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman,I hope this interruption will not 
come out of my time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to oppose the amendment in good faith. If 
the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner] rises with the same 
purpose he is entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Sprivcrr). The gentleman from Rhode 
Island stated that he desired to oppose the amendment, and therefore 
he was recognized; otherwise he would not have been i If 
he says now that he does not intend to oppose the amendment, the 
Chair will be compelled to recognize some other gentleman. 


Mr. SPOONER. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman says that he rises in good faith to 
oppose the amendment, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not think that any question ought to be 
raised here as to the good faith of a member, except by a full commit- 
tee. [Laughter.] 

The question was taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. WHITE, 
of Kentucky, and it was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 


Mr. SPOONER. AsI was remarking, the value of all the live-stock 
on the farms in Texas is $60,307,987, being less than twenty-seven times 
the value of the live-stock on Rhode Island farms, although Texas is 
more than two hundred and forty-one times larger than Rhode Island, 
the value of the live-stock on all the farms in Rhode Island amounting 
to $2,254,142. Or, to state it in another manner, the average value of 
live-stock on each Rhode Island farm is just about two and a half times 
greater than the average value of live-stock on each Texas farm. 

But let us refer to those interests which come a little nearer the sub- 
ject-matter of this bill. The total exports of cattle, sheep, and swine, 
from all the customs districts of Texas, in 1880, amounted in value to 
$418,552. And yet the great lines of steamers which ply back and 
forth from the city of Providence carry loads of merchandise daily 
greater in value than that total annual export from Texas. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. Will the gentleman from Rhode. Island allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. Do you claim the exports from all the customs 
districts in Texas amount to only the sum you have named ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I speak now of the exports of cattle, sheep, and 
swine only, which represent the great industry of Texas. 


FISHERIES. 


In the fisheries in Texas 601 persons were employed; in Rhode 
Island, 2,310. The value of the annual product in Texas was $128,300; 
in Rhode Island, $880,915; that is to say, with her t line of sea- 
coast as compared with that of the State of Rhode the total 
value of the product of the fisheries in Texas was only about one-sev- 
enth the value of those in Rhode Island, and the value of the same per 
capita to the persons employed less than four-sevenths in Texas of what 
it was in Rhode Island. 


MANUFACTURES. 


I now.come to those industries in my own State, to which I may refer 
with just pride. From an unwilling soil the prudent and indastrious 
farmers of Rhode Island have wrung such tavorable results as I have 
indicated as the fruits of intelligent, thrifty agriculture; from her in- 
land waters and the stormy Atlantic her hardy, venturesome fishermen 
have gathered comfortable support, competence, or fortune; her com- 
merce has sailed on every sea and to every clime; her sons have achieved 
success and wow seat ney een J in every direction where intelligence, 
enterprise, and i table perseverance could carry them, and despite 
unpropitious circumstances have erected within her narrow boundaries 
a State great in the magnitude of her varied interests and diversified 
industries. In manufactures Rhode Island stands pre-eminent. A|- 
though, by the census of 1880, Texas ai to have had 2,996 man- 
ufacturing establishments and Rhode Island only 2,205, the total capital 
invested therein in Texas was less than one-eighth of the capital so in- 
vested in Rhode Island, and the value of the total annual products 
thereof less than one-fifth in Texas of the value of the same in Rhode 
Island, while the wages paid in all such establishments in Texas 
amounted to less than one-sixth of such wages in Rhode Island. 

COTTON MANUFACTURES. 

Rhode Island is the second cotton-manu facturing State in the Union— 
second only to Massachusetts—with an invested capital therein, in 1880, 
of upward of $28,000,000, being more than three times the amount of 
the total capital of all the manufacturing establishments of Texas; pay- 
ing annual wages therein of nearly five and a half millions of dollars; 
with an annual product of the value of nearly $23,000,000, and of greater 
value than the entire products of all the manufactures of Texas; em- 
ploying more than one and three-quarter million spindles and con- 
suming more than 81,000,000 pounds of cotton annually. 


SHIPPING. 

Rhode Island, in 1880, had a larger numberof sail vessels than Texas, 
with a tonnage more than double that of Texas; she had twice the num- 
ber of steamers that Texas had, with a total tonnage nearly five times 
greater; and her commerce and commercial interests far exceeded those 
not only of Texas, but of many of the States which receive very much 
larger consideration in this bill. 

lam not seeking to make any invidious comparisons, and I regret 
the necessity which has compelled me to draw attention to these sta- 


tistical (ucts, so ve in their proper application. They illus- 
trate the merits of respective claims for just and reasonable appro- 
priations by this based, as all such claims should be, upon the 
material business commercial interests in whose behalf alone they 


aes 
I committee the justice to believe that if they had known and 
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appreciated these facts, which, with their proper deductions, I am at- 
tempting to impress upon them, as thoroughly as they understood the 
requirements in their own States, they would not have brought in this 
incongruous bill, nor recommended such grossly disproportionate ap- 
propriations as it contains. I have no design to draw any comparison | 
unfavorable to the State of Texas; my attention was specially directed 
to that State by reason of the reference of the gentleman [M r. REAG AN] | 
to Rhode Island, and on account of the enormous appropriation pro- 
posed by this bill for the harbor of Galveston, so disproportionate to | 
the existing commerce of that port. I might have illustrated the same 
argument by reference to other equally suggestive statistics. 

The last official report shows that of all the States in the Union but | 
sixteen had a larger number of vessels, June 30, 1854, than Rhode Isl- | 
and; and that even among those sixteen there were three States each | 
of which, although credited with a larger number of vessels than Rhode | 
Island, was her inferior in total tonnage; and, which may seem more 
surprising, that of the fourteen States represented on the committee 
which reported this bill there are six neither of which had half as many 
vessels nor half the amount of total tonnage which Rhode Island pos- 
sessed, and two of the six States last referred to appear to have had no | 
vessels whatsoever. me 

The foreign commerce of Providence is not large; it is very small in | 
comparison with her domestic commerce. Yet I find that in the last | 
fiscal year the duties collected on imports at Galveston amounted to 
only four-fifths of the amount collected at Providence; at Savannahand 
Mobile, respectively, less than one-third as much as at Providence, and 
at Charleston but one-fifth as much. Indeed, in only two customs dis- 
tricts or ports south of Baltimore, namely, at New Orleans and Key 
West, was solarge an amountof such duties collected as at Providence. 
I fear that many of you gentlemen from other States but little ap- 
preciate the magnitude of our varied interests, of which our commerce 
forms no insignificant part. 

Not only my own State, but all Central New England, is largely de- 
pendent upon that great channel of commerce, through Narraganset 
Bay and Providence River to the harbor of Providence for the conven- 
ient and economical receipt of those vast supplies which their people 
and their manufacturing industries consume and for exporting their 
immense manufactured products. By reference to the latest available 
statistics I find that during the year 1883 the number of vessels arriv- 
ing at and sailing from the port of Providence was 17,104, with a total 
tonnage of 4,522,768 tons, and transporting 1,539,554 tons of freight and 
549,711 including in the freight brought during that year to 
said port 952,747 tons of coal, 1,314,565 bushels of grain, 4,676 barrels 
of flour, 38,860 bales of wool, and 221,897 bales of cotton—more than 
three times as much cotton as was shipped from Mobile by vessels dur- 
ing the year 1884. 

lines of steamers run between Providence and New York, 
Philadelphia, Norfolk, and Baltimore, transporting great quantities of 
freight, and a portion of them conveying many thousands of passengers 
annually through that great artery of commerce and of inland inter- 
communication extending from Providence to the ocean. The project 
for the improvement of that great water way is of national importance; 
and its progress and completion, to secure safe and sufficient facilities 
for the commerce which seeks that route, demand the earnest and con- 
siderate attention of Con 

I trust that this and the other important river and harbor improve- 
ments in Rhode Island, as well as throughout the country, may receive 
just recognition; that, by proper amendments, the monstrous inequal- 
ities of this bill may be corrected, and that we may be able to finally 
complete and pass a river and harbor appropriation bill which will 
commend itself to our own good judgment and to the intelligent judg- 
ment of the country. ‘ 

I will print in the Recorp a few statistics, presenting in a compre- 
hensive form some of the facts and figures to which I have referred, and 
illustrative of the suggestions I have attempted to impress upon the 
committee and the House: 


Facis from the census of 1880 and other official sources. 














In Texas In Rhode Island. 
AREA, POPULATION, ETC. | 
Area in square miles................ Siianen 262,290 | 1, 085 
nc FE LEE ELT EER 1,591,749 | 276, 531 
Assessed value of all real estate.........0.....0..... $205, 508,924 00 $188,224 459 00 
Average value per square mile.............c.000... $783 00 | $173, 478 00 


AGRICULTURAL. 





Persons engaged in agriculture.................... i 359,317 | 10, 945 
Number of farms.................c0.00e0000s 174, 184 6, 216 
Total acres in farms....................cc00-ceees 36, 292, 219 514, 813 
Average number of acres in each farm... 208 | 82 
Total acres of improved land in farma........... 12, 650,314 298, 486 
Average number of acres of improved land | 

RE Chink Jevncscenes catanihcecchémeinioccniel 
Total value of farms*..................... a 
Average value of each farm................... 


Value of farm productions................. ei 
Value of live-stock on farms f..........0.......00000 





| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 





| Mr. CANNON. 


Facts from the census of 1880 and other official source s—Continued. 





In Texas. In Rhode Island. 
FISHERIES 
Persons employed 601 2 310 
value of annual product $128. 300 00 $880,915 00 
MANUFACTURES 
| Number of establishments ee 2 996 2 205 
Total capital ; - $9, 245, 561 00 $75, 575, 9443 00 
Annual wages paid oa ian $3, 343, O87 00 $21. 355. 619 00 


Value of annual product $20, 719, 928 00 $104, 163, 621 00 


COTTON MANUFACTURES 
Capital invested . ; , ; —e $28, 047, 331 00 
t 


Spindles employed 1, 764, 569 


Cotton annually consumed .. pounds 





81, 137,172 
Value of said cotton eines $10, 457,770 00 
Annual wages of operatives re sae a $5, 320, 308 00 
Value of annual product $22, 875, LLL 00 
SHIPPING 
Number of steamers, 1880 natal 5 70 
Tonnage of same, 1880 .. ... tons 4,351.91 21, 486. 52 
Number of sail vessels, 1880........... . 230 241 
Tonnage of same, 1880 ................... tons 7,712.50 16, 587. 91 
Total vessels, June 30, 1884. ...........ccscceseeeeeeeeee 267 291 
Total tonnage, June 30, 1884............. tons 10, 802. 00 41, 499. 35 
INTERNAL REVENUE 

Total amount collected from 1866 to 1884, in- 

III suitdinadeticesmstvenaneninai aehenetieaaaia ; $11, 152, 276 56 $20, 800,562 86 
Total amount collected from 1868 to 1884, in- 

clusive........ eiccdintcanaedhs $11, 152,276 56 $27, 925, 262 73 


Amount collected in year 1880 .................. $233, 106 55 
Same, being per capita upon basis of popu- 
RN i ncerncsiniuisaccinvtiaconath “ cents 14.6 76.2 


$210, 883 98 


* The total value of farms in Texas is nearly 83 per cent. of the assessed value 
of all real estate in Texas; the total value of farms in Rhode Island is less than 
14 per cent. of the assessed value of her real estate. 

+ The live-stock on each Rhode Island farm is, on an average, about two and 
one-half times the value of the live-stock on each Texas farm. 


Commercial. 


y Pp: Saw iy : taluvna. > tle 
AtCharles- At Savan At Mobile. ‘At Galves- | At Provi 
ton. nah, ton. dence. 


Total duties col- 
lected on imports, 
year ending June 
See $29,475 42 $56,409 85 $50,138 74 $151,855 41 $189, 864 63 

Vessels arrivedand 
sailed, one year, 

EE im 1,034 1, 080 541 

Tonnage of same, 
DB svcccctctetasevecties 


pamenonti nen 17, 104 


1, 066, 601 279, 301 





Cotton received at Mobile from all sources, both by rail and water, during 
year, 260,911 bales; total cotton shipped from Mobile by vessels during year, 
73,920 bales ; total cotton received at Providence by vessels during year, 221,897 
bales. 


In each case the year for which the latest statistics were available, being 1883 
or 1884, or the year embracing a portion of both said years, is referred to. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentleman 
from Rhode Island has the floor. Am I correctin that? — 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Rhode Isl- 
and rose to speak to an amendment which he had proposed, and the 
Chair decided that he must confine his remarks to the subject-matter 
before the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. ‘Then, as I understand it, all the Chair 
can say to the gentleman from Rhode Island under the rule is that he 
shall proceed in order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). Yes. 

As to whether the gentleman’s remarks are apt and 
proper, the Chair of course can not rule on that question. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair has decided that the 
gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPooNER] must confine himself to 
the subject under consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, that he must proceed in order; but I sup- 
‘pose the gentleman from Rhode Island is to judge whether his remarks 
are in order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SprinGER). The Chair must decide whether 
the gentleman is in order or not. ‘The gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. SPooNER] will proceed in order. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, what I have said by way of com- 
parison between my own State and the State of Texas, and of the ap- 
propriations made for each, is what might be said of almost all appro- 
priations proposed to be made by this bill for improvements in the New 
England States, as compared with those for other sections of the coun- 
try represented largely upon this floor by the members of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. Let me give, in illustration of this, some com 
mercial statistics. 
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair is of opinion that 

the gentleman is not conforming to the rule—not discussing the ques- | 
tion before the committee. That question is in reference to the im- 
provement of the harbor of Nantucket, and the Chair is willing to hear | 
the gentleman from Rhode Island on his amendment. But, as the 
point of order has been made, the Chair must insist that the gentleman | 
shall proceed in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman will state his 

point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. If l understand the ruling of the Chair, no member | 

can proceed in discussion of a motion here unless his line of discussion 
conforms to the judgment of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). 


i 
What is the point of order that 
the gentleman from lilinois [Mr. CANNON] makes? 

Mr. CANNON. [ am trying to find out whether I understand the | 
ruling of the Chair. | understand the Chair to hold that he is to judge 
of whether a gentleman is proceeding in order and confining himself to 
the amendment before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). Does the gentleman from IIli- | 
nois rise to a parliamentary inquiry or to a question of order? If he | 
rises to a parliamentary inquiry, he will please state it. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to find out the scope of the ‘ling of the | 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair is of opinion that a | 
point of order must be submitted in the first instance to the decision of 
the Chair; but it is in the power of the Committee of the Whole, upon | 
an appeal, to reverse that decision. ‘The Chair is of opinion that the 
gentleman occupying the floor must speak to the clause now before the 
committee, and unless he does so he is out of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. Dol understand the Chair to rule that I am not 
permitted by way of illustration to draw a comparison as between cer- 
tain ports, or certain sections of this country, or certain States, in order 
to point the significance of my remarks ? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island that if he will, in good faith, state to the 
committee that he intends this line of discussion for the purpose of | 
illustrating his remarks in regard to this clause he will be in order, | 
and the Chair will hear him to that extent. 


Mr. SPOONER. Why should I alone be required to allege goo 
| 


faith? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object to the ruling of the Chair that the 
gentleman from Rhode Island must make a declaration of his good 
faith. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). ‘The gentleman from Maine has 
not the floor unless he rises to a question of order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. My point is that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole has not the right to require a gentleman on this 
floor to make a statement in regard to his good faith. That is pre- 
sumed. . 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). If the gentleman does not de- 
sire to make the statement the Chair will not insist upon it. The 
Chair believes the Committee of the Whole will certainly bear him out 
in holding that the gentleman from Rhode Island is not proceeding in 
order. If the Committee of the Whole were compelled to be subject to 
proceedings of this kind, all possibility of ever terminating business in 
Committee of the Whole would be at an end. Therefore the Chair 
thinks the gentleman ought to confine himself to the subject under con- 
sideration; and in asking him to do so the Chair believes he is dis- 
charging his duty as chairman of the Committee of the Whole. If the 
gentleman from Rhode Island desires to proceed in order the Chair 
will hear him. 

During the delivery of Mr. SpooNgER’s remarks, the following pro- 
ceedings occurred: 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The point isthis: This paragraph provides 
for an improvement which is located in the State of Massachusetts, 
while the gentleman from Rhode Island is giving us a dissertation on 
the State of Rhode Island. He is not speaking to the proposition be- 
fore the House, and therefore is not in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I think the committee will get through | 
sooner by permitting the gentleman from Rhode Island to proceed. 

Mr.SPOONER. I shall endeavor to be heard before we get through 
with the bill, whether at this stage or at some other. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair will ask the Clerk to 
read clause 5 of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allgwed five minntes to explain any amendment he may offer,after which the 
member who shal! first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment 
that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an 
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amendment to an amendment shal! be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless 
by the unanimous consent of the committee. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that under 
that rule the gentleman from Rhode Island must either confine himself 


| to the discussion of the amendment in relation to this Nantucket im- 


provement or else yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr.SprinGcer). TheChairis of opinion that the 
gentleman must beallowed five minutes to explainany amendment that 
he may offer, but thatto be in order under the rule his remarks should 


| be directed to the paragraph under consideration. The Chair is aware 


that discussions have been frequently allowed on motions to strike out 
the last word, but such discussions, to be in order, must be upon the 


| subject-matter before the committee at the time. The gentleman from 
| Rhode Island is proceeding to discuss matters which are not before the 


committee at this time, and the Chair therefore thinks the point of order 
well taken. 

Mr. SPOONER. I shall not object to the ruling, Mr. Chairman, if 
it is applied with the same force to other members. So far it has not 


| been. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. SPOONER, it was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Newburyport, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $50,000. 


Mr. LONG. I movetoamend by inserting after the clause just read 
the following: 


Improving harbor at Hingham, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 


Mr. Chairman, I trust that this amendment, being a substantial one, 
will not be considered out of order. At the last session Congress or- 
dered a survey of Hingham Harbor with reference to the continuation 
of the improvements there. The report of the engineers was made as 
promptly as possible, but did not reach this House until the day on 
which the bill now pending was reported. The improvements neces- 
sary in the channel are a continuation of the removal of shingle and 
gravel, a continuation of certain dredging, and a continuation of the re- 
moval of certain ledges, at an estimated cost of some $18,000, with the 
effect of relieving a transportation which involves the carriage of hun- 
dreds of thousands of passengers and large quantities of freight. 

The engineer reports that the further improvement will be of great 
benefit and will require a comparatively small expenditure, and that in 
his opinion the harbor is worthy of improvement. I take it thatif this 
report had come to the committee before this bill had been reported 
there would have been no hesitation whatever in reporting a certain 
portion of the amount recommended by the engineers. This is not a 
question which I propose to argue. It is not a case in which I propose 
to solicit anything from the committee. I simply submit this to the 
House as a perfectly proper case for the amendment of the bill, and I 
do not believe the committee will oppose the proposition. This amend- 
ment contemplates an appropriation of one-third of the sum recom- 
mended by the engineers. _ 

Mr. WILLIS. This amendment is for a harbor upon which at the 
time the committee was not in session and there was noreport. There- 
fore that committee have never considered thisimprovement. We have 
not condemned it, nor do I know they have approved it. It is like one 
hundred and thirty or one hundred and forty other improvements for 
which surveys have been asked and reports made, but except in the 
case of one or two they have not been brought before the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

In my State of Kentucky I may say there were three or four reports, 
but the committee determined in view of the shortness of time they 
would not consider them, although, unlike this, they were before the 
committee. The committee expect at its next session to take up all 
these reports, when they will have time to consider the facts upon which 
they are based. 

I ask the gentleman to consider that these reports have not been be- 
fore the committee, and to wait until they can come u, in their order, 
when the committee will have full time to act upon them. 

Mr. LONG. I recognize the position in which the committee are 
placed as stated by the chairman. If this were a personal matter I 
would not hesitate to withdraw my request, but this is a matter affect- 
ing the interests of the constituency I represent. To them itis a ques- 
tion of having an improvement made now, as it ought to be, or waiting 
a yearandahalf. It isnot their fault that the report of the engineer 
was not insooner. It is not their fault that this provision was not in 
the bill when originally reported. I should not do my duty to them 


| if I did not ask the House on the recommendation of the engineer who 


was charged to make the survey and rt and who has reported fa- 


| vorably, to embody his report in legislation. 


I appreciate the fact the committee has not had time to consider this 
matter, ae this report has been before the House and committee 
since the ¢ of January last. If the committee are unable to deter- 
mine a little petty matter of this kind, certainly the House are able. 

As I said before, I do not propose to argue the matter or tease the 
committee or House, but simply to present the matter to the consider- 
ation of the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. _ Just one werd. In the last river and harbor bill all 
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surveys were submitted to the Chief of Engineers to state as to whether 
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they were worthy of improvement, and consequently whether they 


were of public necessity. Now, this report has not been before our 


committeeat all. Thereare one hundredand forty others which are in | 


the same position, and upon the hasty examination I have made at this 
moment J find the condition upon which appropriations were to be made 
are not fulfilled in this case. The engineer, Major Raymond, in his 
report—it is a partof Boston Harbor—says there is a channel which is 
used by quite a number of vessels. It has been much improved by the 
United States. The further improvement desired will probably be a 
great benefit and require but comparatively a small expenditure. | 
am of opinion the harbor is worthy of improvement. 
say that it is of public necessity. Those two conditions were required 
of all these surveys. 

So this is a matter which has not only not been before the committee, 


but had it been before the committee it would not have come up to the | 


| cost being the same, would be more useful than one great one, as the former 


measure prescribed by the House for all similar improvements, that they 
should not only be worthy of improvement, but they should be a pub- 
lie necessity. It only illustrates the necessity of having time to look 
into all these matters. 

Mr. LONG [I leave it to the House. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 61. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving national harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Massachusetts: Continu- 
ing improvement, $100,000. 


Mr. OATES. I move to strike that out. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the gentleman will withhold his motion unti! 
the report from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors can be made. 

Mr. OATES. I will withhold my motion, then, for that purpose, 
but with the understanding I shall make it again if I need it. 

Mr. STONE. I offer the following substitute for the paragraph 
which has been read, and I do it by instruction of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving national harbor of refuge of first class at Sandy Bay, Cape Ann, 
Massachusetts, $100,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation or any pre- 
vious appropriation shall be expended until a new board of three engineers, one 
of whom shall be a resident engineer of the district, to be detailed immediately 
by the Secretary of War, shall decide that this point is the best location on the 
coast for such a harbor that shall serve all the uses for which it may be needed 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HAMMOND). The gentleman from Alabama 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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in which our coasts abound, and the exposure of our navy-yards and our great 
maritime centers of commerce tothe assaults of an enemy’s fleet, it is whol! 
useless to construct an artificial harbor anywhere if its defensibility against a 
foreign enemy is to be regarded as one of its requisites 

It is not to be supposed that a feet would require a refuge from anenemy. A 
single ship might need such a place of retreat near Cape Ann, and this could be 
readily afforded by the existing harbor of Gloucester to the northwest of Boston, 
as it would on the south at Provincetown 

The Navy of the United States does not at this time require much space for its 
accommodation. Ifthenumber of ships be increased they will be steamers, and 
could readily be accommodated in the harbors of Boston, Portland, or Province- 
town, should it be deemed best to withdraw them from the open sea 

Leaving, then, the question of defense out of consideration, we shall discuss 
the proposed harbor only with regard to its value as a place of refuge during 


| storms. 


But he does not | 


Harbors of refuge are more important for sailing vessels than for steamers, as 
the latter are more navigable under the varying conditions of winds and cur- 
rents. And this consideration is becoming of more importance every year, as 
the commerce of the world is more and more carried on by steam, Asthe steam 
ers are more independent in movement as well as usually more quick, it would 
appear that a number of smaller harbors of refuge nearer together, the total 


} would be more convenient to the slower sailing vessels that happened to be 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. [ have watched the reading of this bill | 


with a view to offering an amendment when Plymouth Harbor was | 


reached, but I think it must have been overlooked, for I certainly did 
not hear the reading by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that the Clerk read the lines 
in which Plymouth occurs, and no point was made by any one, after 
which the next lines were read by the Clerk until he reached line 36, 
when the gentleman from Alabama moved to strike out lines 33, 34, 
and 35, and yielded to have read this proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and the gentleman from Alabama is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is wholly unnecessary. 
of liberal and reasonable appropriations to improve the water ways of 
this country, but I am not in favor of Congress embarking in the ex- 
penditure of money for any improvement which has been condemned 
by a board of engineers. 


I am in favor | 


caught by bad weather in their vicinity 

It must not be supposed that all wrecks would be prevented, if harbors of ref- 
uge, great and small, were numerous. Nor is it probable that such harbors 
would be used by all vessels, either steamers or sailers, as some, perhaps many, 
would prefer to go to sea rather than enter them. Insufficient crews and equip- 
age and bad management will cause many wrecks to occur, notwithstanding 
the existence of natural harbors and the construction of artificial ones. 

An idea of the necessity of a harbor of refuge in any special locality may be 
obtained by examining the record of wrecks that have occurred in its vicinity 
and the consequent loss of property. 

Having made these general observations, let the ideas they involve be applied 
to the particular case under consideration, namely, the construction at Sandy 
Bay of ‘‘a national harbor of refuge of the first class.” 

The project of Major Raymond, as contained in his report of November 28, 
1883, published in Senate Executive Document No. 74, Forty-eighth Congress, 
first session, has been examined by the board with attention and great interest. 
He proposes to inclose an area of 1,664 acres inside the high-water line,while on 
the 24-foot contour the area would be 1,377 acres. 

Itisestimated that 70,000 vessels pass Cape Annannually. This would beabout 
6,000 each month or 200 each day. These are almost all bound to or from Boston! 
about half each way, or about one hundred each way each day. Vessels going 
from Boston would seldom need a harbor of refuge at Cape Ann, as precedence 
would require them to refrain from leaving a good and safe harborto risk the 
dangers of Cape Ann in a storm. Heavy storms seldom continue more than 
threedays. It would seem sufficient, therefore, to provide for one hundred ves- 
sels approaching Boston on each of the three successive days, or three hundred 
vessels. Allowing oneand one-half acres of anchorage ground toeach, we would 
need a harbor of but four hundred and fifty acres. One and one-half acres for 
each is an ample allowance. 

Few of these vessels would havea draughtexceeding fifteen feet. To provide, 
therefore, an area of five hundred acres with a depth at low water nowhere less 
than thirty feet would be enough. The plan of Major Raymond is estimated by 
him to cost $4,000,000 and to require ten years for its completion with regular an- 
nual appropriations of $400,000. It is thought by the board that the cost should 
be set at not less than $5,000,000, and to this should be added $500,000 for light- 
houses, buoys, &c., and not less than $2,000,000 for defenses, if they are to be con- 
sidered 

It is not probable, judging of the future from the past, that $400,000 are to be 
appropriated each year for this object. The increase in the time of construction 
would greatly add to the final cost of the work. 

An examination of a list of wrecks between the ports of Boston and Portland 
during the past fifty-five years, which has been furnished to the board and is 
supposed to be authentic, gives the following information: The total number 
of wrecks in all these years has been less than 400. The vessels wrecked were 
almostallof small-sized schooners. Theleast number reported in one year, 1831! 
was I, and the greatest number was 40, in 1840. Theaverage has been 7 or 8 per 


| annum, and of these some at least would not have been prevented by a harbor 


| 


Under the previous action of Congress a board of engineers was ap- | 


pointed, who made a survey and estimates, and have reported upon the 
practicability and probable cost of the proposed improvement at this 
point. Their report is so full and conclusive that I prefer the board of 
engineers to speak to this question rather than myself, and I ask the 
Clerk to read what I have marked touching that matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It may be well here to state what the board understands by the expression | precede the preparation of a detailed project for so great, difficult, and costly a 


“national harbor of refuge of the first class."’ It may be defined to be an arti- 
.prepared at the expense of the General Government, capable of 


the same time, this refuge and shelter referring to danger from storms, actual or 
impending, as well as from hostile ships in time of war. 
Such a harbor of should be easy of entrance at all states of the wind 


and tide, by night as well as by day; should have sufficient depth and areaatall | 
tide: should be free from the hurtful action of strong winds and | 


stages of ! 
currents and of ice; should have a good holding-ground, and be readily defended 
from hostile ships. 

Very great depth is not only not necessary, but is undesirable, as requiring 
vessels to have very long cables and to take more time in coming to anchorand 
departing, as well as more room for swinging at anchor. Room is needed in a 
harbor not only for vessels quietly at anchor, but for those entering in the con- 
fusion and tumult of a gale to find a place among others already within. The 
speed of such vessels can not be checked in a moment. Great artificial harbors 
of refuge, such as here described, are very few in the world, and, it may be added, 
very awit to construct. The importance of such a harbor is greatly en- 
hanced if it be at or neaya t commercial center. 

These being in our view essential featuresof any harbor that may be prop- 


erly Solgnees “*a national harbor of — of the first class,” it may be said 
at once that considering the present defenseless condition of the natural hasters 





| 


of refuge at Sandy Bay. It may not be inappropriate also to compare the aver- 
age annual loss with the interest on the total cost of such a harbor of refuge es 
is contemplated. 

In view of allthe circumstances of the case, the board has reached the follow- 
ing conclusions : 

itis not considered necessary or expedient at this time to construct “a na- 
tional harbor of refuge of the first class’’ at any point “between Boston and 
Portland.’ Should Congress decide otherwise, the board is of the opinion that 
Sandy Bay “is the best place”’ for such a harbor between Boston and Portland. 
If Sandy Bay be occupied and the area of the harbor be made as great as pro- 
posed by Major Raymond the lines selected by him for the breakwater seem 
the best. 

It is recommended that further study be given by Major Raymond to the con- 
sideration of the practicability and cost of construction of a harbor of smaller 
area at Sandy Bay, with a view mainly to a reduction of expense, and that in 
connection therewith he examine the question of constructing a smaller harbor 
at the southeast point of Cape Ann as well as the improvement of the harbor of 
Gloucester, which would be effected by a breakwater on the bar at its mouth. 

Should it be decided by the authorities in Washington that a national harbor 
of refuge of the first class is to be made at Sandy Bay, it is considered that it 
would be inexpedient, with so smal! a sum as $100,000, to makeany expenditure 
looking thereto except to commence the observations and studies which should 


work, and that actual construction should not be commenced until the enginee: 


ficial | had in hand at least $500,000. 7 
affording refuge and shelter to a large number of vessels, great and small, at | . 


* x * 


Second. If, as suggested by the board in their preliminary report, the idea of 
constructing “‘a national harbor of refuge of the first class’ in this vicinity be 
abandoned on account of the useless expense which it would involve, and a 
smaller harbor of refuge for commercial uses only be substituted, the board are 
of the opinion that the interest of commerce will be best subserved by the forma- 
tion of an artificial harbor at the southeast point of Cape Ann, by constructing 
breakwaters from Thatcher's Island to Milk Island, and from each of these 
islands toward the shore, with suitable entrances ' 

This would furnish anchorage in water from twelve to thirty-five feet deep for 
about one hundred and fifty vessels of the classes which would most commonly 
make use of it, according to the allowance of one and one-half acres for each, 
given in the preliminary report of the board. 

The estimated cost of this harbor, according to the views of the board, is about 
$1,000,000, which is about one-fifth of the amount which they estimated as the 
cost of the proposed harbor at Sandy Bar. 

The special advantages which a harbor here would offer are: First. That the 


| site isalready well known to navigators, and is well marked and lighted by the 


Cape Ann or Thatcher's Island lights—two conspicuous lights of the first order 
Second. That it is close to the track of vessels passing along the New England 
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coast bound to and from Boston. Third. It would be safe and easy of ingress 
and egress in allweathers. Fourth. Even with one breakwater extending west- 
w ardly from Thatcher's Island, cutting off the most dangerous seas, which come 
from the northeast, valuable refuge would be gained. 

During the reading of the foregoing the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

Mr. LEWIS was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. OATEs. 

Mr. OATES. I now ask the clerk to continue the reading down to 
and including page 5, and also on page 15. 

Before the reading was concluded the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of what I 
have marked of this report be concluded, as it will take but a few min- 
utes longer. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule does not allow the Chair to entertain 
such a motion. The Chair presumes that there will be no objection to 
the gentleman printing the report as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. OATES. But this question will be voted upon in a few moments, 
and if the report is not read prior to that time it will not be necessary 
to insert it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BAYNE. I propose an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall be the duty of said board of engineers to examine into and report 
upon such other aes upon said coast as may be suitable for harbor purposes, 
and to estimate the cost thereof. 


Mr. STONE. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would suggest to the gentleman to add the words 
‘*and the necessity therefor.’’ 

Mr. BAYNE. I accept the suggestion of thé gentleman from Texas, 
and will incorporate it in the amendment. 

Mr. STONE. Let the amendment be read as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving a national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay or Cape 
Ann, Massachusetts, $100,000: Provided, That no part of this appro —— or of 
any previous appropriation shall be expended until a new boa f three en- 
gineers, one of whom shall be the resident engineer of the district, to > be detailed 
immediately by the Secretary of War, shall decide that this point is the best lo- 
cation on the coast for such a harbor that shal! serve all of the uses for which it 
may be needed; and it shall be the duty of said board of engineers to examine 
into and report upon such other ye —— said coast as may be suitable for 
harbor purposes, and to estimate the cost thereof and the necessity therefor. 

Mr. OATES. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
























a question. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 
Mr. POTTER. I move to strike out the last word. 


Mr. BELFORD. I rise toa pointof order. I insist that we have a 
right to know what is going on here. It is impossible in the confusion 
prevailing to hear a word. 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe I am entitled to the floor for five minutes, 
sinee I have not occupied the time on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. OATES. I desire toask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he 
has observed in the report of the engineers that there is a difference be- 
tween a harbor of the first class and such as that recommended at Cape 
Ann? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir; I have observed the difference, and the prop- 
osition I have made, which has been embodied in ‘the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, requires that board of engineers to 
make an examination along that coast and report the various points at 
which harbors may be constructed as well as the necessity therefor 
and the cost thereof. 

Mr. OATES. But there is a distinction between a harbor of the first 
class and such as they say is necessary. They say an expenditure of 
$1,000,000 would be sufficient for the commercial purposes, whereas 
a harbor of the first class at Sandy Bay would cost eight or ten million 
dollars. 

Mr. BAYNE. I am opposed to it on that account. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] a question. In the last clause of his amendment do the 
words ‘‘ the necessity therefor ’’ relate to the harbor at Sandy Bay or 
to all? 

Mr. BAYNE. To all. 

Mr. POTTER. In my judgment this expenditure, in the present 
state of the rivers and harbors of the country and of the defenses of the 
country, can not be justified. It is proposed to make upon the shore 
of Massachusetts, with the harbor of Boston upon one side within thirty 
miles, with the harbor of Portsmouth on the other side within thirty 
or forty miles, and the harbor of Gloucester just around this very point 
and but five or six miles removed from it—it is proposed to enter upon 
an expenditure which the engineers tell us will end in an outlay of 
eight or ten millions of dollars. And for what? In order to make a 
harbor of refuge. 


Sir, there is far more demand for harbors for the living commerce of 
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the country. At the great port of New York there are but twenty-two 
feet of water upon the bar at low tide, over which two-thirds of the 
commerce in question of this country flows. To enter now upon this 
expenditure or to take any step that can possibly lead to such an ex- 
penditure ought not to be permitted. Why, sir, there is no spot upon 
the shore of this country that is so well provided with harbors as the 
shore of Massachusetts. 

I certain)y, sir, can not be charged with any partiality against Mas- 
sachusetts. She is my native State; my kindred are there. I passed 
the first years of my professional life within fifteen miles of this proposed 
harbor, and I do not believe it would have been thought of but for the 
fact that a Representative from that district, loving his section and lov- 
ing the granite of his section and the interest of his section, has dwelt 
upon this thing until he has come to think that in the interests of benev- 
olence, of a large world-wide charity, it would be wise to transfer these 
granite bowlders from these granite quarries and make this great harbor 
of refuge on the coast of Massachusetts. I have been importuned re- 
cently to give my influence in favor of building this harbor in order that 
these granite quarries might be utilized. It will make undoubtedly 
this district one of great activity. It will do more. It will bea mon- 
ument to whoever can carry such a bill as this through this House. 
But, sir, it will bea monument of something more mournful than that. 
Up to this time Massachusetts, I believe, has never asked an appro- 
priation of the Genera] Government for rivers and harbors which it did 
not deserve. Ido not believe that the Representatives of Massachu- 
setts outside of this district will say that they believe this appropria- 
tion ought to be made in the interests of commerce or in the present 
state of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MULDROW obtained the floor and yielded his time to *Mr. 
OATES. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the latter por- 
tion of the report of the-engineers, which I have marked 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading as above. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] has expired and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] 
is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. STONE] to yield to me in order that I may move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. STONE. Can we not finish this matter this evening? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIS. My object in moving that the committee do now rise 
is to ask the House to take a recess until 10 0’clock to-morrow. I have 
consulted as many members as I could consult conveniently and they 
seem to be generally willing that I should make that motion. With 
that view I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the*chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and tion of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House take a recess until 10 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise tea parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If we take a recess now until 10 o’clock to-mor- 
row, will that continue this legislative day after 12 o’clock to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will, unless the House should ad- 
journ at some time before 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. So that we shall lose the hour which we would 
otherwise have under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro re. Unless the House should adjourn at 
some time between 10 12 to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] 
that if the House now take a recess until 10 o’clock, I will make a mo- 
tion to adjourn before 12 o’clock to-morrow in order to save the morn- 
ing hour. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] for his motion, but before submit- 
ting the motion the Chair asks consent to submit a message from the 
President of the United States. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I herewith transmit a communication from the 


of State relative to 
S oer S ats Bee So Catahe a vebseate wasp sf Sand te the 
nited States for legation and 
t Executive be immediately E CS esuspbthe in the name of the 
United States, and to tender to his Imperial Japanese ta 
suitable of this Government's thanks for generosity which 
prompted ee ee eee 
I deem it unnecessary to enlarge upon a er teat. 

communication 


I foal contain, however, Ghat a pecueal of his will at once com- 
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mend itself to the favorable attention of Congress, and doubt not that the neces- 
sary authorization of Congress will be immediately given for the acceptance of 
the gift, as well as insure early action looking tothe erection on the premises of 
a suitable public building for the use of the legation of the United States at 
Tokio. This step can not but be favorable to the United States in every honor- 
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able way, while the disinterested motives of a friendly foreign government de- | 


d just nition. 
serves from us a proper and } recog’ aakteitian in. “oemieiiiten 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1885. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BoyLe, 
of Pennsylvania, until Monday, February 9. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
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gineers, one of whom shall be the resident engineer of the district, to bedetailed 
immediately by the Secretary of War, shall decide that this point is the best lo- 
cation on the coast for such a harbor, that shall serve all the uses for which it may 
be needed ; and it shall be the duty of said board of engineers to examine into 
and report upon such other places on said coast as may be suitable for harbor 
purposes, and to estimate the cost thereof‘and the necessity for such a harbor. 


Mr. WILLIS. 





Mr. Chairman, as this amendment will give rise to 


| some debate, I ask in the interest of public business that it be passed 


| over for an hour. 


On motion of Mr. ROSECRANS, leave was granted to George A. | 


Jaegar to withdraw his papers, now with the Committee on Military 
Affairs, leaving copies on file. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, in response to inquiries of several mem- 
bers, I will say that if the motion for a recess prevails I will agree to 
make a motion to adjourn just before 12 o’clock to-morrow, so as to 
save the morning hour. I now move that the House take a recess 
until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIs] moves that the House do now take a recess until 10 o’clock 
to-morrow, pending which does the gentleman from Kentucky on the 
left [Mr. WHITE] renew his motion ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to adjourn. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish'to ascertain whether I correctly 
understood the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] to say that if 
the House should now take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow he would 
move an adjournment before 12 o’clock to-morrow. with a view of pre- 
serving the morning hour? 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Georgia understood me correctly. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, 
to adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the motion of my 
colleague [Mr. WILLIs] by striking out ‘‘10’’ and inserting ‘‘11.”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to inquire whether the object of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] is to continue this legislative day 
beyond 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has al- 
ready stated that such is not his purpose. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky, to the motion of Mr. WILLIS, it was not agreed to; there being— 
ayes 13, noes 149. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the motion of Mr. WILLIs for a re- 
cess, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. 
m.) the House took a recess till 10 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


AFTER RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 10 o’clock a. m. 
(Friday, February 6), Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there are so few members 
present, I move that the House take a recess for ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and a recess was accordingly taken. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and pending this motion I 
move that debate in Committee of the Whole on the pending amend- 
ment be limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Twenty minutes on the section and pending amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I modify my motion so as to limit debate on the sec- 
tion and amendments to twenty minutes. 

‘ The question being taken on the motion to limit debate, it was agreed 
0. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the motion 

of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] that the House resolve 

itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Hammonn in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving a national harbor of ref first 
Ann, Massachusetts, $100,000: ok That no part met eee Se 


of any previous appropriation shail be expended until a 


new 





this appropriation nor . ‘ ; ; a ; 
pourd of three en- | and that this particular improvement was, in his judgment, a question 


The House will then be fuller 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
asks unanimous consent that the pending amendment to lines 33, 34, 
and 35 be passed over for one hour 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The gentleman from Mas 
sachusetts [Mr. STONE] is entitled to the floor. ; 

Mr. STONE. Is there objection tothe request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]? 

The CHAIRMAN 
jected 

Mr. WILLIS. 
jecting must rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
jection? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman will allow me to make a suggestion 
The object of the proposition to pass this paragraph over is to avoid 
any bad feeling upon the part of other members—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that any appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa bad better be made in private. [After a pause. | 
Does the gentleman from Iowa insist on his objection ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know how often it is necessary to make 
objection. I have done so twice. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will say that a request was made that 
the Chair allow an appeal to be made to the gentleman from Iowa. ‘The 
Chair did not know the effect of that appeal without asking the ques- 
tion. The gentleman from lowa objects; and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts | Mr. STONE] has the floor. 

Mr. STONE. Isuppose, Mr. Chairman, that I am disclosing no secret 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN | ob 


I saw no one ri 


se 


he rule is that a member ob- 
Does the gentleman from Iowa insist on his ob- 


Yes, sir; 


| and betraying no confidence when I state that the amendment which I 


have proposed to the pending clause of the bill was offered by me after 
a conference with the committee, and with reason to believe that it 
would be satisfactory to the committee, which, as members are aware, 
has been somewhat divided upon some questions in this bill; and judg- 
ing from the indications upon this floor it was believed, in order to 
earry this bill, which is supposed to be of great importance to the 
country, that it was desirable to have if possible some unanimity of 
opinion and some concert of action in the committee. It was therefore 
to give effect to that opinion and to procure unanimity and concert of 
action to secure the passage of the bill that an effort was made in the 
committee to obtain for all the items of the bill as much harmony of 
action and unity of sentiment as possible, and which it was believed 
| would result in the final passage of the measure, with such amendments 
as it was believed or as might be indicated during the course of the 
discussion of the bill were necessary. I offered the amendment, there- 
fore, with that view, and did not anticipate that the member of the com- 
mittee from Pennsylvania, who it seems was not present at the meeting 
| of the committee, although I thought all were present, would offer the 
amendment which he did subsequently or immediately after mine was 
read. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I rise to-day for the purpose of opposing the 
amendment which the gentleman submitted for this reason: that I de- 
sire the bill, or this portion of it, shall pass with the amendment sub- 
mitted by me and unhampered in its operation by the subsequent amend- 
ment suggested by him. I am opposed to his amendment, because it 
| proposes to submit to a board of engineers the question of the necessity 
| of a particular improvement of a river or harbor in this country. Now 
| the question of the necessity of any such improvement is a question 
addressed to the legislative facuity of the country, and not to the ex- 
ecutive. It is entirely inconsistent with our theory of government, 
with our established division of the powers of government, by which 
legislative questions are to be submitted to the legislative department 
of the Government and executive questions to the executive depart- 
| ment, to refer a question whether or not the commercial needs of the 
| country demand a particular improvement to a board of engineers. I 
repeat, sir, that such a submission is inconsistent with the doctrine of 
legislation, although I know very well when I make that remark that 
by a provision in the legislation of this country when a survey is first 
ordered it is believed to be expedient to refer the question of the com- 
mercial improvement of the place to a board of engineers, who shal! 
pass upon the superficial question whether or not it appears to be an 
improvement required by the commerce of the country. 

Bat the question which now confronts us—this particular improve- 
ment—was referred in the usual way to General Thom, and General 
Thom in his preliminary report distinctly declared and reported to the 
Government that there was need of a harbor of refuge at this point, 


' 
| 
| 































1308 


CONGRESSIONAL 


of public necessity. Now my friend from New York [Mr. PotrEr] 
suggested that this was the fruit of my own imagination or something 
to that effect, and that it was not a great need of commerce or a require- 
ment of the country, nor was it demanded even by the Representatives 
of my portion of the country. 

In response to the suggestion I wish to say to him that this enter- 
prise did not originate with me. It came to this Congress before my 
time. It was reported here by General Thom before I had anything 
to do with Congress, and it was a pending enterprise before I had any 
connection with this business in any form. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HART was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. STONE. 

Mr. STONE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit as I have already in- 
timated that this js not a question to be decided by any narrow, ma- 
terial, or limited view of the needs of the commerce of the country. 
It is a question of humanity itself; a question that appeals to the lib- 
eral and enlightened policy of theage. It is a question a3 to whether 
or not an improvement of this character on this coast is demanded by 
all the considerations of public policy; and that question is one to be 
considered and decided, as I have said, by the legislative faculty of the 
country, and not by any power which may reside in any executive de- 
partment. I say, therefore, that it is an abdication on the part of Con- 
gress to attempt to avoid the responsibility of the question by referring 
it in effect to a board of engineers. It is a question to be determined 
absolutely by considerations of public policy. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have more than 3,000 miles of Atlantic sea- 
coast, and there is not a single harbor of refuge of any pretension on 
that entire coast except the one at the mouth of the Delaware Bay. 
To-day England is constructing upon her east coast three large harbors 
of refuge to be built and paid for out of the imperial treasury, and the 
same policy prevails with all of the maritime powers upon the conti- 
nent; and we have got to recognize the necessities of our vast seacoast 
by the construction of such harbors to meet the demands of commerce 
and humanity. For there is another consideration to which I wish 
especially to call the attention of the committee to show why we should 
not refer this suhject to a board of engineers. 

In the consideration of the question as to the necessity of establish- 
ing a harbor of refuge what are the conditions which are to govern Con- 

in its actions? Let me call theattention of this committee tothe 
act that it is not simply a question of the commercial needs of the 
country, but a question of humanity itself is involved. It is a ques- 
tion to be addressed ‘peculiarly and solely to the legislative faculty of 
the Government. I ask, then, that this House shall consider and de- 
cide upon this question for itself if they believe that the time has come 
when this great nation of ours, with its vast resources and possibilities, 
shall begin to consider the mode of providing in the most ample way 
not only for the needs of commerce, but to meet the demands of human- 
ity, as well as for the adequate defense of our coast in the event of for- 
eign complications. If the House is to consider and reflect upon such 
things, it ought now to passupon and decide the question whether or 
not this enterprise of constructing a great harbor of refuge upon the 
coast of Massachusetts is to be decided here or left to the possbilities 
of the future. 

Now, one word more. I am quite willing, Mr. Chairman, to sub- 
mit any question of an engineering character to the Corps of Engineers. 
I agree that in respect to the topography of the country, in respect to 
the best location on the coast, it is a very proper question for engineers 
to decide; therefore Iam content to doitthatway. Butwhenit comes 
to surrendering the power of this Congress—to a submission of the leg- 
islative authority upon a question which has been long adjudicated, 
‘entered upon and decided, I submit it is only an expedient to avoid re- 
sponsibility, and throw upon other persons a question which should be 
decided by the House. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. HORR. Is debate exhausted on this amendment ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes remain on the formal amendment. 
Mr. HORR. Idesiretosay, Mr. Chairman, that 1 


agree most heartily 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Brown] as to this harbor 
of refuge. There are no outlays in this river and harbor bill that do 
more for the protection of life and property than the building of proper 
harbors into which vessels can go during storms. The idea of building 
a second-class harbor for that purpose is simply preposterous; that is 
simply providing for one class of vessels on the ocean and saying to the 
other class you can go to the bottom and we will do nothing for you. 

Now, the breakwater on the Delaware, as every one who has exam- 
ined this question knows, forms one of the best harbors now, and al- 
most the only one, on the Atlantic coast. It is not an uncommon thing 
to see seven hundred vessels within those walls at once getting protec- 
tion from the storm. We have on the lakes but one practical harbor 
of refuge, that is at Sandy Beach, on the coast of Michigan. It cost 
over $700,000, and almost weekly during the winter season you can 
see from one hundred to three hundred vessels driven within those walls 
to protect them from utter destruction. 

On the coast of New England there is perhaps more commerce than 
on any other part of the coast except down in the vicinity of the Dela- 
ware Breakwater. Nothing is more needed than a first-class harbor 
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| Mr. GIBSON. 
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opposite the New England coast, and if we build one, Mr. Chairman, 
let us have a good one. ; , 

I want to enter my protest against the American people having second- 
class things anywhere in the world. We ought to do first-class and 
nothing but first-class, and build first-class work, something that is in 
conformity with the dignity and power this nation ought to sustain 
among the nations of the earth. 1 do hope, therefore, the members of 
the House will stand by this committee in its decision that this harbor 
of refuge shall be built in such manner as to protect all the vessels that 
run upon the high seas. - 

Mr. HART, by unanimous consent, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let the amendment be again read. 

I wish to ask, Mr. Chairman, whether the vote would 
not first be upon the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. BAYNE] to the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. STONE]? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not put that question because the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, as the Chair understood him, made the 
amendment to the ariendment a part of his own amendment. 

Mr. STONE. No; that is a mistake. ; 

Mr. GIBSON. I understood the gentleman so on yesterday, but this 
morning he states differently. ; 

Mr. STONE. I will explain, if the Chairman will allow me a mo- 
ment. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] offered 
his amendment I accepted it, but after he offered it he modified it, re- 
ferring the question of necessity also to the engineers. Some one asked 
whether that related to the whole work. He answered it did. Now, 
that was a material and vital change, referring the question of necessity 
to the engineers, and that is the precise point I stand here to contest 
and combat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the Recorp. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

The CHatgMan. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Bayne. I pro an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHarrMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“It shall be the duty of said board of engineers to examine into and report 
upon such other places upon said coast as may be suitable for harbor purposes, 
and to estimate the cost thereof.”’ 

Mr. Stone. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would suggest to the gentleman to add the words “and the 
necessity therefor,” 

Mr. Bayne. I accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas, and will in- 
corporate it in the amendment. 

Mr. STONE. Let the amendment be read as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Improving a national harbor of refuge of the first class at Sandy Bay or Cape 
Ann, Massachusetts, $100,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation or of 
any previous appropriation shall be expended until a new board of three en- 
gineers, one of Vhoms shall be the resident engineer of the district, to be detailed 
immediately by the Secretary of War, shal! decide that this point is the best lo- 
cation on the coast for such a harbor that shall serve all of the uses for which it 
may be needed; and it shall be the duty of said board of engineers to examine 
into and report upon such other places upon said coast as may be suitable for 
harbor purposes, and to estimate the cost thereof and the necessity therefor.” 


The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair remembers, that is all of it; and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] having agreed to ac- 
cept the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], 
and being silent after the gentleman from Pennsy|vania modified it, the 
Chair treated the whole amendment as accepted. 

Mr. STONE. If so, it was done under a misapprehension. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Massachusetts did not so 
intend—— 

Mr. STONE. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. In that case the Chair will put the question on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent that the question may be 
puton theamendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 

| Without the words ‘‘and the necessity therefor.” 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand, then, the question will be on the adop- 
tion of the last clause s ted, and I desire to say a word on it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Is not debate exhausted? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. HART] was exhausted and he withdrew his formal 
amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. But the House limited debate on all amendments to 
the ph. 

Mr. REAGAN. I think there have been only ten minutes of dis- 
cussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has not been debate for a longer time than 
fifteen minutes, although there was considerable interruption, occupy- 
ing much time. The en from Texas will proceed. 

tr. REAGAN. I think it would be a mistake to adopt this amend- 
ment in a form which requires a report in favor of a harbor of refuge 
at that point without a report upon the question of its necessity. There 
is a fine harbor of twenty-two feet water within five milesof it. There 
is Harbor, a deep and valuable harbor, within thirty miles. 
There is another harbor some forty miles north of it; all of them good 
harbors. And if it is intended as a defensive measure, the money that 
goes into it had much better go to the fortification and strengthening of 
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the defenses all around the city of Boston, where the commerce is. Be- | 
sides, I am informed that in bad weather sailing vessels, at least if the | 
wind is from the ocean side, can not enter the harbor; in good weather | 
they will not wish to enter the harbor. — rd 

I think we ought not to require the engineers to report a scheme like | 
this when there is an abundance of harbors for all purposes of com- 
merce and safety without letting the engineers pass on the question of 
the necessity for the harbor. | 

I add one more word. The gentleman from Massachusetts raised an | 
objection to the improvement of another harbor to facilitate what is al- | 
most a continental commerce. One of his objections was that the cost | 
of building it amounted to too much. Here is one proposed by him 
that will cost more, that for all purposes except to furnish a market 
for granite is useless. 

Mr. OATES. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Does not 
the report of the engineers show the very thing proposed by this has | 
been done, and if such a harbor is to be built Sandy Bay is the best on 
the coast? This is what this amendment is striking fornow. Butthe 
board of engineers report against it on account of the immense cost. 

Mr. REAGAN. They have reported against the necessity for it, and 
I do not wish them tied up so that they can not do it again. 

Mr. STONE. I wish tosay, if the gentleman from Texas referred to 
me when he said the gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr. REAGAN. I did refer to the gentleman. 

Mr. STONE. When the gentleman says I am opposed to an appro- | 
priation smaller than would ultimately be expended on account of this 
breakwater, an appropriation in any part of the country, he miscon- 
ceives my position altogether, I have neverin any way objected to any 
appropriation of any magnitude for any enterprise in any part of the 
country. If the gentleman imagines I am opposed to the appropriation 
of $1,000,000 or five millions for the city of Galveston or any other point 
he misconceives my position. 





Mr. REAGAN. I must have misunderstood the gentleman. I cer- 
tainly understood him to criticise and oppose that proposition. 
Mr. STONE. The gentleman misunderstood me entirely. I want 


to say one word more to meet the argument of the gentleman from 
Texas. I am willing to submit the topographical question to engineers, 
and if the harbor is found to be inaccessible in bad weather, or for any 
other reason will not fulfill the conditions of a first-class harbor, the 
report will be unfavorable. Butas I have already said the only question 
that should go to the engineers is the topographical question as to 
whether this is the best location, having regard to all the conditions of 
a first-class harbor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate on the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto was limited to twenty minutes. 
The Chair has allowed some latitude because of certain interruptions, 
and the limit of debate has now been reached. The question is on 
the a proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

3AYNE]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 47, noes 52. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The quéstion recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Stone]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the amendment be reported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair directs the amendment to be reported 
again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 20. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OarTEs] to strike out the paragraph. 

— DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I ask that the question be again 
stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair seems to be in some confusion from a 
want of recollection of what occurred yesterday with reference to this 
matter. Theeffort of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] was to perfect the 
section before the motion to strike out was made. it is suggested, how- 
ever, that the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. STONE] 
was offered as a substitute for the section 

Mr. STONE. My motion was a substitute for the whole section. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I think the RecorD will show that I | 
yielded the floor for an amendment to be offered for the purpose of per- | 
fecting the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the recollection of the Chair. The | 
Chair’s recollection is that the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. | 
STONE] asked consent of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] | 
to amend the section before the motion of the gentleman from Alabama 
was made. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; but the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
STONE] Seay stated in so many words when he offered the amend- 
ment that he offered it asa substitute. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose there must be some mistake about it, be- 
cause there would be no appropriation if this were a substitute for the 
other provision. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the RECORD what took 
place. 

The Clerk read from the record of yesterday’s proceedings, as follows 

Mr. Stone. I offer the following substitute for the paragraph which has been 


read, and I do it by instruction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
The Clerk read as follows 


Mr. BAYNE. 


I take it the motion to strike out can be entertained 


| whether the vote is upon a substitute or not 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
upon that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania 
will please repeat his statement. 

Mr. BAYNE. I say that the motion to strike out will apply just as 
well if the proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
STONE] was offered as a substitute as if it was offered as an amendment; 
and on this principle, that the House, or the Committee of the Whole, 
House, has a right to perfect the proposition as nearly as it can, to get 
it in as good shape as it can. If it can get it in the best possible shape 
by adopting the substitute it adopts the substitute; but if, after having 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard 


[Mr. BAYNE] 


| got the proposition into that shape, the committee is dissatisfied with 


the substitute, then it is within the power of the committee to strike 
it entirely out. Thatis'the parliamentary law of the case. Under the 
rules the committee can strike out this substitute, even thoughit may 


| stand in that position. 


Mr. OATES. The substitute is an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE] is just as much mistaken about that as if he had *‘ burned his 
shirt.’’ [{Laughter.] According to Jefferson, who is one of our au- 


| thorities, after you strike out and insert in Committee of the Whole, 


what you insert can not be stricken out by itself. You may insert A; 
B, and C, but after that you can not strike out A, B, and C, though 
you can move to strike out A, B, C, and D. The theory is based on 
the old English parliamentary practice, as far as the Committee of 
the Whole is concerned, that what we do in committee we can not 
undo. The House can undo it, but the committee can not. The mo- 
tion to reconsider is denied in the Committee of the Whole on that 
same ground. The rules have never carried the motion to reconsider 
into Committee of the Whole; and that is based upon the broad par- 
liamentary principle that it is vain to do a thing and then turn around 
and undo it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, there is evidently a mistake all around 
as to the time at which this motion was made and the manner of the 
offering of the substitute. If the Clerk will look a little further back 
in the REcorD he will see that when this paragraph was reached and 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] rose to make a motion to 
strike out the paragraph, I rose in my place and requested him to with- 
hold that motion, stating that the committee had agreed upon a sub- 
stitute, which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] would 
offer. Thereupon, on that request, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
OATES] said, as near asI can recollect his language without having the 
REcoRD before me: ‘‘Under those circumstances I will withhold my 
motion until the substitute is offered.’’ That motion was withheld 
and the substitute tas offered. After the substitute was offered and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] offered his amend- 
ment some difficulty arose about that, and we have now adopted the 
substitute of the committee offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. STONE] in place of the original proposition. That is the 
state of the facts in relation to this matter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a mat- 
ter of words rather than of things. The gentleman frém Alabama 
[Mr. OATES] moved to strike out the paragraph. He yielded for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SToNnE], an- 
nouncing in the first instance that he desired to offer an amend- 
ment——— 

Mr. STONE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Subsequently the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Stone] characterized the amendment asa substitute. Now,what 
is the substitute? The substitute says, ‘‘Improving national harbor 
of refuge of first class at Sandy Bay, Cape Ann, Massachusetts, $100,- 
000.’ So far it is the original paragraph precisely in terms. Then it 
appends a proviso. What is that but an amendment? You may call 
it a substitute, but you incorporate in your substitute first the identi- 
cal paragraph, and then append to it a proviso. That is—I was going 
to-say ‘*‘ whipping the devil around the stump,”’ but that is not an ele- 
gant metaphor. I will say, however, that it is simply evading the point 
by calling the proposition a ‘‘ substitute’’ instead of an amendment, 
when it is to all intents and purposes an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is a complete striking out and acom- 
plete inserting. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. No; you do not strike out anything. 
the original paragraph intact and simply add a proviso. 
proposition a substitute does not make it a substitute. 

Mr. STONE. In order to shorten this matter I have no objection to 
its being 1 upon in the mode suggested by the gentleman last on 
the floor |Mr. CurcHEON]; that is, I am perfectly willing that the mo- 
tion to strike out shall be passed upon by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. THOMAS. I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
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Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] can not consent to an unparliamentary pro- 
ceeding, and that this is not an amendment, the assertion to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. Under the rules a paragraph in the bill may 
be amended; and there may be amendments to an amendment with 
the view of perfecting the section. But when the section has been 
stricken out and a substitute adopted in lieu thereof, a motion to strike 
out is not in order, as the House has already expressed its opinion upon 
the point and adopted the substitute. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is correct. 

Mr. THOMAS. Therefore I say, although the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts may be willing to agree that a vote be taken upon the prop- 
osition to strike out, his assent avails nothing, for the House has al- 
ready expressed itself with reference to this paragraph—has adopted a 
substitute, and that is the end of it. 

Mr. ROWELL and Mr. OATES rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that there has been enough 
debate on this question, but will hear gentlemen further if they so 
desire. 

Mr. ROWELL. I want tomake asinglesuggestion. When the vote 
was taken this morning the chairman put the question upon the 
‘‘amendment’’ of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole adopted it as an ‘‘ amendment ’’ and so understood 
it. If we voted upon an ‘‘amendment’’ and it turns out that it was 
offered as a substitute, then we have not voted upon the substitute. 

Mr. WASHBURN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on this question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Whatever this point of order may be worth, it 
seems to me we may just as well have a fair, square, honest vote on 
this proposition and have it at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that the quickest way to 
reach a vote is to allow the Chair to dispose of the question of order. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts offered a substitute which repeats 
in hee verba the language of the bill and simply adds a proviso. It has 
been treated as an amendment to the paragraph and so debated. Not 
one single word of the paragraph was stricken out or changed by this 
proposition, but simply a proviso added. While it is true that a mo- 
tion to strike out and insert would operate as claimed by gentlemen 
who have spoken, the Chair thinks that in its effect this was not such 
a motion, and therefore will resolve the doubt by pursuing his original 
idea—that the question in order is upon the motion proposed by the 
gentleman from Alabama to strike out the section. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 74, noes 42, 

Mr. STONE. Tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded. 
of ordering tellers will rise. 

Mr. LONG (during the count by the chairman). Is not my col- 
league [Mr. STONE] entitled to tellers, there having been no quorum ? 
A MEMBER. That point was not made. [Cries of ‘‘Too late!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-one members have risen to order tell- 
ers—not a sufficientnumber. Tellers are refused. The motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama to strike out the section is adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Wood's Holl, Mass.: To complet® improvement, $8,600. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. I rise for the purpose of calling attention—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will suspend. 
The Chair is informed that when the motion to limit debate was made 
this morning by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WiLLts] it was 
put and adopted in the form of a motion to limit debate on the ‘‘ sec- 
tion.’’ If that action be now strictly construed, debate is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I recognize the fact that as the motion was stated 
and adopted it would prevent debate on every other paragraph of this 
section; but I feel it-would be improper to take advantage of a slip of 
language on my part. My intention in making the motion was to limit 
debate not on the ‘‘ section ’’ but on the paragraph. Therefore, as the 
paragraph has now been passed, I make no point as to debate having 
been closed. . . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is very common to 
call these paragraphs ‘‘ sections,’’ though technically they are not such. 
Hence the inquiry made by the Chair. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WHITE] is recognized. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. I rise for the purpose of calling attention to two lines 
which in the hurry of our proceedings were passed over without giving 
us a chance to offer any amendments. I refer to lines 27 and 28, pro- 
viding for the improvement of Plymouth Harbor. Iam aware the Chair 
has ruled that we have passed these lines—— 

Mr. GIBSON. I rise toapointof order. The gentleman has stated 
that his object in rising now is to discuss a that has been 
passed; and I submit that upon his own statement he is not in order. 



























































































As many as are in favor 


harbor bill is still under discussion. In order to understand 
bill it is necessary to understand its parts. It is a well-known mathe- 
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matical axiom that the whole is only the sum of all the parts. Now, 
I 
am 
and I desire to call the attention of the committee to what was done 
yesterday. 
read it was passed over in the hurry of debate without the offering of 
the proper amendment. 
but one-third of what the engineers said was necessary to complete 
that work. This year in this bill we appropriate less than one-third 
of what they say will be necessary to complete that work. 
words, we appropriated $10,000. This year we appropriate $5,000. 
The engineers tell us that $18,000 will complete that work. We need 
only appropriate $18,000 to complete that work, where there is some 
commerce, where there isa harbor, and where we can do something for 
the benefit of commerce. 


necticut if he wants the floor to discuss the bill. 
tlemen of age. 


gentleman asked for recognition. 
entitled to the floor and will proceed. 





TheCHAIRMAN. The thinks the tof order is well taken. 
The gentleman from Ken will moe order. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentacky. If I am not mistaken, the river and 


the whole 
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am going to talk about two parts of this bill in connection with my 
me wet to lines 36 and 37. My amendment is to lines 36 and 37, 
When the ph relating to Plymouth Harbor was 


Now, in the last Congress we appropriated 


In other 


What did we do yesterday? Instead of completing the harbor at 


Plymouth we put in this bill an appropriation of $6,000 for Hingham 
Harbor, where there is no harbor and where there is nocommerce. How 
much confidence will the people of the United States have in Congress 
if when Congress says we are not to rely upon the engineers and then 
Congress turns round and refuses to appropriate money to complete an 
important harbor—the oldest harbor on the Atlantic coast—when only 
$18,000 are required to complete it, put in only an appropriation of 
$5,000 for that work—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 4 move to strike out the two last words; 


and I desire to call attention of the committee to this fact: We can not 
impose on the country, although we may put weightnough in this bill 
to carry it through. 


Mr. WAIT. I make this point of orderin this way: Can any mem- 


ber of the House consume the entire time that is supposed to be devoted 
here to the discussion of this bill, and can no other party have an op- 
portunity to offer an amendment or to discuss the bill? 


I will yield to the gentleman from Con- 
I always yield to gen- 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to rule on 


the point of order? 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chaircan only rule as hedid yesterday, that 


when gentlemen make propositions the Chair knows no way to stop de- 
bate except by rising and having debate limited in the House. The 
Chair can not do otherwise than recognize the gentleman. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I can not yield for that motion just now. 
Mr. REAGAN. I wish to ask the Chair if he feels bound to recog- 


nize the same gentleman over and over again to the exclusion of the 
balance of the House ? 


.The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in that regard that no other 
The gentleman from Kentucky is 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This harbor of Wood’s Holl, Mass., is 
under discussion. Now, in regard to the part of the bill passed over 
the committee have ignored, and every important harbor which the 
engineers have reported on from time to-time which has a t deal of 
commerce, where $18,000 would complete the work, and this bill gives 
to that harbor by the action of yesterday $5,000 only. Why, sir, that 
will not do for the keep of the plant of the machinery and the man in 
charge, to say nothing of the prosecution of the work. It is simply a 
continuation of a tax without any beneficent result. 

Now, I want to compare that with an appropriation made yesterday 
for a harbor, so called, on that same coast, within a few miles of Ply- 
mouth. I refer to Hi Harbor, where there is no harbor, where 
there is no commerce, and only one steamboat can runatall. Yet for 
that little harbor, so called, this bill carries now $6,000, and yet for 
Plymouth, within a cannon-shot of Hingham, you.only give one-third 
the amount and tell us it will nr it. I point this out as an 
enormity in this bill, and that is all I desire to say. 

the amendment, simply to say the gen- 
is not, perhaps, y informed as to 
‘ made some statements which I must correct. 
Nobody any attention to it. 
Mr. LONG. Very wi, Gam I will not detain the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving harbor at Newport, R.1I.: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move, in line 41, to,amend as follows: 
Strike out “$12,500” and insert ‘‘ $20,000." 


Se ee een ae tat tn. Beane of the 
tant harbors on the coast, providing ne to hed pe pe acl 
on a i 

The inner Se Melisa Udine rey eek nein nti 
of national im The im- 
portant Government works of Fort Adams are there; the naval train- 
The work now progressing is to obtain a 

uniform depth of fifteen feet in the channel and inner harbor. 
the great commercial interests of that port which I it is desir- 
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able the committee should provide for are the great steamers of the 

Old Colony Steamboat Company, running from New York to Newport 

and thence to Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts. It is a great 

line of intercommunication and inland travel. On these steamers dur- 

ing the last year there were carried about 250,000 tons of freight and 
to the number of about 270,000. 

The depth of the water in the channel, as’ indicated on the chart at 
mean low water, is now thirteen feet; but as there are times, particu- 
larly in stormy weather,when there will be instead of thirteen feet at 
mean low water but twelve feet in mid-channel, it is earnestly urged 
that the project now in progress for completing the depth to fifteen feet 
should be continued, as recommended by the engineers. 

The supervisor of the Old Colony Steamboat Company, in his com- 
munication tothe engineer in charge of the work, says: 


That until a depth of fifteen feet is obtained it is impossible for our great 
steamers to enter the harbor at all stages of the tide. 
Any of the steamers of this line— 


He says— 
withan ordinary load will ground in the present channel at extreme low water. 


The amendment I offer, Mr. Chairman, contemplates a moderate por- | 


tion only of the appropriations recommended by the engineers. The 
engineers recommended an appropriation for the present year of $50,000. 
The committee have cut this down, as I have already suggested in my 
remarks on yesterday, to but 25 per cent. of the estimate, or $12,500, 
and I simply ask at this time that the harbor of Newport, important as 
it is in its commercial relations, should have at least that moderate con- 
sideration of its necessities which is asked for by the amendment, and 
which seeks an appropriation of but 40 per cent. of the amount recom- 
mended by the engineers. I hope the amendment will be adopted. I 
ask it in the interest of existin,; commerce, and not of any problem of 
what may possibly be required hereafter. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think it is necessary to re- 
ply to the remarks of the gentleman from Rhode Island in support of 
his amendment, because the committee have acted carefully in the con- 
sideration of this matter, and have given all that they deemed necessary. 
I can only say, therefore, that this harbor has been treated exactly as 
other harbors, except in cases where a small amount would complete 
the whole work; and in comparison to the amount of shipping to be 
benefited this harbor has received as much under this bill as has been 
allowed to any other harbor of equal importance. 

Mr. WILLIS. And there are $20,000 of the last appropriation on 
hand yet unexpended. 

Mr. THOMAS. Assuggested by the chairman of the committee, and 
as the report shows, there are $20,009 of the last appropriation on hand 
unexpended, which, with the amount allowed in this bill, will be all 
that ean be expended throngh this season. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. ~ 

Mr. SPOONER. If it be necessary, I shall move to strike out the 
last word, to say that the amount on hand is simply the appropriation 
which is to be used for the present fiscal year. It has no reference to 
the next year. I ask a vote upon the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 36, noes 
65. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

. -. SPOONER. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after line 41 : 

“Improving harbor and breakwater at Glock Island. R. I. 
provement, $15,000.” . 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, the objection which was urged by 
gentlemen on the committee to the last amendment, asking the in- 
crease of appropriation, certainly does not apply to this. This is one 
of the very works to which the gentleman from Illinois alluded, where 
but a small amount of additional appropriation is required to com plete 
the works now in . The recommendation of the engineer in 
charge is that $15,000 should be appropriated for the completion of the 
work, which is the completion of the breakwater at Block Island. 

The harbor at Block Island, Mr. Chairman, is a natural harbor of ref- 
uge in certain states of wind and weather, and will be a perfect harbor 
of refuge after the completion of the breakwater now in progress. It is 
of the utmost importance to the commerce of the country which passes 
along that coast and in the neighborhood of Block Island, which is a 
very dange locality. 1t also affords refuge for the fishing fleets off 
the banks in that neighborhood, and is of great importance in the in- 
terests of the general commerce of the country. 

I ask, Mr. Chairman, that this project may have the fair and reason- 
able consideration of the committee. Fifteen thousand dollars will 
complete the work now in progress. A member of the committee has 
said that they have made these riations generally or only in 
those cases where the amount complete the work. It will do it 
here. It isa meritorious improvement. 
‘ian MAS. = a oe - oe ation of the committee 

report 0: ief of Engineers to show wh 
the committee rejected this project: at : 

It is proposed, with the available remainder of the appropriations of August 
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2, 1882, and the amount appropriated by the act of Congress of July 5, 1354, to 
replace the Government wharf within the inner harbor by a substantial struct 
ure. To this wharf, which is in a decayed condition, all the freight carried to 
and from the island is brought, and at it are landed the United States mails and 
all the supplies for the four light-houses on the island and the steam siren (fog- 
signal). 


It will be seen that the engineer in charge proposes and is engaged 
in building a wharf upon which to land freights for the inhabitants of 
the island. It isa private enterprise. It is for the improvement of 
private property, and not in the interest of general commerce. Itis not 
even in the interest of shipping that may suffer from storms or would 
be seeking a harbor of refuge, but is simply to build wharves at which 
private freights for the inhabitants of the island may be landed. The 
committee thought it was not safe to engage or to go further in an enter- 
prise which was to be directed to the improvement of private property 
alone. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER. Have I any time remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the last word, as I want a little 
more than one minute, although I shall be very brief. The gentleman 
who has just addressed the committee has inadvertently only read a 
portion of the report referred to. If he will turn to a prior page he 
will see what was the original condition of that island. The report 
says: 

Before the construction of the present harbor of refuge Block Island had no 
harbor which afforded protection for decked vessels. The only ones used were 


open boats, which, on the approach of storms, were hauled up on the beach by 
oxen. The largest of these boats were of about ten tons burden, 


There are, as has been already indicated by what the gentleman from 
Illinois himself has read, four light-houses on theisland. There is the 
Government post-office there. There is the fog-signal, which is to be 
cared for. All these are matters of Government interest; and this wharf 
which has been referred to had to be built in the first instance for the 
benefit of these Government works and those who are concerned in 
managing the affairs of the light-houses, and to enable the United 
States mails to be landed upon the island and taken from the island. 

It is well known that Block Island has grown to be a place of great 
resort. There are regular lines of steamers running there daily dur- 
ing the summer season and one steamer which runs there during the 
entire year. If genticmen of the committee do not apprehend the im- 
portance of this little harbor of refuge I believe it is because they have 
not given that careful consideration to this project which has been given 
to other projects far less meritorious which are included in the appro- 
priation in this bill. 

I hope, sir, that justice will be done to the little harbor of Block 
Island, and to the hardy fishermen and sailors who look there for a har- 
bor of refuge. 

A MEMBER. Is it a Government wharf? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a Government wharf. 

Mr. THOMAS. In reply to the gentleman from Rhode Island I will 
say that the breakwater has been completed; the harbor of refuge is 
in a perfect state now, and the engineer expressly states that the pres- 
ent project is to build this wharf where the mails are landed. The 
hardy fishermen have complete protection in this harbor of refuge now? 
And shall we go on and complete wharves for the landing of freights 
of private individuals after we have protected the hardy fishermen of 
Block Island? ‘I protest against it 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois to read 
a portion of the report, which will correct the misinformation which he 
has just given to the committee. The harbor of refuge and breakwater 
have not been completed, and the repairs on the Government wharves 
are but a trifling item of what is asked for in this appropriation 

Mr. THOMAS. I read this from the report: 

It is proposed, with the available remainde* of the appropriations of August 
2, 1882, and the amount appropriated by the act of Congress of July 5, 1884, to 
replace the Government wharf within the Inner Harbor by asubstantial struct- 
ure. To this wharf, which is in a decayed condition, all the freight carried to 
and from the island is brought, and at it are landed the United States mails and 
allthe supplies for the four light-hoiises on the island and the steam siren (fog- 
signal). 

Mr. SPOONER. Read the next paragraph. 

Mr. THOMAS. The next paragraph is as follows: 

It is also proposed to fill the gap in the breakwater to exclude the heavy sea 


which now rolls through it in easterly storms inte the anchorage, and of which 
complaint is made. 


The estimated cost of the last project was $30,000. 
been appropriated the sum of $15,000. 


That is the whole of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. AsI understand the portion of the report now read 
the last-mentioned project refers entirely to the completion of the 
breakwater. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island [Mr. Spooner}. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 48, noes 72. 

The CHAIRMAN (having announced the vote). The amendmentis 
not agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. No quorum. 


Of this amount there has 











1312 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 5, 





The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quoram is made too late. ‘The | gant waste of public moneys? If there be a provision of that sort in- 


Chair had announced the vote. serted somewhere in this bill, if my amendment be adopted, I believe 
Mr. SPOONER. I demand tellers. | the result will be that in the next Congress we may find millions saved * 
The CHAIRMAN. The demand is too late. | The engineer report, barely printed when this bill was taken up, 
Mr. SPOONER. Why too late? | shows us that probably millions of the funds heretofore appropriated 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to suggest to the Chair that it isimpos- | remain unexpended. Shall we pile up these millions in addition by 
sible to make the point of noquorum until) the Chair has announced the | hurried legislation? Shall we not by my amendment fix the respon- 


vote. sibility somewhere? Shall we not hold the President and Secretary of 
Mr. SPOONER. How can I tell whether a quorum has voted until | War responsible? Let the bill indicate to them the objects which Con- 

the result is announced ? gress, with a too hurried examination, believes to be worthy of the na- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was mistaken. tion’s care. Their more deliberate selection may be trusted to deter- 
Mr. WILLIS. I hope the point of no quorum will be waived. mine which of these need the money. It may result that millions may 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was mistaken. The gentleman from | be saved. ; ; 

Rhode Island, Mr. SpooNER, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. If the Secretary of War, under the direction of the incoming Presi- 

WILLIS, will act as tellers. dent, confines the expenditure of these moneys to the improvement of 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, noes | rivers and harbors navigable within the legal definition of the word 

106. navigable, as defined by the Supreme Court, the nation will not suffer, 
So the amendment was not agreed to. and the tax-payers of the nation will applaud Congress for adopting this 
Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which! send | proviso. 

to the Clerk’s desk to be read. The Supreme Court (11 Wallace, 411) calls a river ‘‘a navigable 
The Clerk read as follows: water of the United States when it forms by itself, or by its connection 


with other waters, a continuous highway over which commerce is or 
may be carried on with other States or foreign countries in the custom- 
ary modes in which such commerce is conducted by water;’’ and de- 
clares that ‘‘if a river is not of itself a highway for commerce with 
other States or foreign countries, or does not form such a highway by 
its connection with other waters, and is only navigable between differ- 
ent places within the State, then it is not a navigable water of the United 
States, but only a navigable water of the State.’’ 

If at the next session we should learn by the operation of this amend- 
ment that much of the money had been saved because the harbor or 
river or creek named in the bill was only a navigable water within a 
State, or, being within a State, was not navigable, or was not navigated, 
or could not be made navigable, the tax-payers of the country would 
realize the benefit of this provision. The Hennepin Canal may be thus 
delayed; but if it be the great good to the Northwest which its friends 
claim, the delay may enlist the Northern States to bear a share in pro- 
portion to their peculiar benefits thereform. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the State of New York, when it was not yet the 
Empire State, when it was scarcely more populous than Connecticut 
or Maryland, constructed the Erie Canal. I find in this bill the two 
Kanawhas, and am reminded that Washington, in the days of the Po- 
tomac Company, in a letter to Governor Johnson,.of Maryland, as early 
as July 20, 1770, recommended the connection of these waters on either 
side of the Alleghanies, ‘‘upon a more enlarged plan, as a means of be- 
coming the channel of conveyance of the extensive and valuable trade 
of a risingempire.’’ But he did not dream of asking-Congress alone to 
do it. Virginia and Maryland expended millions upon the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Canal as it extended toward the Ohio River. 

Now, who in these days expects the State of West Virginia to go 
hand in hand with Congress in putting locks on the Great and Little 
Kanawha? Instead, its demand upon Congress grows in frequency, and 
we are rapidly nearing the time when the General Government will be 
expected to provide, where there is a color of national advantage, for 
every variety of State or local benefit. Asa friend of a liberal national 
policy I protest against its abuse. Why isit that the apparition of the 
constitutional lawyer, from his ghost-walk on the other side of the 
House, does not stalk across. the floor in this debate? Can it be that 
so many of the habitual constitutional lawyers of this House reside 
hard by the green pastures and still waters of the streams now favored 
and first made famous by this bill, that like the ghost in Hamlet they 
scent the morning air, and therefore do not materialize on days when 
we are discussing the river and harbor bill? 

Galveston Harbor, too, may wait, having received one and a half 
millions already, until its predicted commerce has still more fully de- 
veloped. There is probably much of truth in these glowing predictions. 
But we are asked to expend this money not for the commerce that is, 
but for the commerce that is to be. 

Mr. Chairman, I have heard the committee complain justly and pa- 
thetically of their prolonged sessions, extending far into the even- 


i 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I object to the adoption of the pend- 


ing proposition, and I do so upon this ground: It is admitted that un- 
der the law all these works upon rivers and harbors are to be executed 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, who is but an agent of the 
President of the United States. But this proposition goes further. It 
proposes to take from the legislative branch of this Government the 
right to determine where improvements shall be made. It attempts 
to set up the judgment of the Executive over that of the representative 
bodies, the Senate and this House, making the President virtual dic- 
tator to say when and where improvements shall be made. I believe 
this to be contrary to the spirit and genius of our institutions—con- 
trary to the theory of our Government. I believe that the power to 
determine these questions is vested in this House and the Senate, not 
in the Executive of the United States. 

If we should go upon the theory proposed by the gentleman from 


Provided, That the sums by this act appropriated shall be expended only for 
such of the rivers, harbors, ice-harbors, harbors of refuge, creeks, bayous, canals, 
and reservoirs named in this act as the Secretary of War, under the direction of 
the President, shall determine: And provided further, That in no case shall the 
expenditure for any one purpose exceed the sum now designated by this act for 
that purpose. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I propose this amendment in good 
faith, and it shall receive at least one vote, from the conviction that 
such a proviso would save from waste many thousands and perhaps a 
million or millions of dollars. I want the responsibility for this ex- 
penditure placed somewhere. While some worthy gentlemen are sen- 
sitive respecting this bill, no one seetas responsible for all of it. This 
debate has disclosed the fact that the engineers are not responsible. 
The report of the Chief of Engineers warns us that the estimates of the 
engineers are not to be considered as carrying, with them a recommenda- 
tion of the need of the expenditure. 

The House thus far has not contrived to make any amendment of 
this bill looking to the reduction or material modification of appropria- 
tions. The members of the Committee on Riversand Harbors themselves 
in this debate, oneafter another, have shown this House that they are not 
united upon the policy of the main items of appropriation in this bill. 
Nor has there yet been a single member of that committee who, when 
pressed, has not admitted in effect that there are many lesser items in 
the bill which are of doubtful propriety or public need. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, since we appropriated $13,000,000 for rivers and 
harbors last session, and propose to add $12,000,000 in the present ses- 
sion, if it be true, as I do not doubt it is true, that the committee were 
hurried for want of time, it seems to me that we are making too much 
haste to expend $25,000,000 by the appropriations of this Congress for 
rivers and harbors. Shall we in one Congress expend a sum which 
equals nearly one-fourth of all the money expended by all the Con- 
gresses for that purpose from the beginning of the Government until 
this Congress met? For that total is but $111,299,464.79. 

This is an appropriation bill. Why was not time taken to ascertain 
the total amount appropriated and to print it at the foot of the bill? 
I wish the printed bill had disclosed to the members of this House the 
estimate of the Secretary of War, which recommended but $8,177,000 
for rivers and harbors this year. It is not a sufficient answer to say 
that this practice has not heretofore obtained. It has been so often 
urged in this debate that a river and harbor bill is like a general appro- 
priation bill in all else, shall it not resemble it in this respect! Such 
a showing would make plain that this bill proposes to expend three 
dollars where two would suffice for the public need. 

Without my amendment this bill as an annual appropriation bill in 
effect directs the President to expend $12,000,000 in so brief a period 
that the expenditure can not be made economically and advantageously. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask five minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I am sure my friend from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] has offered this resolution in good faith, but when I 
assure him that that is the exact law at the present time I think he will 
not desire to press his proposition. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, with all due deference to the able 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. WIL1s], let 
me say that this amendment is intended only to follow in the line of 
the river and harbor veto message of President Arthur, which had the 
approval of the country at large; and when the President himself said, 
under the advice of his Attorney-General, that if that money was ap- 
propriated he would feel himself directed and compelled to expend it 
all, it seems to me that there can be no better reason for adopting such 
a proviso as this. 

There is a public sentiment steadily gathering favor in this country 
that the President should have the power to veto items of an appro- 
priation bill. Can we not safely in this bill, which no one member 
warmly defends in its entirety, and which, though p' in haste, 
embraces many new projects involving enormous itures, intrust 
the new President with a discretion which may prevent the extrava- 
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Maryland [Mr. McComas], why is thereany necessity of our sitting here 
and discussing the propriety or impropriety of any measure? Why 
not relegate the whole subject to the President of the United States, 
and let him direct alone where the public money shall be expended 
t purpose ? 
= emai a any such idea. I believe that it is the duty of Con- 
gress to hold on to the trust which has been placed in its hands by the 
people of this country, and to guard with jealous care every preroga- 
tive that the Constitution gives it. We have no right to delegate this 
authority to the President of the United States, and I hope most ear- 
nestly that the jealousy with which the representatives of the people 
ought to guard their rights will prompt them to stand here and vote 
lidly against this proposition. 
a STORM obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] that he may conclude his re- 


marks. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. I was 
about to say—and I shall soon conclude—when I heard how late they 
sat on these short winter days, while they were regaled with accounts 
of the prospective trade of Galveston, as their eyes wearied with gazing 
at the magic circles drawn on the remarkable Galveston map which I 
hold in my hand, so liberally strewn about our desks to-day, I can fancy 
that therein they saw the countless flocks of sheep, traveling in these 
straight lines, flocking toward Galveston from half a continent, and the 
cattle on a thousand hills of the great West ‘‘ winding slowly o’er the 
lea’’ toward Galveston Harbor. I suspect they turned from the map 
toward the hills across the Potomac River and the winter evening sky, 
nowhere brighter than when seen through their committee-room win- 
dow; I fancy they— 

Saw the heavens filled with commerce, argosies of magic sails, 
Pilots of the purple twilight laden down with costly bales. 

These visions in the sky, the enthusiasm of Captain Eads, and the 
imaginative computation of countless bales of cotton that might yet 
come pressing to that market shall not~tempt me to wager $7,000,000 
of public money upon the opinion of Captain Eads. 

When specialists differ, ‘‘ when doctors disagree,’? when the Army 
engineers and the civil engineers are at variance in opinion on this ques- 
tion, we are to have millions spent upon that harbor as an experiment. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman will permit me one word? I know 
he does not want to fight. ‘‘a man of straw;’’ and I will say to him 
that by unanimous vote of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors Cap- 
tain Eads is now entirely eliminated from the bill; and the appropria- 
tion for Galveston Harbor, which has called forth the denunciation of 
the gentleman, has been so amended in the committee that, with the 
exception of one member—and in this remark I do not exclude the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]—the appropriation as now 

upon has the approbation of the whole committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope the chairman of our committee will 
except me from the statement just made. I voted in the committee 
against the ‘‘ eliminiation’’ of Captain Eads. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to learn by this dis- 
closure that the ‘‘ man of straw ’’ has only just now been burned up 
and taken out of this debate. 

Mr. WILLIS. And now I hope the gentleman will let him rest. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But, Mr. Chairman, it matters not to me whether 
Captain Eads disappears from this bill or not. He is not ‘‘a man of 
straw;’’ he is of sterner stuff. I have great respect for him asa man of 
genius; but I am looking to the interests of the people of this country, 
who I believe would have these appropriations so reduced that we may 
save some money for the defense of the harbors we have, and for the 
protection of commerce already thriving. 

The great commerce of Baltimore is already pressing for relief. The 
channel to that great harbor is only deepened one-half its width, 
and actual vessels with present commerce freighted deep must wait, or 
the vessels heavily laden must still go bumping into the sides of the 
submerged banks of the harbor channel, and you propose $75,000 this 
year to aid the present commerce of Baltimore, in order to expend this 
year $750,000 for the development of commerce which may come to 
Galveston. Why notapply some of this money to coast defenses, to pro- 
tecting the harbors you already have, whereon stand great cities stored 
with the grain of half the farmers in America, whereir ride countless 
vessels, all defenseless against the navies of the world? 

Why not build up your Navy, so that we may protect our native and 
naturalized citizens at least against the naval armament of powers like 
Portugal or Chili, or at least Ecuador. 

Adopt my amendment, and you will, as I believe, provide for a great 
saving of the money sorely needed, where you can alike provide for the 
common defense and the general welfare. 

. Mr. WILLIS. On yesterday when I made the motion to take a re- 
cess it was with the understanding that I should make the motion to 
adjourn at this time; and in pursuance of that understanding, while 
: a we have not made more progress with the river and harbor 

A MemsBer. I do not. 

Mr. WILLIS. I know the 
hin. 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. What induces the gentleman to make obser- 
vations to me; I made none to him? 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam glad to know you have not. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have said nothing to provoke any such at- 
tack as that. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understood the yentleman to interject right there. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I interjected nothing. 

Mr. WILLIS. You are rejected then from my remark. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I submit on my part, not making any ob- 
servation, the gentleman from Kentucky ought not to preface his mo- 
tion to adjourn by so much advice to this side of the House. I submit 
if he wants to make a motion to adjourn, that is sufficient. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Kentucky has never been guilty 
once where the other gentleman has a dozen times, and the rebuke 
comes with a great deal of grace from him. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think it does. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise pursuant to my agreement for the purpose of 
moving that the House adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will first have to rise. 


[ Laughter. ] 


Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. Iwill make the motion that the commit- 
tee rise. 
Mr. DUNN. I hope the committee will not rise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

The committee divided; and there were--ayes 123, noes 37. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I called for tellers on the motion that the 
committee rise, and the chairman disregarded my call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no knowledge of pro- 
ceedings in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
except as reported. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the House will not adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 59 
minutes a. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of T. B. Plan- 
ché’s widow, of Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Fanny M. Wells and IdaF. Wells, 
of Rapides Parish, Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of John P. Moore, of Helena, Ark., praying 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 
3, 1884—to the same committee. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Mrs. J. Bénedict and 38 
others, ladies of Arlington and Lamoillee, Ill., praying for early action 
on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Joint resolution and memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Alabama, urging an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Coosa River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petitions of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor 
of improvement of the Alleghany River—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of 146 employés and owners of Pittsburgh Plate-Glass 
Company, in favor of improvement of the Alleghany River—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of citizens of Elizabeth, N. J., urging action 
by Congress upon bills for the suppression of Mormonism—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Plainfield, N. J., urging action by Con- 
gress upon bills for the suppression of Mormonism—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Petition of 10 citizens of Albion, Noble County, 
Indiana, for the passage of the Mormon bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of B. M. Cantrell, E. W. Taylor, J. W. 
Foutch, G. R. Smith & Son, J. W. McCarty, and 30 other citizens of 
De Kalb Connty, Tennessee, asking for the improvement of the Caney 
Fork River by locks and dams—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Alice E. Bartholomew, guardian of 
John Winchell, a survivor of the war of 1812, asking for arrears of 
pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of citizens of Clarion County, Pennsyl- 


gentleman does not; I never think fox) vania, asking for the passage of the Lovering bill (H. R. 6463)--to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1314 


By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of H. A. Hicks and 39 others, honorably 
discharged officers, soldiers, and sailors of the late war, asking for leg- 
islation granting a land-warrantof one hundred and sixty acres of land 
without the condition of settlement to every honorably discharged offi- 
cer, soldier, and sailor, or their widows and orphans, of the late war— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of A. G. Cadle, of Tazewell, Tenn., 
asking pay for certain quartermaster stores taken and used by United 
States troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of B. F. Steplrens and 60 others, citizens 
of Elkhart, Ind., praying for legislation on the Mormon question—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. C. R. SKINNER: Petition of Silas Davis, of Chaumont, N. 
Y., with accompanying papers, asking Congress to pay him for a cargo 
of stone lost in Lake Ontario—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Petition of Rev. J. D. Countermine and 
many others, citizens of Albany, N. Y., praying Congress to take early 
action on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of 59 citizens of Austin, Minn., for 
apncrease of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

VY By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Resolution of the board of control of State 
swamp lands of the State of Michigan, relative to accretions adjacent to 
Maison Island, in Saginaw Bay—tothe Committeeon the Public Lands. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Michigan Legislature, relative to 
the purchase of the Lake Superior and Portage Lake Canal by the Gen- 
eral Government—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented, and severally referred te 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of W. C. Clark and others, of Lincoln, Me. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of 55 ex-soldiers of Rush County, Indiana. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Clermont and of Butler 
Counties, Ohio. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Of G.S. Innis and 13 others, citizens of Colum- | 
bus; of A. M. Call and 26. others, citizens of Swan, Hocking County; of 
J. M. French and 64 others, citizens of New Lexington, Perry County; 
of Peter Hall and 102 others, citizens of Marcy, Fairfield County; of C. 
C. Kagy and 111 others, citizens of Bremen; of J. H. Brandtand 63 others, 
citizens of Carroll; of R. T. Field and 57 others, citizens of Columbus; 
and of M. Hetul and 58 others, citizens of Columbus, Ohio. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 129 voters of Soldier, Ky. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of citizens of Appleton and of Newcastle, Me. 

sy Mr. ENGLISH: Of E. Marsh and 128 others, citizens of Hancock 

County, Indiana. 

By Mr. FERRELL: 
Counties, New-Jersey. 

3y Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Crouse, of Baldwin City, of Rich- 
mond, and of Burdgeville, Kans. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Of citizens of the State of Oregon. 





Of citizens of Cumberland and of Gloucester 


By Mr. HANBACK: Of Edward Rickett and 23 others, of Lincoln | 


County, Kansas. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Of citizens of Adams, of Shelby, of Che- 
boygan, of Tuscola, of Emmet, and of Putnam Counties, Michigan. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Of citizens of Butte, of Sonoma, and of Shasta 
Counties, California. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Of 107 citizens of Boaz, Wis. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of 63 citizens of Keyport, of 59 citizens of Matawan, 
and of 43 citizens of Asbury Park, N. J. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of 8S. D. Converse and 123 others, of Plain City, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Otwell, and of Gentryville, 
Ind. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of James 8S, Perry and 13 others, of Nashville, 
Mich. 

By Mr. LONG: Of W. W. Manson and 182others, of Scituate; of W. 
H. Wade and 38 others, of Plainville; and of Charles L. Weedén and 
126 others, of New Bedford, Mass. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Of soldiers of Menden, of Guilford, of Middle- 
town, and of New Haven, Conn. : 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of John Nuzman and 57 others, of Soldier, and 
of B. F. Whitaker and 53 others, of Pardee, Atchison County, Kansas. 

By Mr. NEECE: Of citizens of Warren, of Schuyler, and of Rock 
Island Counties, Illinois. 

By Mr. PETERS: Of 218 ex-soldiers of Stafford County, Kansas. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Of N. T. Beal and 170 others, and of John 
Altom and 63 others, of Hawkins County, Tennessee. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of citizens of Morris County, New Jersey. . 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Of F. L. Moulton and 9 others, of West Camp, 
ton; of Levi B. Laney and 68 others, of East Weare and North Weare- 
and of Sanborn M. Crockett and 72 others, of Plymouth, N. H. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of J. M. Bush and 105 others, of Pittsfield; of 
George M. Forsyth and 51 others, of Virginia, and of David H. Dun- 
mire and 39 others, of Cooperstown, IIL. 

” Mr. ROBERTSON: citizens of Chicago, Marion County, Ken- 

ucky. 
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By Mr. RUSSELL: Of Benjamin A. Bridges and 118 others, of Hol- 
liston; of S. M.Cross and 39 others, of Newburyport, and of C. B. Gar- 
field and 68 others, of Templeton, Mass. $ 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Of Jacob Wolf and others, of South Norwalk; 
of A. Bates and others, of Lakeville; of George 8. Partrie and others, of 
Norwalk; of Caleb Wood and others, of South Norwalk, and of J. W. 
French and others, of Georgetown, Conn. Bi 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Of William Anderson and 50 others, citizens of 
Stark County; of J. E. Vail and 111 others, citizens of La Porte County, 
and of J. 8. Neely and 59 others, citizens of Marshall County, Indiana. 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of W. W. Long and 47 others, citizens of 
Pleasantville, Marion County, Iowa. ; 

By Mr. SPRIGGS: Of citizens of Annsville, of Vienna, and of Utica, 
Oneida County, New York. My 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Of Thomas Young and 43 others, citizens of 
Evans’s Landing; of W. W. Sloan and 122 others, citizens of Crawford 
County; of J. E. Enlow and 54 others, citizens of Scott County; of W. 
8. Taylor and 83 others, citizens of Butlerville; of 100 citizens of Clark 
County, of 65 citizens of Tampico, and of 53 citizens of Palmyra, Ind. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of J.S. Toliverand 64 others, citizens of Greene 
County, and of W. H. H. Petty and 62 others, citizens of Woodbury 
County, Iowa. 4 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Of B. F. Goodwin and 136 others, of Win- 
nebago City, Minn. poi 

By Mr. WARD: Of citizens of Middle Fork, of Summitville, and of 
Dayton, Ind. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Of Omaha (Nebr.) Union Veteran Club, seven 
hundred and thirty-eight names. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of 101 citizens of Coshocton County, and 103 
citizens of Canal Dover, Ohio. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Of citizens of Monroe, of Richland, and of 
‘Vernon Counties, Wisconsin. 


——_—_——— 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 6, 1885. 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. BuLLockK, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of JoHN J. 
INGALLS, chosen by the Legislature of Kansas a Senator from that 
State for the term commencing March 4, 1835; which were read, and 
ordered to be filed. : 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Supervising Architect of that Department recommending 
that the limit of cost of the proposed public building at Louisville, 
Ky., be extended to $1,500,000, and concurring in such recommenda- 
tion; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, requesting the printing of 2,000 additional copies of Lieuten- 
ant Ray’s report of the international polar expedition to Point Barrow, 
Alaska, for distribution by the Chief Signal Officer of the Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Postmaster- 
General, stating, in response to a resolution of the 4th instant, that the 
erasures and interlineations in the documentary history of the railway 
mail service were simply the result of the final revision of the docu- 
ment, and not to be taken as a part of it; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. ~— 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem; presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory of Montana, urging the enactment of 
such national laws as shall th y stamp oak contagious cattle 
‘diseases, and prohibit the influx of Texan or other infected cattle into 
that Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of John Plemer, late private Twenty- 
second Ohio Volunteer Infantry, praying that he may be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of F. H. Plumb, A. 8S. Cosgrove, Charles 
a eae F. Barry, of Wisconsin; and the petition of Thomas 
Walsh and Thomas Hughes, of Eirin Prairie, Wis., praying for such 
legislation as shall prohibit railroads between States from ing more 
oe @ teed Sea SEE ae which were ordered to hie on the 
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Mr. FRYE ras the memorial of F. O. Additon and others; the 
memorial of J. B. Mason and others; the memorial of W. H. Norton 
and others; the memorial of F. B. Andrews and others; the memorial 
of Thomas Lane and others; the memorial of Carrie E. Alden and 
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others; the memorial of Z. L. Packard and others; the memorial of W. 
G. Coombs and others; and the memorial of Benjamin Ames and others, 
all citizens of Maine, remonstrating against the free admission of honey 
under the proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; which were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of manufacturers and merchants 
of New York city, praying for the ratification of the proposed Spanish 
reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

“Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of citizens of Cape 
Vincent, N. Y., and the petition of Smith & Davis and other vessel 
owners, masters, and marine underwriters, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying 
that the United States may acquire possession of the Portage Lake 
canals in the State of Michigan; which were referred to the Committee 


on € . REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Territories to 
report back the bill (H. R. 489) to extend the laws of the United States 
over certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas, and to 
state that a Senate bill of the same import has been referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. The Committee on Territories therefore 
ask to be discharged from the further consideration of this bill, and 
that it be referred, together with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6946) forthe relief of Margaret Mc- 
Carty, to report it adversely. I wish to state that the adverse report 
is based upon the fact that since the action of the House a pension has 
heen allowed by the Pension Office. I move that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2161) granting a pension to Harvey Crane, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He.also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
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lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submit- | 


ted reports thereon: 

A bill (8. 1655) granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to John Otis; 

A bill (H. R. 2002) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 6997) granting a pension to Henry Davis; and 

A bill (8S. 2160) granting a pension to Robert Walker. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom werere- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill eS 476) for the relief of Seth Colvin; 

A bill (S. 926) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

A bill (S. 1436) granting a pension to Francis M. Cox; 

A bill (S. 1443) granting a pension to Peter Riley; ° 

A bill (8. 1515) granting a pension to Beverly Post; and 

A bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Dorothea Bothner, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1653) granting a pension to John H. Crumb, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 2547) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, 
to report it with an amendment. I will state that I shall favor the 
original bill giving the widow the pension proposed to be given by the 
bill sent to the committee. . ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond, 
to report it favorably and without amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask Jeave to submit in connection with that re- 
port the views of the minority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the views 
of the minority will be received and printed. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Emily L. Alvord, to submit an adverse report thereon. I ask that the 
bill be placed on the Calendar. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the fact that Iam making an adverse re- 
port on the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have the bill placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois in report- 
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ing the bill made the same request. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I inquire whether there is a written report accom- 
panying the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood that there would be submitted the views 
of the minority on the bill, and that it is not a unanimous report ad- 
verse to the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. The report in the case sets out the facts. I expect 
for myself to oppose the majority report which I submit. Iam in 
favor of the passage of the bill notwithstanding the action of the 
committee. 

I am also instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2377) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord, 
to report it adversely. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
endar. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2484) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander S. Dana Greene, United States Navy, reported it adversely, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. By direction of the Committee on Pensions, I also report 
the bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander 5S. Dana Greene, United States Navy, adversely, recommending 
its indefinite postponement, in which case I desire to submit the views 
of the minority favoring the passage of the bill. I ask that the bill be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. By direction of the Committee on Pensions, I also re- 
port adversely the bill (S. 957) granting a pension to Margaret D. Mar- 
chand, recommending its indefinite postponement. I submitalso with 
the report the views of the minority favoring the passage of the bill. I 
ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. By directionof the Committee on Pensions, I report 
adversely the bill (S. 2428) granting a pension to Margaret B. Harwood, 
recommending its indefinite postponement. I submit with the report 
also the views of the minority, and on behalf of the minority I ask 
that the bill be placed on the Calendar, and that the views of the mi- 
nority be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar and the views of the minority will be printed, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports-thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson; 

A bill (H. R. 3527) granting a pension to George A. Marshall; and 

A bill (H. R. 6956) granting a pension to Maria H. Sargent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 357) granting a pension to William Lockhart; 

A bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty; and 

A bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Ruth Stratton. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt, reported 
it with an amendment, agd submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Washburn, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 4248) granting a pension to William Harbeson; 

A bill (H. R. 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; and 

A bill (H. R. 6934) granting a pension to Ann J. Williams. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3058) to amend section 1889 of chapter 1, title 
23, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to general in- 
corporation acts of Territories, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. On the 12th of January last I reported, by direction 
of the Committee on Public Lands, the bill (H. R. 100) for the relief of 
certain pre-emption and homestead settlers in California, adversely. 

I have this morning received a communication from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, accompanied by copies of letters from the district attorney of the 
United States for the district of California of January 5 and January 
24, which I think should be printed with the report. The report has 
not yet been received from the Public Printer owing to the fact that 
certain maps accompany it, and the Printer is waiting on the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing to prepare the maps so that they may be 
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printed in connection withthe report. I ask that the papers be printed 
as an addendum to the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, reports certain papers the nature of which 
he has described, which he asks may be printed in connection with the 
report heretofore made on the bill the title of which he has named. 
If there be no objection the papers will be received as part of the re- 
port and printed in connection with it. The Chair hears no objection. 


A MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 674) to author- 
ize the purchase of additional grounds for the United States court-house 
and post-office building at Springfield, Il. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Tyler, in the State of Texas; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 320) authorizing the printing of the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 and 1884. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2618) to authorize the readjustment 
of compensation of postmasters at certain fourth-class post-offices; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (8. 2619) granting a pension to 
Martha Hughes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to Thomas H. 
Boaz; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

HARBOR DEFENSES. 


Mr. SEWELL. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate whether 
any plans or preparations have been matured by the Engineer Corps of the 
Army or in the War Department for defending, by torpedoes or otherwise, in 
case of sudden war with any foreign power, the harbors on our seacoast and 
lakes; and if torpedo stations have been established, or are contemplated for 
such defense of harbors, then whether any armament has been provided or 
planned for the protection of such torpedo stations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the resolution had better go to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. The Government of the United States may 
have very good reasons why it does not wish to disclose the full state 
of preparation for the defense of the country. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution is not open to debate. 
It is not yet before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. My motion is to refer the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is not yet before the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
proper time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there De no objection, the Senator 
from Michigan will proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. If there were any such plans in regard to particular 
harbors, any details of the designs of the Department with regard to 
those harbors, it would be publishing to the world what perhaps ought 
not to be known. As I see there is no discretion left to the Secretary 
of War whether the information is to be communicated if in accordance 
with the public interests, I think the resolution had better be referred. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from New Jersey will proceed. 

Mr.SEWELL. I have no doubt as to the propriety of this matter, 
but I have no objection to a reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the resolution 
being considered this day and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs? The Chair hears none, and it is so referred. 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration: 


Resolved, That on and after Monday, February 9, the hour of meeting of the 
Senate shall be 11 o’clock a. m., unless otherwise ordered, and the morning hour 
shall expire at 1 o'clock. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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I beg pardon. I shall make the motion at the 


Is there objection to the present 
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The resolution will lie over on ob- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


jection. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I shall call it up to-morrow. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2168) for the 
relief of the executrix of Ayres P. Merrill. : 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 
1793) to amend section 4434 of title 52 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation 
of steam-vessels, with an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7469) for the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son; and 

A bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 104) providing for the printing and 
distribution of the Descriptive Catalogue of Government Publications; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


RULE AS TO AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. INGALLS. Pursuant to the notice I gave yesterday, I move to 
amend the third paragraph of Rule XVI by striking out the words ‘‘ no 
amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any,’’ and inserting before ‘‘amend- 
ment,’’ in line 2 of said clause, the word ‘‘no.’’ In line 3 strike out 
the word ‘‘the’’ before ‘‘ bill’’ and insert ‘‘ any general appropri- 
ation;’’ and insert after the word “ bill’ the word “‘ shall;’’ so that 
when amended the clause would read: 

No amendment not germane nor relevant to the subject-matter contained in 
any general appropriation bill shall be received, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
day, the Senator from Kansas now moves to amend Rule XVI. 
proposed amendment will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas if he has 
put his motion in the form of a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a motion made by the Senator 
from Kansas pursuant to notice. The motion will be read, after which 
the Chair wil! ask for objection to its present consideration. 

The CuieF CLERK. In the third paragraph of Rule XVI strike out 
the words ‘‘no amendment which proposes general legislation shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill, nor sha)l any ’’—— 

Mr. INGALLS. No; that is wrong. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk is reading the offi- 
cial print. 

Mr. INGALLS. He is reading the rule as proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk is reading precisely 
the notige given yesterday by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood that the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] called for the reading of the rule as it would be when amended. 
I was mistaken. : 

Mr, HARRIS. I simply inquired if the Senator from Kansas had 
put in writing the motion he makes, a copy of which I now have in my 
hand. I intended to suggest to the Senator that lie allow his motion 
to be referred to the Committee on Rules, so that we may have a meet- 
ing as early as the Senator may choose and consider it there. 

"The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will now read the 
proposed amenUment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
lows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘no amendment which proposes general legis- 
lation shall be received to any general appropriation bill, nor shall any,’’ 
and insert before ‘‘amendment,’’ in line 2 of said clause, the word ‘‘ no.’’ 
In line 3 strike out the word ‘‘the’’ before “‘bill,’’ and insert ‘any 
general appropriation; ’’ and insert after the word “‘ bill’’ the word 
**shall;’’ so that when amended the clause would read: 

No amendment not germane nor relevant to the subject-matter contained in 
any general appropriation bill shall be received, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The subject is not open to debate, as 
the motion is not yet before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the motion of the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears 
none. It is before the Senate, and the question is on ing to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care now to do it, but I desire to make 
the motion which the Senator from Tennessee indicated, that the ques- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Rules. That, I think, is the 
proper course, because it is very difficult to discuss a question of this 
kind unless the appropriate commhittee have first considered and re- 
ported upon it. I have no doubt it would be promptly reported. Ido 
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not desire to delay the question at all, but I think the motion had bet- 
ter be referred to the Committee on Rules, of which I believe the Sen- 
ator from Kansas himself is a member. 

Mr. HALE. Could it notbe reported to-morrow morning probably ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think very likely. The Senator’s colleague 
[Mr. Frye] is the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate will remember that this matter has been 
discussed heretofore by the Committee on Rules, on a revision of the 
rules, and that the decision was unanimous against it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but at the same time, during the present 
session, under the peculiar circumstances which surround us, it might 
be that a temporary rule could be agreed upon. I hope it may not 
become a permanent one. 
considered by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FRYE. If we once open this door we shall keep it open, I fear. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall submit a motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the motion be committed to the Committee on Rules. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion to refer. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenate finds itself confronted this year with more 
instances on appropriation bills sent from the other House to this body 
of legislation than perhaps ever before. There are bills now pending 
before the Senate which have been reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations containing very marked features of legislation—bills 
which must be considered by the Senate at averyearlyday. The pen- 
sion appropriation bill among others contains legislation curing defect- 
ive and what the House evidently believes, and what I believe, to be 
improper legislation of last year. The Senate will be met squarely with 
the question upon that bill to-day or to-morrow whether because of 
blind adherence to the present rule of the Senate it will take action 
against legislation which in itself is proper, is remedial, and is needed. 
I should hope that in view of the present condition, the stress of weather 
under which the Senate is acting —— 

Mr. BECK. Willthe Senator from Maine allow me tointerrupt him ? 

Mr. HALE. Let me finish this sentence, and then I shall yield. 


Mr. BECK. I was about to say-—— 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine declines to 
yield. 


Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. It was just in the line of the very sentence the Sena- 
tor is uttering that [ desired to say that even if we do adhere to our 
rule, that does not get clear of it, because the House will come into 
conference and demand it there. We do not get clear of it by adher- 
ing to the rule. That is the trouble. I beg the Senator’s pardon for 
the interruption. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to say that I hope, if the motion is sent to 
the Committee on Rules, it will have a meeting to-day or to-morrow 
morning and in view of the exigency will relax the stringency of the 
present rule of the Senate, because if we insist upon the rule and vote 
out all the House propositions, vote out legislation that in itself nine 
out of ten of the members of this body would vote for, we do not 
thereby, as the Senator from Kentucky says, get rid of it. The whole 
thing is thrown into conference, and it may well be found that the at- 
titude of the other House is that upon proper legislation it will insist 
upon its amendments even if the bill be lost. Then the Senate will 
be found meeting the question squarely whether it will, because of 
this rule, utterly defy the House and declare that upon appropriation 
bills no sort of legislation shall be put, however wise and just. I for 
one upon such matters do not believe that the Senate can stand—I do 
not believe it will stand—when confronted with such a question as that. 

Therefore, I hope if the motion goes to the Committee on Rules that 
it will have prompt consideration and that the rule will be relaxed. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to apologize to the Senator from Maine for inter- 
rupting him in the midst of his remarks. I was thinking of the same 
thing and feared that he would leave out the most difficult part of the 


trouble, and I very improperly interrupted him before he finished his 
sentence. 


Mr. HALE. Not at all. ‘ 

Mr. BECK. But that is the trouble. We shall have before us the 
pension appropriation bill, which I understand will be called up to-day, 
or to-morrow at the furthest. Legislation has been placed on that bill 
by the House which we have pro forma stricken out in the Committee 
on Appropriations in obedience to the wishes of the Senate, but which 
the Committee on Appropriations knows it can not keep out, and which 
we do not believe it ought to keep out, unless the rules compel us todo 
so. Further, we do not believe the Senate will consent to have that 
legislation stricken out; and if the Senate does consent to strike it out 
the House will never yield. So something ought to be done, such as 
the Senator from Kansas suggests, to get us out of this dilemma, which 
is only the first perhaps of twenty or thirty more which we shall have 
before us in the next twenty days. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not concur with the proposition 
toallow the ingrafting of general legislation upon appropriation bills, 
and so far from desiring to see the Senate rule amended in order to 
permit the extension of that mode of legislation, I earnestly hope the 
Committee on Rules will ‘feel themselves authorized to confer with 
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members of the corresponding committee in the other House for the 
purpose of seeing whether a joint rule can not be adopted to exclude 
general legislation from appropriation bills. 

I do not propose to repeat the reasons against ingrafting general leg- 
islation on appropriation bills, because they are very obvious. I only 
understand now that the House permits it, and the Senate does not, 
and that between the two there is an inequality of influence. The-other 
House may submit to us appropriation bills stuffed full with general 
provisions and new provisions of law, whereas under our rules we can 
not do it. Rather than see the extension of what I think is an evil 
principle in legislation upon appropriation bills, I hope that the com- 
mittee representing the Senate may be able to induce the House to so 
modify their rules that appropriation bills will not be capable of be- 


| coming the vehicles of general legislation under a joint rule of the two 


bodie« = 
Mr. FRYE. In reply to the Senator from Delaware I desire to say a 
word. I said that this subject had been considered by the Committee 


on Rules, and a proposition like this determined against when the 
rules were revised—determined against with instructions to send to the 
House a joint rule such as the Senator from Delaware suggests. That 
joint rule was passed through the Senate and sent to the House, and 
the chairman of the Committee on Rules believed himself to be in- 
structed to do everything in his power to get the assent of the House 
or of the Committee on Rules of the House to that proposition. He did 
so. No assent has been obtained, and I desire to say to the Senator 
from Delaware that I do not believe it is within the range of possibility 
that any assent to such a rule can be obtained. The truth is that un- 
der the present rules of the House legislation is almost an impossibility 
unless it is had upon an appropriation bill; and so long as that condi- 
tion exists they will not give up their rule, which allows them to leg- 
islate on a general appropriation bill, and I do not believeit is any use to 
undertake in any way toobtain a provision on the part of the House such 
as has been desired heretofore by the Senate, and has prevailed in the 
Senate. I think they will not give up the privilege which they now 
enjoy under their rules. 

Mr. BAYARD. Itis a very melancholy condition of things for the 
House of Representatives that they should have adopted such a set of 
rules that they become rather obstructive, instead of assistants to the 
transaction of business; and it scarcely seems to be the part of wisdom 
that we should cripple our own system of business which has proved 
itself to be convenient, and which in all reason is just and proper, 
simply because the House of Representatives tie their hands so that 
they can not legislate in a wise and rational manner. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, being a member of the Committee 
on Rules, perhaps I ought not to object to areference of this resolution 
for the purpose of enabling them to consult thereon; but I think I do 
not go beyond a correct statement of this matter when I say that every 
member of the Senate is competent and ready at this time to act upon 
this question, that Senators do not need any instruction from the Com- 
mittee on Rules upon the subjecf. 

I concur heartily with the Senator from Delaware as to the vice of 
general legislation upon general appropriation bills; but we are con- 
fronted to-day with avery grave dilemma. We are in a predicament. 
We have gone into a cul de sac so far as legislation is concerned, and 
there is nothing for us to do but to turn around and come out again. 

Mr. President, so far as the attitude of this question is concerned 
there can be but one view. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] has 
stated one proposition. The pension appropriation bill is on the table 
of the Senate, ready to be taken up at this present time. It appropri- 
ates $60,000,000. Appended to that is certain legislation, much of 
which is wise and just, some of which is of questionable propriety. 
Under the rules of the Senate we are forbidden either to amend that or 
to discuss it; and the Committee on Appropriations, the Senator from 
Maine informs me, has, in accordance with the rules of the Senate, so 
reported, and that legislation is absolutely stricken out by the action 
of that committee, and so stands upon the House bill to-day. 

It is in the power of any single member of this body, by objecting 
to any legislation, to obtain the ruling of the presiding officer that it 
is not in order under the rules, and therefore must go out. We are 
deprived of the opportunity of amending the legislation that comes to 
us from the House of Representatives. Now, I say frankly that there 
is some of the legislation on the pension appropriation bill that I can 
not afford to resist. The Senate of the United States can not afford to 
resist it. It is matter that is material to the interest of this Govern- 
ment and to the welfare of pensioners and pension claimants. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. INGALLS. With pleasure. = 

Mr. HALE. And is also entirely germane to the subject-matter of 
the appropriation bill and the laws and rules under which the Pension 
Department runs, as affecting hundreds of thousands of pensioners. It 
has all that merit. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Maine intensifies the argument 
that I was making on this subject. With this first clause of the rule 
stricken out, this legislation it would be competent for the Senate to 
consider. 

I hope, therefore, that, inasmuch as it has become apparent that gen- 





































































eral legislation, however vicious, however undesirable it may be, can 
not be excluded from general appropriation bills without either a joint 
rule or the mutual agreement of the two Houses, we shall accept the 
situation and put ourselves in a position where we shall be at liberty 
to amend legislation that comes here from the House, to propose legis- 
lation if we see fit, and not leave ourselves in this predicament of finally 
being compelled to accept legislation from the House of Representatives 
by the report of a committee of conference, without any opportunity 
either for discussion or for amendment. 

As I said at the outset, I do not feel at liberty to oppose the refer- 
ence of this subject to the Committee on Rules, but I hope the Senate 
will not refer it. It is a matter that has been discussed here, so that 
every Senator is fully advised upon the subject. Every one knows the 
evil we desire to cure, and we are just exactly as able to act intelli- 
gently upon the subject now as we shall be after the Committee on 
Rules have reported either in favor of or against it. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should liketo ask the Senator from Kansas, who 
is very much more familiar with the rules than I am, if this is not the 
result of the sixteenth rule, that where a measure in the nature of leg- 
islation comes from the House on an appropriation bill which we think 
in the right direction but defective, then we can not amend that defect 
here under our rules. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is very true; weare deprived not only of the 
opportanity of presenting legislation ourselves toan appropriation bill, 
but we are forbidden to amend that which comes from the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. MAXEY. That was the point I was desiring to suggest. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the practical result is, as the statutes of Con- 
gress will show for the past ten years, that notwithstanding the exist- 
ence of this provision in the Senate rules, there is hardiy one of your 
appropriation bills that does not contain general legislation that has 
been placed there by conference committees, to which the Senate has 
been ultimately compelled by the exigencies of the situation to agree. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I have thought that the reference 
of this matter to the Committee on Rules might result in introducing 
some plan of this sort. I think one great objection to the considéra- 
tion of general legislation in connection with appropriation bills is that 
the Committee on Appropriations are often called upon to deal with en- 
tirely unfamiliar suhjects. These bills come late in the session, and the 
investigation and labor required in looking inte the items of appropria- 
tion pure and simple are sufficient to occupy the time of the Appro- 
priations Committee. By legislative provisions in the bills they are 
frequently called upon to consider some general legislation affecting the 
Army, possibly without any representative of the Military Committee 
upon the Committee on Appropriations. There is no provision under 
the rule by which they can take the opinion of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs as to that legislation. Now if we are to so modify our 
rules that general legislation coming from the House of Representatives 
may be considered and amended and that new general legislation ger- 
mane to the bill as matters affecting the Army to the military bill and 
the Navy to the naval bill, we ought so to arrange our rules that those 
propositions should be submitted to the judgment of the appropriate 
committee to which the matter would go if it was introduced independ- 
ently here in the Senate, so that the Appropriations Committee should 
have the judgment of the appropriate committee upon these matters of 
general legislation. It seems to me that if this measure goes to the 
Committee on Rules they may so amend the rules as that that result 
would be seeured. It would undoubtedly aid the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I have no contest with them; I do not desire in the small- 
est degree to depreciate them or their efforts; they are as able as any 
other Senators of the same number to deal with all these questions; but 
toward the close of a session it is an overworked committee, and unless 
propositions looking to general legislation can have the consideration of 
the appropriate committees that deal with the subjects about which leg- 
islation is to be had, we shall get careless legislation. 

Therefore I think the rule ought to be so framed as that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations should be required to take the advice or sub- 
mit to the judgment—not perhaps to be conclusive—but at least that 
they may have the benefit of the views of the particular committee 
having general charge of the subject and that the views of that com- 
mittee might accompany their report of the appropriation bill to the 
Senate. If we are to open the door to this legislation—and it seems 
to me we must do so, for I have no hope at all that the House will 
ever be induced to adopt a joint rule by which they surrender the right 
to put general legislation on an appropriation bill—it should be in this 
way. It is absurd that the one body should be free in this direction 
and the other should be absolutely tied up by its rules. If we can not 
come te the common ground of excluding it altogether, then there is 
nothing to do but to accept the situation upon this subject. Butwhen 
that is done I should hope the rule might be so framed that legislation 
would go to the committee that is familiar with the particular subject 
upon which legislation is asked. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this is an old and controverted sub- 
ject. I think if there is to be a remedy applied it must be a radical 
remedy. I am perfectly willing, in view of the present condition of 
the business of the Senate, to vote fora provision modifying the six- 
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teenth rule so as to allow any legislative amendments germane or rele- 
vant in their character to be offered to appropriation bills during the 
present session; but I want it distinctly understood that if the House are 
to adopt a rule that will force us to consider general legislation on ap- 
propriation bills, then I am in favor at the next session of Congress of 
reversing the whole theory of our rules and referring every general ap- 
propriation bill to the appropriate committee having charge of the sul- 
ject to which the bill relates. 


There is no other way. 


I have had long experience on the subject. At one time as a mem- 


ber of the House of Representatives, when chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, I entered into a contest with the Senate on the 
subject. 
a series of joint rules by which the business was conducted. Those 
joint rules now have ceased to exist and are of no force. is 
solutely certain that if the House sends legislation on appropriation 
bills of the most important character affecting every branch of the pub- 
lic service, unless we want to resolve ourselves into a committee of one 
upon all subjects of legislation, and to have a single committee to deal 
with all these multiplied questions, we must send the appropriation 
bills to their appropriate committees. ‘ 
bill for the support of the Army should go to the Military Committee, 


The result then was that the Senate and House agreed upon 


But it is ab- 


In that event the appropriation 


for the Navy to the Naval Committee, for the Patent Office to the 
Patent Committee, for pensions to the Pension Committee, and so of 


all the different branches of the public service because these commit- 


tees are informed upon these various branches. 

At the present session I believe it is now absolutely necessary to relax 
the rigor of the sixteenth rule in order to deal with these questions. I 
know one thing: Rule or no rule, I will vote for some of the legislative 


provisions proposed by the House of Representatives, but they are legis- 


lative provisions to correct legislation upon appropriation bills by com- 


mittees of conference, or by the action of one or the other House with- 
out fall consideration. 


My tendency is to adopt the general change demanded by the House 


of Representatives so that each bill may stand upon its own bottom. 


Meantime I think it is necessary to consider this subject in committee, 
because it is necessary for us to provide some modification of the rules 
for the present session. I believe that can be done better by five orsix 
gentlemen sitting around a committee table than in the Senate Cham- 
ber; but ifit should not be deemed necessary to refer it, I shall offer as a 


substitute for the proposition of the Senator from Kansas, which he will 


probably agree to, that for the present session the sixteenth rule be so 
modified that amendments proposing general legislation germane and 
relevant to the subject-matter contained in any general appropriation 
bill may be received, confining it to the present session. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Ohio whether it 
would not be better that general legislation proposed here should have 
the sanction of some committee, rather than to open the entire subject ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rule already requires that no amendment of 
any kind to an appropriation bill enlarging the scope of it can be offered 
except by direction of a committee of the body. That is already in 
the rules. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to this rule. 
I understand the position of the Senate heretofore to have been that 
thereshall be no general legislation on an appropriation bill. The House 
rule is that any amendment germane and relevant and decreasing the 
expenditures shall be received. The Senate has. been opposed to even 
that proposition, limited in that way that it shall decrease expenditures; 
hut yet the Senator from Kansas proposes to pass an amendment which 
shall make in order any amendment germane and relevant, whether it 
decreases or increases expenditures. In other words, the Senator from 
Kansas proposes that the Senate shall go beyond the House notwith- 
standing the complaint which has been made of the House. 

No amendment not germane nor relevant to the subject-matter contained in 
any general appropriation bill shall be received. . . 

Mr. INGALLS. Read the rest of the rule. Do not stop there. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS I desire to ask the Senator from Maine if he will 
yield to me? 

Mr. FRYE. I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask if he can conceive of any subject-matter of 
legislation that would not be germane and relevant to some one or other 
of the appropriation bills that we annually ; and if that be true, 
had we not quite as well or even better abolish our rule altogether than 
make the modification that is proposed? I am opposed to the modi- 
fication, and I am opposed to abolishing the rule. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, whether this proposition shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules or not is a matter of indifference to 
me. I am opposed to the proposition, whether we are to act upon it 
now or, with my present light, whether it comes here by the report of 
the Committee on Rules; and I am opposed to the modification of this 
rule for the present session even. There is a familiar quotation that it 
is better to 

Bear those ills we have 
Than fly to others that we know not of. 


And while it is true that we are in a predicament, we are proposing 
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in order to escape that predicament not exactly to fly to evils that we 
know not of, but to evils that we are perfectly acquainted with. 

This rule has been adopted by the Senate and adhered to for a long 
period of years, because it was the deliberate conviction of the Senate 
that legislation upon appropriation bills was fraught with great danger, 
and the danger is just as great at this session and will be just as great 
at a succeeding session as it ever has been. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to inquire right there 
if our adhesion to the rule has prevented general legislation on appro- 
priation bills? , ' ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. Toa certain extent it has, but not entirely. But for 
one I prefer as a Senator to stand in the attitude of rejecting all gen- 
eral legislation upon appropriation bills and placing the responsibility 
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for such legislation where it belongs, rather than to open the doors to | 


what it seems to me will be a very bad.and very dangerous practice. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I want to suggest an amendment 
which I presume is not in order, but I submit it to enable me to pre- 
sent my views to the Senate on this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
there be read an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the res- 
olution. It will be read for information, if there be no objectiori. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Nor shall any amendment which proposes general legislation be put on any 
appropriation bill unless proposed by the proper standing committee of the 
Senate, nor except on a vote of two-thirds of the Senators voting, said vote to be 
taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it would be unwise to break down this rule 
entirely even for this session. It is just as competent for the Senate to 
meet this emergency now as it will be next year. It has grown to the 
proportions of a very great evil. But we are still confronted with one 
fact, and that is that the House will make its own rules and that they 
are just as competent and just as much authorized to pass upon the 
question of public policy involved as the Senate, and it ought to be un- 
derstood as a matter due not only to the Senate but to the House also 
that indirectly we can accomplish nothing. The fair, the frank, the 
manly way to arrive at a conclusion on this subject which shall be 
mutually profitable and just is to propose to the House what we think 
ought to be the common rule of both Houses; but it is not fair for the 
Senate to insist that the Appropriations Committee, nor is it fair that 
the Appropriations Committee shall itself by indirection seek te coerce 
the House. We shall in that way neither gain in our own temper nor 
in that of the House, nor shall we gain in anything which concerns the 
public good or welfare. If we believe that here is a practice which has 
grown up which ought not to be, which is subversive of the good of 
legislation, we ought to say so to the House frankly and ask them to 
confer with us on that subject in order that a common conclusion may 
be arrived at which shall meet the case. As it is now we stand in the 
attitude when our virtue is at high-water mark of rejecting all legis- 
lation on appropriation bills and thereby seeking to do by indirection 
what we lack the courage apparently to do by direction, and then one 
extreme following the other, as tt always does, we yield entirely and 
take everything that the other House sends, with or without amend- 
ment, according as the temper is at the time. 

We are nearly at the close of a session. We are confronted by a very 
serious problem on the pension appropriation bill now on the Senate 
table. Numbers of Senators feel about this matteras my colleague has 
expressed himself—that is tosay, that there are provisions on that bil] 
which he himself is not willing to take the responsibility asa legislator 
here of rejecting in toto; and that results in the position in which the 
House may put itself; its members say ‘‘ we are not willing to omitthe 
opportunity which our rules afford us’’ of doing the very thing which 
my colleague says he is not willing to omit the opportunity to do him- 
self, that opportunity being presented. That only illustrates the diffi- 
culties which attend the situation all theway through. There may be 
emergencies occurring at any time at the close of a session when the 
ability to put legislation upon an appropriation bill, the objection of one 
member to the contrary notwithstanding, may be of the most vital char- 
acter. Instead, therefore, of tying our hands even at this late hour of 
the session, or opening the door too wide, we ought, I think, to do the 
conservative thing and reserve the right of the Senate under proper dis- 
crimination, and after discussion, and when the Senate is full—that is 
to say, when a quorum is present and voting—then only of doing what 
may be an emergent thing. Therefore I suggest if the proposed rule 
is to be voted upon now, that it should be amended so that only under 
two conditions will the Senate consent to even amend any legislation 
that may be sent here on appropriation bills by the House. One is that 
the amendment shall be reported by the proper standing committee of 
the Senate; and the second is that there shall be two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present forming a quorum voting for that upon the yeas and nays, 
thereby expressing in an affirmative manner their conviction of the 
necessity or the urgency of the proposed legislation. 

That much at least I think is due to the dignity of mensitting to leg- 
islate for the country; that much is due to the position of the body as 
@ conservative branch of the Government, and yet, while conservative, 
not willing to put itself in the attitude of being obstructive. 

I speak of this question asa member of the Appropriations Committee, 
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with the embarrassments which surround the case in that committee, 
and the feeling on the part of the committee that it is not our function 
originally to pass on these questions, and with the further feeling that 
the Senate itself ought not by indirect means to seek to ask the House 
to abandon its rule under which it is proceeding; and as there is now 
time for a conference with the House on the subject, and as something 
apparently ought to be done, though I am willing for one to strike out 
all legislation from these bills, yet as there is an apparent necessity for 
doing something ina certain direction in the way of legislation that can 
only be accomplished in this method, and as the House has tendered 
us some important propositions and will tender us more—because I have 
a bill on mytable, the Post-Office appropriation bill, full of legislation, 
some of which is good undeniably, some of which is vicious undeniably ; 
and therefore, as I said, weought to be able to meet it, but while meet- 
ing it we ought not as a rule to throw down the bars entirely and open 
wide the door in such a way that there may be a carnival of unwise 
and ill-digested legislation put on appropriation bills in the expiring 
hoursof the session when from the very necessity of the case, as we know 
by past experience, there will be sometimes not a quorum nor half a 
quorum in attendance on the deliberations of this body. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senate misses on this occasion the 
orators who instructed and stimulated it to a valiant maintenance of 
its rules when the pension appropriation bill was brought in from the 
other branch. The difficulty and the defect in our rule was pointed 
out at that time, and the dilemma in which it placed the Senate was 
presented. Nevertheless we were told then that it was the duty of the 
Senate to maintain our rule to the letter, let the consequences be what 
they might; and we were told by Senators of great experience and 
ability and long service in this body that they would stand by this rule, 
let the consequence be an extra session of Congress if the Senate main- 
tained what was framed in wisdom and was necessary for the mainte- 
nance of free, unbiased deliberation upon appropriation bills. We were 
told then that the only cowards in this body in’ respect to it were the 
Appropriations Committee, that they would come in and in the last 
moments would surrender to the other branch and take legislation on 
appropriation bills. It did net matter that Senators were reminded on 
that occasion of the urgency, when the last days of a session approached, 
the absolute necessity that the appropriation bills should be adopted, 
and that that necessity would, in spite of our then valor, carry through 
this body legislation just precisely as it was brought to us. I am 
amazed now that since the Appropriations Committee, stimulated in 
their duty as they were by that debate, have presented the question 
here, the self-same orators who taught us our duty so plainly and so 
clearly at that time as to make us surrender all doubt and misgiving on 
our own part, are now either silent or are the first to surrender our 
rule in toto. 

It was supposed by those Senators, and they were right, that legis- 
lation in appropriation bills was an evil, an evil that ought to be rem- 
edied, not surrendered to. We are inviting it by this debate to-day. 
We are calling upon ourselves to consider in appropriation bills the 
legislation of the country, and you are imposing upon your Appropria- 
tions Committee, in the last days of the session, not only that which 
hitherto has been considered enough for them to do, to consider what 
are proper appropriations, but to take up also the duty of the Pensions 
Committee, the duty of the Committee on Indian Affairs, of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and more than all that, 
that most important of all committees, if I may make a comparison, 
the Judiciary Committee, all are by this debate surrendered to the Ap- 
propriations Committee, and they can not take up those matters till 
within three weeks of the end of the session. 

There comes along in one bill private claims enough in a single ap- 
propriation bill to occupy the Committee on Claims half this session, 
and the committee having it in charge, the Appropriations Committee, 
who have supposed hitherto that it was quite enough for them to do 
to ascertain and recommend to the Senate what were proper appropria- 
tions, are called upon to examine into or take unexamined private 
claims enough in a single appropriation bill to occupy any commitiee, 
who would ascertain thoroughly the merits of those claims, the whole 
of the next three weeks. 

Where is the determination of the Senate a few weeks ago to uphold 
the rule? Where are those who told us they would stand here in sup- 
port of the rule till an extra session of Congress, if need be, were upon 
us? Therule, in my opinion, wasa wise one as it was framed. If there 
is any defect in it at all it is in a misconstruction of the rule some time 
ago, which has since grown into a precedent which ought to be modi- 
fied, much like the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- 
GALLS], though he will pardon me for saying that the quarter from 
which it comes is the one I least expected to see it from. 

Mr. President, if you adopt the amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio you impose at once upon the Appropriations Committee 
a duty they can not perform. To look to the appropriations proper, 
and nothing else, is more than they can properly do in the next eight- 
een days; but in those bills from the necessity of the exigencies in 
the other branch is all the legislation of the session in the other branch. 
I understand the difficulties of the case. I understand that one branch 
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has just the same power and the same right to determine its rules as 
the other, and that we have no more right to say what shall be the rules 
of the other branch than the other branch has a right to say what shall 
be our rules. The only way to meet the case is to find some possible 
common rule, and if it be a common rule like that which is suggested 
by the amendment of the Senator from Ohio to the proposition of the 
Senator from Kansas, then distribute the appropriation bills, discharge 
your Appropriations Committee from the consideration of the legislation 
in those bills, divide this work, or have it brought in here crude and 
unconsidered, and mature it here in the Senate Chamber in the last few 
days of the session. 

Let us meet this question as it is, not undertake to meet the diffi- 
culty coming from the other branch by a counter difficulty here over- 
whelming them, running a race with them, competing with them to 
see which will get the most legislation in an appropriation bill. Leg- 
islation in an appropriation bill is an evil, an alarming evil, a danger- 
ous evil, and it ought to be stopped in some way or other, not invited, 
not increased, not aggravated as we are proposing to do to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think this amendment to the rules is 
one of the most dangerous propositions ever addressed to the Senate if 
its logic be acted upon in the future conduct of our relations with the 
other branch. I wish the Senate for a moment to consider to what this 
is to lead. 

When the Constitution was adopted the power was given to the House 
of Representatives, as the great constitutional equivalent for the equal- 
ity of the States in the Senate, to originate money bills. The House 
has insisted that the true interpretation of that constitutional provis- 
ion authorizes the House exclusively to originate appropriation bills; 
and it was determined when that question arose, upon the declaration 
of Mr. Webster, that the House must from the necessity of the case be 
the final judge of the meaning and extent of that constitutional pro- 
vision; so that practically I am correct in saying that the power was 
given to the House by the Constitution exclusively to originate appro- 
priation bills. . 

I will not undertake to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please resume their 
seats. Business will be suspended until Senators take their seats and 
cease conversation [rapping with his gavel]. 

The Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not care about proceeding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a word or two with 
reference to this general subject, which is not a new one, as the Senator 
from Ohio has said. I think any proposition looking to general legis- 
lation on appropriation billsisadangerous one. In the natureof things 
the appropriation bills, whether at the long or the short session, are de- 
layed until nearly the last moments of the session. At the session end- 
ing in July last the important appropriation bills did not reach the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate until in May and June. It 
is true they were full of legislation at that time. The committee, un- 
der the instructions of the Senate, eliminated from the bills all legis- 
lation. Afterwards, in the committees of conference, a portion of that 
legislation was yielded to in order to secure an agreement to the pas- 
sage of the bills. 

But what was dangerous then is more dangerous now, and is always 
especially so at a short session. If we are to open these bills to legis- 
lation, necessarily there will be legislation put upon them that is not 
well considered; and therefore, as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, I should be glad to see the Senate stand rigorously in 
favor of its present rule against all legislation on appropriation bills, 
and against consenting to legislation put on by the House of Represent- 
atives; but I know the Senator from Kansas will say in response that 
the end is legislation that the House insists upon, or a failure of the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. INGALLS. By theaction of the committees of conference—and 
I say that without any invidious allusion at all—that is the practical 
operation, that without amendment or discussion the legislation pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives is agreed to finally by committees 
of conference. 

Mr. ALLISON. More or less of that legislation is thus to, 
and I admit that is vicious; but we are confronted always at the end 
with the fact that we must make some compromise on these bills or 
else the bills will fail. 

Now, I hope this resolution of the Senator from Kansas to amend the 
rules will be referred to the Committee on Rules, and I hope he will 
consent to that, and that that committee, if they see proper to open this 
door at all, will open it in a way to permit the least possible legislation 
on appropriation bills. I would be glad myself to have it confined to 
amendments of legislation that we find on the bills when they come to 
us from the House. If that will not do, then all legislation proposed 
here on appropriation bills should be proposed by a standing commit- 
tee of the Senate, because, in the natureof things, the Committee on 
Appropriations can not consider such legislation. 

‘Take for illustration the legislation on the pension appropriation bill. 
It affects all the questions relating to pension attorneys and other mat- 
ters of importance. The Committee on Appropriations, in the nature 


of things, can not examine these questions in the short time allowed 
Yet we were compelled on the pension appropriation bill at this 
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session to examine in detail, so far as we could, all the legislation found 
upon the bill as it came from the House of Representatives. If the Sen- 
ate will adhere to its rule that all legislation Shall be struck from appro- 
priation bills and insist upon that, then we can within a reasonable 
time, and possibly at this session, eliminate every matter of legislation 
from these bills; but if we yield to the House of Representatives and 
ourselves put on legislation, the effect will be that there will be a race, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts says, between the two Houses with 
reference to legislation, and then not only the legislation of the House 
will be found upon these bills, but counter legislation from the Senate, 
and committees of conference will in the end be compelled to decide 
great questions of legislation in conference that have not been consid- 
ered in the House or that have not been considered in the Senate. 

The question is not without difficulty. The Committee on Appro- 
priations do not desire power to be given them with regard to legisla- 
tion upon appropriation bills. I should be glad—and I think I express 
the sentiment of the committee when I say we prefer that there should 
be no legislation upon these billsat any time submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. We prefer that questions of legislation should 
go to the proper committees whose duty it is to consider the respective 
subjects. 

Take the legislation that is proposed in the Post-Office appropriation 
bill for the next year that has not yet reached the Senate. It runs 
over the entire range of the Post-Office establishment; it involves the 
rates of postage; it involves the entire contract system; it involves 
grave questions of legislation that ought to be considered by the Post- 
Office Committee, by the Committee on the Judiciary, and by other 
committees of this body. Surely the Committee on Appropriations can 
not consider those questions, and I do not see how they can be referred, 
as the Senator from Ohio suggests, to their appropriate committees. 
Take the Post-Office appropriation bill for illustration, containing the 
legislation to which I havealluded. A partof it should go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, a part of it to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and a partof itelsewhere perhaps. Andso with every 
regular appropriation bill that comes before the Senate. Take the sun- 
dry civil bill as an illustration. A part of it should go to the Naval 
Committee, a part of it to the Committee on Military Affairs, a part of 
it to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, a part of it to 
the Committee on Patents, and soon. The sundry civil bill would be 
referred to a dozen different committees of this body on that idea. So 
of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. That is 
an impracticable thing. Therefore I shall be glad if the Senate will 
adhere as rigidly as it can adhere to the rule that there shall be no leg- 
islation upon appropriation bills, and let the Appropriations Committee 
be confined in its jurisdiction and authority to recommending the ap- 
propriations of public money as provided by law, and leave to every 
other committee of this body its proper jurisdiction to recommend the 
change of existing laws and such general legislation as it may think 
proper; and unless that is done legislation in this body will be hasty 
legislation. 

The Senator from Ohio very truthfully says that we come in here 
with thé reports of committees of conference and then hasty legislation 
is the consequence. That is true, and I will go with him in every in- 
stance where a conference committee or the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have made mistakes to correct those mistakes on the appropriation 
bills notwithstanding the rule; but my judgment is that we shall only 
increase the difficulty if we open this door to legislation in any way 
through the Senate of the United States. We shall only create an op- 
portunity for more hasty legislation with reference to all the subjects 
that will come before the Senate on the appropriation bills, because 
there are a great many subjects of legislation that are germane to these 
bills and can properly be introduced here if the rule suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas is adopted as he now proposes it. I trust he will 
consent thatthis proposition of his and the other propositions 
in connection with it may be referred to the Committee on Rules. If 
this door is to be opened at all let it be opened in the narrowest pos- 
sible way. I will say to him that if he will consent to that I shall not 
call yor pension appropriation bill until the Committee on Rules 
shall have had an op ity of acting upon this question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I agree very heartily with the itor from Iowa. 
This is not a new question in these Halls; it is not a new question in 
the legislative bodies of the several States; it is not a new question in 
the British housesof Parliament. Six years ago we had a four months’ 
extra session of Congress caused by differences between the two Houses 

ising substantially on this practice. Tosend us legislation upon ap- 
propriation bills is practically to nullify this body, practically to make 
it an absolute nullity in the business of the country. It is not a ques- 
tion of pride or preference on our part; it is our constitutional 
duty to stand by our rights in this matter. The appropriation bills 
are absolutely necessary to the existence of the Government. What 
discretion then is left us as legislators when the most important legis- 
lation is placed upon those bills? We are virtually told by the very 
presentation of it here from the other House that we musi yield to 
their views in certain matters, whether they be our views or not; other- 
— the Government is pro hdc vice, as the lawyers would say, sacri- 

I hope the Senate will stand by the old rule, and what I considez te 
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be not merely a preference or a convenience in business, but a consti- 
tutional right. ad ee . 

Allow me a moment more. Three-quarters of the States forbid this 
practice. I think nearly every one of the original constitutions adopted 
within fifteen years, and the amended constitutions adopted within that 
time, forbid this practice. Essentially it was forbidden in some of the 
original constitutions adopted one hundred years ago. If I recollect 
aright, the constitution of the State of Maryland from the beginning 
forbade it. in t : 
practice was subversive of the constitution, and that put an end to it 
there, for there the house of commons alone can originate supply bills, 
and after a fierce controversy they came to the conclusion that the prac- 
tice was, as it is here, subversive of the constitution. 

There is only one true final settlement of this whole series of ques- 
tions, and that is to put into the Constitution of the United States three 
propositions, in substance as they are now in the constitations of sev- 
eral States, namely: First, that each bill shall refer to but one subject, 
and that shall be clearly indicated in the title; next, that there shall 
be no general legislation upon appropriation bills; and thirdly, that the 
President may veto any item upon an appropriation bill, approving the 
remainder. These three amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States will settle a question that is dangerous to the present purposes 
and organization of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, this is a practical and not a theo- 
retical question. Theoretically, legislation on appropriation bills is 
vicious. I think there can be no question of that. But Congress is 
composed of two Houses; each House is coequal with the other, each 
House makes its own rules and regulations. The House of Represent- 
atives has certain rules. Under them it can place legislation upon 
appropriation bills. The Senate has a rule, its own rule, a legal rule, 
which prohibits the Senate from either amending that legislation or 
ingrafting any new legislation upon an appropriation bill. Then we 
are left in the condition under our rule of being utterly helpless and 
powerless to do anything in regard to the proposed legislation of the 
House except to strike it out. The House non-concurs in the amend- 
ment of the Senate striking out the legislation. It is forced inte a con- 
ference committee. Then the question is, what will the Senate do? 
There has never yet been a time since I have been here, so far as I 
know, when the Senate would have stood upon that proposition, and 
forced an extra session of Congress or the continuance indefinitely of 
the session then near its close. There is the practical question. 

The very necessity for legislation upon the pension appropriation bill 
now pending lying upon the table of the Senate grows out of the fact 
that we at the last session struck out the House legislation, refused to 
amend or have anything to do with it, and then when the bill went 
into conference legislation slipped in which a great many Senators did 
not understand. 

Mr. HALE. And which had not been considered by either House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And which had not, as the Senator from Maine 
says, been considered by the Senate or the House, and was a surprise 
to a large number of people. I do not know whether it is true or not, 
but some paper published in this city has stated that a distinguished 
attorney of this city got $2,500 for his services as attorney in procuring 
that amendment, and another distinguished attorney got a thousand 
dollars for his services as attorney in securing the passage of that leg- 
islation. Testimony ‘to that effect is said to have been taken before a 
committee of the other branch of Congress, the attorney himself, who 
was interested in the legislation, having stated that he made these pay- 
ments. 

Mr. LAPHAM. He stated farther that both of those sums were 
made contingent upon the success of the legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Both made contingent, as the Senator from New 
York says, upon securing the kind of legislation that was desired, and 
it having been secured the money was paid. 

Now, Mr. President, it is'a practical question, what shall we do? 
Shall we continue to tie our hands and remain supinely upon our backs, 
do nothing, strike out all legislation, and then leave a conference com- 
mittee to modify it, and finally have such legislation enacted as neither 
the Senate nor the House knows anything about ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If this legislation, obtained in the manner he has 
said, is so exceedingly vicious, if there be such a desire to repeal it, why 
would not a bill repealing it pass the Senate in half an hour, and why 
= not the House unanimously consent to the passage of such a 

ill ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill, I understand, is already reported and 
has been for some time from the Committee on Pensions, and is now on 
the Senate Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no doubt that the Senate would pass it, 
I suppose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
done? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not on that committee. I do not know. 

k ~~ aoe a - not = a nor am I of the ma- 
jority o Senate controls and regulates the business of 
Senate. The Senator is. _— 


No doubt about that. Why has it not been 


In 1708 it was declared in the British Parliament that the | 
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Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri will remember that a 
bill was introduced here some time ago on that very subject, and has 
been reported favorably by the Committee on Pensions, and is in the 
hands of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON ] to report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that it is already reported, and is 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And subject to the disposition of the Senate. I 
am not saying that anybody is specially to blame, but the Senator 
rather intimated by his question that some of us ought to have had 
that legislation passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. No. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was simply, gently, and kindly informing him 
of a fact that he was well aware of. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know how ‘‘ child-like and bland”’ the Senator 
from Missouri is, but I do not think where a non-partisan matter is in 
the hands of a committee of this body and its conduct is committed to 
a member of the body, that it is quite fair to charge that upon the 
party majority. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no dereliction about it. There are hun- 
dreds of other as important bills on the Calendar of the Senate, reported 
by Democrats and Republicans, that have not yet been considered. 

Mr. President, what shall we do? It is a practical question. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to inquire of the Senator whetker or not 
it was also a joke that a majority of the Senate were of an opposite 
party to him, and that they, therefore, were responsible for the legis- 
lation when the Senate sent some two hundred bills over to the House, 
and under the rules of the House they went to the Speaker’s table, and 
there was no going to the Speaker’s table by the House for over five 
months’ time ‘and no reference of a single bill which was sent by the 
Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine is not in 
order in referring to what the House of Representatives has or has not 
done within its own Hall. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the people elect their Representa- 
tives and their Representatives are responsible to the people, and I shall 
not arraign them here. Let them answer to their constituents, their 
masters. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to remind the Senator what the Senator from 
Maine was cut off from reminding him of, that the very legislation he 
is alluding to has received the sanction of a body containing three bun- 
dred and twenty-five members, four to one, already. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the question that we are now discuss- 
ing. Itis, what shall we do in regard to legislation upon appropria- 
tion bills? It seems to me perfectly plain that there is but one plan 
that will secure success, and that is for the Senate to direct its Com- 
mittee on Rules or appoint a select committee to confer with the House; 
and, if possible, agree upon a joint rule in regard to these matters. 
We had joint rules for a long time; they have been set aside; we have 
no joint rulesnow. There has been no determined effort either on the 
part of the House or on the part of the Senate to have joint rules adopted, 
so far as I know. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. This Senate sent a whole code of joint rules to the 
House of Representatives immediately on reporting the revision of the 
riiles, and with the same report, and they have been in the House of 
Representatives now for a year and a half. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Still I think that action ought to be taken in re- 
gard to that. If we are to take a stand that meansanything we ought 
to make our position impregnable, and that is by having another con- 
ference on that question; and then if we can not agree upon joint rules 
with the House, we ought to do one of two things as sensible, practical 
business men: we ought either to adopt a rule which will permit us to 
amend the legislation of the House in matters germane to that legisla- 
tion. orfve ought to say that we will strike it out and never willagree 
to any appropriation bill with legislation upon it, and then let session 
after session be continued if necessary in our refusal. There are only 
two practical courses that I see. I for one in our present emergency 
am in favor of the Senate exercising the power to amend the legislation 
of the House in a manner germane to that legislation. I think it isthe 
only practicable, sensible plan for us to pursue now. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask consent of the Senate at this time to call up 
Senate bill 2511. . 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator to yield one moment while I may 
have final disposition made of the subject before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business of yesterday, being the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement 
and recoinage of the trade-dollar; pending which the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON ] asks unanimous consent that the Senate now 
consider Order of Business 984, being the bill (S. 2511) relating toclaim 
agents and attorneys in pension cases. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to yield to me for 





' @ motion to dispose of the subject pending when 2 o’clock arrived. 
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Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the floor. 

Mr. INGALILS. I wish to make a single observation only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Kansas proceeding on the motion offered by him? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish to makeasingle observation about a remark 
which fell from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], which ap- 
peared to me to show the necessity of some action in the direction in- 
dicated by my resolution. He states that the pending legislation in 
the bill making appropriations for the payment of pensions is due to 
the fact that certain vicious and pernicious legislation was introduced 
into the pension appropriation bill passed last year. He states that the 
legislation was not considered in either House. It must, therefore, have 
been admitted to the appropriation bill by the action of the conferees of 
the two Houses, and the Senator says that for the purpose of procuring 
that legislation one eminent attorney was paid $2,500 and one other 
attorney less eminent was paid $1,000. What inference is to be drawn 
from that of course I am not able to say; but it shows the importance 
of having some discussion upon matters of this magnitude in one House 
of Congress or the other. 

As there have been several propositions looking toward the amend- 
ment or modification of this rule, and, in the expectation that the Com- 
mittee on Rules will be able to report before the pension appropriation 
bill is called up by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I will suggest that this subject be referred to the Committee on Rules— 
that that resolution and all the amendments be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr.CALL. I think this matter had better go over until to-morrow. 


The Senator from Kansas is entitled 


Is there objection to the request of 


[“‘ No!’ ** Not’) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida ob- 
ject? 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. CALL. 
subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ports. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to this motion with 
all the suggested amendments being referred tothe Committee on Rules? 
The Chair hears none, and the reference is ordered. The Chair now rec- 
ognizes the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield a minute 
until I can make a correction ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to ask a question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to ask a question of the Senator from 
Kansas, why he made the statement that I had said soand so in regard 
to the payment of money? I know he did not intend to leave that im- 
pression, but he said that I stated that money had been used. I stated 
that it was reported and published in the papers of the city, purporting 
to have been testimony taken before a committee of the House, that a 
certain party had paid $2,500 to a distinguished attorney and a thou- 
sand dollars to another distinguished attorney—I did not maké any 
distinction between their eminence, because they are both very distih- 
guished gentlemen. In doing that I simply stated what I saw in the 
papers without any intention of reflecting at all upon the conference 
members of either the Senate or House. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly, I did not understand the Senator to reflect 
on them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because I do not think that there was any ill 
purpose whatever on the part of the conference committees of either 
the Senate or Iiouse. I think they did just exactly what they thought 
was best, and they were justifiable in doing it under the a@vice and 
recommendations which they had at the time. 


I hope the Senator from Florida will not object. 
I will not object, but I desire to say something on the 


That can be done when the Committee on Rules re- 





FEES IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. JACKSON. I renew the motion to suspend the pending order 
and take up Senate bill No. 2511. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 
984, being the bill (S. 2511) relating to claim agents and attorneys in 
pension cases. 

Mr. MORRILL. I take it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to ask a question of the Chair—whether 
that will supersede the regular unfinished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will if it is agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I hope—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope it will not be acceded to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 





The ques- 
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tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Tennessee. [ Put- 
ting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. MORRILL called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Can we not get out of this difficulty ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I was going to inquire if we could 
not get out of this difficulty by agreeing unanimously that the silver 
bill may be informally laid aside. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that always 
under such circumstances a presiding officer would recognize the gen- 
tleman in charge of the unfinished business to move it again. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. As soon as this is disposed of, un- 
doubtedly the silver bill will come up. 

Mr. MORRILL. Under those circumstances I withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Vermont asks that 
the vote ordering the yeas and nays be reconsidered and the call with- 
drawn. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to object, if I can, to the withdrawal of the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects to the call for the yeas and nays being withdrawn. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Vermont to re- 
consider the vote of the Senate ordering the yeas and nays. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Vermont now with- 
draws the call for the yeas and nays. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2511) relating to claim agents 
and attorneys in pension cases. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. PALMER. In pursuance to the notice I gave on Wednesday, I 
ask of the Senate unanimous consent to take up Order of Business 436, 
being the joint resolution (S. R. 19) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, for the purpose of submitting a few 
remarks and not for final action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate take up for consideration, with a 
view to his submitting remarks upon it only, Order of Business 436, 
being Senate joint resolution No. 19, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. PALMER. 








I now give way to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
MAJ. WILLIAM LUDLOW. 


* Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 309) 
extending the permission granted Maj. William’ Ludlow by the act of 
February 28, 1883, to accept a civil position, to report it without amend- 
ment; and I ask for its immediate passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to report at this time a joint resolution, and he asks 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution be now considered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. é' 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Can I say a word ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan is enti- 
tled to the fleor. 

Mr. PALMER. I call for the reading of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution (S. R. 19) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the following article be proposed to the Legislatures of the 
several States as an ent to the Constitution of the United States; which, 
when ratified by three-fourths of the said Legislatures, shall be valid as part of 
said Constitution, namely : 

ARTICLE —. 

Section 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by oo on account of sex. 

Sec. 2. The Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to enforce 
the provisions of this article. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, this resolution involves the consid- 
eration of the broadest step in the progress of the struggle for human 
liberty that has ever been submitted to any ruler or to any legislative 
body.. Its taking is pregnant with wide changes in the pathway of 


future civilization. Its obstruction will delay and cripple our advance- 
ment. The trinity of principles which Lord tham called the ‘‘ Bible 


of the English constitution,’’ namely, the Magna Charta, the Petition 
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of Rights, and the Bill of Rights, are towering Ia¢ndmarks in the his- | many slaves did not desire emancipation in 1863, and there are men in 


tory of our race, but they immediately concerned but few at the time 
of their erection. 


The Declaration of Independence by the colonists, and its suceessful | 


assertion, the establishment of the right of petition, the abolition of | 


imprisonment for debt and the property qualification for suffrage in 
nearly all the States, and the recognition of the right of women to earn, 
hold, enjoy, and devise property are proud and notable gains. 
The emancipation of 4,000,000 slaves and the subsequent extension 
of suffrage to the male adults among them were measures enlarging 


the possibilities of freedom, the full benefits of which have yet to be | 


realized; but, sir, the political emancipation of 26,000,000 of our citi- 
zens, equal to us in most essential respects and superior to us in many, 
seems to me to translate our nation, almost at a bound, to the broad 
plateau of universal equality and co-operation to which all these blood- 
stained and prayer-worn steps have surely led. 

RISE AND PROGRESS OF THE MOVEMENT. 

The time which I may occupy in advocacy of this measure will rot 
admit of even a cursory review of the history and progress of the move- 
ment whose ultimate is before us. 

Like life insurance and the man who carried the first umbrella, its 
inception was greeted with derision. Born of an apparently hopeless 
revolt against unjust discrimination, unequal statutes, and cruel con- 
structions of courts, it has pressed on and over ridicule, malice, indiffer- 
ence, and conservatism, until it stands in the gray dawn before the 
most powerful legislative body on earth and challenges final considera- 
tion. 

In its progress it has benefited all and injured none. It has created a 
public sentiment before which Legislatures have bent and courts have 
bowed. 

The laws which degraded our wives have been everywhere repealed 
or modified, and our children may now be born of free wothen. 

Our sisters have been recognized as having brains as well as hearts, 
and as capable of transacting their own business affairs. 

New avenues of self-support have been found and profitably entered 
upon, and the doors of our colleges have ceased to creak their dismay 
at the-approach of women. 

Twelve States have extended limited suffrage through their Legisla- 
tures, and three Territories admit all citizens of suitable age to the 
ballot-box, while from no single locality in which it has been tried 
comes any word but that of satisfaction concerning the experiment. 

The spirit of inquiry attendant upon the agitation and discussion of 
this question has permeated every neighborhood in the land, and none 
can be so blind as to miss the universal development in self-respect, 
self-reliance, general intelligence, and increased capacity among our 
women. They have lost none of the womanly graces, but by fitting 
themselves for counselors and mental companions have benefited man, 
more perhaps than themselves. 


OBJECTIONS CONSIDERED. 


In considering the objections to this extension of the suffrage we are 
fortunate in finding them grouped in the adverse report of the minor- 
ity of your committee, and also in confidently assuming from the ac- 
knowledged ability and evident earnestness of the distinguished Sena- 
tors who prepared it that all is contained thercin in the way of argument 
or protest which is left to the opponents of this reform after thirty- 
seven years of discussion. 

I wish that every Senator would examine this report and note how 
many of its reasonings are self-refuting and how few even seem to war- 
rant further antagonism. , 

They cite the physical MRperiority of man, but offer no amendment 
to increase the voting power of a Sullivan or to distranchise the halt, the 
lame, the blind, or the sick. 

They regard the manly head of the family as its only proper repre- 
sentative, but would not exclude the adult bachelor sons. 

They urge disability to perform military service as fatal to full citi- 
zenship, but would hardly consent to resign their own rights because 
they have passed the age of conscription, or question those of Quakers, 
who will not fight, or of professional men and civic officials who, like 
mothers, are regarded as of more use to the state at home. 

They are dismayed by a vision of women in attendance at caucuses 
at late hours of the night, but doubtless enjoy their presence at routs 
and entertainments until the early dawn. They deprecate the appear- 
ance of women at political meetings; but, in Michigan, women have 
attended such meetings for years upon the earnest solicitation of those 
in charge, and the influence of their presence has been fr good. Elo- 
quent women are employed by State committees of all parties to can- 
vass in their interests and are highly valued and respected. 

They object, for their own States, to the addition of their former bonds- 
women because of their ignorance; but that risk was taken at greater 
hazard upon the adoption of the fifteenth amendment; and I hardly 
think the gentlemen would care to acknowledge their inability to pro- 
oe that control for women which they appear to have obtained over 

men, 

They object that many women do not desire the suffrage and that 
some would not exercise it. It is probably true, as often claimed, that 


| the several Legislatures. 





most communities who do not vote, but we hear of no freedman to-day 
who asks re-enslavement and no proposition is offered to disfranchise all 
men because some neglect their duty. 

rhe minority profess a willingness to have this measure considered 
as a local issue rather than a national one, but those who recall the 
failures to extend the ballot to black men, in the most liberal Northern 
States, by a popular vote, may be excused if they question their frank- 
ness in suggesting this transfer of responsibility 

The education of the people of a whole State on this particular ques 
tion is a much more laborious and expensive work than an appeal to 
The subject would be much more likely to 
receive intelligent treatment at the hands of the picked men of a State, 
where calm discussion may be had, than at the polls where prejudice 
and tradition oftentimes exert a more potent influence than logic and 


justice. 


To deny this method to the women of this country is to discriminate 
against them invidiously. 

\ whole race, distinct from us, was enfranchised in this way, after 
repeated attempts at securing popular approval from the voters had 
failed, and to refuse it to those to whom we are bound by the dearest 
ties betrays an indifference to their requests, or an inexplicable ad- 
hesion to prejudice, which is only sought to be defended by an asserted 
regard for women, which to me seems most illogical. 

I share no fears of the degradation of women by the ballot. I believe 
rather that it will elevate men. I believe the tone of our politics will 
be higher; that our caucuses will be jealously guarded, and our con- 
ventions more orderly and decorous. I believe the polls will be freed 
from the vulgarity and coarseness which now too often surround them, 
and that the polling booths, instead of being in the least attractive parts 
of a ward or town, will be in the most attractive; instead of being in 
stables, will be in parlors. I believethe character of candidates will be 
more closely scrutinized and that better officers will be chosen to make 
and administer the laws. I believe that the casting of the ballot will 
be invested with a seriousness—I had almost said a sanctity—second 
only to a religious observance. 

THE MISUSE OF THE BIBLE, 

The objections enumerated above appear to be the only proiferings 
against this measure excepting certain fragmentary quotations and de- 
ductions from the sacred Scriptures; and here, Mr. President, I desire 
to enter my most solemn protest. 

The opinions of Paul and Peter as to what was the best policy for 
the struggling churches under their supervision, in deferring to the 
prejudices of the communities which they desired to attract and benfit, 
were not inspirations for the guidance of our civilization in matters of 
political co-operation; and every apparent inhibition of the levelment 
of the caste of sex may be neutralized by selections of other paragraphs 
and by the general spirit and trend of the Holy Book. 

In the history of human advancement no single influence has been 
so powerful as that of the Bible. It has sufficed forall the ages passed 
and will suffice for the ages to come. To its students has come wisdom*® 
Its precepts have trained to virtue. To the wretched it has afforded 
comfort, and to the sorrowing it has brought consolation. None have 
learned from it bad citizenship, and its guidance has ever led to gentle- 
ness, honor, and truth. Its histories, poems, and inspired directions, 
altogether, inculcate the broadest equality of the human race and the 
greatest tenderness of mutual rights, while its pyramidion, the Golden 
Rule, voiced by the Saviour, contains the essence of all the law and the 
prophets. 

Sir, my reverence for this grandest of all compilations, human or di- 
vine, compels a protest against its being cast into the street as a barri- 
cade against every moral, political, and social reform; lest, when tha 
march of progress shall have swept on and over to its consummation, it 
may appear to the superficial observer that it is the Bible which has 
been overthrown and not its erroneous interpretation. 


TRADITION AND PREJUDICE SHOULD BE LAID ASIDE. 

Sir, if, with our present experience of the needs and dangers of co- 
operative government and our present observation of woman’s social 
and economic status, we could divest ourselves of our traditions and 
prejudices, and the question of suffrage should come up for incorpora 
tion into a new organic law, a distinttion based upon sex would not be 
entertained for a moment. 

It. seems to me that we should divest ourselves to the utmost extent 
possible of these entanglements of tradition and judicially examine three 
questions relative to the proposed extension of suffrage: First. Is it 
right? Second. Is it desirable? Third. Isit expedient? If these be 
determined affirmatively our duty is plain. 

Is IT RIGHT? 

If the rightof the governed and the taxed toa voice in determining by 
whom they shall be governed and to what extent and for what purposes 
they may be taxed is not a natural right, it is nevertheless a right to 
the declaration and establishment of which by the fathers we owe all 
that we possess of liberty. They declared taxation without representa- 
tion to be tyranny, and grappled with the most powerful nation of their 
day in a seven years’ struggle for the overthrow of‘such tyranny. 
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It appears incredible to me that any one can indorse the principles pro- 
claimed by the patriots of 1776 and deny their application to women. 

Samuel Adams said: 

Representation and legislation, as well as taxation, are inseparable, accord- 
ing to the spirit of our Constitution and of all others that are free. 

Again, he said: 

No man can be justly taxed by,or bound in conscience to obey, any law to 
which he has not given his cqnsent in person or by his representative. 

And again: 

No man can take another's property from him without his consent. This is 
the law of nature; and a violation of it is the same thing whether it is done by 
one man, who is called a king, or by five hundred of another denomination. 

James Otis, in speaking of the rights of the colonists as descendants 
of Englishmen, said they ‘‘ were not to be cheated out of them by any 
phantom of virtual representation or any other fiction of law or poli- 
tics.’’ 


Again: 
*No such phrase as virtual representation is known in law or constitution. It 
is altogether a subtlety and illusion, wholly unfounded and absurd. 
The Declaration of Independence asserts that, to secure the inalien- 


able rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, governments 
are instituted among men, ‘‘ deriving their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed.”’ 

Benjamin Franklin wrote. 


That liberty or freedom consists in having an actual share in the appointment 
of those who frame the laws and who are the guardians of every man’s life, 
property, and peace. 

That they who have no voice nor vote in the electing of representatives do 
not enjoy liberty, but are absolutely enslaved to those who have votes and to 
their representatives. 

James Madison said: 

_Under every view of the subject, it seems indispensable that the mass of the 
citizens should not be without avoice in making the laws which they are to 
obey, and in choosing the magistrates who are to administer them." 

But it seems unnecessary to multiply these excerpts, familiar to every 
student of the history of those times. 

These declarations were not confined to our shores. 

Lord Somers said: 

Among all the rights and privileges appertaining unto us, that of having a 
share in the legislation, and being governed by such laws as we ourselves shall 
cause, is the most fundamental and essential as well as the most advantageous 
and beneficial. . 

The judicious Hooker wrote : 


Agreeable to the same just privileges of natural equity is that maxim of the 
English constitution that *‘ Law to bind ai must be assented to by all,”’ and there 
can be no legal appearance of assent without some degree of representation. 

In 1790, Condorcet, in his treatise on the admission of women to the 

rights of citizenship in France, says: 
' Now, the rights of men result solely from the fact that they are rational be- 
ings, susceptible of acquiring moral ideas and reasoning on those ideas. Women, 
having the same qualities, have the same equal rights. Either no one individ- 
ual of the human kind has true rights or all have the same, and one who votes 
against the right of another, whatever be that other's religion, color, or sex, 
from that moment forfeits his own. 

Mirabeau condenses the whole question in his definition that ‘‘a rep- 
resentative body should be a miniature of the whole community.”’ «. 

The right of women to personal representation through the ballot 
seems to me unassailable, wherever the right of man is conceded and 
exercised. I can conceive of no possible abstract justification for the 
exclusion of the one and the inclusion of the other. 

18 IT DESIRABLE? 

Is the recognition of this right desirable? The earliest mention of 
the Saxon peoples is found in the Germany of Tacitus, and, in his terse 
description of them, he states that ‘‘in all grave matters they consult 
their women.’’ Can we afford to dispute the benefit of this counseling 
in the advancement of our race? 

The measure of the civilization of any nation may be no more surely 
ascertained by its consumption of salt than by the social, economic, and 
political status of its women. 

It is not enough for contentment that we assert the superiority of our 
women in intelligence, virtue, and self-sustaining qualities, but we are 
to consider the profit to them and to the State in their further advance- 
ment. 

Our statistics are lamentably mieager in information as to the status 
of our women outside their mere enumeration, but we learn that in a 
single State 42,000 are assessed and pay one-eleventh of the total bur- 
den of taxation, with no voice in its disbursement. 

From the imperfect gleaning of the Tenth Census we learn that of 
the total enumerated bread-winners of the United States more than 
one-seventh are women. They are classified in round termsas follows: 
Agriculture, 600,000; professional and personal services, 1,400,000; trade 
and transportation, 60,000; manufactures and mechanical and mining 
industries, 600,000. That these 2,647,157 citizens of whom we have 
official information labor from necessity, and are everywhere underpaid, 
is within the knowledge and observation of every Senator upon this 
floor. 

Only the Government makes any pretense of paying women in accord- 
ance with the labor performed—without submitting them to the com- 








petition of their starving sisters, whose natural dignity and self-respect 
have suffered from being driven by the fierce pressure of want into the 
few and crowded avenues for the exchange of their labor for bread. 


Is it not the highest exhibit of the moral superiority of our women 


that so very few consent to exchange pinching penury for gilded vice? 


Will the possession of the ballot multiply and widen these avenues 


to self-support and independence? 


The most thoughtful women who have given the subject thorough 


examination believe it, and I can not but infer that many men, looking 
only to their own selfish interests, fear it. 


History teaches that every class which has assumed political respon- 


sibility has been materially elevated and improved thereby, and I can 
not believe that the rule would have an exception in the women of 
to-day. 


I do not say that to the idealized women so generally described by 


obstructionists—the dainty darlings whose prototypes are to be found 
in the heroines of Walter Scott and Fennimore Cooper—immediate 
awakening would come; but to the toilers, the wage-workers, and the 
women of affairs the consequent enlargement of possibilities would give 
new courage and stimulate to new endeavor, and the state would be 
the gainer thereby. 


The often urged fear that the degraded and vicious would swarm to 


the polls, while the intelligent and virtuous would stand aloof, is fully 
met by the fact that the former class has never asked for the suffrage 
or shown interest in its seeking, while the hundreds of thousands of 
petitioners are from our best and noblest women, including those whose 
efforts for the amelioration of the wrongs and sufferings of others have 
won for them imperishable tablets in the temple of humanity. 


Would fear be entertained that the state would suffer mortal harm 


if, by some strange revolution, its exclusive control should be turned 
over to an oligarchy composed of such women as have been and are 
identified with the agitation for the political emancipation of their 
sex? 


Saloons, brothels, and gaming-houses might vanish before such na 
administration; wars—avoidable with safety and honor—might not be 
undertaken and taxes might be diverted to purposes of general sanita- 
tion and higher education, but neither in these respects nor in efforts 
to lift the bowed and strengthen the weak would the right to life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness be placed in peril. 

Women have exercised the highest civil powers in all ages of the 
world—from Zenobia to Victoria—and have exhibited statecraft and 
military capacity of high degree without detracting from their graces 
as women or their virtues as mothers. 

A woman, Mrs. Ross, designed the American flag. 

The records of all wars show the presence of women in the ranks. 
More than four hundred were discovered in the Union Army who had 
eluded the scrutiny of the mustering officers and served in disguise. 

The services of Clara Barton, Dorothea Dix, Elizabeth Blackwell, 
and hundreds of other noble women were as valuable as any received. 

That the most important campaign of-that war was planned by Anna 
Ella Carroll is attested by the report of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of the House of Representatives March 3, 1881, as “‘ fully estab- 
lisheds’’ and was vouched for in elaborate detail by Hon. B. F. Wade, 
chairman of the Committee on the Conduct of the War, soon after its 
triumphant close permitted him to speak. 

The rallying of a Michigan regiment by Ann Ethridge and leading 
them again into the hot fires of cellorsville was only a repetition 
of the chivalrous deeds of women recorded in every age. : 

The preponderance of women in our churches, our charitable organ- 
izations, our educational councils has been of such use as to suggest the 
benefit of their incorporation into our voting*force to the least observant. 

A woman who owns railroad or manufacturing or mining stock may 
vote unquestioned by the side of the brightest business men of our con- 
tinent, but ifshe transfers her property into real estate she loses all 
voice in its control. , 

Their abilities, intellectual, physical, and political, are as various as 
ours, and they err who set up any single standard, however lovely, by 
which to determine the rights, needs, and possibilities of the sex. 

To me the recognition of their capacity for full citizenship is right 
and desirable, and it only remains to consider whether it is safe, whether 
it is expedient. 

18 IT EXPEDIENT ? 

To this let experience answer to the extent that the experiment has 
been tried. 

During the first thirty years of the independence of New Jersey, uni- 
versal suffrage was only limited by a property qualification; but we do 
not learn that divorces were common, that families were more divided 
on political than on religious differences, that children were neglected 
or that patriotism languished, although the first seven years of that 
experiment were years of decimating war, and the remaining twenty- 
three of poverty and recuperation—conditions most conducive to dis- 
content and erratic legislation. 

The reports from Wyoming, which I have examined, are uniform in 
satisfaction with the system, and I do not learn therefrom that women 
require greater physical strength, fighting qualities, or masculinity to 
deposit a ballot than a letter or visiting-card; while in their service as 
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jurors they have exhibited greater courage than their brothers in find- 
ing verdicts against desperadoes in accordance with the facts. _ 

Governors, judges, officers, and citizens unite in praises of the influ- 
ence of women upon the making and execution of wholesome laws. 

In Washington Territory, last fall, out of a total vote of 40,000, 
12,000 ballots were cast by women, and everywhere friends were re- 
joiced and opponents silenced as apprehended dangers vanished upon 

h. 

"ae of the comments of converted newspaper editors which have 
reached us are worthy of preservation and future reference. The elec- 
tions were quiet and peaceable for the first time; the brawls of brutal 
men gave place to the courtesies of social intercourse; saloons were 
closed, and nowhere were the ladies insulted or in any way annoyed. 
From the Isle of Man, where universal suffrage obtains, comes similar 
approval. ' 

Women vote intelligently and safely, and it does not appear that their 
place is solely at home any more than that the farmer should never leave 
his farm, the mechanic his shop, the teacher his desk, the clergyman his 
study, or the professional man his office for the purpose of expressing 
his wishes and opinions at the tribunal of the ballot-box. 

To-day—and to a greater extent in the near future—we are confronted 
with political conditions dangerous to the integrity of our nation. 

In the unforeseen but consistent absorption from immigrants and 
former bondsmen of a vast army of untrained voters, without restric- 
tions as to intelligence, character, or patriotism, many political econo- 
mists see the material for anarchy and public demoralization. 

It is claimed that the necessities of parties compel subserviency to 
the lawless and vicious classes in our cities, and that, without the ad- 
dition of a counterbalancing element, the enactment and enforcement 
of wholesome statutes will soon be impossible. 

Fortunately that needed element is not farto seek. It stands at the 
door of the Congress urging annexation. In its strivings for justice 
it has cried aloud in petitions from the bestof our land, and more than 
one-third of the present voters of five States have indorsed its cause. 
Its advocates are no longer the ridiculed few but the respected many. 
A list of the leaders of progressive thought of this generation who 
espouse and urge this reform would be too long and comprehensive for 
recital. 

Mr. President, I do not ask the submission of this amendment, nor 
shall I urge its adoption because it is desired by a portion of the Amer- 
ican women, although in intelligence, property, and numbers that por- 
tion would seem to have every requisite for the enforcement of their 
demands; neither are we bound to give undue regard to the timidity 
and hesitation of that possibly larger portion who shrink from addi- 
tional responsibilities; but I ask and shall urge it because the nation 
has need of the co-operation of women in its direction. 

The war power of every government compels, upon occasion, all cit- 
izens of suitable age and physique to leave their homes, families, and 
avocations to be merged in armies, whether they be willing or unwill- 
ing, craven or bold, patriotic or indifferent, and no one gainsays the 
right, because the necessities of state require their services. 

We have passed the hatsh stages incident to our permanent institu- 
tion. We have conquered our independeyce, conquered the respect of 
European powers, conquered our neighbors on the Western Continent, 
and at vast cost of life and waste have conquered our internal differ- 
ences and emerged a nation unquestioned from without or within. 

Our heroic and semi-barbarous ages have closed and slumber in his- 
tory, never, I trust, to be reacted. : 

The great questions of the future conduct of our people are to be 
economic and social ones. No onequestions the superiority of womanly 
instincts, and consequent thought, in the latter, and the repeated fail- 
urés and absurdities exhibited by male legislators in the treatment of 
the former, should give pause to any assertion of superiority there. 

The day has come when the counsel and service of women is required 
by the highest interests of the state, and who shall gainsay their con- 
scription ? 

We place the ballot in the keeping of immigrants who have grown 
middle or old in the environment of governments dissimilar to the 
spirit and purpose of ours, and we do well; because the responsibility 
accompanying the trust tends to examination, comparison, and conse- 
quent political education; but we decline to avail ourselves of the aid 
of our daughters, wives, and mothers, who were born and are already 
educated under our system, reading the same newspapers, books and, 
periodicals as ourselves, proud of our common history, tenacious of our 
theories of human rights, and solicitous for our future p \ 

Whatever may have been wisest as to the extension of suffrage to 
this tender and humane class, when wars of assertion or conquest were 
likely to be considered, to-day and to-morrow and thereafter no valid 
reason seems assignable for longer neglect to avail ourselves of their as- 
“tthe PRES 

IDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the joi 
resolution will be retitrned to the Calendar. ee ee 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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The bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell was read 


twice by its title. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 


Mr. HAMPTON. I suggest that the bill be sent to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair directed the reference to 


the Committee on Claims as from its appearance the bill seems to pro- 
vide for aclaim. If the Senator from South Carolina moves to refer 
the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, the Chair will entertain 
the motion. 


Mr. HAMPTON. It is similar to the Senate bill which, on my mo- 


tion, was recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs the other 
day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the reference 


will be changed, and the bill will be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 


A bill (H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. 


Y.; and 


A bill (H. R. 5674) for the erection of a public building at the city 


of Tyler, in the State of Texas. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 320) authorizing the printing of the 


report of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 and 1884 was read 
twice by its titlt, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING IN JAPAN. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 


message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and, with the accompanying 
documents, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 


I herewith transmit a communication from the Secretary of State relative to 


the Japanese Government’s offer to donate a valuable piece of land to the 
United States in fee-simple for legation purposes, and earnestly recommend that 
the Executive may be immediately authorized to accept the gift in the name of 
the United States, and to tender to his Imperial Japanese Majesty’s Government 
a suitable expression of this Government’s thanks for the generosity which 
prompted the presentation of so desirable a site of ground. 


I deem it unnecessary to enlarge upon the statement of the Secretary of State. 


I feel certain, however, that a persual of his communication will at once com- 
mend itself to the favorable attention of Congress, and doubt not that the neces- 
sary authorization of Congress will be immediately given for the acceptance of 
the gift, as well as insure early action looking to the erection on the premises 
of suitable public buildings for the use of the legation of the United States at 
Tokio. This step can not but be favorable to the United States in every honor- 
able way, while the disinterested motives of a friendiy foreign government de- 
serve from us a proper and just recognition. 


CHESTER A, ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 5, 1885. 
THICKNESS OF STEAM-BOILERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment of 


the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1793) to amend section 4434 
of title 53of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning com- 
merce and navigation and the regulation of steam-vessels, which was, in 
line 15, after the word ‘*sounds,’’ to insert ‘‘ or the great lakes, or any 
of them, and water flowing to and from the same, or any of them.’’ 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. : 

The amendment was concurred in. 

AMENDMENT TO THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. VAN WYCK submitted an amendment inténded to be proposed 
by him tothe Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES IN PENSION CASES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill taken up on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee [| Mr. JACKSON] is now before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2511) relating to claim agents and attorneys in pension cases. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions to 
propose certain amendments to the bill. At the end of section 2, after 
the word “‘pensions,’’ I move to add the words: 

Under such regulations as the Commissioner of Pensions may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. In section 3, line 8, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ I 
move to insert: 

Subject to revision by the Commissioner of Pensions as 
paid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. In section 3, line 11, I move to strike out the word 
“‘twenty-eighth ’’ and insert ‘‘twentieth;’’ soas to read: ‘‘ June 20th, 
1878,’ which is the date of the statute referred to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. In section 5, line 6, after the word ‘‘ thereof,’’ I 
move to insert ‘‘ under such contract;”’ so as to read: 

Or arrears thereof, under such contract, greater than is herein provided. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 


to the amount to be 
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Mr. JACKSON. In section 6, line 4, I move to strike out the word 
‘* twenty-eighth ’’ and insert ‘‘twentieth;’’ so astoread: ‘* 20th day of 
June, 1878.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. In section 6, line 16, after the word ‘‘ duress,’’ I 
move to strike out all down to and including the word “ act,’’ in line 
18, in the following words: 

For the prosecution of claims filed after the 4th day of July, 1834, and prior to 
the passage of this act. 

And to insert: 


In aceordance with existing law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment 

Mr. JACKSON. It is proper to explain that amendment, which is 
the most material one offered by the committee. 

Since the passage of the act of July 4, 1884, certain new contracts 
have been made and entered into for the payment of $25 on the cases 
pending between 1878 and the date of the passage of that act. Some 
of those contracts, it is presumable, were entered into fairly and un- 
derstandingly. If so, it is not in our power to abrogate or disregard 
them. The purpose of the amendment is to leave in force such con- 
tracts as have been entered into under the act of 1884, where those new 
contracts have not been procured by fraud or duress. We did not feel 
that we were at liberty to disturb contracts that wege fairly entered 
into under existing law, and so we propose the amendment that those 
contracts made without fraud or duress, in accordance with the existing 
law, may stand. 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand this provision, without the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Tennessee all contracts fairly made 
are preserved if they relate to claims filed after the 4th of July, 1884. 
Taking the whole provision together from the word “‘ provided,’’ in 
line 14, down to the word “‘act,’’ in line 18, it preserves all contracts 
that were entered into since the act of 1884 relating to pension claims 
filed after July 4, 1884, does it not? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir; I think it does; but the committee had 
some doubt and preferred to make that perfectly clear. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that provision were to stand as found in the bill, 
and then if the repealing clause were to stand, all contracts made re- 
specting pension claims filed after the 20th of June, 1878, and before 
the 4th of Jaly, 1884, would be nullified by the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is not the purpose of the amendment, and it 
was not the intention of the committee. If it has that effect, of course 
we had better leave it as the bill originally stood, and the amendment 
ought to be voted down, for that was not the intention of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to is this: The Committee on Appropriations considered this clause and 
they agreed with the Committee on Pensions that we could not nullify 
contracts fairly made relating to pension claims filed after the 20th of 
June, 1878. Therefore the Committee on Appropriations suggested an 
amendment looking to an abrogation of so much of the law as requires 
the Pension Office to pursue the claim up to the point of payment, leav- 
ing the pensioner and the attorney to settle that question as best they 
may between themselves, not requiring the Pension Office to pursue 
the claim; so that if the amendment suggested by the Committee on 
Appropriations to the pension appropriation bill shall be adopted it 
seems to me the language now found in the bill should be retained. 

Mr. JACKSON. The amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations will harmonize exactly with the amendment proposed 
by me on behalf of the Committee on Pensions. We simply mean that 
new contracts which have been made and entered into without fraud or 
duress shall not be disturbed by the bill, and our amendment I think 
accomplishes that purpose. It makes the proviso read: 

Provided, That this act shall not be so construed as to interfere with any con- 
ae Sees into fairly and without fraud or duress, in accordance with exist- 

g law. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishouldlike to ask theSenator from Tennessee a ques- 
tion so that I may understand this matter. In the pension appropri- 
ation act of July 4, 1884, there was certain legislation about the fees 
of pension attorneys. Is it the intention of the committee reporting 
this bill that where contracts. have been entered into since that date 
under that legislation, without fraud or duress, those contracts shall be 
validated and preserved ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir; that is just the purpose of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND inthechair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee on behalf of the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I move toadd at theend of section 6 the following 
additional proviso: 

And provided further, That in all cases filed after June 20, 1878, and prior to 
July 4, 1884, where new contracts have been entered into under the act of July 
4, 1854, no deduction for attorney's fees shall be made by any pension agent from 


the pension allowed; but the whole amount of such shall be paid di- 
rectly to the claimant; andin all such casesthe Comm of Pensions shall 


The question is on agreeing to the 


certify to the 
been filed in 
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Provided, That 
shall be limited to attorne 
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ion agent paying the pension the fact that a new contract has 
e Pension Bureau, and on account thereof no deduction shal! be 
e. 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
Mr. JACKSON. In section 7, line 3, I move to strike out the word 


‘*heretofore’’ and insert ‘‘ or may be;’’ so as to read: 


That this actshall not be so construed as to prohibit any claimant the prose- 


cution of whose claim has been or may be abandoned by his attorney from em- 
ploying another attorney or agent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JACKSON. Thenextamendment that I wish to propose on be- 


half of the Committee on Pensions is in section 8, line 18, after the word 


‘State ’’ to insert the words “‘ or Territory.”’ 
Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee whether 


by section 8 it is intended to prohibit the payment of the fee of $25 by 
a soldier residing in the District of Columbia to an agent in the Dis- 
trict? 


Mr. JACKSON. No, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. It does so, I think. 

Mr. JACKSON. That was not the intention. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is the effect of the section, I think, as it 


stands. 


Mr. JACKSON. I suggest to add ‘‘or the District of Columbia;’’ 


80 as to read: 


the provisions of this act authorizing contracts for a fee of $25 
ys or agents residing in the State, or Territory, or 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennessee modifies 
his amendment. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as 
modified. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JACKSON. The next amendment which I propose on behalf 


of the Committee on Pensions is in section 8, line 19, after the word 


‘attorneys ’’ to strike out the words ‘‘in the District of Columbia”’ 


and insert ‘‘residing elsewhere;’’ so as to read: 


And shall not extend to agents or attorneys residing elsewhere. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. Insection 8, line 21, afterthe word ‘‘State,’’ I move 
to insert the words ‘‘or Territory, or the District of Columbia.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I believe that covers all the amendments suggested 
by the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT. If I may be permitted to go back to the sixth section, 
I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Tennessee to the ap- 
parent effect of that section as amended, according to my understand- 
ing of it. I understand that the Senator desires to have the section 
when amended validate the contracts which have been made since the 
passage of the act of July 4, 1884, with reference to claims filed since 
1878, so that where contracts have been entered into for the payment 
of more than $10, if those contracts were entered into without fraud or 
duress, they shall not be interfered with by the bill. I fear that such 
is notthe effect of the section. It provides: 

That no agent or attorney shg!l either demand or receive, on account of the 

tion of any claim provided for under the provisions of this act,where 
such claim was filed after the 28th nn ae June, 1878, and prior to the 4th day of 
July, 1884, any fee or sum of money in excess of $10. 

Further on in this section there is this proviso, as amended: 

Provided, That this act shall not be so construed as to interfere with any con- 
tracts, entered into fairly and without fraud or duress, in accordance with ex- 
isting law. 

Then the repealing clause repeals the law of July 4, 1884, so that 
when the bill that law will not be inexistence. It seems to me 
the effect of it is that as to all contracts which have been made under 
the act of July 4, 1884, they will not be validated. I do notknow that 
I understand it, but upon a casual examination, having now looked at 
it for the first time, it seems to me that that is the effect. 

Mr. JACKSON. I think it is hardly subject to that criticism inas- 
much as this measure recognizes the validity of contracts entered into 
without fraud or duress under existinglaw. If you do repeal the ex- 
isting law, still the contracts made under it are good. 

Mr. HARRIS. If my colleague will allow me I suggest thatinstead 
of the words “‘ existing law’’ he substitute the words *‘ existing at the 
time of making such contract.’”’ That would make it perfectly plain. 

Mr. JACKSON. Upon the suggestion of my colleague, I will pro- 
pose to amend it so as to make it read : 

In accordance with the laws existing at the time of making such contract. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.: The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to amend the amendment already agreed to in sec- 
tion 6, lines 16 to 18, so as to read : 

In accordance with the laws existing at the time of making such contract. 

Is there objection to modifying the amendment already to in 
the manner proposed by theSenator from Tennessee? The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so 

Mr. INGALLS. I shouldlike the Senator from Tennessee to explain 
the ohject and reason of the in section 8 which declares ‘* that 
the provisions of this act contracts for a fee of $25 shall be 
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. Of increasing fees to transfer the business as far as possible to the lo- 
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limited to attorneys or agents residing in the State or Territory or the 
District of Columbia, where the claimant resides, and shall not extend 
to agents or attorneys residing elsewhere,’’ and also forbids attorneys 
resident in a State where the claimant resides ‘‘ to enter into partner- 
ship with or otherwise to divide the fee of $25 with any attorney or 
agent’’ residing elsewhere. The provisions are certainly novel, and 
unless there is some reason other than that which has been presented to 
the Senate, I should say that they were of doubtful propriety. The 
Senator from Tennessee may of course have information that is denied 
to the rest of us at this time. ae . 

Mr. JACKSON. I have no special information in reference to it. 
The whole Senate is familiar with what has taken place under the in- 
advertent legislation of July 4, 1854. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam not familiar withit. I should be very glad 
if the Senator would state what the practice has been under that leg- 
islation which requires the adoption of this proviso. 

Mr. JACKSON. I only refer to that incidentally; but the general 
idea of the committee was that this business could be done better, more 
safely, and at less expense to the pensioner if conducted in the locality 
of his residence; and that when we are legislating upon the subject of 
fees, and to increase fees, we should, as far as possible, encourage the 
claims being investigated as near the locality of the applicant as pos- 
sible. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is much force in what the Senator from Ten- 
nessee states upon that point; but take an illustration: Suppose that 
in some remote locality upon the frontier an attorney has two or three 
pension cases which are submitted to him for preparation. Of course 
he takes that in connection with his other business. It is absolutely 
essential that he should have some information or some co-operation 
elsewhere, it may be here at the capital, from attorneys who are com- 
petent to act in these cases and who have special information. What 
is the reason why such an attorney, having two or three cases, should 
be forbidden from saying to anybody residing here that for the assist- 
ance he will render at the Pension Office he shali have a portion of the 
fee? 

Mr. JACKSON. If the Senator will notice the eighth section of the 
bill he will see that that provision relates alone to this proposed con- 
tingent fee of $25. If we increased the claim agent’s contingent fee to 
$25 we thought it advisable and good policy to let that class of cases go 
as near the locality of the claimant as possible. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is not the fee of $25 dependent upon the decision 
of the Commissioner of Pensions ? 

Mr. JACKSON. No, sir; if the contract is made without fraud the 
attorney gets his $25 without reference to the sanction or approval of 
the Commissioner. 

Mr. INGALLS. I thought the discretion of the Commissioner of 
Pensions was reserved in the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. I think not, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam very clear that the Senator’s reading is dif- 
ferent from mine. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Tennessee introduced an amend- 
ment to that effect. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir; I beg pardon. 

Mr. INGALILS. That amendment was agreed to, and therefore it is 
now a part of the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. I was thinking of the bill as originally reported. 
We have made an amendment which makes it subject to the approval 
of the Commissioner. 

Mr. INGALLS. So that this fee of $25 is conditioned, as the bill 
now stands, upon the decision of the Secretary of the Interior or the 
Commissioner of Pensions ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir; upon the approval of the Commissioner. 

Mr. INGALLS. Therefore there is no longer any doubt or danger 
about the pension applicant being imposed upon by agreeing to pay a 
fee larger than what equity would require. With that safeguard, what 
is the reason, in the case I have suggested, why an attorney having but 
two or three applicants who have applied to him for assistance should 
be denied the privilege of saying to some attorney here in this District 
who has access to the Department that for the purpose of filing the 
papers and ascertaining thestatus of the case he would divide with him 
the emolument he is to receive ? 

Mr. JACKSON. In the individual case stated by the Senator from 
Kansas there would bean apparent hardship, but the committee thought 
it would be the best and wisest policy of legislation upon the subject 


































































cality of the applicant for a pension. We know, and we can not as Sen- 
ators shut our eyes to the facts, that the existence of the pension claims 
agencies here leads to a great deal of pernicious legislation. Those 
agents press the Senate, they press the committees in various ways, 
and through their influence and by inadvertence and inattention per- 
nicious legislation ereeps in upon the subject of pensions. The Com- 
mittee on thought it was wise policy to transfer this business, 
so far as could be done by legislation, to the locality of the pension ap- 


Mr. PLATT. The practice of sending pension claims to agents in 
Washington has been attended with a great many evils. On the other 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 







hand the practice of employing persons in the localities where the pen- 
sioner resides is attended with a great many evils. 
practice is the better. The pension agents kere in Washington send out 
circulars and secure the business, and having once secured it the appli- 
cants feel that it is not thoroughly and properly attended to. Ido notun- 
dertake tosay whether such is thecase; but if the pension is not granted 
pretty quickly the applicant becomes thoroughly discouraged and dis- 
heartened and feels that his business is not attended to, and therefore be- 
gins to be discontented and finds fault with the pension attorneys here in 


attorney and not for an agent here in Washington, the effect of it I ap- 


and requirements of the Pension Office, and who, therefore, will not 
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I do not know which 


Washington. But, on the other hand, if a fee of $25 is provided for a local 


prehend will be to put the business of soliciting pensions into the 
hands of local attorneys who have really no understanding of the rules 


properly prosecute the claims. 
connected with it. 
practice 

But I rose for the purpose of saying that I believe the pension appli- 
cants in my own State would be much better served if the business 
were given to the officer who has been appointed by the State of Con- 
necticut. for the especial purpose of procuring pensions and attending 
to claims for back pay and bounty. We have, and have had for a long 
series of years, I think for as many as fifteen years, an officer appointed 
and paid by the State, who is called the assistant adjutant-general of 
the State, and whose sole duty is to represent pension applicants and 
soldiers in their claims against the Government. Yet, in practice and 
experience, very few applicants go to that officer. Although being the 
agent of the State, he has a standing in the Pension Office, is recog- 
nized as such, although no friction or controversy is likely to arise be- 
tween such an agent and the office, for some reason or other the claims 
are given either to local attorneys, who are utterly incompetent in some 
instances to prosecute the claim, or to the pension agents in Washing- 
ton, who, if competent, are supposed, at least by those who intrust bus- 
iness to their care, to neglect it. 

Ido not know whether this evil can be remedied. There is in the 
country to-day no such prosecution of pension claims as there ought to 
be. If the Committee on Pensions has thoroughly considered this mat- 
ter, and believe that it is better really to transfer the business of pros- 
ecuting claims from the District of Columbia to the localities where 
the claimants reside, I shall go with the committee and vote with it, 
although I can see the evils which will attend that practice also. 

Mr. BLAIR. Any legislation upen this subject is bad—bad contin- 
uously. In my belief, the legislation upon this subject had more to do 
with the evils that exist in this country in the prosecution of pension 
claims than any other one cause that can be named. 

This business is like any other business, and the principles of human 
nature will assert themselves. It is a somewhat difficult business to 
perform, and incompetent men can not perform it. Competent men, in 
order that their services may be secured, are able to obtain fair compen- 
sation for what they do. To prosecute a pension claim, especially in 
these later years when such great difficulties attend the collection of 
testimony, its proper preparation, putting it in the right form, and a 
compliance with the various requirements of the law, is so difficult a 
matter that a certain degree of skilled service is necessary to its proper 
performance. 

We have interfered, as we do vot interfere between attorney and 
client, between the principal and the agent, in any other case what- 
ever so far as I know, and we have interfered with the best motive in 
the world—that is, for the protection of the pensioner or the claimant 
upon the bounty of the Government. In order to prevent extortion 
we have undertaken by an iron rule to limit the compensation of the 
attorney; and in doing that we have fixed the rate of compensation so 
very low that the business has fallen almost universally into the hands 
of incompetent men or a class of shysters who for the small fee are 
willing to take charge of the claims, hoping by fraud and evasion of 
the law to obtain fair compensation for the services which they actually 
do render, and which services are as a rule entirely without value to 
the claimant. By the confusion which is created in the preparation of 
testimony, by the incompetency displayed in the discharge of the duty 
when it is assumed on the part of the agent, the difficulties surround- 
ing the case originally are increased rather than diminished. 

On the other hand, those men knowing the merits of the cause, liv- 
ing in the locality of the applicant, knowing the difficulties that sur- 
round the case, having tlie necessary qualifications belonging to the 
legal profession, or other men who have sufficient capacity to discharge 
the duties under the pension laws in the way of establishing the claims, 
have not been willing to undertake the work. They have failed to do 
it, and the legislation of the country has come to just this in its prac- 
tical effect: We have said to applicants for pensions, to claimants upon 
the bounty of the Government, “ You are entitled to certain rights, to 
certain pecuniary compensation for services and sacrifices which you 
have made for the country and the disability which you have con- 
tracted initsservice;’’ but at the same time we have denied them that 
sort of justice which is necessary to the establishment of their claims. 
We have said to those who would have undertaken to assist them: ‘‘ You 
shall have sugh compensation as is not sufficient tocommand your time 


Either practice has a great many evils 
I confess that I do not know which is the better 
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and your skill.’’ The consequence is that honest, competent men 
throughout the country have not undertaken this business, and they 
will not touch it. 

That really is the source of the difficulties that attend the adminis- 
tration of the pension laws far more than any other cause that may be 
found. Originating, as I say this legislation did, in the best of motives, 
it has been the one great evil that has attended and that to-day attends 
the administration of the pension laws. In my belief itis an evil which 
will never be reached and remedied until we take that course which 
appears to be the necessary and proper course with reference to the reg- 
ulation of business like this in all other cases. 

I would repeal all the laws there are with reference to compensation 
to the attorneys who may prosecute pension claims, but I would enact 
the most stringent criminal legislation against those who may practice 
extortion upon these claimants against the Government. The result 
of that would be, as I think, that the. claimant would find assistance 
at home. If he has a good case there are plenty of men with skill and 
honesty who would undertake its prosecution and who would see him 
through; the community would do it; but when there is nothing to be 
paid at all adequate to the service that is to be rendered, or to the 
money that must be advanced and paid out, the proper legal assistance 
is not likely to be found. It has not been found hitherto, it is not 
likely to be found hereafter, and these difficulties will continue. 

I believe that if we should repeal the existing legislation in regard to 
the compensation of claim agents and leave this matter open to the 
natural operation of the laws of human nature, and then enact very 
stringent measures both by way of fine and imprisonment wherever 
there is any extortion practiced on a claimant, we should reach the seat 
of the trouble. That I suppose is not likely to be done. I presume 
the legislation proposed in the bill is as good as anything else and as 
bad as anything else that we are likely to get; but it will not reach the 
great evil, and the rights of those who have pension claims are not 
likely to be vindicated for many years to come. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, Iam not sure that I understand this 
bill as well as I ought to do; and, therefore, perhaps I ought not to 
speak in regard to it; but we have had the matter under consideration 
in the Committee on Appropriations for some time and very flagrant 
irregularities at least have been made apparent. The House of Rep- 
resentatives has attempted, as far as it can, in the pension appropria- 
tion bill sent to us, to remedy these wrongs; and it seems now we are 
about to undo all the remedial legislation that has come to us in the 
bill from’ the House, which I hold in my hand, making appropriations 
for the payment of pensions for the year ending June 30, 1886. On 
the 20th of June, 1878, a law was passed, which reads thus: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representgtives, &c., That it shall be un- 
lawful for any attorney, agent, or other person to demand or receive for his 
services in a pension case a greater sum than $10, No fee-contract shall here- 
after be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions in any case. In pending cases, 
in which a fee-contract has heretofore been filed, if the pension shall beallowed 
the Commissioner of Pensions shall approve the same, as to the amount of the 
fee to be paid, at the amount specified in the contract. 

That continued to be the law until 1884. Under that act, if I prop- 
erly understand the late report of the Commissioner of Pensions, on page 
22, he shows that the total number of original claims pending on the 
30th of June, 1884, was 239,590, and the number of claims on rejected 
files, June 30, 1884, was 138,723, making a total of 378,313. All of 
these, at least nearly all of them, come under the provisions of the act 
of 1878, which allowed only a fee of $10. The pension agents came 
before Congress and endeavored to have their fees increased beyond that 
amount. Both Houses refused to doit. The bill went into a confer- 
ence committee, and after the claims of these men had been rejected by 
both Houses, without a vote in either House, without the consent of 
either House, a clause was added in the act of July 4, 1884, which pro- 
vided— 

That section 4785 of the Revised Statutes is hereby re-enacted and amended so 
as to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 4785. No agent or attorney or other person shall demand or receive any 
other compensation for his services yey for pension or bounty 
land than such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to be paid to him, 
not exceeding $25; nor shall such agent, attorney, or other person demand or 
receive such compensation, in whole or in part, until such pension or bounty- 
land claim shall allowed: Provided, That in all claims allowed since June 
20, 1878, where it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions 
that the fee of $10, or any part thereof, has not been paid, he shall cause the same 
to be deducted from the pension, and the pension agent to pay the same to the 
recognized attorney.” , 

I believe that was the clause inserted in conference. 
clause. ° 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ex- 
plain that ? 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have it explained. 

Mr. JACKSON. The House bill and the Senate bill on the subject 
of attorneys’ fees, rted at the last session, excepted from its 
tion all the claims flied after the 20th of June, 1878, and prior to the 
passage of ada trae legislation. : 

Mr. BECK. I know that. 

Mr. JACKSON. That clause in the conference committee was 
stricken out, so that these $25 contracts now relate back and cover all 
the claims that were filed under the act of June 20, 1878. 


It was the 
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Mr. BECK. That is what I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me, be- 
cause I wish to say one word on this question ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes; I want to get at the facts. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is also true that the provision which came from 
the House was struck out under our rule, so that when the bill went 
back to the House there was no legislation on it except what the House 
proposed. That threw the whole legislation into the hands of the con- 
ference committee. I wish the Senator from Kentucky to allow me to 
state right here that the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of Pensions, at least the present Commissioner of Pensions, both in- 
sisted that the legislation was wise and in accordance with the prec- 
edents. I mention that for the purpose of relieving the confereace com- 
mittee of any desire or apparent wish to put into a bill what was not rec- 
ommended by the proper administrative officers of the pension system. 

Mr. BECK. Still the Senator from Iowa will, I believe, agree with 
me that when a conference committee meets to decide between the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, neither the Secretary of the Interior 
nor the Commissioner of Pensions nor anybody else has any right to 
come before that committee and advise them in regard to anything. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator from Kentucky. 
They have no right to do that. 

Mr. BECK. Any officer who forces himself before a conference com- 
mittee is derelict in his duty, or any conference committee which allows 
a man to come before them to bring about a decision upon anything, 
other than the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, is derelict in its 
duty. When they opened upall the cases between 1878 and 1884, and 
allowed a fee of $25 instead of $10 to be taken, they were taking just 
that much money out of the pockets of the pensioners and. putting it 
into the hands of pension agents without the will of either House of 
Co: and against the known will of both. Consider the amount of 
money to be paid to the attorneys upon the claims reported by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions pending on that day, which I have just read! 
239,590 pending, and 138,723 which had been rejected but were still 
being pressed for restoration, and perhaps will be all or in great part 
restored, as the Commissioner told us the other day. It puts into the 
pockets of the pension agents on the 239,590 cases, of which there is no 
dispute, at the rate of $15 increase, the sum of $3,593,850; and when} 
on the rejected claims which are being pressed for restoration, $15 each 
is added, it makes the sum of $2,080,845 more. The grand total out of 
which the pensioners were robbed—for that is the word—robbed by this 
legislation, and which was paid or is to be paid into the hands of pension 
agents, in violation of their agreements under the law of 1878, amounts 
to the enormous sum of $5,674,695. The pension agents or attorneys 
agreed to do that work for $10 for each case; they had in many in- 
stances received the money, and when they managed to get the legisla- 
tion of last summer through the conference committee, as I said against 
the will of both Houses, on the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Commissioner of Pensions, oranybody else, who had no busi- 
ness before that committee, they robbed the pensioners of this country 
of over five and a half million dollars. Many of them, according to the 
information laid before the Committee on Appropriations, had aban: 
doned the cases that were then pending. They had got their $10 in 
advance, and they sold out to other men their good-will, and the papers 
of a pensioner were withheld until he had to sign a contract to make the 
fee $25. The first fellow got his $10, and then abandoned the case and 
sold out to somebody else, who got $15 more or the applicant for a pen- 
sion could not even have his papers presented. 

Now the House of Representatives comes and demands that that leg- 
islation shall be repealed as a fraud upon the pensioners of the country! 
That is demanded in a bill now pending before the Senate. The legis- 
lation of the House was stricken out pro forma by the Committee on 
Appropriations in order to comply with the rules of the Senate; but if 
not all, certainly a large majority of the members of the Committee on 
Appropriations, reserved the right not only to yote for but to maintain 
that legislation on this floor and elsewhere, and to insist that the House 
of Representatives was right in demanding the repeal and in refusing to 
recognize the action which had been thus surreptitiously obtained .in 
1884. The provision of the pension appropriation bill from the House 
is as follows: 

That no agent or attorney shall either demand or receive, on account of the 
prosecution of any claim eee for under the isions of this act, where 
such claim was filed after the 28th day of June, 1 and prior to the 4th day of 
July, 1884— 

Being the time when that law was in force— 
any fee or sum of money in excess of $10; nor shall said $10, or any part thereof, 
be paid to any agent or attorney until he make and file in the office of the Co’ 
missioner of Pensions the affidavit provided for in section 4 of this act; and if 
it shall appear from said affidavit, or in any other way, that all or any of 


said $10 has been paid, it shall be m, and the residue, if any, 
shall be paid to such attorney as hereinbefore pro b> 


Mr. JACKSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me fora 
moment ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Committee on Pensions would have been 


pleased to have retained the bill as it came from the House if.we 
thought we could have enforced that provision. Will the Senator sug- 
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gest that it is in the power of Congress to disturb those contracts which 
have been entered into under the act of 1884, even admitting that the 
act went through without notice ? > i 

Mr. BECK. I believe that fraud vitiateseverything. I believe that 
a fraud was perpetrated upon the committees of conference of the two 
Houses. 

Mr. JACKSON. 
fraud or duress. 

Mr. BECK. 


We save the cases where the contract was under 


I want them to goto the courts. Thesame power that 


ndation to give them the $25 in the Department of | . : Lui : / , i 
made the recomme & ; | titled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the several States. 


the Interior or the Pension Office will nevér see a frand. Let them go 
to the courts of the country and get their fee, and not put it in the hands 
of the very men who aided them in perpetrating the fraud to decide 
whether it wasa fraud or not. That is what linsistupon. The House 


assume upon the very face of the bill (and the facts will warrant them | 


before any court in the country ) that thisclause inserted, that $15 should 
be added in each case, amounting to over $5,000,000, in violation of con- 
tracts, was 4 duress; and I wil! not trust any Commissioner of Pensions 
or any Secretary of the Interior to pass upon it, especially when the 
Senator from Iowa says the Secretary and the Commissioner advised 
this to be done after both Houses had rejected it, and when a commit- 
tee of conference yielded to the pressure of men who had no right to 
speak to them about matters pending before them when they were only 
conferring properly about the differences between the two Houses. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator will allow me to say that I should be 
perfectly willing to enact that legislation and disturb these contracts if 
we had the power to do it. The question with the committee and the 
question with me as a lawyer was, assuming that some of these contracts 
might be valid, having been entered into freely and understandingly, 
whether Congress had power to invalidate them. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. We can in appropriating money provide that 
none of the money we appropriate shall be applied to such contracts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I fear that I may have been myself misunderstood. 
I want to say that the Secretary of the Interior, I understand, recom- 
mended this legislation, and I know, as does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, that the present Commissioner of Pensions stated before the 


Committee on Appropriations that he would allow this legislation to | 


stand. I did not mean to say that the Commissioner of Pensions at 
the time this legislation was proposed recommended it, because I do not 
know whether he did or not. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kentucky will allow me to say 
that I understand from the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, 
who sits beside me [Mr. MITCHELL], that Colonel Dudley, then the 
Commissioner of Pensions, did not advise or favor this legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not mean to say that he did so advise, and 
that was why I wished to correct myself if the Senator from Kentucky 
misunderstood me. 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish, in reply to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Delaware, to remark that one of the amendments we have 
adopted prevents the Commissioner of Pensions from using any portion 
of the pension fund to pay these pension attorneys the $25 fee. 

Mr. BECK. And I hope it goes further and does not allow the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to detail clerks, as he is now detailing them, to 
work up the cases wherein the men claim they have not even got the 
$10 for their former services in obtaining a pension. That is another 
cloak of wrong. In other words, the pension agents have managed in 
this legislation to obtain without the will of either House all they ask; 
and a more skillfally drawn proposition to rob the pensioners and vio- 
late their own contracts and coerce out of them $25 each in two hun- 
dred and odd thousand cases when they had agreed to do the work for 
$10 never was devised. I am prepared to annul it, and stand by the 
House in annulling it, and I believe every court in the country will 
stand by the House in annulling that legislation whenever the facts are 
fairly presented. 

I know that these agents, many of them not lawyers, not pretending 
to be lawyers, get up these claims in the country and send them here 
to Washington, and go into combination with people here who have 
made fortunes out of the misfortunes of these poor men, and every Sen- 
ator here, and I suppose every Representative, has to go to the Depart- 
ment day after day; I have presented hundreds of cases myself for the 
poorest people all over Kentucky, many of whom can neither read nor 
write. We have to do all the work of preparing their cases and getting 
them through, and then there stands a bummer at the other end to re- 
ceive $25 out of the money which he neither helped to get nor had the 
capacity to tell how to aid the pensioner in obtaining. 

t is the way nine-tenths of these men get their fees. There is not 
a Senator here who doesnot knowit. I have presented five hundred cases 
since the 1st day of December, in my opinion, and have employed the 
time of my secretary and myself to work them through and get the 
proofs, or tell the parties how to get them, while these agents are increas- 
ing their compensation from $10 up to $25 by law, going into confer- 
ence committees and getting men to recommend that they ought to have 
it when they did more harm than good in the effort to o in a pension. 
They never go to the Pension Office; they never see the papers; but 
induce the applicants to write to their ntatives and Senators, as 
they do; every Senator knows it. Then get this sort of legislation 
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for their own benefit. Idonot care whether the House is right or wrong 
in putting on appropriation bills legislation to meet this. The most 
radical remedy to reach such men and to stop their robbery of the poor 
people ought to be applied and take the chances of the courts sustain- 
ing it. 

Mr. CALL. 

That the provisions of this act authorizing contracts for a fee of $25 shall be 
limited to attorneys or agents residing in the State where the claimant resides, 
and shall not extend to agents or sttorneys in the District of Columbia. 


The Constitution provides that “‘ the citizens of each State shall be en 





Mr. President, this bill provides in the eighth section— 


Now, I suppose the right to contract with a pension agent in the States 
is a privilege of a citizen. I presume that a citizen of the District of 
Columbia is not excluded from the. right to contract with a citizen ofa 
State, equally with a citizen of any other State, although the District 
is not a State. I have never heard that it was within the power of Con- 
gress to provide that the people who live in the District of Columbia 
shall not have the privileges of the citizens of each State; and mani- 
festly the Constitution is not intended to have any such construction; 
and yet this bill provides that because a man lives in the District of 
Columbia he shall not have the same right to contract with a pensioner 
that a man has who livesina State. It is suggested by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoKkrE] he may be a citizen of some other State tem- 


| porarily residing here in the District, but manifestly there is no pro- 


priety in a provision which discriminates between citizens of the United 
States, whether in the District of Columbia or in the States. 

Then, again, I am at loss to know where Congress gets the power to 
punish criminally a man who makes a contract with another citizen 
of the United States for the payment of a fee. I do not find anything 
in the powers given to Congress which justifies that. The eighth sec- 
tion of the first article of the Constitution provides that ‘* Congress 
shall have power to provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the 
securities and current coin of the United States;’’ shall have power 
‘* to define and punish piracies and felonies committed on the high seas 
and offenses against the law of nations.’’ But the right of contract, the 
power of making a contract in good faith with another citizen, is not 
included within any of these terms and descriptions, and it never was 
so intended. 

It certainly is competent for Congress to provide that so far as the 
money appropriated for pensions is concerned it shall be paid entirely to 
the pensioner, and that no fee at all shall be charged, or that any spe- 
cific amount shall be charged; and yet that would not interfere with 
the right of contract between those citizens. Whena man gets his 
money, it is no crime in him to give, and there is no power in Congress 
to say that it shall be a crime for another man to accept from him any 
part of that money. 

But this bill does not limit itself to ascertaining and fixing the pay- 
ment of the money in the hands of the pensioner, but it makes it a 
crime and punishes severely the man who contracts with another one. 
Section 5 provides— 

That any agent or attorney or other person instrumental in prosecuting any 
claim for pension, or arrears thereof, who shall directly or indirectly contract 
for, demand, or receive and retain any compensation for his services or instru- 
mentality for prosecuting a claim for pension, or arrears there of, greater than 
is herein provided, or in any other manner than herein provided, or shall will- 
fully or knowingly makea false statement in regard tothe amount of fee already 
received, shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof shall for every such offense be fined not exceeding $1,000, or be confined 
at hard labor not exceeding two years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

In my judgment this bill is not within the power of Congress to pass, 
nor do I think it good policy. Iagree with the Senator from Kentucky 
as to the wrong and bad policy of allowing pension agents to appropri- 
ate a large portion of the money voted to pensioners. I think it very 
proper that a limitation should be laid upon the fee so far as concerns 
the payment of it by the proper officers of the Government. ButI do 
not concur in the provisions of this bill that make it a crime for « man 
to contract with another one forthe payment of a reasonable fee for his 
services. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not wish to interpose a hasty consideration 
(and that is all I have been able to give to the eighth section) against 
the more mature consideration of the lawyers upon the committee. IJ{ 
I understood the Senator from Tennessee, when the object of the pro- 
visions of this section was inquired for by the Senator from Kansas, it 
was put on the ground of abuses which had grown up here in connec- 
tion with the claim-agency business in the District of Columbia; and 
the bill seems originally to have been framed with the sole view of put- 
ting a limitation upon the power of agents in the District of Columbia 
to contract. for a fee of more than $10; but as it has been amended it 
is in this shape: it applies to the States as well. If the object is to 
bring the attorney into the neighborhood of the claimant, so that he 
may reach his witnesses readily, and may render him efficient service, 
the amendments which have been adopted would very often defeat that 
very thing. 

A pension claimant residing near the line of a State would be pro- 
hibited from making a contract, within three miles or within one mile 
of the place of his residence, with an attorney in a case that seemed to 
justify a fee of $25, but would under the bill be authorized to make it 
in his own State at a distance of two hundred miles from where he re- 
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The next amendment was, after line 127, to insert: 


necessary attendant u he execution of the neutral- 
ee oo r the oe the President, pursuant to the 
requirement of section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $12,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 133, to insert: 

For the payment of the actual and necessary expenses of two civilian experts 
as delegates of the United States to an international commission for the estab- 
lishment of electrical units, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 137, to insert: 

For rent of build for legation and other purposes at Peking, or such other 
place in China as be designated, $3,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 151. — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa that after the word ‘‘partisan,’’ in line 150, there ap- 
parently should be a comma. ) 

Mr. ALLISON. There should be acomma. I move to insert it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be inserted if there be no 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 153, before the word ‘‘ year,”’ 
to insert the word “‘ calendar,’’ and after ‘‘year’’ to strike out ‘* end- 
ing June 30;’”’ so as to make the clause read: 

For contribution to the maintenance of the inte-national bureau of weights 
and measures for the calendar year 1886, in conformity with the terms of the 
convention of May 24, 1875, the same, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be paid, under the direction of the Secretary of State, to said bureau on its 
certificate of apportionment, $2,270. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under ‘“‘Schedule B,”’ in line 167, before 
the word “consul 1,”’ to strike out ‘salary of’’ and insert ‘‘sal- 
aries of the;’”’ in line 168, after the word ‘‘at,’’ to strike out ‘“‘two”’ 
and insert ‘*three;’’ and in line 169, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘four”’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to make the clause read : 


For salaries of the consuls-general at Constantinople and Rome, at $8,000 each, 
000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 170, before the word ‘‘ consuls- 
general,’’ to strike out “‘ agents and;”’ so as to make the clause read: 


For salaries of the consuls-general at London, Paris, Havana,and Riode Ja- 
neiro, at $6,000 each, $24,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, in line 181, after ‘‘ Vienna,’’ to strike out 
** Bucarest;’’ and in line 182, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ to strike 
out ‘“‘eighteen’’ and insert “‘ fifteen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For salaries of the consuls-general at Saint Petersburg, Frankfort, Halifax, 
Vienna, and in Ecuador, at $3,000 each, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 186, before the word “‘ at,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ consul-general ’’ and insert ‘‘consul;’’ so as to read: 

For salary of the consul at Liverpool (Great Britain), $6,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the chairman of the committee to line 184: 

For salary of the consul-general at Mexico, at $2,500. 


Should the second word ‘‘at’’ be there? Is there objection to the 
amendment last stated? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed too. 
Mr. ALLISON. Strike out ‘‘at’’ before ‘‘ two,’’ in line 184. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that change 
will be made. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
on iations was, in line 190, after the word “‘clerks,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ to be i under section 1704 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, thirtien 


” and insert “ fourteen thousand five hundred ;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


For salaries of thirteen consular clerks, $14,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. Instead of $14,500, that should be $14,600. SoI 
move to strike out “‘five’’ and insert “six.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on A was, in line 195, to reduce the total ap- 
“for salaries of viee-consuls, and commercial 
agents ’’ from $321,000 to $318,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for consulates of 
“Class II,” in line 200, after ‘‘Foochow,” to insert ‘‘ Hankow;”’ so as 
to read: 

CHINA. 

Foochow ; Hankow; Canton; Amoy; Tien-Tsin ; Chin-Kiang. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for consulates of 
“Class VI,”’ to strike out lines 297 and 298, as follows: 
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CHINA, 
Hankow 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 373 and 374, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


For salary of a clerk to the legatior 1 Spain, $1,200 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 375, to increase the appropriation 
‘** for allowance for clerks at consulates’’ from $47,840 to $49,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in line 378, before the word ‘‘ at,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ consul-general ’’ and insert ‘‘ consul;’’ in line 380, before the word 
“‘consuls-general,’’ to strike out “‘agents and;’’ in line 381, after 
‘** Havana,”’ to insert ‘‘Shanghai;’’ in line 384, after ‘* Vienna,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘Shanghai’’ and insert “‘ Montreal;’’ in line 388, after the word 
‘‘vear,”’ to strike out ‘‘for the consul-general at Montreal;’’ and in 
line 395, after ‘‘Colon (Aspinwall),’’ to insert “‘ Singapore;”’ 
make the clause for consular clerks read: 


so as to 


For the consul at Liverpool, a sum not exceeding the rate of $2,000 for any one 
year; and for the consuls-genera! at London, Paris, Havana, Shanghai, and Rio 
de Janeiro, eacha sum notexeeeding the rate of $1,600 for any one year ; for the 
consuls-general at Berlin, Frankfort, Vienna, Montreal, and Kanagawa, and for 
the consuls at Hamburg, Bremen, Manchester, Lyons, Hong-Kong, Havre, Cre- 
feld, and Chemnitz, each a sum not seen the rate of $1,200 for any one year ; 
and for the consuls at Bradford and Birmingham, each a sum not exceeding the 
rate of $960 for any one year; for the consuls-general at Calcutta, Port au Prince, 
Hayti, and Melbourne, and for the consuls at Leipsic, Sheffield, Sonneberg, Dres- 
den, Marseilles, Nuremberg, Tunstall, Antwerp, Bordeaux, Colon (Aspinwall,) 
Singapore, and Glasgow, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $800 for any one 
year ; for the consuls at Belfast, Barmen, Leith, Dundee, Victoria, and Matamoras, 
and for the consul-general at Halifax, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $640 
forany one year; for the consul-general at Mexico, and for the consulsat Malaga, 
Naples, Genoa, Stuttgart, Florence, Mannheim, Prague, Zurich, Panama, and 
Demarara, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $480 for any one year. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 416, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 
to strike out ‘“‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ and in line 417, after the 
word ‘‘Provided,’’ to strike out: 

That not more than $1,200 shall be expended for interpreting at any one con- 
sulate or consulate-general: And provided further. 

So as to make the clause read: 


For salaries of interpreters to be employed at consulates in China and Japan, 
$12,000: Provided, That no person otherwise receiving a salary in any capacity 
whatever from the United States shall be entitled to any part of the above sum. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in line 424, before ‘‘Smyrna,’’ to insert 
“* Constantinople;’’ and in line 425, after ‘‘ Corea,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ three”’ 
and insert ‘‘ four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For interpreters and guards at the consulates at Constantinople, Smyrna, 
Cairo, Jerusalem, and Beirut, in the Turkish dominions, and at Seoul, in Corea, 
$4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 427, before the word ‘‘ marshals,”’ 
to strike out “‘seven ’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ and in line 428, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven ’’ and insert “ eight;’’ se as to 
make the clause read: 

For salaries of eight marshals for the consular courts in Japan, China, and 
Turkey, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 431, to increase the appropriation 
“for hiring of steam-launch for use of the legation at Constantinople,” 
from $500 to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. At that point I desire to offer, from the Committee 
en Appropriations, another amendment. I move, after line 431, to in- 
sert: : 


For boat for official use of the United States consul at Osaka and Hiogo, and 
for pay ef beat’s crew, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 443, after the word ‘‘ inter- 
preter,’’ to strike out “‘and the expense of a prison and prison-keeper 
at’’ and insert ‘‘to;’’ and in line 445, before the word “hundred,’’ to 
strike out “one thousand two’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


a the salary of an interpreter to the consulate-general in Bangkok, Siam, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 445, to insert: 

For the expense of a prison and prison-keeper at the consulate-general ix 
Bangkok, Siam, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment, was in line 460, after the word ‘‘Turkey,”’ to 
strikeout “the sum of seven thousand five hundred ”’ and insert ‘nine 
thousand;’’ so as to read: 


For the purpose of paying for the keeping and feeding of prisoners in China, 
Japan, Siam, and Turkey, $9,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in the proviso to the same clause, in line 
465, after the word “‘feeding,’’ to strike out— e 

And snch payment shal! cover all expenses attending the keeping, feeding, 
and care of any such prisoner: And provided Surther, That no allowance shall 
be made for the keeping or feeding of any prisoner who is able to pay or does 


pay the above sum of 75 cents per day; and the consular officer shal! certify to 
the fact of inability in every case. 





So as to make the clause read: 


For the purpose of paying for the keeping and feeding of prisoners in China, 
Japan, Siam, and Turkey, $9,000: Provided, That no more than 75 cents per 
day for the keeping and feeding of each prisoner, while actually confined, shall 
be allowed or paid for any such keeping and feeding. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 472, after the word “‘ of,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ prisoners’’ and insert ‘‘ prisons;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For rent of prisons for American convicts in Turkey, and for wages of keep- 
ers of the same, $1,000. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 476, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert “‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For relief and protection of American scamen in foreign countries, $50,000, or 
80 rouch thereof as may be necessary, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 477, to insert: 


For expenses of shipping and discharging scamen at Liverpoo)], London, Car- 
diff, Belfast, and Hamburg, 96,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 495, to insert: 


Rent for consul-general at London: For rent,in lieu of the statutory allow- | 


ance of 20 per cent éf salary, of consul-general at London, $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 499, to insert: 

Rent for consul-general at Paris: For rent, in lieu of the statutory allowance 
of 20 per cent. of salary, of consul-general at Paris, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 502, to insert: 

To pay the expense of a preliminary search, to be made under the direction 
of the Department of State, of the records of the French prize courts from 1792 
to 1801, inclusive, to ascertain whether any evidenee or documents relating to 
the claims of American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the 3ist of July, 1801, still exist, and, if so, the nature and character thereof, 
the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be im- 
mediately available. 

“Mr. HOAR. I ask the chairman of the committee whether that 
should not be a little more comprehensive than merely to authorize the 
search of the records of the French prize courts? It is quite possible 
that the claims which were forwarded to the French Government from 
ours may be in the archives of their department of foreign affairs. 
Would it not be better to say ‘‘ reeoris of the French prize courts or 
other French archives,’’ because the Department of State would see of 
course that the money is properly applied? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that we used the language 
: of the law which provides for this search, I think it is section 5 of the 
act passed this year. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senator that act? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have it not with me at this moment. 
law passed at this session. 

Mr. HOAR. I will suggest the amendment—it can certainly do no 
harm—to insert after ‘‘ prize courts,’’ in line 505, the words “‘ or other 
French archives.’’ The Department of State will see that proper search 
is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that there is any harm in the proposi- 
tion; but that is a pretty wide authority, to search the archives of the 
French Government. 

Mr. HOAR. But it is limited by the smallness of the appropriation, 
which is only $5,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know; but I take it the French prize courts are 
open and their records ate public documents, but the archives of the 
French Government may not be. 

Mr. HOAR. The Department will not spend any more money than 
will answer the purpose urider this appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I make no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment by inserting after 
**courts,’’ in line 505, the words “‘ or other French archives.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 512, to insert: 


To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arising in the diplo- 


matic and consular service, and to extend the commercial and other interests of 
the United States, $50,000. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill has been con- 
cluded, and the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations have 


been disposed of. 
Mr. HAWLEY. 


It is the 


I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 


Committee on Appropriations to the class in which the consulate at Je- 
rusalem is placed. 


Jerusalem, on page 14, is under class 6, at a sal- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






FEBRUARY 6, 





ary of $1,500. I was about to look at the estimates of the Department. 
My recollection is that the Department recommends or estimates that 
the salary be put at $2,000. I happen to have some information about 
that particular consulate. There are quite a number of American citi- 
zens residing there, some of whom are American by birth and several 
hundred of whom are adopted citizens, with more or less of controversy 
from time to time. 

Many hundreds of American travelers visit Jerusalem, as everybody 
knows, and scarcely one ever comes near to the city without sending 
word, perhaps in advance, to the consulate, and certainly not without 
calling upon the consul, asking for more or less of advice, and frequently 
for the company of that officer; and very naturally being invited in a 
great many cases to luncheon, he is involved in very considerable ex- 
pense in traveling about the vicinity anywhere from one to twenty-five 
miles. In short, the inevitable expenses of the duties of his position, 
as well as the hospitalities which he can not asa gentleman shun, make 
a very heavy deduction from his pay. 

Once this bill came here putting the consulate in the $2,000 class, 
and the State Department thinks it is wise and has recommended it, 
not at my solicitation, but of its own accord, though I was there two 
years ago inquiring about it. They said it was true that this consu- 
late ought to be raised. What is left for the consul is a very small sum 
in this case. 1 do not see how any consul stationed there, except the 
one who is there now, could get along at all. I know him to be a 
scholar in Arabic, learned in the geography of the Holy Land, devoting 
what time he can spare to studies of all these subjects at the instance 
of various learned societies, the Palestine Exploration Society and oth- 
ers. He speaks Arabic, has the confidence of the natives about him, 
is a very useful and especially fitted man, and I say his net compensa- 
tion is scarcely that of alaborer about this building. The reports this 
consul has made I happen to know, in two or three cases, have been 
specially commended for their value. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
make any motion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know what is the usnal course. I move 
to place the consulate at Jerusalem in class 5, at $2,000 per annum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
to insert in line 250, after the word ‘‘ Beirut,’’ the word ‘‘ Jerusalem.”’ 
That will bring it in class 5 in proper connection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thank the Chair. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does thatsfrike it out in the other place? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
to strike out, in line 330, the word ‘‘ Jerusalem.’ 

The motion was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the consideration 
of the unfinished business of yesterday. , 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the Senate to dispose of the Military Acad- 
emy A iation bill. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. ORRILL. Laying aside the unfinished business informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks leave 
to make a report at this time from the Committee on Appropriations. 
If there be no objection the report will be received. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the action of the House of Representatives on the amendments 
of the Sena‘e to the bill (H. R. 7577) making’ appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other parpones, direct me to report it back with the rec- 

nate 


ommendation that the recede from its amendments to the House 
bill. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 


the Senate recede from its amendments heretofore agreed to to this bill. 
The amendments will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state in brief that the amendments relate to 
the pay of the subordinate officers at the academy. The Senate made 
some amendments in reference to that, but on further examination the 
committee has become satisfied that the House provision is correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be read. 

The Cu1eF CLERK. On page 2, line 12, after the word ‘‘ professors,’’ 
the Senate struck out “‘ and officers on (increased rank);’’ and in the 
same line, after the word “‘service,’’ the Senate struck out ‘$9,525’ 
and inserted ‘‘$8,898.50;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For additional pay of professors for length of service, $8,898.50. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate recede from these amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 
dollar. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], strik- 
ing out the fifth section of the amendment reported from the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After sixteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 6, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore). Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Joun S. Linp- 
say, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


INSPECTOR of PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection the Chair will 
lay before the House at this time some executive communications. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, asking an appropriation to pay the salary of 
inspector of public buildings; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate for salaries and ex- 
of the Bureau of Labor Statistics for the next fiscal year; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CIVIL OFFICERS, ALASKA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
thh Secretary of the Treasury, inclosinga letter from the commissioner 
for Alaska, asking appropriation to pay the expenses of civil officers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LOUISVILLE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a letter from the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury, relative to an increase in the limit of the 
cost of the public building at Louisville; Ky.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I rise to a question of personal priv- 
ilege. On the ist of January last, while the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was occupying the floor, by his permission I interrupted him 
to give something of the history of the prosecution against the late 
Mr. Payne, of Oklahoma notoriety. After my remarks were made a 
gentleman on the Committee on Appropriations called and asked me 
to show him the remarks to which I called his attention. On reflec- 
tion I came to the conclusion that one statement of fact in my remarks, 
found on page 904 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, was an error. I 
therefore addressed a letter to the district attorney of the United States 
for the western district of Arkansas, asking the precise status of the 
litigation then pending, as well as that which had been disposed of in 
court, and in order to correct this statement now and to lay before the 
people of the country at this time interested in legislation touching 
the Oklahoma territory I send the remarks I then made to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read, and then will lay before the House the answer of the 
district attorney to my letter, which will furnish the country, and more 
particularly those States surrounding the Indian Territory, with the 
exact status of that Oklahoma territory at this time as determined by 
NE. BROWNE, of 3 

\ NE, of Indiana. I am compelled to make tl i 
order, Mr. Speaker. Esehesiad 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair is bound to sustain the 
peint of order, because gentleman from Arkansas does not state 

ing in the nature of a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Ar . desire simply to correct an error in 
my remarks made in the House at that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman desires to correct the 
RECORD, he will proceed, and the correction will be made accordingly, 
as{that is a privileged question. But the gentleman proposes to cor- 
rect an error of his own and not an error of the REcoRD. 

Mr: BROWNE, of Indiana. I have no objection to the gentleman 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 

















1333 





making the correction he desires; my point of order is made entirely in 
the interest of the public business. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 


his objection, as the letter I send upto the Clerk’s desk to be read will 
make the proper correction. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is not a correction of the RECORD, 


but a correction of the gentleman’s own statement. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I did not hear-the gentleman’s last re- 


mark. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I say that it is not a correction of the 


REcORD, but a correction of some previous statement which the gen- 
tleman has had put upon the RECORD 


Now I make this objection in the very best of faith, because I desire 


to save the time of the House and to get on with the public business 
now before us. I have uniformly interposed these objections, and cer- 
tainly with no ill-feeling toward any gentleman here upon the floor. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Let me*make two suggestions to the 


gentleman from Indiana: First, as a member of this House, if I have 


inadvertently made a statement which I have found afterward to be 


not correct, it occurs to me that I should, under the rules of the House, 
have a right to make the correction. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must interpose and sustain 


the point of order of the gentleman from Indiana. The Chair does not 
think that the gentleman from Arkansas has stated a proposition which 
embodies a question of personal privilege. His proposition, as the 
Chair understands it, is simply to correct a statement of his own which 
appears in the ReEcoRD, and the correctness of the RECORD in regard 


to the statement is not questioned. It is onlya correction of what the 


gentleman has himself placed in the RECORD, and in the opinion of the 


Chair does not constitute a question of privilege. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Then I will ask the gentleman from 
Indiana to withdraw the point of order and allow this letter to be 
printed in the RecorD for the information of the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Arkansas ? 

There was no objection. 

The letter referred to by Mr. RoGers, of Arkansas, is as follows: 


OrFice oF Usrrep STatTes Disrricr ATTORNEY, 
Fort Smith, Ark., February 1, 1885. 

Dear JupGe: Your favor of the 28th ultimo, relating to the Payne cases, is duly 
received. Payne was not convicted under 4 criminal statute, but at the time of 
his death there was a criminal suit pending against him for introducing spirit- 
uous liquor into the Indian country. There was also at that time acivil prose- 
cution pending against him for the enforcement of a penal statute against in- 
truders in the Indian country (R. S., sees. 2147 and 2148). Prior tothis timetwo 
other civil suits for the enforcement of this penal statute had already gone to 
judgment, one at the term preceding Payne’s death and the other some two 
or three years before. The first of these suits was hotly contested, prominent 
lawyers from Saint Louis being sent here to argue it. 

The way the criminal proceeding came to be instituted was because at the 
time of Payne's last arrest he pointed out to the officers some whisky which he 
said he had introduced and that he defied the Government to proceed against 
him for that; that in such a proceeding the question would be directly raised as 
to whether the country he and his followers were settling was in the Indian 
country. When he was brought here, and I was informed of this matter, I con- 
cluded to accommodate him, and filed the information charging him with the 
introduction. Hethen made anapplication tothe court foracontinuance of the 
case on the ground of an absent witness by whom he alleged he could prove 
that he did not bring the whisky in, but that it was brought in by another. I 
had announced myself ready for trial, and was perfectly willing to try the issue 
in that way. The case was continued on his motion. 

This suit, together with the third and last civil action, abated at hisdeath. 

At the time the last civil suit was brought against Payne, there were suits of 
the same character brought against each of some twelve or fourteen of his fol- 
lowers. These have all gone to judgment within the last few days. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. H. H. CLAYTON, 

Hon. J. H. Rocrers, Washington, D. C. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the Chair will now 
entertain motions to take up bills and resolutions for consideration, the 
hour beginning at twenty-five minutes past 12 o’clock. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to know whether under the 
rule recently adopted the Chair will hold that the first business in order 
to-day is not the consideration of the Private Calendar; whether, in 
other words, tlie special rule of the House will supersede the order of 
business on Fridays? 

KATHERINE B. ©. MERRILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the rule of the 
House is imperative, and that the first business in order is the unfin- 
ished business coming over frgm yesterday morning under this special 
rule, the bill called up by the gentleman from Louisiana, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Be it enacted, &c., That the claim of Katherine C. B. Merrill, executrix of the 
last will and testament of Ayers P. Merrill, deceased, and late of the State of 
Mississippi, for quartermaster and commissary stores and supplies alleged to 
have been taken and used by the United States Army, during the rebellion, 
from the plantations of said Merrill, in the vicinity of Natchez, Miss., be re- 
ferred to the Quartermaster-General, who shall investigate the justice and legal- 
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ity of said claim,and report the amount and value of said stores and supplies 
taken and used by the Army of the United States, and also what amount has 


been paid on the same; and that he report all the facts and evidence for the 
consideration of Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk had begun the reading of 
the report accompanying this bill on yesterday when the hour expired. 
The reading of the report will now be concluded. 

The report (by Mr. GEORGE) is as follows: 

That in 1865 the United States forces at and near Natchez, Miss., took from 
plantations of Ayres P. Merrill, deceased, the testator of claimants, a large 
amount of commissary and quartermaster supplies. The proof has been e 
by the affidavit of a large number of colored witnesses, who were the slaves of 
said Merrill. Some of these plantations were situated in Mississippi and some 
in Louisiana, all being near the city of Natchez. The proof is not of a very sat- 
isfactory character as to the amount. It is also singular that no vouchers were 
given, as Ayres P. Merrill wasa man of known loyalty, possessing the confidence 
of General Grant, General Gresham, General Smith, General Crocker, General 
Ransom, and Commodore Greer, as shown by letters of all these to him, written 
about the time the supplies were taken. It seems certain, however, that a con- 
siderable amount of supplies wasereceived and used by the United States Army. 

Ayres P. Merrill died several years ago. He was a very old and infirm man 
for several years prior to his death, paying little attention to business. 

It is possible that some, if not all, these supplies have been paid for, but if so, 
the vouchers will be found in the proper Department. 

Under all the circumstances the committee deem it proper to recommend the 
passage of a bill referring the claim to the Quartermaster-General, with instruc- 
tions to inquir® into and ascertain the fall amount of supplies so taken and used 
by the United States Army, and to ascertain what amount, if any, has been paid 
on thesame, and report the facts to Congress. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule, five minutes remain 
for debate in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand from the last portion of the bill 
that this proposes only to have the facts stated to another Congress, 

Mr. KING. That is all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless some gentlemen desire to de- 
bate the bill the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to have this bill again read. 

The bill was again reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. KING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 













































Is there objection to the-present con- 










CHARLES MURPHY. 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to take up House bill 6531, 
for the relief of Charles Murphy, withdraw it from the files, and sub- 
stitute in lieu thereof a new bill, changing the nature of the recom- 
mendation of the committee from an appropriation simply to the priv- 
ilege of going into the Court of Claims to have the case considered. I 
apprehend that there is no necessity for an argument in support of that 
proposition. I desire to say in a word simply 

Mr. KEIFER. The bill has not been read yet. 

Mr. PRICE. Suppose I state what it is first. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute for House bill 6531—— 


Mr. KEIFER (interrupting the reading). 
the Calendars? 

Mr. PRICE. The billis on the Calendarand was reported by acom- 
mittee, and I am seeking now by authority of the entire committee to 
have this modification made. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand then that it is a bill reported by acom- 
mittee and on the Calendar? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the bill H. 
R. 6531, to which the gentleman refers, is upon the Calendar, and 
under the rule can be called up; but the bill sent to the desk by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is not upon the Calendar, and in the judg- 
ment of the Chair is not covered by the rule. 

Mr. PRICE. If the gentleman from Ohio had permitted me to pro- 
ceed, as I was in order proceeding, there would have begn no objection 
interposed to the proposition I was about to make. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Under the rule the bill must be reported 
by the Clerk before the debate can be had. 

Mr. KEIFER. I only insisted upon the bill being read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, however, that the bill sent to the desk is not, in the 
judgment of the Chair, covered by this rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. The only way to get it before the House as a sub- 
stitute bill is to call up the original bill and amend it by the substitute. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ize gentlemen as 
soon as order is restored so that the Chair may hear The House 


will be in order. The gentleman from Kentucky rises toa question of 
order The gentleman will state it. 
























Is this a bill from one of 
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PRICE], as I understand, has been recognized under the rule. 
a misapprehension that he could present a substitute for a bill on the 
Calendar he has sent up a bill for the consideration of the House which 
has been ruled out very properly by the Speaker. 
of order, whether if the gentlemen were to call up for consideration the 
bill on the Calendar it would then be proper for him to move to amend 
it as he suggests ? 


my interests. 
so myself. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Under 


I raise this question 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair answers that it would. 
Mr. McMILLIN. 


That is what the gentleman from Wisconsin in- 


dicates his desire to do. 


The SPEAKER protempere. The gentlemen from Wisconsin has not 


lost his right in any way. 


Mr. PRICE. I am infinitely obliged to gentlemen who take care of 
But they will permit me to state that I think I can do 
My desire was that the original bill should be read, and then 
that this should be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. KEIFER. We must proceed under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill as it ap- 

rs on the Calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6531) for the relief of Charles Murphy. 


Be itenacted, éc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money inthe 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $42,834 to Charles eee as 
balance due said Charles Murphy for work done ae sustained by him 
growing out of or arising from his contract with the United States Government 
to excavate a dry-dock at Mare Island, in the State of California. 


Mr. PRICE. I now desire to offer a-substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not yet before the House for 
consideration. It will be in order to offer the substitute if the bill 
shall not be objected to by the number of members required under the 
rule. The gentleman is entitled to be heard for five minutes. : 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to state the substance of the bill. Last April 
the Committee on Claims, after months of close investigation, reported 
a bill back to this House with the recommendation that Charles Mur- 
phy be paid $42,000 for certain work done for the Government in 1873 
at Mare Island, California. A minority of the committee di 
and said the amount should be $92,000. Now that bill is on the Cal 
endar, and the committee have instructed me, in accordance with the 
wishes of Mr. Murphy and his friends, to report a substitute, not giv- 
ing him a cent, but simply waiving the statute of limitations and under 
certain conditions sending the claim again to the Court of Claims to be 
adjudicated upon. That is the substance of the bill which I ask this 
House now to pass. 

Mr. WASHBURN. You want it sent to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes, sir. The new bill simply provides the case shall 
go to the Court of Claims to be adjadicated on its merits under certain 
conditions named in the bill. On the part of the entire committee I 
submit this bill and ask its passage as a substitute for the original bill. 
A gentleman near me suggests that it be read as a part of my remarks; 
and in that connection I desire to submit also the report in favor of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has but two minutes 
of his time remaining. The substitute which he proposes will be read 
as a part of his remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the claim of Charles Murphy be remanded to the Court 
of Claims for a further hearin — the testimony and pagers formerly heard 
in said court, and upon such fu testimony relative to his acceptance of the 
award under protest, including the claimant’s evidence, as either may 
pated epee to the rules of the court; and said court, in addition to au- 
thority conferred upon it by existing laws, shall have equitable jurisdiction of 
all matters presented by the claimant in his new petition, to be filed within 
days from the approval of this act; and said court is authorized and directed 
speedily to render judgment for such amount as t and justice may demand, 
without reference to any statutes of limitation, and with interest from the 
time his cause of action accrued ; and furthermore, an ap) shall lie from such 


oiertont to the Supreme Court of the United States, by either party, u the 
entire record congianed in the Court of Claims. ” re 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless some gentleman desires to oc- 
cupy the time allowed for opposition the Chair will now call for objec- 
tions. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I wish to ask the tleman from Wisconsin a 
question. Has not this claim been y before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. PRICE. The bill itself says so. It was once superficially tried 
before the Courtof Claims. Additional evidence since obtained shows 
it was not tried on its merits; and we desire to send it back to the Court 
of Claims for a further hearing. 

Mr. COSGROVE. What was the result when the case was formerly 
tried before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. PRICE. It was adverse to the claimant. 

Mr. RANDALL. Was there an appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States ? 

Mr. PRICE. There was an appeal tothe Supreme Court of the United 
States qn the record made, but no part of the testimony introduced went 
to the Supreme Court. 


Mr.RANDALL. Did the Supreme Court affirm the judgment of the 
Court of Claims? 


’ 
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Mr. PRICE. The absence of the evidence was fatal, all the evidence 
not having been before the Court of Claims. vs = Seal 

Mr. COSGROVE. Was the question of the statutes of limitation 
raised ? ; 

Mr. PRICE. No, sir. ; the 

Mr. COSGROVE. On what point of fact or of law was the decision 
based ? 

Mr. PRICE. 


It is allright. Noonecan be wrong in supporting this 


bill. The court had no evidence before them at all; absolutely none. | 
A MemBer. Whose fault was that? Was it the fault of the Gov- | 
ernment ? 


Mr. PRICE. I do not say it was the Government’s fault, but it 
would be the fault of the Government now if it did not give this claim- 
ant an opportunity to be heard. “ : 

Mr. COSGROVE. I understand from the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that this ease has been before the Court of Claims, and he states the evi- 
dence in the possession of the claimant was not all adduced before the 
court when the case was tried. And upon that the Court of Claims de- 
cided against the claimant, and after that an appeal was taken from the 
judgment of the Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and in the Supreme Court the judgment of the Court of Claims 
was affirmed. : 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman permit me to answer him? 

Mr. COSGROVE. Yes, I will permit the gentleman to answer. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN ALsTYNE] 
understands the case and he will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Mr, Speaker, as I understand the history of 
this case, it is after this wise—— 

Mr. RANDALL. The time for advocacy of the bill has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time now being consumed is that 
in opposition to the bill. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CosGROVE] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN AL- 
STYNE] ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I yield one minute. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. The case was this: There was a legitimate 
subsisting claim in behalf of Murphy against the Government by reason 
of the interference of the Government in the performance of the work 
which he had agreed todo. He applied for payment, and part payment 
was made. He protested against accepting the sum in satisfaction of 
his legitimate claim. He was forced to go tothe Court of Claims to get 
redress. There the fact that he had received this money was put in 
proof by the Government, and when he offered to show that he had 
accepted it under protest, and had refused to take it in full satisfaction 
of his claim, that evidence was objected to by the Government and 
excluded by the Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGROVE] has two min- 
utes left. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I will give the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
VAN ALSTYNE] another half a minute of my time. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. The claimant excepted. The finding of the 
court was against Murphy. He took an appeal. The error-book did 
not show that he had ever offered any proof whatever that he had ac- 
cepted under protest the amount which he had received in part pay- 
ment, and in the absence of that proof the judgment of the Court of 
Claims was affirmed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri (to Mr. VAN ALSTYNE). It is all right, 
is it not? 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. It is all right. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Now, Mr. Speaker, it-seems to me that if this 
gentleman received this money under protest he should not have given 
a receipt for it, unless he gave one specifying that the money was ac- 
cepted under protest. If I understand correctly the statement of the 
gentleman from New York, this gentleman receipted for this money 
without making any protest.in writing, although he may have had a 
mental reservation on the subject which I do not understand to be a 
protest or equivalent to a protest. ; 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. My recollection is that the protest was in 
writing, but not in the same paper in which he had receipted for the 
money, and he proved by two witnesses who were at the time in the 
service of the Government that he he had accepted the money under 
protest and that it was so understood. 

_ Mr. COSGROVE. If that fact was before the court the evidence of 
it was there, as a matter of course. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. The voucher did not show it. 

_ Mr. COSGROVE. The gentleman states that the voucher was given 
in evidence before the Court of Claims, and I understand him to claim 
now, as matter of fact, that that voucher did show that this man had 
received the money under protest. If that evidence was before the 
cae of Claims how could it have happened that it was not con- 
Mr. PRICE. I will state to the gentleman that it was not consid- 





ae a 


Mr. COSGROVE. Well, the voucher ought to show the fact, if it 
was a fact. 
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The time for debate on both sides is 
Is there objection to the consideration of this bill ? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is objection. 

Mr. WELLER. I object to the consideration of the bill 

The requisite number of members objected to the consideration of the 
bill, and it was laid aside. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the report 
in relation to this case may be printed in the Recorp with the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to grant- 
ing the request of the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Price], and it is so 
ordered . 

The report (by Mr. PRICE) is as follows 








The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 


On January 7, 1884, Charles Murphy presented to the House his petition for 
relief. Heasked to be paid for excavating the pitof the dry-dock at Mare Island, 
California, and for damages that he sustained while performing that work, owing 
to a failure by agents of the Government to carry out its contract with him in 
good faith, whereby he was forced into insolvency, and lost all his property at 
sheriff's sale, valued at $49,200 

Your committee had printed, in report No. 483, the testimony in his case, and 
on April 11, 1884, it submitted a unanimous report, No. ! recommending the 
payment to Charles Murphy of #42,834for work done upon said excavation, and 
bili H. R. 6531 accompanied that report 

A minority (of four) of yourcommittee fon 
damages, and recommended that much 
payment of $92,566. 

But the Senate Committee on Claims reported adversely upon Murphy’s peti- 
tion (report No. 997). It took the ground that having had an adverse decision 
upon his case in the Court of Claims and in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, Murphy is not entitled to any relief. It therefore becomes inexpedient 
to consider further the bill (H. R. 6531) which provides for the appropriation of 
$42,834. 

Since the adverse action of the Senate committee Charles Murphy had intro- 
duced into both Houses of Congress, on the same day (bills H. R. 8112 and S. 
2583), a measure to allow him to go before the Court of Claims for a new trial. 

On February 4, 1885, the Senate committee agreed to report adversely upon 
said measure. But your committee, notwithstanding, recommends that Charles 
Murphy be granted a new trial in the Court of Claims forthe following reasons: 

First. The Court of Claims rendered an adverse judgment to Murphy (14 
Court_of Claims Reports, page 508), conformably to an award made by a single 
arbitrator, appointed solely by the Secretary of the Navy, without the consent 
or agreement of Murphy. 

Second. The Court of Claims held that Murphy accepted the award without 
objection, and solely upon that ground the Supreme Court affirmed the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims. (14 Otto, page 464.) 

Upon a motion for a new trial in the Court of Claims evidence of two wit- 
nesses was taken, which shows that Murphy strongly protested against accept- 
ing the award in satisfaction of his claim. The Court, in its decision refusing 
a new trial, recited in substance the evidence of the witnesses. (15 Court of 
Claims Reports, page 217.) But this decision and evidence were withheld from 
the Supreme Court, as appears from a statement made to your committee by 
Hon. WILLIAM S. ROSECRANS, a member of this House. Besides, this decision 
does not form a part of the transcript of the record which went before the Su- 
preme Court. (Bound Transcripts, 1881, page 13776.) 

For this reason alone your committee recommend that Murphy be accorded 
a new trial, inasmuch as Murphy was unfairly beaten in the Supreme Court. 

Third, The Court of Claims has abandoned its doctrine as to receipts in full in 
eases of protest as pronounced in Murphy's case, and has held, in the case of 
the Cape Ann Granite Company, decided this present year, that when a party 
protests against giving a receipt in full, the receipt will go for only sc much 
money paid on account. 

Fourth. Congress has heretofore given just and ample relief in face of adverse 
decisions by the courts. 








nd that Murphy is entitled to $49,732 
additional payment to him, or a total 


PRECEDENTS, MURPHY'S CASE, AMENDMENT A. 


1. Samuel J. Hensly: Adverse decision in Court of Clainis ; 
of June 9, 1860. (12 Statutes, 847.) 

2. David C. Myer: Adverse report Court of Claims; 
16, 1860. (12 Statutes, 861.) 

3. Heirs Stephen Johnston: Court commanded totry the case again; to allow 
value of his land, with interest, from February 2, 1841; act February 9, 1863, (12 
Statutes, 915.) 

4. Alex. Cross: Court of Claims commanded to hear case again, by act July 
2, 1864, 13 Statutes, 591; it gave him judgment for $43,607.63. (1 C.C. Reports, 
347.) 

5. Samuel Norris: Case sent back to Court of Claims for examination and allow- 
ance; act June 22, 1866, (14 Statutes, 608 

6. Rich’d W.Meade: Court was instructed to hear case over by act July 3, 
1866. (14 Statutes, 611.) 

7. Arthur Edwards ef al.: Bill passed for further relief in court; vetoed by 
President Buchanan April 17, 1860. (Senate Journal, first session Thirty-sixth 
Congress, page 406.) 

8. Battle and Evans: Court of Claims directed to hear case a second time; act 
of April 5,.1872. (17 Statutes, 651.) 

9. Theodore Adams: Supreme Court decided against him (7 Wallace, 463); pnid 
$112,740.76, by act January 20, 1873 (17 Statutes, 713), and Congress was so delicate 
about reversing the United States Supreme Court that it had no report made on 
the bill either by a Senate or House committee. 

10. Lydia R. Shreve: Adverse judgment in Court of Claims 
January 13,1881. (21 Statutes, 602.) 

ll. Heirsof the brig General Armstrong : Adverse judgment in Court of Claims; 
paid by Secretary of State under act May 1, 1882, $70,739. (22 Statutes, 607 

12. A.Grant: Adverse decision in Court of Claims; Congress ordered the court 
to try it over; act January 5, 1883 (22 Statutes, 750); judgment for $14,016.29. 

For these reasons your committee earnestly recommend the passage of tho 
accompanying bill in justice to the claimant, who has a most meritorious claim 
And its former report, No. 1242, is appended hereunto, in order that the evidence 
in this case may be available to the House. 


paid $96,375 by act 


paid $30,000 by act of June 


paid $50,000, act 


WEHRLE, WERK & SON. 


Mr. HURD. I call up the bill (H. R. 7496) for the reiief of Wehrle, 


Werk & Son. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to abate internal-revenue taxes to the amount of $461.87 illegally as- 


sessed against Wehrle, Werke & Son, in the year 1376, for spirits distilled in the 
year 1875. 


Mr. HURD. I ask for the reading of the report. 
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The Clerk read the report (by Mr. HERBERT), as follows: 


In 1875 Wehrle, Werk & Son were engaged in the business of fruit distillers at 
Middiebar’s Island, Ottawa County, Ohio, and in the tenth internal-revenue dis- 
trict of said State, On the 22d of June, 1876, said firm was assessed an internal- 
revenue tax of $583.37 upon a deficiency in the production of distilled spirits for 
the month of June, 1875, which they allege was erroneous and unjust. 

In the survey of the fruit distillery of said firm, made on January 2, 1875, the 
brandy-producing capacity thereof from sour wine in twenty-four hours was 
placed at 373.55 proof gallons, and (he number of gallons of gour wine required to 
produce one gallon of proof brandy was stated to be 5.35. Sia survey also stated 
the number of boilings capable of being made in twenty-four hours to be nine. 
This was the survey under which the distillery was run at the time the defi- 
ciency occurred, upon which the tax sought to be abated was placed. 

This survey was erroneous. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in alet- 
ter of February 4, 1879, to Hon. Charles Foster, says: 

“It would be more in harmony with the surveys in other districts if the num- 
ber of boilings were reduced to seven, and the quantity of sour wine required 
fora gallon of spirits increased to seven gallons. If the survey had been so 
made the daily producing capacity for sour wine would be 219.97 gallons, instead 
of 373.53 gallons.” 

The Commissioner recommends relief for petitioners from $461.87 of said tax. 

Your committee find that petitioners had never distilled brandy from wine 
before the survey was made, and had no means of knowing that the survey was 
erroneous until actual experiment. They ran the still for fifty-one hours only, 
and assoon as the error was discovered reported the product to the proper offi- 
cers and paid the tax as assessed. 


_ The committee find that there was no neglect on the part of the petitioners 
in this connection, and recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


Mr. HURD. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to add to the report ex- 
cept to say that these parties were ignorant of this business until the 
survey had been made by the Government officer. The mistake was 
made in making the capacity of the still one hundred and fifty gallons 
more a day than it could possibly produce. After trying the capacity 
of the still for fifty-one hours they discovered the error and made a 
claim for abatement. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue at the 
time recommended the abatement, and four Committees of Ways and 
Means have reported in favor of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. AsI understand the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Hurp] this abatement has been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. HURD. By the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like toask the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Hurp], who is a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, how manv cases similar to this are before that committee, and 
whether the passage of this bill will not be a precedent for many large 
claims on the ground that the distilleries were not accurately surveyed 
at some time remote inthe past. I remember that thegentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Ho_LMAN] urged the passage of a bill something like 
this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it was passed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes, it was passed—very improperly, 
I think. 

Mr. HURD. The Committee on Ways and Means has had a number 
of cases before it, but this is about the only one tecommended, because 
these parties discovered the error within a few hours after commencing 
to work the distillery, and they quit work. The case is exceptional in 
that regard. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before 
the House. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read the third time. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, have objections been asked for? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked for objections, and 
none were made. 

Mr. PRICE. I have been listening very intently and patiently to 
hear the invitation for objections, because I wanted to enter my protest 
against this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked for objections, and 
after waiting, announced that none were heard. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HURD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ERNEST -H. WARDWELL. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I ask that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell, and that 
the House now proceed to consider the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to pay to Ernest H. Wardwell, of Garrett County, Maryland, late a cap- 
tain and assistant quartermaster of United States volunteers, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the pay and allowances of a cap- 
tain and assistant quartermaster in the United States Army from the llth day 
of March to the 18th day of May, 1865; and alsothe three months’ additional pay 

vroper as first lieutenantand regimental quartermhister of the Second ent 
North Carolina Union Volunteers (white), the same as allowed to all volunteer 
officers undcr the act of Congress approved March 3, 1865. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The report in this case, which is by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LYMAN], is so clear and 
explicit, that if members of the House will only listen to it, I think 
there can not be ingenuity enough to find ground of objection to this 
bill. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LyMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred bill H. R. 3236, beg 
leave to submit the following report: . ‘A 

Ernest H. Wardwell, in May, 1861, enlisted in the Sixth Massachusetts Volun- 
teers, and served for more than three months without pay. On September 7 of 
the same year he enlisted as a private in the Twenty-sixth Massachusetts Vol- 
unteers. November 8, 1852, be was commissioned second lieutenant Second 
Louisiana (Union) Volunteers. April 4,1863, he resigned on account of sick- 
ness, February 5, 1864, he was commissioned first lieutenant and quartermaster 
Second North Carolina (Union) Volunteers. February 23, 1865, he was mustered 
out to accept a commission which had been promised him as captain and as- 
sistant quartermaster, in which grade he was confirmed by the Senate March 
11, 1865. His commission, dated April 15, 1865, was forwarded to him May 11, 
and was accepted May 18. He was honorably mustered out of service July 28, 
1865. 

From this record it appears that Captain Wardwell had an honorable though 
not continuous service of over three years. 

He claims that he should receive pay from March 11, 1865, to May 18, 1865, and 
also three months’ extra pay under the act of March 3, 1865. 

There was a certain delay between March 11, 1865, when Captain Wardwell 
was confirmed by the Senate, and May 11, when his commission was sent to him. 
For this period of delay he thinks he ought to receive the pay of his rank, be- 
cause he resigned his lieutenantcy to accept the commission of captain which 
had been promised him, and was present and ready to receive his commission 
at the date ofhisconfirmation. Itappears, however, that in addition tothe time 
usually required for the making out and signature of the commission, there was 
a further delay caused by the assassination of President Lincoln, Aprill4. By law 
and regulations an officer does not begin to draw pay until he has received and 
accepted his commission and taken the oath, Unfortunate circumstances caused 
a delay of some weeks to Captain Wardwell in the receipt of his commission, 
and it seems not unreasonable to allow him pay during this period of waiting, 
because he resigned his lieutenantcy on the positive information that he had 
been appointed a captain, and he was present and ready to assume his new du- 
ties. 

The act of March 3, 1865, grants three months’ extra pay to officers then in 
commission and who should continue in service to the close of the war. Cap- 
tain Wardwe!! was mustered out February 23, 1865,and was not confirmed by 
the Senate as captain till March 11,and only accepted his commission on the 
18th of May, so that he was not in service on the 3d of March, 1865, and. could not 
legally draw the three months’ extra pay. 

ut as Captain Wardwell, after being in the Army nearly three years, resigned 
for the sole purpose of receiving his new commission, and was present and ready 
to be mustered in under it, he may not improperly be considered as construct- 
ively in the service on the 3d of March, 1865,and therefore entitled to three 
months’ extra pay. 

The committee, therefore, report that the bill should pass. 


Mr. BEACH. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] whether the general act passed in the last Congress 
does not cover this case? 

Mr, McCOMAS. No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. BEACH. One additional inquiry: How much money will this 
bill take out of the Treasury ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. The extra pay of this officer for three months. 

Mr. BEACH. What will that amount to? 

Mr. McCOMAS. A few hundred dollars; I have forgotten the exact: 
amount. But under the bill this officer will simply receive the three 
months’ pay which every other officer received. This officer was pro- 
moted, and while waiting to receive his commission, which was acci- 
dentally delayed, he was mustered out, and in this way deprived by a 
technical rule of the extra pay which all other officers received. He 
was promoted, and his promotion was confirmed by the Senate, but his 
commission went by mistake to Oakland, Cal., instead of Oakland, Md. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on. the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALFRED G. HATFIELD. 


Mr. WALLACE. I desire to call up from the Speaker’s table for 
present consideration the bill (S. 295) for the relief of Alfred G. Hat- 
field. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay Alfred G. Hatfield, the legal representative of John 
Hatfield, deceased, late veterinary surgeon of the Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry, the sum of $675, in full for services as veterinary surgeon for said regiment 
for nine months, at $75 per month. 


Mr. RANDALL. Is there a report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask the Clerk to read the report of the Commit- 
tee on War Claims upon a House bill similar to this bill of the Senate. 

The report (by Mr. GEDDES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1368) for 
the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield, having considered the same and accompanying 
papers, submit the following report : 

The committee find the facts to be as stated in House report No. 1682, Forty- 
seventh Congress, first session, which said report is hereto annexed and made 
a part of this report, and is as follows: 

‘The Committee on War Claims, to whom wasreferred the petition of Alfred 
G. Hatfield, with accompanying documents, respectfully report : 

“The petitioner is a citizen of the United States and a resident of the District 
of Columbia. He claims relief as the son and only heir at law of John Hatfield, 
who died in the city of Washington in the rome 1874. 

‘It appears from the rs referred with the bill that on or about the Ist day 
of June, 1862, John was employed by James A. Gallagher, then colonel 
commanding the Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers, in the military 
service of the Government of the United States, to act as veteri surgeon for 
said regiment. At the time of the employment of John Hatfield Colonel 
Gallagher veterinary surgeons were not allowed by law; but from affidavits of 
officers of the regiment and others it appears that the necessity existed for the 
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employment-of one. There were eight or nine hundred horses in the regiment, | States concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation of steam 


and many of them were affected with distemper and other diseases, and re- 
quired the care and skill of a competent veteripary surgeon. John Hatfield, as 
such, had charge of all the horses of said regiment, under instructions from and 
the authority of Colonel Gallagher, from the date of his employmentas aforesaid 


until the 3d day of March, 1863, a period of nine months, and he was paid noth- | 
ing for his services rendered during that time, although the promise of pay was | 


Colonel Gallagher. 3 
Tick sanaienaie in the War Department it appears that John Hatfield, in 
December, 1363, presented his claim for recognition and pay as veterinary sur- 
geon for nine months; that he had acted as such under the authority of Colonel 
Gallagher. There was then no law authorizing the employment of veterinary 
surgeons, and his claim was properly rejected; but on a review of the facts a 
warrant as veterinary surgeon was issued in his favor January 2, 1864. to date 
March 3, 1863, the date veterinary surgeons were authorized by law. From the 
3d of March, 1863, until he was discharged he received $75 per month, that being 
the compensation for veterinary surgeons provided by the act of Congress ap- 
proved on the said 3d day of March, 1862, known as the ‘enrollment act.’ But 
it being clear that he rendered valuable and efficient services during the nine 


months he acted under the authority of Colonel Gallagher, saving the Govern- | 


ment from great loss, and that the necessity existed for his employment, your 
committee are of opinion that he should be paid a reasonable compensation 
therefor, and we are further of opinion that $75 per month is fair and reasonable. 


“The committee therefor report the accompanying bill, appropriating the sum | 


of $675, and recommend its passage.”’ pa 

The committee therefore adopt said House report as the report of this com- 
mittee, and report the accompanying bill (H. R. 1368) for his relief, with recom- 
mendation that it pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
when the application in this case was first made. 

Mr. WALLACE. I do not know when it was first made. 
has been by the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. During this Congress? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir; at thelast session. In this House a bill 
precisely similar has been referred to the Committee on War Claims and 
reported unanimously. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to know how it happened that the 
man who actually did this service lived nine or ten years after the war 
closed without making application to Congress for relief. But ten years 
after his death his legal representative comes and asks relief. 

Mr. WALLACE. [ask that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDEs] 
make a statement about that matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
remember. Now that is a material inquiry. 

Mr. WALLACE. The bill has been here for some time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there any proof that this claim was presented 
in the lifetime of the deceased ? 

Mr. WALLACE. Iam unable to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not see anything in the report to that effect, 


This bill 


vessels, with an amendment reported from the Committee on Commerce 
of this House. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, dc., That section 4434 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended by adding thereto a proviso,so that the section will read as 
follows 

“Sec, 4434. No boiler to which the heat is applied to the outside of the shell 
thereof shall be constructed of iron or steel plates of more than twenty-six one 
hundredths of an inch in thickness, the ends or heads of the boilers only ex- 
cepted ; and every such boiler employed on steam vessels navigating rivers 
flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, or their tributaries, shall have not less than 
three inches space between and around its internal flues: Provided, That boilers 
to which the heat is applied to the outside of the shell thereof may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, be authorized and used on steam ves- 
sels navigating the Atlantic or Pacific Oceans, or salt-water bays or sounds, or 
the great lakes, or any of them, or waters flowing to and from the same, or any 
of them, when constructed of iron or steel plates not exceeding fifty one-hun- 
dredths of an inch in thickness.” 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 17, page 2,after the word “sounds,” insert the words “ or the great 
lakes, orany of them, and waters flowing toand from the same, or any of them. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the law at the present time 


| provides that no boiler to which the heat is applied to the outside of the 


eThe gentleman from Ohio says that he does not | 


nor is there any indication that it ever was presented in the lifetime of | 
the deceased. The colonel commanding the regiment of course could | 


not have supposed he had any authority under the law to employ such 
veterinary surgeon, and, of course, this man could not have served 


law for his employment. 

Mr. WALLACE. In answer to the gentleman from Tennessee I 
will say this: The gentleman was employed by the colonel commanding 
the Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers in the military service 
of the Government of the United States to act as veterinary surgeon 
for such regiment after the regiment was organized and before the law 
was passed under which he could be paid. He was employed for nine 


| 


shell thereof shall be constructed of iron or steel plates of more than 
twenty-six one-hundredthsofaninchinthickness. This bill amends the 
present law by providing that boilers to which the heat is applied to the 
outside of the shell thereof may, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, be authorized and used in steam vessels navigating the 
Atlantic or Pacific Oceans, or salt-water bays or sounds, or the great 
lakes, or any of them, or the waters flowing toand from the same, when 
constructed of iron or steel plates not exceeding fifty one-hundredths of 
an inch in thickness. 

It has passed the Senate; has come to the House; has been reported 
back from the Committee on Commerce unanimously to the House; 
has the approval of the board of supervising inspectors of steam-boil- 
ers; is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, and is required 
for the purpose of passing some of the boilers used on the larger vessels 
of the country. 

I reserve the remainder of my five minutes until I can hear from the 
other side. 

Mr. WELLER. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report can be read, but it will 
come out of the time allowed for debate in opposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why is this amendment required ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The amendment is required to pass the in- 
spection of boilers for the waters of the great lakes which were left out 
of the Senate bill. Senator ConGER, of Michigan, called the attention 


i : e lot | of the committee of the House to the fact that the amendment ought 
there for nine months without seeing other men receiving pay when 


he received none and he must have known there was no authority of 


to be included inany legislation to take place, as the waters of the lakes 
are clean in every respect. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1793) to amead 


| section 4434 of title 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning 


months before an act of Congress was passed providing for his payment. | 


That act authorized the payment to him of $75 per month for the pre- 


vious nine months when he served faithfully and efficiently as a veteri- | 


nary surgeon, and when he received no pay. This bill has heen intro- 
duced in order to make provision for his payment. 


Mr. McMILLIN. But the point I make is, there was no law to pay 
him, no authority of law for his appointment, and there was no reason 


why the colonel commanding every cavalry regiment in the service could | 


not have made a similar appointment and given rise to a similar claim. 

Mr. WALLACE. According to the proof, this man rendered very 
efficient service asa veterinary surgeon. The claim was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and that committee reported in its favor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The point I make is that it is against public policy 
to allow any such claims where appointments have been made without 
authority of law. The man who remains in service when he knows 
there is no authority of law for his employment has no right to bring 


in any claim here against the Government, and especially so long as the 
service is rendered. 


Mr. WALLACE. The papers were presented to the War Depart- 


ment in 1863. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I see that in the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate has ex- 
pired. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 


Mr. McMILLIN. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those who object to the consideration 


of the bill wil rise. [After a pause.] More than a sufficient number 
have arisen, and the bill therefore is not before the House. 


REGULATION OF STEAM-BOILERS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 1793) 
to amend section 4434 of title 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


commerce and navigation and the regulation of steam vessels, which bill passed 
the Senate of the United States December 18, 1884, having considered the same, 
respectfully report: 

That the Senate bill do pass with the following amendment: 

In line 17, page 2, after the word “ sounds,” insert the words “ or the great 
lakes, or any of them, and waters flowing to and from the same, or any of 
them ;”’ so that the said bill shall read, when amended, as follows: 


“An act to amend section 4454 of title 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation of steam 
vessels. 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That section 4434 of the Revised Statutes of the 

United States be amended by adding thereto a proviso, so that the section will 


| read as follows: 


“ SEcTION 4434. No boiler to which the heat is applied to the outside of the 
shell thereof shall be constructed of iron or steel plates of more than twenty-six 
one-hundredths of an inch in thickness, the ends or heads of the boilers only 
excepted; and every such boiler employed on steam vessels navigating rivers 
flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, or their tributaries, shall have not less than 
three inches space between and around its internal flues: Provided, That boilers 
to which the heat is applied to the outside of the shell thereof may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, be authorized and used on steam ves- 
sels navigating the Atlantic or Pacific Oceans, or salt-water bays or sounds, or 
the great lakes, or any of them, or the waters flowing to or from the same, or 
any of them, when constructed of iron or steel plates not exceeding fifty one- 
hundredths of an inch in thickness.’ ”’ " 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from IJinois de- 
sire to be heard for the remainder of the time ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill ? 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, the amendment agreed to, and the 
bill as amended ordered to be read the third time; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ COLLEGE, SAINT LOUIS, MO. H. H. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. McADOO. I ask unanimous consent to submit a resolution for 
reference. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That H. H. Alexander be paid the sum 


of $162 for services as stenographer to the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Accounts from January 21, 1884, to January 31, 1884, inclusive. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. LIask unanimous consent to submit a resolution 
for reference. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That all documents and books ordered to be published by the present 
Congress, and which are actually printed prior to the first Monday of December 
next, together with documents and books heretofore ordered to be printed 
which have not been actually a pa to which members of the present Congress 
are or would have been entitled if published prior to the 4th of March next, and 
which are actually printed prior to the first Monday of next December, shall be 
allotted, as heretofore, to members of the present Congress, and transmitted to 


their residences as fast as printed, unless otherwise ordered by the members 
themselves. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
GIRARD AND MOBILE RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 179, a bill (H. R. 8180) to 
declare forfeited a grant of land in aid of the Girard and Mobile Rail- 
road, in Alabama; which was read a first and second time, and, with the 
accompanying report, referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to 
be printed; and the bill (H. R. 179) was ordered to be laid on the 
table. 































Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up House 
bill 6881, on the Private Calendar, for the relief of the trustees of the 
Christian Brothers’ College, of Saint Louis, Mo., and put it upon its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That there be paid to the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ 
College, of Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise agpucostene’. the sum of $35,000, in full compensation for the 
use and occupation of the buildings and lands of said college during the late war, 
by the United States troops, and for injury to and destruction of property belong- 
ing to said trustees by said troops. 


The committee recommend, in line 6, tostrike out ‘‘ thirty-five’’ and 
insert ‘* twenty.’’ 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask to have the report read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. MORSE (interrupting the reading). I move to dispense with 
the further reading of the report. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that its fur- 
ther reading be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless some gentleman desires to de- 
bate the bill the Chair will call for objections. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, and Mr. BENNETT. Let the report be 
read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania (after the reading had proceeded for 
some time). I think the House is satisfied so far as the report is con- 
cerned, and I ask that its further reading be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama and the 
gentleman from North Carolina demanded the reading of the report. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report (submit- 
ted by Mr. Storm). It is as follows: 


Prior to the recent rebellion the College of the Christian Brothers of Saint 
Louis, Mo., was a large, well-appointed, and flourishing institution, being 200 
feet long by 60 feet in width, with a wing attached 130 feet by 40 feet, and four 
stories high, and devoted to the education of youth in all the practical depart- 
ments of knowledge. Its pupils,drawn from all sections of the United States, 
numbered about five hundred on an average. From this large patronage the 
college derived its revenue, and upon this it depended for the maintenance of 
its corps of instructors and the proeurement of all its needed educational facili- 
ties. That soon after the commencement of hostilities McDowell’s College, im- 
mediately adjoining the College of the Christian Brothers, was occupied by the 
Union forces as a military prison ; that the occupancy of the former building for 
the purpose of a military prison made it necessary and convenient for Union 
forces to occupy a portion of the latter building, with all the grounds belonging 
thereto. This occupation, commencing in 1861, continued for four years. 
¥ The effect of such occupancy upon the school was, as might have been ex \ 
fatal. The preservation of discipline among the students was impossible; the 
noise and distractions of the camp put an end to study and scholastic exercises, 
and the voice of collegiate authority was silenced amid the din of arms. The 
well-worn legal maxim can be easily changed to meet the result in this case: 
Inter arma silent muse. Within one year the attendance diminished to one hun- 
dred pupils, and at the close of the war but a small fraction of this number re- 
mained. 

? The common use by the soldiers of the halls and rooms for so long a period 
of time was sitention by great damage to the furniture, walls, flooring, and 
plastering. For the purpose of giving the sentinels and rds a better.com- 
mand of the military prison, the partitions and outer walls were cut 
and greatlydamaged. Therepairs made necessary by the aforesaid occupation 
uired a large expenditure of money. 
| For this occupancy, and for the injury done to the college, the memorialists 
think they ought to have $10,000 or $13,000 per annum for rent, and $12,000 for 
repairs, making in all from $52,000 to $60,000. Of the amount of repairs, as item- 
ized in the testimony of Henry Noeth, the committee do not think more than 
$7,000 is properly chargeable to the occupancy by the Union forces, and that, 
judged by its effects upon the school, such occupancy cost the college all of $12,000 
per annum, yet the committee have thought it best to reduce that claim. 
t The occupancy of the college in question is testified to by the officers then in 
command, and among them Col. Henry F. Harrington, now the president of 
the board of public schools of the — of Saint Louis. 
t The amount of damages, &c., is shown by various witnesses and from the 
books of the college, where the expense of repairs was: kept. Institutions of 
religion, learning, and charity are respected by all civilized nations, and by the 
well-established Taw of nations are exempted from the usual operations of war. 
The Society of Christian Brothers has peculiar claims m the Government 
and mankind at large. They are not a religious or priestly order; they do not, 
and under the laws of the society can not, own any property as individuals. tn 
this respect they very much resemble the primitive Christians, They live and 
labor for all mankind—their charity is extended to all. 
| Had this building been a machine-shop or a factory, occupied as the college 
was, its owner would be entitled to a fair and just compensation. We can not 
do otherwise with this institution. 
’ The committee allow the sum of $20,000 for the use and occupation of the col- 
lege, and recommend the passage of the said House bill No. 6881, with the fol- 
lowing amendment: Strike out the words “thirty-five,” in line 6 of the bill, 
and insert “twenty.”’ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce that the hour 
has expired. 


MARTHA C. BREESE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported back the bill (H. R. 4280) to increase the 
pension of Martha C. Breese; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back with an adverse recommendation the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 311) tendering the thanks of Congress to Commander 
Winfield Scott Schley, Commander G. W. Coffin, and Lieut. William 
H. Emory, jr., of the United States Navy, and to the officers and men 
under their command, for the rescue of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his 
surviving comrades, of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition; which was 
ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I suppose now would be as good a 
time as any to inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky as to the bill 
under consideration in the Committee of the Whole. I am instructed 
by the unanimous voice of the Committee on A ppropriations to make an 
inquiry as to when the gentleman in charge of the bill expects to reach 
a final vote on its ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I can only reply tothe inquiry of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania by stating, what he knows and what every other member 
of the House knows, that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have 
prosecuted the consideration of the bill as fast as these abominable rules 
will permit us to do, and we propose to continue that effort and reach 
a determination of all the issues involved at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. We are ready to goon now. We are ready to proceed to-mor- 
row, and will go on to-night if the House will permitusto doso. We 
are as anxious to dispose of this bill as the gentleman can pounny be 
for us to get it out of the way; and itis with this view that I have sub- 
mitted the motions which I have made to expedite its passage. 

I will state a fact that is well known, that the committee in the Sen- 
ate which has charge of the river and harbor appropriation bill, has no 
business before it and is awaiting the passage of this ill, while the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, which will have of all of the appro- 
priation bills, has already a half a dozen bills before them and are busy 
with their consideration, while the committee to which I have referred 
have nothing todo. And for that purpose my aim and the aim of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, with the help of the members on the 
floor, is to get it out of the way as quickly as possible that the commit- 
tee of the Senate may consider and act upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill, if its consideration is continued to-day 
and to-morrow, will have occupied the entire week. The Committee 
on Appropriations consider that this House will not be free from pub- 
lic criticism if the appropriation bills are not all sent to the Senate by 
the 22d to the 25th of this month. To accomplish that the committee 
are of opinion that they should have the right of way Sifter Saturday 
night, and that on Monday a serious effort should be made on their 

in this effort they are united as one man—to claim next 
week for the Post-Office appropriation bill and the legislative appro- 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (S. 104) providing for the printing and ‘distribution 
of the Descriptive Catalogue of Government Publications. 


























< 





1885. 





priation bill, and for the sundry civil bill, which is likely to be reported 
early enough to take up any of the days unoccupied toward the end of 
next week. And I have thought and the committee thought it was 
due to the gentlemen who advocate and have special charge of the pend- 
ing bill that this intimation should be given. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow a sug- 
gestion from this side of the House? The Commerce Committee of the 
Senate will have but one appropriation bill to consider. I mean this 
bill. I suppose in the Senate it goes to the Committee on Commerce. 
The Appropriations Committee of the Senate has to consider all the ap- | 
propriation bills. Now it seems to me, if we are not to have an extra | 
session of Congress, the general appropriation bills should now have the | 
right of way, and should go over as soon as possible to be referred to 
the Appropriations Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 
X XVI provides as follows: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness unless otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the members present 
and voting. 

Now, we have on the Calendar twenty-four pages of private bills, 
aggregating about—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is this in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky rose to 
make a point of order. He will state it. ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The point of order is that the regular 
order to-day is the consideration of private bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not see that the gen- 
tleman presents any point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports of private bills. The geptleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. WILLIs] moves to dispense with the consideration of private bills 
for to-day. The question is upon that motion. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to make an inquiry of the 
Chair. Will the order just made, dispensing with the consideration of | 
private business, take away the night session for the consideration of 

nsion bills? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has that effect. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I supposed not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the motion embraced dispensing with the regular Friday night session 
on pension bills. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] moves 
that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIS. Pending that I move that the order for a recess at 5 
o’clock shall be extended so that the recess shall commence at 6 0’ clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion requires unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the order for a recess this evening at 5 o’clock 
shall be extended so that the recess shall commence at 6 0’ clock. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion that the 
House do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House aceordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. HAmMonn in the chair), and resumed 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 

| 


Rule 





The Chair does not think that the order 


and harbors, and for other purposes. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Before the pending question is stated, the Chair 
will submit the request of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Coe as he be permitted to extend his remarks, as they will be 
printed in the Recorp. The Chair hears no objection, and the request 


13 eo. : ie 
@ pending question is on the amendment offered by the gentle- 

man from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn. ; Continuing improvement, $%,000. 

Mr. WAIT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improvement of the river and harbor at Niantic, in Connecticut, $5,000. 


Mr. WAIT. This river and harbor have been twice examined by the 
surveyors and engineers of the United States, and twice they have re- 

in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of that river 
and harbor. The report of the Engineer did not reach the Committee 
ov Rivers and Harbors in sufficient time to have an appropriation voted 
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for by the committee and put intheir bill. I therefore offer this amend 
ment, after having conferred with the chairman of the committee 

The engineer who made the last examination, and that was within 
the past year, recommended au appropriation of $8,000 for the improve- 
ment of this riverand harbor. Theyarevirtually one thing. The har- 
bor is an indentation into the coast and the river is an extension really.of 
the harbor, but about a mile or a mile and a half inland from the south 

The object of this improvement is to permit the raw material and the 
coal required for the mills to be brought there, which they can not now 
bring there except at very high tides. It is impossible at any other 
time on account of the bar in the harbor; nor can they go up the river 
with it on account of the bar at the mouth of the river. There isa 
constant desire on the part of the owners to bring coal and to bring 
material to use in these mills by water, and tostop the expensive trans- 
portation by land from New London, which is five or six miles distant 
trom the mills. 

In addition to that the State of Connecticut has purchased thirty- 
eight acres of land there and established a State camp, and for a week or 
ten days each year there is a constant necessity for the running there 
of steamers of all kinds, not only for the transportation of troops from 
other parts of the State to this camp, but for bringing the materials 
necessary for the use of the camp. 

A very large and bright and beautiful village is built upthere. The 
Baptists have their annual gatherings there, and it is the same with 
the Spiritualists. Material has to be brought for the erection of houses 
and churches, but there exists this embarrassment resulting from the 
barin the river. I offer this amendment, and I hardly think that the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, after the conversa- 
tion I have had with him and with other members of the.committee, 
will object toit. I believe that public convenience and public necessity 
require this improvement to be made; that the demands of commerce 
require it; that the necessities of the State require it. The petition 
that has been sent to me, and which I have shown to the gentlemen, is 
headed by ex-Governor Waller and by every leading military man in 
the State; and it asks that this improvement be made as a matter of 
public convenience and public necessity. I do not wish to occupy more 
time upon the subject. I have stated the case, and every gentleman 
who is familiar with the facts knows that I have stated them correctly. 
I ask only for an appropriation of $5,000, and the engineer has recom- 
mended an appropriation for this work of $8,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Connecticut state the page of the report on which this item appears ? 

Mr. WAIT. Itis not in the report. It was not received in time to 
go into the printed report. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
for this harbor heretofore ? . 

Mr. WAIT. No. There have been two surveys, and each time a 
recommendation of an appropriation. The first time it was not brought 
to the attention of the committee so as to enable them to pass upon it, 
and on the second occasion the engineer did not send in the report in 
time to go into the printed volume. If it had come in time it would 
have appeared in the printed volume. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of 
the report. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The Chair is not aware that there 
is any such report here. If the gentleman from Kentucky wants to 
read anything in his own time he can do so; or if he desires to have 
the Clerk read it, he can send it up. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the reading of 
the report. I have it here. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I-understand that the 
gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. WArT] has the report, and I desire 
to have it read in my time. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


Has there ever been an appropriation 


ENGINecerR Orrice, UNITED STATES ARMY 
New Haven, Conn., October 28, 1854. 
GENERAL: I have the honor to submit the following report upon the prelim- 
inary examination of the river and harbor at Niantic, Conn., made under act of 


Congress approved July 5, 1384 

Niantic Harbor is an indentation of the Connecticut shore-line, about five 
miles west of New London, and eight miles east of the Connecticut River 

What is known as the river is but an extension of the harbor inland for thre: 
or four miles, the two being separated by the bridge of the sbore-line division 
of the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad. 

Upon inquiring of Hon. J. C. Wait, M. C., in whose Congressional district 
Niantic Harbor is situated, as to the object of the survey ordered, I was referred 
by him for the necessary information to Mr. C. P. Sturtevant, of East Lyme, the 
town in which Niantic is situated, and to Mr. Beckwith, the postmaster at 
Niantic. 

Through these gentlemen I learned that the commerce of the river and har- 
bor is restricted wholly tothe importation of coal and to the occasional exporta- 
tion of railroadies and wood, and that formerly a quarry on the river, empltoy- 
ing from twenty-five to one hundred men, was operated, but that the difficulty 
of navigating the harbor and river was so great that it prevented the establish- 
ment of other industries on their shores and compelled the hauling from New 
London of large amounts of freight required by the neighboring community 
which otherwise would be delivered more cheaply by water : 

There are two coal-yards now in use here—one at the bridge, the other at the 
head of the river about three miles abovethe bridge. Theamount of coal which 
they handle is between 2,500 and 3,000 tons annually, The number of vessels 
that enter this harbor is less than one a month. There is no custom-house offi- 
cer stationed here. The chief difficulty experienced in the outer harbor is within 
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a quarter of a mile of the bridge. The channel here has a depth of only four or 
five feet at low water, while the mean rise of the tide is about two and a half 
feet; vessels carrying freight can enter only at high tide, and when this occurs, 
either before daylight in the morning or after it in the evening, the harbor is 
practically closed against them, and they are compelled to remain outside sub- | 
ject to the danger of being caught by bad weather in a shallow and exposed 
harbor. 
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Mr. WAIT. Mr. Chairman, is my time entirely exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. WAIT. The report of the engineer—— 

Mr. WILLIS. ILobjecttofurtherdebate. Every word that has been 


There is better water up the river, but the channel there is very crooked in uttered has been in favor of this proposition. The Committee.on Rivers 


places, and navigation is troublesome, as vessels are in constant danger of get- 
ting aground. 

These obstacles make it difficult and expensive to secure chartcrs for the 
cargoes of coal that have to be brought here 

From the statements made to me it appears that the present channel below 
the bridge has altered very little, if any, since it assumed its present course after 
the building of the railroad bridge, and it is probable therefore that if it were 
improved the improvement would be of a permanent character. 

To deepen this channel to nine feet at low water for a width of one hundred 
feet would require the removal of about 20,00) cubic yards of material, which at 
20 cents per cubic yard would cost $4,000 

The improvement ofthe river above the bridge does not appear to be of so 
much importance at present, as but one mill would be affected by it and the cost 
of making an unobjectionable channel would be out of proportion to the benefit 
which it would confer. But its navigation might be very much improved by 
cutting off some projecting points and widening and deepening it in several 
places. The removal of 20,000 cubic yards of material would make this a serv- 
iceable channel, costing, at 20 cents per eubie yard, $4,000, 

Total estimated cost of both improvements, 40,000 cubic yards of dredging, at 
20 cents per cubic yard, $8,000. 

The present demands of the commerce of the place I have already indicated, 
and these demands wil! increase with the growth of the town. 

The State of Connecticut has recently established its permanent military camp 
on the west bank of the Niantic River, just north of the railroad bridge, and has 
expended a good deal of money in the erection of permanent buildings there ; 
and I am informed that the village is growing rapidly. 

In view of the fact herein presented, the little cost of making the contemplated 
improvement, and the desirability of giving to the community a meansof sup- 

ty which will act as a check upon extravagant railroad charges, it is my opin- 
ion that this harbor is worthy of improvement. 

The survey, made under the direction of General Warren in 1872, isso much in 
detail that no further examination or survey is needed here. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WALTER McFARLAND, 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers. 
Brig. Gen, Joux NewrTon, 
Chief of Engineers. 


| and Harbors were unanimous in rejecting this appropriation. This case 


was not like that of Hingham Harbor, which was not before the com- 


| mittee. This case was before the committee, and the proposed appro- 
| priation was unanimously rejected upon the ground that there was no 


| and Harbors. 


| as well as an oil factory. 
| be transported to market. 


public necessity for it, that no commercial interests demanded this ex- 
penditure. I trust we shall have a vote. 

Mr. WAIT. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
last word, because I feel bound in duty to my constituents to respond 
to what has just fallen from the chairman ef the Committee on Rivers 
If the committee examined the facts in this case before 
rejecting the proposition, they did not examine all the facts. -The im- 
provement which this amendment proposes would afford facilities for 
the carrying of raw material to a very large woolen mill up this river, 
It would also enable our beautiful granite to 

We desire such an improvement made as 


| will give steamers access to this river. 


During the reading of the report the following proceedings took | 


place: 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The time of the gentleman from | 


Kentucky has expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Warr]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. WAIT] by striking out the last 
word, and I ask that the Clerk shall continue the reading of the report. 
It is very interesting. There isa great deal of commerce on this stream. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
tleman from Kentucky {[Mr. WHITE] is entitled to hold the floor in 
thisway. ‘The rule that we have becomes a complete farce if a gentle- 
man can continue to occupy the time of the House by merely moving 
to strike out the last word, or some other word, of every amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I object to this coming 
out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The Chair understands that under 
the rule the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHIT] is in order in his 
motion to strike out the last word. ‘The Clerk will proceed with the 
reading of the report. 

The Clerk then continued and completed the reading of the report as 
above quoted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the four minutes re- 
maining I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
notwithstanding this is a very small harbor, it is of quite as much im- 
portance to the people living in its neighborhood as greater harbors are 
to the people of larger communities. | am not one of those that believe 
in appropriating money merely for the Mississippi and the other ‘‘ great 
water ways’’ (according to the Democratic platform), but I am in favor 
of appropriating money for the improvement of every navigable river 
and every navigable harbor within the United States. 

Now, sir, it is true that this is a very small harbor. It is compar- 
atively insignificant; but the engineer reports that there is some com- 
merce there, and the engineer reports furthermore that if this harbor 
is improved it will tend to cheapen transportation, which the railroads 
now monopolize. In that sentence is the gist of all our appropriations 
for rivers and harbors. It is to have commerce flow unrestricted, it is 
to have some way of checking the extravagant charges of railroad cor- 
porations that we make these appropriations. This is a small harbor, 
but it is not sosmall as Hingham; neither is Hingham so large as Ply- 
mouth. We have appropriated $6,000 for the small harbor of Hing- 
ham, which has some commerce, very little commerce, and we have 
appropriated a smaller amount for the larger harbor of Plymouth. 

Now, sir, the recommendation for an Appropriation for this little 
harbor has come too late for the committee to consider it—I mean the 
committee with closed doors; but it is in ample time for this commit- 
tee. It goes alongside of Hingham Harbor, which, upon the represen- 
tations of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], has been ap- 
propriated for in this bill, not on the recommendation of the com- 
mittee that sits with closed doors, but by a majority of this honorable 
Committee of the Whole House. I ask, therefore, that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Wart] be adopted. 


Mr. Chairman, I raise the question whether the gen- | 


I move to amend the amendment of 


} 


| 


NT 


There was a time, as the report states, before the river became ob- 
structed, when a large number of persons were employed in quarrying 
granite for transportation to various points, to be used for building 
purposes and to be wrought into monuments. It is true, as stated by 
the engineer, that if this river were made properly accessible it would 
be of great advantage to the manufacturing interests of that locality, 
which are now compelled to pay for railroad transportation five or six 
miles te New London or eight miles to the Connecticut River. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment to strike out the last word. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WAIT, it wasnot 
agreed to—there being, ayes 43, noes 53. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y. : Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘mn 


In line 55, strike out 75" and insert “100,” so as to make the appropriation 
for continuing improvement of harbor at Buffalo, N. Y., $100,000. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to 
represent in this House the district in which this improvement is being 
carried on; and I know something of the needsof this work. Hereis 
an improvement of which the estimated cost is over $1,200,000. The 


I offer the amendment which I send 


| Committee on Rivers and Harbors propose to grant an appropriation of 


$75,000. This improvement has been going on for the last ten years, 
and on account of the small appropriations little more than half the 
work isnow completed. At this rate it will take ten years more to fin- 
ish the improvement. I think I am very modest in the amendment I 
now propose, and hope that the committee will accede to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish that my colleague would have read the re- 
port of the engineer on this subject. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. TheChief of Eugineers recommends 
for this improvement an appropriation of $300,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish my colleague would have the recommenda- 
tion read. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. It is found on page 321, and I ask the 
Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Buffalo Harbor, New York.—The original project for the improvement of this 
harbor was adopted in 1826, the date of the first appropriation, and as modified 
at various times provided for the construction of a north and south pier at the 
mouth of Buffalo Creek, a masonry sea-wall running south from the inner end 
of the south pier and a breakwater less than half a mile in front of the Buffalo 
light-house, its long arm extending nearly parallel with the‘shore. 

The present project was adopted in 1874, and provides for the construction of 
a break water of crib-work, 7,600 feet long, running parallel to the shore and a 
shore arm of pile and crib-work, 4,100 feet long, running out toward the south- 


ernend of the main or detached breakwater, leaving an opening about 150 feet 
wide between them. 


The total amount appropriated for this harbor up to the close of the fiscal year 
was $1,661,880.41, of which $1,487,352.41 have been expended, resulting in the 
construction of the north and south pliers, the sea-wall, 4,891 linear feet of de- 
tached break water, and 870 linear feet of pile pier. The main breakwater is 
now being extended 800 feet, and will be finished early in the coming fiscal year. 

The south pier, a pier, and the northern portion of the main break water 
are very much in n of repairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask my colleague to state the commerce of Buf- 
falo. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. The tonnage of Buffalo last year was 
about 4,000,000 tons and the custom-honse receipts about $850,000. 
Our shippers there are now very much embarrassed for want of harbor 
facilities. These facilities will be largely increased when this improve- 
ment is completed, not before. I trust the committee will see the pro- 
priety of acceding to this amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors found 
that on July 1, 1883, there was to the credit of the Buffalo Harbor im- 
provement $121,395; from July 1, 1883,to July 1, 1884, there was ex- 
pended only $37,382; so that on the Ist day of July, 1884, there was 
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available for this improvement more than $84,000. Now, by the last 
river and harbor bill, approved July 5, 1884, we appropriated for this 
improvement $100,000. Thus there is available for the fiscal year end- 
ing July 30, 1885—the present year—$154,000. Now, we propose in 
this bill an appropriation of $75,000, making more than $250,000 avail- 


able for the improvement of Buffalo Harbor for the remainder of the | 


present fiscal year and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886. 
Now, as only $37,000 was spent on this work during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I will explain why more was not ex- 
pended. 





Mr. BLANCHARD. How is it that my friend expects the engineers | 


to sperid upon this work $250,000 from now till the end of the coming 
fiscal year?" That is why the committee did not give any more than 


$75,000. Wethought it was as much as they could expend in one year, | 


judging by the expenditures of the past year. 2 

Mr. STEVENS. Has the gentleman from Louisiana any advice as 
to how much money has been expended or will be experded. on the 30th 
of June, 1885? He refers to a certain amountapplicable on hand dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. Is he in possession of any in- 
formation from the War Department that will enable us to tell how 
much has been expended during the past year? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. We have no information other than that fur- 
nished to us in these printed reports, but we did see by these printed 
reports they did not expend but $37,000 in the year preceding the last 
year, and last year we gave $100,000, leaving $84,000 to the credit of 
that harbor, while in addition we have given in this bill $75,000, 
which increases the amount to $230,000. 

Mr. STEVENS. For two fears. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. For the balance of this year and for the next 
fiscal year. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I can explain to the gentleman from 
Louisiana why only $37,000 was expended during that year. Con- 
tracts were invited by theengineers, but when opened they were found 
to be excessive—so much so they refused to entertain them at all; and 
consequently they had to make return to Washington, so that the con- 
tracts were thrown over to the succeeding year. My friend from Louisi- 
ana will understand, under existing contracts the bulk of the appro- 
priation now made will be used during the present year. This is an 
important work, and Congress would do well to appropriate twice the 
amount to complete this work. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to say the committee recognize the 
great importance of Buffalo Harbor, and since they have $244,000 on 
hand less the amount they have expended during the last six months, 
and inasmuch as Buffalo gets the same proportion as other harirs all 
over the country, I submit the amendment of my friend from New York 
should not be adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to strike out the last word, and will say a 
single word in reference tothis matter. The harbor of Buffalo receives 
the commerce of the lakes. It is an important harbor—important not 
only to New Yorkand to the farther East, but to the shippers of the 
West. Whatare the facts about it? Proposals were submitted to the 
War Department to do the work for which appropriation was made, but 
the bids received were excessive and were rejected. New advertise- 
ments were necessary, and the result was the work was delayed. The 
money on hand is covered by contracts substantially in existence. 
Therefore there are no such funds in the Treasury as the gentleman 
from Louisiana has indicated. What money is there is pledged to the 
execution of existing contracts. 

It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, the amount asked by my colleague 
is little enough, and I hope it will be granted. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 41. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I reserve the right to ask a vote on this amendment 
in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Buttermilk Channel, New York : Continuing improvement, $10,000, 


Mr. BELFORD. I move to strike out ‘‘ $10,000” and insert ‘‘ one 
million.”’ [Greatlaughter.} I hope I will have the attention of my 
distinguished, genial, and lovable friend from the State of New York 
[Mr. Cox], the gentleman whose countenance is invariably lighted by 
the sunbeams of the Arctic frozen ocean, the sunbeams of the Orient, 
the sunbeams of the West, and the sunbeams of the East; whose heart 
is as mellow as that of a child, and whose voice is as sweet as that of a 
lute. [Laughter.] 

Several MEMBERS. Give us his name! 

A MemBer. There is no such manin this House. That man must 
bea woman. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. He comes in here with a proposition to improve 
the channel of buttermilk, and asks the House to appropriate the sum 
of $10,000 for that magnificent project! [Laughter. 

Buttermilk! We have constructed great railroads across the plains 
where we have ed millions of dollars in their achievement and ac- 


r-dares Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] Oh,holdon! [Laugh- 
ter.} And now, when we are coming to open up in the very heart of 
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this continent a channel to furnish us all with a glass of buttermilk, our 
distinguished friend from New York has limited it to $10,000. My 
proposition is to vote $1,000,000 for thisamendment. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ 
**Vote!’?] Oh! well, you will vote when I get ready for you to vote. 
| [Laughter. ] 
One million of dollars, I think, should be appropriated, which will 
| give fall-value for the money invested in this country. That will pro- 
vide every voter in the country one glass of buttermilk, at least: 
[Laughter.] Now, if we consume buttermilk on election day, you can 


| readily appreciate the fact that we will have a decent and orderly elec- 
| tion. We all commenced in early life with a fondness for milk: 
{Laughter.] [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘*Vote!’’] Oh! you will vote when 


I get through with this floor. Isay we began with a fondness for milk} 
| but that was sweet milk. [Laughter.] Then when we got to college 
our sweet, gentle, and kindly mothers brought us a glass of buttermilk 
to cure our sores and overcome our pains; and here is the great repre 
sentativecouncil of this nation, in view of a subject of such pre-eminent 
and magnificent im portance, proposing to vote the little trifling sum of 
$10,000 to construct a channel in this country through which we can 
pour buttermilk! [Renewed laughter. ] 

But I want to look at some other things in this billa little while. I 
am opposed to a good many of them, but I propose to support the bill 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’? ‘‘Vote!’’?]. Don’t be ina hurry. [Laughter.] I 
propose to vote on the principle on which the young robin takes its 
food—shut my eyes, open my mouth, and swallow whatever is put into 
this bill—bugs, lizards, whatever it may be. [Laughter.] I will take’ 
itallinalump. Now [alluded to this buttermilk question because I 
wanted my distinguished and eloquent friend from New York [Mr. 
Cox] to makeaspeech. I have heard him make magnificent speeches 
on the river and harbor bill; but he has been silent up to this present 
time on the pending bill. I want him to make such a grand speech 
as he made on the census bill, as a eulogy on buttermilk. Commence; 
my friend, from your earliest recollections, if you can go back that far— 
sweet milk—and then make the buttermilk sweet by the genial smile 
of your face and the eloquence of yeur tongue. { Laughter. } 

I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to strike out the last word for the 
purpose of saying a word in response to my genial friend from Colorado. 
I do not propose to discuss any kind of drink, nor do I propose to say 
anything about rivers and harbors except that I had no relation what- 
ever to this matter of the appropriation of $10,000 for the improve- 
ment of Buttermilk Channel. 

This channel is in the upper part of the bay of New York, between 
Governor’s Island and the mainland;and provision is made for it in 
this bill im pursuance of proper estimates and recommendations by the 
board of engineers. It does not, however, touch the main matter that 
will be presented hereafter as to the improvement of the harbor of New 
York. It is only one of those indispensable things which necessarily 
go into the preparation of a bill of this character, and which demand 
attention as forming parts of the general scope of the improvement of 
the whole harbor of New York. 

I will say simply, to give my gentle friend from Colorado a little bit 
of facetiz, so that he can have an opportunity of pondering and sleeping 
on it to-night, that this was called ‘‘ Buttermilk ’’ Channel because in 
the early days, owing to the shoaling at times, the waters of the chan- 
nel were churned up so as to resemble very much in appearance butter= 
milk; but latterly, owing to changes in the tide and improvements ia 
the channel, the shoaling has ceased to a great extent, and we havenow 
almost twelve feet of navigable water in this channel. Time has ob- 
secured the original meaning of the term as applied to this channel, which 
term has no meaning now except that my friend from Colorado has given 
it the glorious glow of his Western eloquence. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to ask the gentleman if he knows 
how much the officer in charge of the work at that point gets as an an- 
nual salary and how much the plant is worth with which the opera- 
tions are carried on. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have no relation whatever to this appro- 
priation, but no doubt the Committee on Rivers and Harbors will answer 
the question of the gentleman satisfactorily. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last word-— 

os WILLIS. I only desire to say in regard to Buttermilk Chan- 
ne 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Who has the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The C’ iir has recognized the gentleman from 
Kentucky who now addresses the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. With a view of presenting this matter 
before the committee in proper shape I shall move now to strike out 
$10,000 and make the appropriation for this point $20,000, as recom- 
mended by the engineers. 

I make the motion for this reason, that if the gentlemen of this com- 
mittee—not the committee with closed doors, but this Committee of 
the Whole—will go through this bill carefully and study the estimates of 
the Chief of Engineers they will see that by the appropriation of a litile 
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more money they can close up scores of these works. If the engineer 
reports can be relied upon this important work, which began with nine 
and a half feet, I believe, and now has twenty-six feet of water, a har- 
bor that admits all sizes of vessels and is of importance tocommerce, not 
only to New York but to this whole country, can be completed for $20,- 
000, which the Chief of Engineers says will be sufficient for the work. 
Why, then, give $10,000? Why continue the expense through the next 
year and the next year, with an additional expense of the paneer in 
charge, with the plant and equipage and machinery, e 

sary to continue the work, instead of completing it now by this am 
additional appropriation ? 

What I am saying in regard to the Buttermilk Channel will apply 
to nearly all the small appropriations in this bill. 

Now I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
[eries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘ Vote!’’]—I hope this will not be taken out of 
my time. I do not desire to speak to those members who are yelling 
‘* Vote!’’ “Vote!"’ Iam talking, as I think, to the question under 
consideration in the light of the information given us by the i 
Department and the facts that are pertinent to this case. And if gen- 
tlemen have no more respect for me than{to halloo “ Vote!’’ when I 
address the committee, they should have regard for their own oaths 
under the Constitution and for the rules of the House under which I 
speak. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that in the 

bill which was vetoed by the President there-were only eleven small 
harbors at $5,000, only one at $4,500, only one at $4,000, only six at 
$3,000, only three at $2,000. But the bill passed by your party last 
year and signed by the President had fifteen at $5,000, one at $4,000, 
two at $3,000, four at $2,000, and one at $1,000, making a difference 
in favor of the bill of the Forty-seventh Congress and in favor of the 
Republicans that passed that bill. 
‘ I desire to call your attention to the fact that in that bill we attempted 
to complete some works; we attempted to appropriate enough a 
not only for the officers in charge, not only for the maintenance of the 
plant, but to finish the work. And if you are afraid to complete any- 
thing, if you simply want to keep the works going, with the machinery 
and the ofticers that are there, until your party comes into_power, your 
party which has been benefited by the civil-service law, I ask you 
how this applies to your civil-serviee law? The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors was the very gentleman whose praises 
were sounded in connection with the civil-service bill. Yet he and his 
committee, sitting with closed doors, propose to keep these little works 
going on. I say it is more like statesmanship to appropriate $20,000 
and close it than to appropriate $10,000 for the officers there to keep 
the machinery barely in. motion and not complete the work.. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wurre]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


That if any person shall knowingly and willfully, by ~~ process or in any 


The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. Cox, of New York, 
as follows: 
In line 108, after the word “‘ States,”’ insert the word “ district; sothat it will 
“ United States district court.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the next paragraph, lines 110 and 111, as follows: 
aegeerene harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order on the para- 
graph with line 109 that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the point of order is made 
too late. The Clerk has read the next paragrap 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. When the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS} took the floor I rose and stated I reserved points of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Two amendments to the paragraph have 
been voted on since and adopted by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wuarrr] 
stated he would reserve points of order. Two amendments were then 
voted on, and the next paragraph was read without any objection being 
made 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I beg P pardon of the Chair. I was do- 
ing my best to make the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thipks-the point is too late. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I must ap from the decision of the 
Chair. I appeal to the record to show ther when the gentleman 
from Kansas offered his correction I did not then give notice that I 
would raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky does not seem to 
understand the Chair. He did give notice, but he made no point of 
order until after amendments were voted on and the next paragraph 
was read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That was not my fault. Idesired recog- 
nition but could not get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky did not ask for 


recognition. * 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I donot know what is required to make 
a demand for recognition if it did not constitute such a demand that I 
rose inmy place and stated that I reserved points of order on the para- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky appeals from the 
decision of the Chair. The question is: Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Impr@¥ing harbor at Charlotte, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

Mr. STEVENS. I offer an amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 6, at the end of the line 113, insert as follows 
Oak Orchard r, New York: Continuing the improvement, 
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pended upon it $173,500, and that the engineers of the War Depart- 
ment report that the amount required to complete the improvements 
is $92,000. They recommended last year $40,000, and they again re- 
ported that amount as one which could be properly and economically ex- 
pended there this year. The harbor is not only necessary for the wants 
of commerce, but it is quite an important harbor. The revenue collected 
there during the last year for United States customs was $1,951. The 
engineer reports that this harbor is important to the wants ef the com- 
sacane an Eales Ceaasin as hater faa Oak it appears that dur- 
ing the year preceding his last report fifty vessels in stress of weather 
sought it as a harbor of 

It is an importamt harbor. It has had appropriations heretofore, but 
during the last Congress it had only $50,000. It is stated to be actu- 
ally a harbor of necessity, and it is certainly one of great i 


not otherwise appropriated. The court having jurisdiction of all violations of 
this = _— be the United States court of the sotithern district of the State of 
New Yo 












Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I reserve all points of order on the par- 











agraph. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the language found in line 104, and also in line 84, where “ this section’’ 
is spoken of. That was undoubtedly the language of the original bill, 
but when incorporated in this bill the phraseology should be changed 
and should read in each case “‘ provisions of this act.”’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. We have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment suggested by the 
from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS], so far as it relates to line 84, can now onl 
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There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment to sub- 
stitute the word ‘‘act’’ for the word ‘‘section.’’ in line 104, 





any appropriation for this purpose, the good sense of this Committee 
of the Whole House will see the propriety of adopting this amend- 







ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. uestion taken . there were—a 
Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to suggest another verbal amend- ones ie 9 ee ae ove 





ment at line 108, to insert the word ‘‘district ’ before ‘‘court.”” As 
the language is now it is very indefinite. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark to the gentleman from 
New York that that amendment is in order. The other was not, be-. 
cause the committee had passed from the 

Mr. THOMAS. That is all right. 





Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, without waiting now to ask a vote 
by tellers I will reserve a vote upon this amendment in the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
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Mr. BREWER, of New York. I offer an amendment as a substitute 
which I ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


harbor at Dunkirk, N. Y.: Five thousand dollars in addi- 
ao the $10 080 he ; $5,000 for repairing the beacon and 


F 
the remainder for dredging on the channel. 
. BREWER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask for this addi- 
comm $5,000 for the harbor of Dunkirk for the reasons which I shall 


explain. I might have obtained the insertion of this appro- | 
priation in bill if I could have had an opportunity to explain the 
matter to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Two years ago the 


ice carried the large beacon which indicated the entrance to the 
chanaal; and it has not ema. The channel there is cut outof 
solid rock, and as a result of the disappearance of the beacon the débris 
from the harborand from the city has been permitted to fill up, so that 
it will require somewhat more than the amount appropriated in the bill 
to clear it out. For that reason I ask the substitution of this amend- 
ment instead of the provision in the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say at this point that the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors fs placed under considerable embar- 
rassment by the fact that if we take time to present and discuss the 
reasons upon which we have acted in individual cases, we thus place 
ourselves in the power of those gentlemen who are endeavoring to kill 
this bill by a waste of the public time; while, on the other hand, if we 
make no reply to the statements and arguments presented on the other 
side, of course they stand as good. 2 } : 

Now, with reference to this harbor, the committee did consider the 
question. It considered it last year at length, and also this year. It 
considered it three distinct times, and in considering it the committee 
had in possession all the facts which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BREWER] has presented. But there are certain other facts which 
the gentleman does not present here, but which are presented by the 
engineers. I have before me the report of the engineer, in which it is 
stated that— 

Unfortunately for the improvement of this harbor, it can not be made to ac- 
commoedate the larger vessels except at an enormous expense, since any depth 
more than twelve and five-tenths feet throughout the entire inclosed area of 
the harbot must be gained by excavating its solid rock bed. Indeed,I may add 


that persons who were mest sanguine for the lake commerce of Dunkirk a few 
years ago are now compelled to very much modify, if not to abandon, their ex- 
pectations. 


He on to say that there were only twenty vessels that entered. 
that harbor during the past year. So that the harbor is of no consider- 
able commercial importance, while the only improvement that would 
benefit it, the engineer states, would cost the Government more than 
the commereial interests of the harbor demand. 

I refer to this, Mr. Chairman, as only one of many instances where 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors felt that they had ample reason 
for their action, and if they do not oecupy the time of this Committee 
of the Whole in presenting those reasons in every instance, it is because 
of the fact, which I have already stated, that they are anxious to press 
this bill through toa conclusion—willing and anxious to hear all legiti- 
mate arguments, but very desirous of speedily reaching some conclusion 
upon the whole bill. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. Am I not entitled to some additional 
time ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to three minutes. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I do not object to what the gentle- 
man has said about the improvement of the harbor; but he does not 
state the matter with entire accuracy. I do not ask for any money to 
do new work; the object sought by this appropriation is to replace a 
beacon which has been carried away by the storms, and which indicated 
the entrance of the harbor, and also to dredge out the channel, which 
is cut out of solid rock, and has filled up. 

Mr. THOMAS. Was not the provision as it now appears in the bill 
put in at the gentleman’s instance and request? 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I desired an appropriation of $5,000 
more to complete the work. 

Mr. THOMAS. It was either the gentleman himseif or some Rep- 
resentative from his State who induced the committee to insert this 
provision as it stands, and upon the representation that the appropria- 
tion would be satisfactory. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. It was not I, because the amount pro- 
posed in the bill is not enough to carry out the work properly. 

The question beingtaken on the amendment of Mr. Brewer, of New 
York, it was not agreed to; there being—ayes 40, noes 54. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
awe harbor at Flushing Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 


_ Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment to 
come in after the paragraph just read. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desired to get the attention of the Chair to offer an 
amendment to come in after the preceding paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG] was seeking the floor. I had prom- 
ised to recognize the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 
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Mr. YOUNG. I will offer my amendment afterward. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee does not desire to take the floor now. The amendment sent to 
the desk by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 118 the following 


1343 





“That the United States harbor board herein provided for shall report a 
plan and estimate for obtaining a permanent channel, sufficient for the wants 
of commerce, over the Sandy Hook Bar entrance into New York Harbor." 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen by turning 
to page 43 of this bill that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has 
very wisely reported a provision for a board to investigate all rivers and 
harbors to be improved by Federal money. 

As to New York Harbor, allow me to thank this committee for its 
favorable consent to my measure. ; 

It involves littlemoney. It does one thing which is quite valuable to 
that harbor. It welds the jurisdiction of New Jersey and New York, in 
regard to this harbor, into one. 

[t is a part of our pitiable situation as the great commercial city of 
the continent that we have a divided jurisdiction. The pilot commis- 
sioners of New Jersey and New York, while they have not divided with 
any acrimony, still have divided as to the proper mode of saving our 
channels and water ways from spoliation by reason of a selfish greed 
of the contracting mind. The New York State line runs below Gov- 
ernor’s Island. New Jersey embraces the Raritan River and Prince’s 
Bay and the waters south of Staten Island. The Federal Government 
comprehends all the waters of the Lower Bay and Sandy Hook. 

The committee will perceive that there is a great likelihood of a col- 
lision, not only between New Jersey and New York, but between the 
Federal, State, and municipal jurisdictions. The meaning and intent of 
the sections that have just passed the House is that these varied jurisdic- 
tions, which simply hamper and impede, shall be united into one, which 
shall give a remedy for one of our troubles. 

The New Jersey Legislature has demanded this unity of jurisdiction. 
The Chamber of Commerce of New York and other commercial bodies 
have done the same. The North Atlantic conference appealed toCon- 
gress to give the Federal Government control of this wonderful harbor 
evoked by nature out of many of her remarkable catastrophes or crises. 

Inasmuch as there are pilot commissioners of New York and New 
Jersey, and inasmuch as there can be no harmony of action between 
them, the merchantmen and corporate bodies who have trade at stake 
come to Congress for relief. 

I thank the committee for making the provisions of the bill, which I 
trust will pass the Senate and become a law; but may I be permitted 
to say in justification of our vote that the garbage, even in some of the 
14-foot channels three miles inside of the prescribed dumping limit, has 
been so excessive as to call for remonstrance ? 

The secretary of the New York pilot board, Captain Nash, did not be- 
lieve that the State of New York could stop the illegal dumping. New 
Jersey stood in the way. New Jersey had another jurisdiction. Others 
have said that the commercial world depended upon some action of this 
kind; the danger to the harbor was imminent; that some united and 
energetic movement was necessary. ‘ 

Is it said that some one should care for this garbage and use it for 
other and wiser purposes? I answer: True. Even Brooklyn and Jer- 
sey City utilize this peculiar material. Agriculture, horticulture, and 
chemistry have their modes of utilizing such garbage. But as long as 
the contractors and the city government of New York remain as they 
are there will be no care where the sweepings go, nor what the result is 
to health or city, provided only the contractors make their large per- 
centage. 

The result of this wild license about garbage to our great metropoli- 
tan city is that its upper and lower bay areshoaling their waters. There 
has been a deposit of 1,200,000. pounds of this garbage. If this accre- 
tion goes on, the harbor will be closed tothe larger steamers. Adopt 
this amendment, and you give some police system of a Federal nature. 
Thus this great mischief may be remedied. 

Is it said that the State government should do this duty—should 
stop this dumping? The answer is that all the penalties provided by 
State laws have failed. Nobody can find out where the dumping takes 
place or who does it. The dredging-scows return from their work sus- 
piciously very soon. ‘There is nobody to control or watch the harbor. 

In farther justification of the vote which has been given by the House, 
may I-not say that the gradual filling up of the harbor by the deposit of 
garbage and with the diminution of the tide area is a matter which con- 
cerns the Federal Government? Local jurisdiction has failed togive it 
the proper care and protection. 

The trouble with mere local legislation and law is that it only imposed 
@ pecuniary fine. Such a fine was useless against people like the scow 
and thesteamboat men. Wecould not convictthem. It was impossi- 
ble to get evidence The appropriation of money from the State was 
very meager. The State inspector was watched. The dumping was 
done in places where no one could follow or see it. Men of character, old 


shipmasters and others, have said that the captains of tugboats were 
the chief offenders. They could not be reached by a temporary revoca- 
tion of their licenses. 


They could not be reached by increasing the 
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penalty for their offenses. There wasa lack of legal power. There was 
a lack of money. The law of the State was evaded. 

The truth is, sir, the harbor in the upper and lower bay is Federal, 
national, international, and continental. No local expedients could or 
can save it. It needs not only the abstract mgis, but the vigilant po- 
lice, of the Federal Government. Thatit will now have, if this bill be- 
comes a law. 

It is the general judgment that the Federal Government should take 
charge of this harbor. It is dedicated to all mankind and not to New 
York only. 

But a larger and better thing remains to be done for New York Har- 
bor. The larger vessels now coming into that harbor frequently touch 
bottem, because our channel at Sandy Hook is not more than twenty- 
oneor twenty-two feetat low water. Itisstillshoaling. Itissaid to be 
no more than it was a century ago; but recently it has been shoaling. 
It has shoaled since 1881 two or three feet. We desire for that harbor 
at least twenty-eight to thirty feet of water. We desire this in order 
that the largest steamer may come in at mean low tide. 

Why, sir, Canada has spent $8,000,000 to deepen the Saint Lawrence 
River. Canadahas spent $40,000,000 for making ship and other canals. 
These have diverted our trade from the great West away from New York 
and other ports upon the Atlantic. Is it not time that New York—is it 
not time that the country which is represented by New York in a com- 
mercial way—should heed the neeessity of protecting this great harbor ? 

The only expenditure, Mr. Chairman, ever madein a Federal way for 
this harbor, outside of Hell Gate, has been only $15,000 for the removal 
of a wreck. I will not institute comparisonsas to what other and less 
meritorious harbors have received. 

New York has at least one-half of all the exports of this country. 
She has two-thirds of all the imports. She stands as the entrepdt of 
our inland and outland and coastwise trade. She has besides great 
railway lines. 

The State of New York, sir, has freely given to the West, to the na- 
tion, the Erie Canal. She built it with herown resources. She built 
it for purposes of transportation. She made no ignoble, no unprosper- 
ous connection with the lakes and with the great and teeming West. 

New York built her Erie Canal within her own borders. Since such 
questions are mooted here on bills of this kind, it becomes this Con- 
gress, representing the whole people, to consider whether New York 
should be ostracised. There is no part of the country which can afford 
to say to New York, ‘‘We have no need of you.’’ Her splendid har- 
bor should have the care, protection, and advice of the board to be 
established under this bill. The city itself, the select home of benev- 
olence and charity, should be honored by those who come to her for all 
sorts of largesses. By aiding to aggrandize her natural greatness gen- 
tlemen honor and aid their own communities. 

I believe, sir, that if this board be created, it will make a full exam- 
ination in regard to our harbors, and we may have a good report as to 

this harbor. We may get rid of this shoaling which now interferes 
with ourcommerce. We may lessen the cost of transportation, because 
by increasing the depth of our channel we may enable the largest ves- 
sel to carry one-third more freight. We would thus diminish the ex- 
pense of transportation. 

In this way, sir, we help not merely shippers in New York and 
Buffalo, but the great West and South, and we will be more or less ben- 
efited by the action of such a board. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. Hewrrr, of New York] has had 
special charge of matters connected with Sandy Hook and New York 
Harbor. I am his lieutenant; but I wish to say before we pass from this 
matter that this Congress should hear him. He stands as the expo- 
nent of the whole country, because he so fitly represents New York 
city and State. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall.include in my remarks, with the consent of 
the House, the two diagrams referred to by my honorable colleague. 
[Pages 1344 and 1345.] They explain the character and extent of 
this work and the relation tothe harborof New York and its surround- 
ingsof the amendment which I propose, and will also illustrate what I 
have stated here in these hurried five minutes of desultory talk: 

Mr. WILLIS. I see no objection to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman, and I hope the Committee of the Whole will accept. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the Clerk read 
the last section not knowing any gentleman desired to amend the sec- 
tion in advance, and in that way the gentleman from Tennessee,[{ Mr. 
YouNnG@] was not recognized by the Chair, because the Chair had prom- 
ised te recognize the gentleman, from New York [Mr. Cox] on this 
Flushing matter. Ifthe gentleman from Tennessee desires to move an 
amendment, by unanimous consent he will be recognized for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. YOUNG. I know there was no intention on the part of the 
Chair not to recognize me, and as the gentleman from Louisiana has 
the floor, I will wait. 

Mr. KING. I move, after line 118, to insert. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 118 insert : 
“ For the improvement of Sandy Hook Channel at the entrance ofthe harbors 
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of New York, Brooklyn, Jersey City,and Hoboken, and to obtain a depth of 
thirty-two feet on same, $15,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary : 
Provided, That none of said sum shall be expended exce t for surveys of said 
channels until the proper method of improving same shall have been deter- 
mined by a commission of seven engineers, familiar with the science of river 
and tidal currents, to be appointed the President on or after April 1, 1835, 
who shall proceed forthwith with the execution of its duties.”’ 


Mr. KING. Now, I know there is no possibility under the rules of 
this body to get that amendment inserted in this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. KING. But I know equally well there is a necessity for the 
measure. From the boards of trade of thecity of New York, and from 
what we can gather from the public prints of that city also; from re- 
ports made by the great lines of merchantmen passing between that city 
and Europe, constituting almost daily ferries across the ocean, so 
clearly stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] a moment 
ago, in that great port no ship can enter drawing over twenty-six feet 
of water. These first-class merchantmen that carry so vast a portion of 
our commerce are detained on that bar orin front of it, on an average, 
one-half day in tho course of their voyage. That must amount to an 
expenditure of something between $500 and $1,000 on each occasion. 

I do not wish to cast any reproach upon the gentlemen on this floor 
representing the great city of New York. I only want to call the at- 
tention of the country to the fact that notwithstanding what we may 
do now this necessity of our commerce stares us in the face; and I be- 
lieve we shall have to meet this expenditure in the near future. 

Immediately after the close of the Franco-Prussian war, Mr. Chair- 
man, France, crippled and crushed asshe was, appropriated $172,000,000 
for her rivers and harbors. And right here I wish to call the attention 
of the country to the fact that though this rivér and harbor bill has 
been much maligned and charged with unnecessary expenditure of 
public money, there is no measure which can bring to the people greater 
relief on the part of the Government. There is no country so vast as 
this that expends so small an amount on rivers and harbors, nor is there 
one with such vast transportation lines on rivers and lakes for cheap 
freights. I shall cheerfully co-operate in the future with all who will 
endeavor to havea provision made to carry out the intent of this amend- 
ment. This work may require fifty millions in time, and I feel it would 
be judicious to spend even that amount to get the relief required. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I simply take this occasion, Mr. Chairman, to ac- 
knowledge the receipt of some articles in the press of the city of New 
Orleans which I have read, and which I have been receiving for some 
days, alleging I was to make an assault or do something else in refer- 
ence to the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi River. Some reflec- 
tions have been cast on me in consequence of that allegation. Now, I 
have never intended to make any such assault—never imagined such 
an undertaking, and have no sympathy with any such scheme. 

Mr. KING. I rise to a question of personal privilege in regard to 
the remarks of the gentleman from New York. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his question of privi- 
1 


“Ar. KING. The allusion of the gentleman from New York is di- 
rected against myself. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. KING. There is no means of covering it up. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say unqualifiedly they were not directed against 
the gentleman. 

Mr. KING. And I say unqualifiedly I understood the gentleman to 
state in a private conversation with me it was his purpose to state on 
this floor that the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi had been of 
no commercial value to that city. Whereupon, taking him to be in 
earnest, I immediately telegraphed to the various chambers of commerce 
in that city as to the benefit to the commerce of the Mississippi Valley 
by the jetty system at the mouth of the river, and I hold in my hand 
their answers, and I request that they be printed in.the Recorp or read 
from the desk. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I my colleague will yield to me a little while. 

The CHAIRMAN. Chair does not think that the gentleman 
has presented a matter of personal privil 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask to be recogni 
strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York if his colleague will yield the floor, but his colleague has been 

ized 


recognized. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I hope my colleague will yield to me. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I want to occupy at least five min- 


fora moment. I move to 


utes. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I will take the floor and yield to you if you will 
allow me ee now. : 
Mr. , of New York. Very well. 
Mr. HISCOCK. All I desire to say in reference to it is this: That 
just so far as Ican go and keep myself within the rule of tary 
just to salah dashes: tag anaaenmiidiog the cians 
ment that I ever advertised that I had any such gape 
tleman will 


Mr. KING. That you ever advertised it ; but t 
not say that in a private conversation he did not make that statement? 












1885. 





Mr. HISCOCK. I have nothing more to say, except that just so far 
as I can go within the rules of the House I desire to go, and do go, in 
saying that I have never—— 

Mr. KING. What? ; , 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, that I have never said that I intended to do 
any such thing. Os. : 

*Mr. KING. And I state just within the rules of the House that that 
statement is false. k 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. HEWITT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LOWRY. Ifthe gentleman from New York will yield to me 
one moment I desire to make a statement. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. If it does not come out of my time I 
have no objection. : : . 

Mr. LOWRY. . At the request of the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors I desire to repeat a communication which I have 
given to him from the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to the effect that he does not expect to be here to-night himself and is 
willing that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the time 
devoted to the consideration of pension matters for the further consid- 
eration of this bill. 

Several MEMBERS. That is a matter for the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered 
by my colleague [Mr. Cox, of New York] requires the board created 
by this act to consider the improvements necessary in the harbor of 
New York in order that it may respond to the demands upon it as to 
the foreign and internal commerce ofthe country. The gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. KING] supplements that with the proposition to expend 
a very large amount of money in improving the harbor of that city. 

By the bill of last year $200, 000 was appropriated tor deepening Ged- 
ney’s Channel. The use of that money has developed a fact probably 
known for the first time, to the general public certainly, that there has 
been no shoaling of .the deep channel into the port of New York since 
the memory of man. The fact is apparent that on a comparison of the 
present depth of water in the main channel with the depth prior to the 
Revolution, the channel, instead of being shoaled, is rather deeper now 
than it was a hundred years ago. But the deposits of refuse matter, 
which I trust hereafter will be regulated and controlled by the provis- 
ions of this bill, have shifted the bottom of the harbor of New York, 
until now the surveys which we have, and a copy of which I have here 
before me, turn out to be entirely incorrect, and there are to-day no 
correct surveys of the harbor of New York. 

I asked the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors here 
why provision was not made in this bill for a survey.of the harbor of 
New York in order that we might know how to spend the money before 
it was appropriated. He replied that he was informed by the Chief of 
Engineers that he had all the necessary informations for that purpose. 
Thereupon I wrote to the Chief-of Engineers upon that point, being 
fully satisfied that the chairman of the committee was mistaken, and 
that they had not the information, and in reply to my inquiry I beg 
leave to sukmit the following letter: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 13%. 
Dear Sie: I am in receipt of your communication of the 29th instant in re- 
gard to a complete survey of New York Harbor, and inquiring whether the 
statement that the appropriation for the survey would have been reported by 
_ River and Harbor Committee but for my statement that it was unnecessary, 


I beg to inclose for your information a copy of my communication to the Sec- 
retary of War, dated June 21, 1884, upon Senate bill 2176, from which it will ap- 
r that, referring to the improvement of the channel through Sandy Hook 

r, the following Rawucge was used : 


“Without such resurvey recommended by the board it is impossible to dis- 
cuss intelligently the question of improvement, the various schemes for which 

ject are presented from day to day. 

“It is necessary, likewise, to establish the facts with regard to the state- 
ments made concerning the changes and deterioration of this harbor, which are 
- however, entitled to the confidence which an accurate survey alone can 

ve. 

A survey was accordingly made of the bar, with the view to improvement, 
under the ropriation of July 5,1884. The board of engineers recommended 
a@ resurvey of the harbor of New York, from the Battery to a line drawn from 
Navesink to Rockaway beach, as indispensable to study the changes which 
have taken place 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JOHN NEWTON, 


Chief of Engineers, Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
Hon. Apram S, Hewirr, " . 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Now, thén, before the board contemplated by the resolution of my 
colleague can act there must be a resurvey of the harbor of New York. 
Fortunately, it is not an expensive operation. I am informed by the 
Coast Survey that the sum of $30,000 will probably enable them to get 
all of the facts necessary to determine how to carry on the work for 
the purpose of securing the depth of water that is necessary for the 
commerce of the port of New York, namely, thirty feet. 

ey to that survey, however, the commercial bodies of New 
York have had a preliminary survey made, showing the present con- 
dition of the channel, which survey I hold in my hand, and copies of 
which are at the service of gentlemen who desire to examine it. By it 
it is shown that the present channel from the point of departure known 
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as the main channel, through Gedney’s Channel, is eleven miles long 
and is exceedingly crooked; that the Swash Channel is eight miles in 
length, and that the East Channel will be six miles. 

It turns out on this survey that to get the depth of thirty feet in the 
present channel or main channel would require ap excavation of 6,000,000 
cubic yards, whereas to get the same in the east channel would require 
an excavation of only 4,600,000, and the distance would be five miles. 
Happily for New York and happily for this country it turns out the 
thing wanted to be accomplished, and the best thing to accomplish, is 
the cheapest thing to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Imovetostrike out the last word, and yield my time 
to the gentleman from: New York [Mr. Hewitt]. I wish, however, 
to ask him what is the difficulty about the Coast Survey using the fund 
appropriated annually for them to make surveys instead of putting it in 
this bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will answer the gentleman from 
Georgia with pleasure. I do not propose to put it in this bill. I do 
not propose any amendmentof thatsort. I supposed the appropriation 
for that purpose would be inserted in the sundry civil bill, in accordance 
with the estimate of the Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not understand the gentleman to make that 
statement. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. We have arrived in the history of the 
commerce of this country at a point of departure. We have got toa 
point where the commerce is so great that the ships required to carry 
it on cheaply are too big for the harbor of New York; and there is no 
harbor in the country, except the harbor of New York, which can ever 
be made available to do this business. Man did not make the harbor 
of New York. It is the work of‘ that same Almighty Power which so 
ordered the arrangements of nature that water could be made to flow 
from the great lakes to New York, and which made the harbor of New 
York to cover various channels and bays, so that there are at least three 
independent currents striving with each other to keep that harbor open 
for the commerce of the world. But the size of the ships to-day ex- 
ceeds the capacity of the channel, so that they leave the port of New 
York with incomplete loads. ; 

I have in my hand a letter, or I had it in my hand a moment ago— 
I will state the contents of it—a letter from the agent of the Cunard 
Company, saying they are compelled by the shallowness of the channel 
to haul off their large ships, and if the channel could be made to carry 
thirty feet of water they could take from fifty to sixty thousand bushels 
of grain more in a cargo, and thus cheapen the cost of transportation 
one-third, and that concerns the great West, the grain-growers of the 
country. Itis forthem we want this harbor deepened. It is for them 
this improvement must be made. 

But before: one dollar can be wisely expended there should be a 
resurvey at this small cost, and when the sundry civil appropriation 
bill comes in containing that item I should hope the House will then 
enable the engineers charged with this work to arrive at the informa- 
tion necessary to make a, wise expenditure of money which my friend 
from Louisiana would generously give to us. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The State of New York, more than any 
other State of this Union, raised a howl in 1882 against the river and 
harbor bill which appropriated eighteen millions of money. The rail- 
road kings that live in thecity of New York made opposition to it, and 
the President, under the influence of those railroad kings, vetoed that 
river and harbor bill. That veto was founded on the idea that in the 
bill were appropriations for small streams, insignificant harbors, and 
creeks and rivers upon which there was no commerce. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from NewYork [Mr. Hewitt] comes in 
here and tells us that the Cunard line have built their ships so large 
that in the winter months they can not enter the harbor of New York} 
and they ask this Congress for a resurvey of that harbor with a view 
to excavating it, not only digging out the rubbish that that city has 
been filling it up with, but excavating it deeper than nature left it, so 
as to admit not only the Cunard steamers, but the other larger steamers 

which are yet to be constructed. 

Let it not be forgotten that in the past, before the West and the 
South asked for any appropriation for these small cat-fish streams and 
brooks, the State of New York had received millions of dollars, and 
to-day stands at the head of the list with $10,000,000 for its harbors 
to be improved for the ships of commerce as they are now, not count- 
ing your Cunard steamers which have to be hauled up in the winter! 
it is a new line of departure. I take this occasion to say again we 
should meet this issue squarely. There is but one manly way to do it; 
and that is to appropriate for all navigable rivers, great and small, 
amounts large or small according only as there is money in the Treas- 
ury. To-day we have $150,000,000 there. The railroad kings of this 
country sitting in New York not only influence the President into a 
veto, but they influence Congress; they influence the commerce of this 
country, and our rivers and harbors go unimproved. Why? Because. 
the railroad kings have got commerce by the throat. 

This is a new departure. The Cunard steamers can not enter New 
York Harbor in the winter; therefore Congress must make appropria- 
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tions to dig out these harbors and deepen them for their Cunard steamers 
as they are now and as theyare proposing to make them larger. 

The que stion was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. K1nG, and 
it was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay, New York 
$10,000 


Mr 
to offer at this point, and which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Continuing improvement, 


YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which I desire 


After line 120, insert 

For improving the harbor at Memphis, Tenn., $75,000.” 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I regret that Iam driven by the press- 
ure of circumstances to resort to a most unpleasant expedient. For 
sixty days I knocked at the door of the ‘‘ star chamber’’ where the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors were preparing this bill, but I received 
no response. When the bill was reported to the House and I discov- 
ered that important improvements, upon which hundreds of thousands 
of dollars had been heretofore expended by the Government, had been 
altogether left out, I was astonished. Every harbor between Cairo and 
New Orleans was left out altogether, and I confess that when I saw the 
bill I was amazed. 

In view of the ability, character, and standing of the gentlemen who 
have charge of this bill, it was a matter of great surprise and astonish- 
ment to me, and! therefore sought, I believe, every solitary member of 
that committee to remonstrate against their extraordinary action, and 
I found but one single member thatdid notdisavow all connection with 
it. The chairman of the committee was the only member I was able 
to find that was willing to assume the responsibility of leaving to abso- 
lute and certain destruction millions of dollars’ worth of property for 
the want of a trifling appropriation. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that the statement which 
the gentleman makes is not true. 

Mr. YOUNG. Very well, we will see about that. 
it not to be true? 

Mr. WILLIS. Because the committee acted upon all those harbors, 
including the harbor of Memphis. 

Mr. YOUNG. I did not say that they did not. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, you undertook to place upon me before this 
House the sole responsibility for the action of the committee upon 
those appropriations, and I state that that is not true. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, what I have stated is literally true. 
I applied to every member of this committee, and they all said they 
were in favor of this appropriation except the chairman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thegentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. YounG] 
is certainly very much mistaken. 

Mr. YOUNG. And you [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] were one of them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I certainly was, and I urged the appropri- 
ation very warmly before the committee; but when my proposition 
was put to a vote it was voted down. 

Mr. YOUNG. That does not affect what I have stated. I state 
here that every member of the committee that I spoke to, except the 
chairman, told me that he was in favor of it. 

Mr. WILLIS and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE rose. 

Mr. YOUNG. Wait until I get through. When I get through, if I 
have made any incorrect statement you gentlemen expose it if you can. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, so far as I am concerned, I expose it now. 

Mr. YOUNG. No, youdonot. I stated that I spoke toevery mem- 
ber of that committee, and all the members of the committee disavowed 
any responsibility for this action, and stated that they were opposed to 
it. That is true of every member of the committee that I spoke to, and 
I spoke toa number of them, the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] among the number; and I now repeat, in reply to the dis- 
courteous and offensive language of the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
he was the only one that I talked with that assumed the responsibility. 
Does he deny that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is a very different statement from the 
one the gentleman made before. 

Mr. WILLIS. He said that I was the only one in the committee 
that was responsible for its*‘action in this matter. 

Mr. YOUNG. I did not say anything of the sort. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, proceeding with what I was saying, I sought 
an opportunity by humbly supplicating nearly every member—I will 
not say every one, but a great number of the members of this com- 
mittee—to be allowed five minutes, or four minutes, or two minutes, or 
one minute to say a few words with reference to these features of the 
bill to which I object. I was met with the answer—except from the 
chairman who did not give me an answer at all—I was met with the 
answer by every gentleman whom I applied to except one, ‘‘I have but 
an hour and I wish I had two hours.’”’ The gentleman from Alabama 


How do you know 


[Mr. Jones} was kind enough to offer to divide his time with me; but 
so much time had been occupied by the other members of the committee 
that he had none left. Therefore it is that I am driven now under 
this five-minute rule to speak in sections. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 
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tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youna]. 


tlemen. 
for all the members of this committee. 
many courtesies at my hands, and I was glad to extend them, for per- 
| sonally I have great respect for him. 
any member of this House, any Representative on this floor, when vital 
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Mr. DUNN obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the gen- 


Mr. YOUNG. I do not wish to be disrespectful to any of these gen- 
I do not intend to be offensive. I have the greatest respect 
The chairman has received 


But I say it is an outrage upon 


interests of his constituents are at stake to give him no opportunity to 
be heard upon the floor of this House. 

No Representative in this body.should be driven to the necessity of 
applying to the Senate in order to secure that which it is his right to 
have in this House. I am told by these gentlemen that I can get my 
amendment on in the Senate. I am not amember of the Senate—per- 
haps I ought to be, but Lamnot. [Laughter.] Iama member of this 
House, and I intend to insist upon the rights of my constituents here 
and not to appeal to the Senate except as a dernier ressort. 

I have heard no explanation from any of these gentlemen as to the 
reason it was found necessary to make an appropriation for Cairo, which 
was never asked and for which I believe no estimate was made, and 
leave out all the harbors from Cairo to New Orleans. I have failed to 
hear any explanation from any member of the committee as to the rea- 
son why New Orleans was so generously provided for, after passing over 
a stretch of that river of more than six hundred miles, where millions 
of dollars’ worth of property was liable to be destroyed if this appropri- 
ation was not promptly mace and wisely applied. 

At my own town, if my memory serves me correctly, $474,000 have 
already been expended in the prosecution of this class of work, The 
engineers, in their report an | estimates of the present year, ask that 
this work shall be continued with an appropriation of $75,000. From 
my knowledge of the work, of the topography of the river and the land 
at that point, Iam enabled to assert that if this work be abandoned 
now, as these gentlemen of the committee proposes the whole of it will 
be swept away at the next rise in the Mississippi River. The custom- 
house, a structure that cost the Government nearly $600,000, is liable 
to be swept away, unless the river front, which is rapidly caving into 
the bosom of the stream, shall be protected. Thecase is the same with 
Greenville and Natchez, and perhaps other towns on the Lower Missis- 
sippi. 

I submit to the House whether it is wise statesmanship or sound 
economy to leave unprotected work that has cost $474,000, when the 
engineers estimate that only $75,000 is necessary to preserve it from 
destruction. I have not heard from any member of the committee in 
all their discussion any explanation of the necessity of pursuing this 
course, and I have heard the most objectionable feature in this bill de- 
nounced by but one member of the committee. I refer tothe extraor- 
dinary propositian to turn over our whole work of internal improve- 
ments, to revolutionize it entirely, and give it over to the control and 
dictation of a single individual. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire that the House shall understand this propo- 
sition and the necessity for this appropriation. In the brief time al- 
lowed under the five-minute rule I cannot presentit as much in detail 
and as strongly as I would desire. I shall seek opportunity during 
the further progress of the debate to pursue this investigation and sub- 
mit additional remarks. I believe my time has now expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, if the language of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. YouNG], uttered in the presence of this committee a 
few minutes ago, meant anything, it meant that the chairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and he alone, was responsible for 
the failure to make an appropriation for Memphis Harbor; and he sup- 
plemented that statement with another, which he now withdraws, that 
he had applied to all the other members of this committee and that 
I was the only one whom he found opposed to this proposition. 

Now what is the history of this Memphis appropriation? Last year 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors gave him—gave every gentleman 
and every delegation—all the time that they asked. As the result of 
that the committee concluded not to make a special appropriation for 
the city of Memphis, or any other city on the Mississippi River. But 
the gentleman and his friends went to the other end of the Capitol and 
under a statement that there was a public building endangered by the 
rise of the Mississippi River they succeeded in getting what no other 
city, no other harbor of the Mississippi River secured, and that is an 
appropriation of $200,000. 

In our committee we believed that appropriation was largely intended 
to protect private property in Memphis, and under the solemnity of our 


oath, representing the whole people, we saw no warrant of law to give 
h of thousands of dollars for the protection of private property 


ofa city. But when the question was presented there and was stated 
that the custom-house was involved, the committee of conference 
yielded to that suggestion and put it in the bill. 

In the present bill the estimate comes forward for $75,000 additional. 
The committee took it under consideration. They found an estimate 
for half a dozen harbors of $2,000,000. Three of these harbors were in 
my own State, that at Paducah, that at Columbus, and that at Hick- 
man. The committee having given to the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi the sum of $2,800,000, having given to the Mississippi River 
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nearly one-third of all the appropriations in this bill, and having a 
commission to whom they intrusted the expenditure of this money, 
took the position that that commission was either competent or it was 
incompetent. If it were incompetent, it ought to be disbanded and its 
life ended at once. If it were competent, it-could take into considera- 
tion the harbors at Memphis or at Vicksburg or anywhere else. And 
in so far as the improvement of these harbors was necessary to the navi- 
gation of that river, they have the right under the law to appropriate 
all this sum of nearly $3,000,000. ; 

If the gentleman desired this committee to go beyond that, then he 
desired that which we in our judgment believed we had no right to do. 
We gave this appropriation for the navigation of the Mississippi River, 
and I say to him, whether he be a friend of the Mississippi River or not, 
and that I doubt—but I say to him, assuming he is a friend of the pres- 
ent method of improving the Mississippi River, thatif-you want to handi- 
cap it, if you want to destroy it on this floor, then have your appro- 
priations for harbors at Hickman, and Columbus, and Vicksburg, and 
Memphis, and all along the line made so each will have an appropria- 
tion of fifty or one hundred thousand dollars, and the people’s repre- 
sentatives will end the whole business. 

I say to him now that in that committee, if I am permitted to dis- 
close a committee’s secret, there was not one-fifth, or more than one- 
fifth, that did not agree with me. I could have been silent, as the gen- 
tleman suggests. I, as chairman, was the only one of the committee 
who did not as a matter of fact vote, but had I voted I should have un- 
questionably indorsed the judgment of three-fourths of our committee, 
and that was that this appropriation for Memphis should not be made 
specific, but should be left to the judgment or discretion of these engi- 
neers who have charge of the whole river. I reply again that hisstate- 
ment undertaking to fix upon me the entire responsibility is untrue, 
unjust, and ungenerous in the extreme. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion on the present amendment. is ex- 
hausted. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Tennessee di- 
rectly, but he is compelled to keep his promise made to the gentleman 
from West Virginia | Mr. Gipson }. 

Mr. YOUNG. But I wish to say a word right here, and I appeal to 
the gentleman from West Virginia to yield to me for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virginia yield 
the floor? 

Mr. GIBSON. I do when the gentleman makes a personal appeal to 
me. . 

Mr. YOUNG. Now, I do not think the gentleman from Kentucky 
intends to apply to me the offensive epithet he has used. I should like 
to know if that is his purpose; whether he intends to assert before the 
House I have deliberately asserted a falsehood. 

Mr. WILLIS. I say if the gentleman undertakes to put upon me 
the responsibility of refusing this appropriation he does state that which 
is untrue. 

Mr. YOUNG. I have explained already that I was told by other 
gentlemen they were in favorof the proposition, and you were the only 
one I think who was opposed to it. I made that statement. 

Mr. GIBSON, But you do not state that on your own knowledge. 

Mr. YOUNG. He knew very well I did not make that statement 
on my own knowledge; but I do not wish any question about this mat- 
ter. I do not want any member of the House to stand on the floor and 
declare that I have deliberately stated a falsehood. I never would do 
it myself. Itis not the place to do it. I am able to take care of my- 
self here, and I do not care about any such thing going out in the way 
of imputation against me. Now I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky to state whether that is so. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman understands exactly what I intended. 

Mr. YOUNG. Ido not. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state again, and if the gentleman has not un- 
derstood me I think the House will understand, that if the gentleman 
undertook to say that I was the only member of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors that opposed this proposition, and that upon me rested the 
entire responsibility for its rejection, while I am perfectly willing to 
assume the responsibility of it, he states what is not true. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then I havetosay in reply that upon his assumption 
he undertakes to brand meas uttering a falsehood upon this floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. No; I did not intend to go to that point. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then you had better state clearly what you mean. 

: = WILLIS. That if you stated what I said, then I stand by what 
said. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then the gentleman assumes a hypothetical case. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think I have been very clear in my statement. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman asserts a hypothetical case, that ‘‘if”’ 
I said a thing, and upon that hypothetical assumption he assumes to 
brand falsehood upon me. . 

Mr. WILLIS. Ifthe gentleman has not made such a statement then 
my language does not apply. 

Mr. YOUNG. You know that I never made it. 
Mr. WILLIS. Then of course the language does not apply. 
Mr. YOUNG. Now if the gentleman can listen courteously, and I 








shall demean myself courteously to him and the House, I desire to say 
a few words in reply to the argument of the gentleman directed to this 
feature of the bill. 


I understand him to say that it was his belief, and it is a matter of 


no consequence what he chances to believe personally about it, that 
this appropriation of $200,000 which the Senate gave last year was 
obtained for the protection and improvement of private property. 


As reputable gentlemen as the gentleman from Kentucky or any 


other gentleman upon this flogr, representing the public sentiment of 
my city, representing the city government, representing its great steam- 
boat and commercial interests, were here in the city of Washington, and 
stated to that gentleman in my presence the absolute necessity for the 
making of this appropriation in order to protect the banks of the Mis- 
sissippi River at that point, where further caving would ultimately in- 
volve a loss of more than $2,000,000 unless checked. 


In vindication of that people and of those gentlemen who appeared 


before the committee I have to say to the House now that I do not be 
lieve there is a single individual in Memphis, and I am certain I do 
not represent the wishes of any such, who entertains such an opinion 
who desires that an appropriation shall be included in this bill for his 
personal benefit or for the protection of private property any further 
than such property may be necessarily protected in the efforts to pro- 
tect the public property. 


This is the most important harbor on the Mississippi River be- 


tween Saint Louis and New Orleans. It is the commercial emporium 
of the Lower Mississippi Valley. More than 600,000 bales of cotton 
are shipped annually from that point. Seventeen hundred water craft 


land at its wharves. Nearly 40,000 seamen and steamboat-men man 
these crafts and earn their living by it. 

Heretofore one and a half millions of dollars’ worth of property has 
been destroyed in Memphis by reason of the current of the river being 
diverted from the Arkansas shore to the Tennessee shore before Con- 


gress made any appropriation whatever to arrest the evil. Some years 


ago upon estimates of the engincers an appropriation was made, which 
has been kept up continuously ever since, and a large amount of prop- 
erty, which before now would in all human probability have gone into 
the bosom of the river and been swept out to the Gulf, has been pro- 
tected. The engineers estimate that $75,000 is necessary to complete 
the work. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I took occasion upon the introduction 
of this bill into the House todeclare that I was not only not responsible 
for any of these radical features, but that I intended to oppose them 
here in the committee. I thought then that they were calculated to 
shock the common sense of the country and arouse its indignation against 
the report. Unfortunately for this bill, and unfortunately for the great 
objects in view, it did succeed in arousing the sentiment of this House 
against it. But now I want to appeal to the members of this body, 
who have at heart the interests of the rivers and harbors or the devel- 
opment of our internal commerce, to know, after the committee has re- 
ceded from every single one of these objectionable features, why a dis- 
cussion should go on that is based simply upon these propositions ? 

Eads is entirely outof the bill. Sandy Bay has been eliminated from 
it. We are progressing as rapidly with the consideration of the bill as 
the Committee of the Whole will allow us under the rules of the House 
to proceed. 

The statement has been repeatedly made here that the commitiee 
was not willing and did not hear members of the House in the prepara- 
tion of this bill. I want to say here now, and put it upon the record 
of this House, that there is not a member of the House who has been 
denied the privilege of being heard by the present Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. During this present term of Congress every member of 
this House who applied to be heard has been heard. At the former 
session of this Congress there was not one who wished to be heard and 
was not heard. 

For five long months this committee sat almost day and night listen- 
ing to the complaints of everybody and to the applications of every- 
body; and then when the short session came on, and it was determined 
that this committee could not in justice to itself undertake to go into 
new enterprises, we then said, having heard the members of this House 
once upon their projects, having heard all the delegations fully at the 
long session, we would not be discharging our duty to the House if we 
would undertake to delay the consideration of this bill. Many mem- 
bers talked to me privately as they did towther members of the com 
mittee. I explained the matter to them; and I challenge one single 
member of this House to get up and say that he at that time protested 
against it as a wrong or outrage against him. On the contrary, it was 
universally acknowledged and conceded that it was the only course we 
could pursue. 

Now, one word further in relation to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG]. I protest here against the appro- 
priation of a solitary dollar to any landing on the Mississippi River. 
Those landings are not harbors in any sense of the word. They are not 
harbors such as any Government can or ought to improve. They are 
mere private landings established for inland commerce, and they do 
not come within the purview of a river and harbor bill. If this House 
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of the United States, after the pockets of over 50,000,000 of people had 


and an outrage upon the people. It would destroy the whole object of 


| 


other propositions, it would shock the common sense of the country and 
arouse its just indignation against us. . 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youne]. 

Mr. YOUNG. I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
desired to offer an amendment to the paragraph. He was proposing to 
offer it when the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youna] rose. The 
Chair will now entertain, that amendment. 

The Clerk read Mr. PAYN®E’s proposed amendment, as follows: 

In line 120, strike out ‘' $10,000" and insert “ $20,000; "’ so that it will read: 

‘Improving harbor at Great Sodus Bay : Continuing improvement, $20,000,”’ 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment in good faith, 
and I desire the attention of the committee for the first five minutes 
that I have trenched upon theirtime to hear a little something about 
this harbor at Great Sodus. There can be no doubt about its com- 
mercial importance It is at the terminus of the Northern Railroad of 
Pennsylvania, their line running from Great Sodus through the States 
of New York and Pennsylvania by the way Williamsport and Harris- 
burg to Baltimore and Washington. It is a great coal-carrying road, 
and this railroad company intends to make the port at Great Sodus the 
principal point for the shipment of coal both for Canada and the great 
lakes in the West. By the way, I want to call the attention of the com- 
mittee again to the fact that the poor little Dominion of Canada is 
spending millions of dollars to provide a canal around the Niagara 
Falls in order to draw away a portion of the commerce that naturally 
belongs to the United States, and take it down to Montreal and Quebec. 
I say the little Dominion of Canada has lately expended millions of 
dollars to increase the depth of the Welland Canal so that boats draw- 
ing fourteen feet of water can pass around it. That necessitates the 
improvement of the principal harbors on the’ shore of Lake Ontario. 
But the committee seem to have overlooked the fact that this board of 
engineers recommend that such harbors as Charlotte, Great Sodus, 
Little Sodus, and Ogdensburg should immediately have their capati- 
ties increased so that vessels coming through this canal can enter these 
harbors. ? 

The committee in the first instance determined to appropriate for the 
improvement of the Great Sodus Harbor the munificent sum of $5,000. 
Well, I got the door open far enough to find out on what theory they 
did it; and I was told that the commerce of this harbor would not war- 
rant any larger expenditure. And it seemed to be a new revelation to 
the committee when they turned to the collector’s report and found 
there was actually collected during the last year at this port the sum 
of $19,400 in customs. They concluded that it was a harbor impor- 
tant enough to increase the sum from $5,000 to $10,000. They told me, 
as I presume they will tell this committee, that they were only allow- 
ing 25 per cent. of the engineer’s estimate; and yet they have allowed 
$12,000,000 in this bill upon $32,000,000 of estimates of the engineers, 
and at the same time they tell this committee they have stricken out 
one hundred and forty harbors that the engineers have made recom- 
mendations for. 

Now why not exercise a little common sense in regard to this bill ? 
Why not pick out the important harbors that are nearing completion 
and appropriate the money necessary to complete them, and try to keep 
pace with the Dominion of Canada in our internal improvements ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, I can only repeat that we have allowed to this harbor the 
same proportion that was allowed to four-fifths of the harbors of the 
country. The estimate of theengineer is for $40,000. The committee 
has allowed one-fourth of that amount, which is $10,000. They have 
on hand the sum of $14,308, which,}with the $10,000, would give them 
about $25,000. The committee in the last Congress, on a bill much 
larger than the present one, reported for this improvement the sum of 
$10,000, the same amount that is given in this bill. It may not be all 
that they could use, but it is all that could be given consistently with 
the demands of other points of equal if not of greater importance. _I 
ask for a vote on the amerfiiment. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
and I yield my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. . Mr. Chairman, it is true that there is available for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, the sum of $14,308.85; but I ask 
the chairman of the committee and the members of this Committee of 
the Whole what that has to do with the amount that is to be appro- 

priated for the fiscal year commencing on the Ist day of July, 1885? 

Why, sir, that $14,000 is already contracted for, and the work will be 

done and the money expended before the 30th of June, 1885; and why 

is it that this Committee on Rivers and Harbors will continually harp 
upon the amounts that are still available for the fiscal year ending on 
the 30th day of June next when we are making appropriations for the 
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were to undertake to establish landingsand improve landings upon the | fiscal year ending June 30, 1886? It is an insult to the intelligence of 
inland streams, upon the Ohio River, the Mississippi River, and the | this Congress for them to continually try to defeat these amendments 
Missouri River, there would not be money enough left in the Treasury | that are offered in good faith upon any such flimsy pretext as that. 


Mr. Chairman, the engineer further reports that about five hundred 


been drained, to carry out such improvements. It would be a wrong | linear feet of the east and four hundred linear feet of the west pier 
superstructure is badly decayed, and will require to be rebuilt within 
the system of internal improvements; and as I said before about these | the next two years at an estimated cost of $12,000. Also, that the 
east breakwater will require some repairs. And these repairs are re- 
quired within two years of the time when this report was made. The 
time will be nearly up when the fiscal year for which we are now ap- 
propriating expires; and yet this committee do not propose to provide 
a dollar of this $12,000 that is necessary to protect the work already 
done. 


I suppose they intend to wait until, by the action of the winds and 


waves, the work is swept away, unless some immediate occasion for do- 
ing something should arise, and then, instead of appropriating $12,000, 
we shall have to appropriate $25,000, $40,000, or perhaps $50,000-to 
repair the breaks. I suppose that is the idea of the committee. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. PAYNE. I wish I could have two or three minutes more. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last three words, and I yield my time to the gentleman. from New 
York; but I wish that the gentleman would first answer a question. I 
understood him to say a while ago that he had got the door of the com- 
mittee-room open far enough to get this amount increased from $5,000 
to $10,000. He is the first member of this House who appears to have 
succeeded in getting before that exclusive committee, and I wish he 
would tell us how he did it. [Laughter] 


Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Chairman, perhaps a word of explanation 


is due to the members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. What 
I meant to say was that I went around and saw the members of the 
committee individually and told them my story. I had also permis- 
sion to see for about five minutes, in the committee-room, the engi- 
neer’s report; and from the recollection of that which I could carry away 
I wrote out and presented to a member of the committee a statement 
which I suppose went before the full committee, though I am not in- 
formed on that subject. But the report itself I could not get hold of 
to find out what the engineers had recommended until the bill was 
reported to the House. 


Now one thing further: The engineers say that the extension of the 


east breakwater so as to close up the gap where sand is drifting and 
where a good deal of dredging is required to be done will cost about 
$2,000. This, added to the $12,000, makes $14,000 that is impera- 
tively necessary to protect the work that has already been done. Still, 
the committee makes no provision for the great commerce coming to 
this port from the lakes and from the Welland Canal. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, it seems to me that there ought to be no doubt or hesitation about 
ingrafting on this bill this important amendment. It seems to me that 
we can all vote for it with a clear conscience, because we believe that 
this isa measure in the interest of rivers and harbors, in the interest of 
internal improvements, in the interest of providing water ways that shall 
furnish some protection against what gentlemen are pleased to call the 
‘* railroad kings’’ and the ‘‘ great monopolies.”’ 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthegentleman from Kentucky [Mr.WurtTe] 


withdraw his amendment to strike out the last three words? 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I withdraw it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PAYNk, there 
were—ayes 78, noes 72. 

Mr. WILLIS, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WILLIS and Mr. PAYNE were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 78, 
noes 92. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Improving harbor at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
000. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move to amend by adding after the paragraph 
just read the clause which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Olcott Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to know whether the offering 
of this amendment to come in after the lines just read will cut oif de- 
bate on those lines? I have a substantial amendment which I desire 
to offer to those lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is being considered not by lines, but 
by . This is an amendment to the paragraph. When it is 
i a further amendment to the paragraph will be in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. When my friend from New York 
[Mr. STEVENS] interposed I was seeking to offer an amendment to the 
appropriation for improving Gowanus Bay. I do not wish to lose my 
right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Stevens] allow his colleague [Mr. Ronprnson] to 
offer his amendment now. 
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Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. ~My amendment is an independent one. 
I will offer it hereafter at the proper time. I only desire not to lose 
my right. 

Mr BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve a point of order against the amend- 
ment just read. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis not pending. It has been withdrawn 
for the time being. : 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I move to amend by making the 
appropriation for continuing the improvement of the harbor at Gow- 
anus Bay $20,000. , 

We have been trying for a considerable period to get improvements 
at that place, and have been from time to time delayed or denied. All 
that part of the bay of New York, which needs large improvements, 
has been kept down to very small sums, hardly worth accepting, so 
small indeed that we would rather no appropriations had been made. 
I might mention Canarsie Bay and others for which the amounts ap- 
propriated have been very meager. 

Gowanus Bay is a very important part of the harbor of New York, 
and there is an immense commerce upon Gowanus Creek, extending a 
considerable distance above Hamilton avenue bridge. We. believe 
there ought to be an appropriation to dredge that canal above the 
bridge, because the immense amount of United States business above 
that point should be provided for by the Government, and the cost 
should not be put upon the city of Brooklyn. We are not now ina 
position, however, to urge any appropriation for the canal or creek. 
But for Gowanus Bay the committee here propose to give us $5,000. 
The original proposition was ‘‘to dredge a channel from the 18-foot 
contour outside the bay to the drawbridge at Hamilton avenue”’ at 
an estimated cost of $182,850. The report of the engineer states: 

The amount expended at the close of the year ending June 30, 1883, was $40,- 


124.31, and a channel dredged 1,826 feet long, 100 feet wide, and 18 feet deep at 
mean low water. 


The amount expended during the year ending June 30, 1884, was $19,661.82. 


These expenditures, amounting to about $60,000, leave $120,000 of 
the original estimate unappropriated. The Engineer-in-Chief states in 
this report that the amount which can be profitably expended during 
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1886, is $50,000. Yet this committee 
gar to give us the small sum of $5,000 for this vast improvement. 
Why, sir, we ask nothing for the canal above the bridge, upon which 
the Engineer-in-Chief states there is a very large amount of tonnage. 
That canal, although we ask nothing for it, has more commerce than 
one-half the rivers and harbors mentioned in this bill. 

I do not believe there are ten rivers on the whole bill of as much im- 
portance as Gowanus Creek above the bridge, for which we do not ask 
anything. - 

I ask to make an amendment—and I hope the chairman will allow 
me to make it—that is, $20,000 for the improvement of Gowanus Har- 
bor. I hope he will allow some increase and not keep us down; allow 
us some decent sum, so we can go on and make some improvements, in- 
stead of giving driblets of appropriations in this way. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention to 
offer an amendment in line 22, and to call attention to the fact the 
committee had evidently made a mistake in putting in $5,000 for Gow- 
anus Bay when the engineers recommended $50,000. I will be chari- 
table and suppose the committee intended the word “‘five’’ for “‘ fifty,’’ 
because the engineers’ report from which the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Rosryson] has just read states that $50,000 can be 
properly expended for this important harbor. I had intended to con- 
trast this harbor for which $5,000 is recommended in this bill with Hing- 
ham Harbor, for which $6,000, by the action of yesterday, was appro- 
priated. I had intended to call the attention of this committee to the 
fact that with asmallsum of money a depth of water varying from six 
te eight feet had been deepened to eighteen feet, and a channel of one 
hundred feet wide had been made at Gowanus Bay, whereasat Hingham 
they have to-day in that channel more than eight feet of water, while 
the work they pro; to do there is to carry that channel to the im- 
mense length of oe miles, which seems to be entirely for the benefit 
of that one steam boat there to which I have already referred, 

Now let me call the attention of this committee to the report of the 
engineer, where he says on page 4 of this special report: 


__ The pro improvement consists in restoring to the upper portion of the 
channel width obtained by ing in 1875, and giving it a depth of ten 
feet at mean low water, which is an increase of two feet on the depth formerly 
obtained. It is also proposed to remove the ledge lying about midway in the 
lower channel between Chandler's and Ragged Islands. 


Further on the assistant engineer in charge of the work says: 
‘ The least width of the channel excavated in 1876 was one hundred feet; it 


has diminished in width more than half. Above the wharf of the | 


steamboat company no channel of ht feet depth exists now; the av : 
depth oe comes eig! p' s no e average 


Anda Little further on suggests: 
During spring tides the water frequently falls 1.5 feet, and at times nearly 


three feet below mean low water, so that but five and one-half feet, and occa- 


sionlly not much over four feet depth of water can be counted on. 


ginal 50-foot wide channel does not exceed now three and a half 


He says on page 6: 

Total estimated cost of improvements, $18,750 

The above estimate appears high, but is not so considering the rather unfa- 
vorable circumstances under which the work has to be done, among which the 
great distance to which the excavaied material will have to be carried, partly 
through crooked and narrow channels, out to sea about nine miles or more, is 
the most prominent 

We have appropriated only a third of that amount by the action of 
yesterday. We have given $6,000 on the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] for that harbor at Hingham where oniy 
$18,000 is recommended, and where there is but little.commerce. 

Now, sir, Iam in favor of improving harbors where there is little com- 
merce. Do not understand me to say we ought not to have done that; 
but I am astonished how unjust and how unfair the discrimination 1s 
in this bill. Where it is said by the Engineer Department $50,000 could 
be expended profitably this year the committee put in the bill only $5,000, 
scarcely enough to pay for the running expenses of the machinery 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Roprnson ] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 62. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I do not wish to detain this com- 
mittee, but I think we ought to have the vote on that by tellers, as I 
understand there is no quorum, but I ask, for tellers not for the pur- 
pose of delaying the committee, but this is a meritorious case and de- 
serves 2 vote. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Ropinson, of New York, and Mr 
WILLIS as tellers. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. After what has been said to me by 
the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I withdraw the 
point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 122 insert: 

“Improvement of Olcott Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement, 

5,000.”” 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, again, in the discharge of what 
I believe to be my duty as a Representative upon this floor, I have 
been compelled to ask the indulgence of the committee while I shal! 
explain to it the objects and purposes of this amendment. The harbor 
for which this appropriation is asked has had already expended upon it 
by the General Government the sum of $118,000. The amount needed 
to complete it, according to the report of the engineers, is $30,000. That 
amount was asked for last year, but the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


consequently it had nothing to depend upon except the small unex- 
pended balance coming over from previous years. The engineer in 
charge of this work says: 

There will be no operations at this harbor during the present season, since 
the funds are practically exhausted. 


The engineer also goes on to say that the appropriation of $30,000 
asked for is to be applied to the extension and maintenance of the piers 
and the deepening of the channel between the piers. 

It is true, sir, that the commerce at this harbor is not very large. I 
believe there was something over 100,000 packages of merchandise 
handled there last year. The only amount [ ask in this amendment* 
as will be seen, is not the $30,000 recommended by the engineers, nor 
one-fourth of it, which I understand the Committee on Rivers and Har‘ 
bors seem inclined to recommend in accordance with the report of the 
F but I only ask one-sixth of the sum, in order that the recom- 


in their judgment decided to make no appropriation whatever, and 


mendation of the engineer, to wit, that the improvements already made 
may be preserved, shall be carried out. 

I do not ask this, sir, in any spirit of criticism upon the action of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors; nor do I desire to be called an ob- 
structionist because, having been denied an opportunity of presenting 
the claims of this harbor in any other way than before the Committee 
of the Whole House, I think it is a right not only that I have, but that 
every member of the committee has, to present the claims of their re- 
spective constituents and the claims of harbors in their districts in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. In that spirit alone have I offered this amend- 
ment, and I hope it will be accepted. { 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in one word I desire to say that this 
harbor had a full hearing in the last Congress as well as in this. The 
gentleman himself appeared before the committee then. 

Mr. STEVENS. . Not this year. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not this year; Lefer to the last session of Congress. 
It was rejected in the last session, and was rejected also in this, sim- 


| ply for the reason that its commercial statistics were so small. There 


| were only 19,000 packages of merchandise and some 91,000 pourids of 
provisions as the whole of the exports from that point. The whole 
revenue derived was $83.90, while the whole imports reached $118. 
Now we were compelled to make some discrimination as to the na- 
tionality and importance of these harbors, and simply for the reason 
that it did not come up to the measure of what was required as a na- 
tional improvement we felt compelled to reject the application to 
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make an appropriation for this point; and I may say it was excluded 
reluctantly from this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Little Sodus Bay, New York: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10,000. 


































Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out ‘‘ten,’’ in line 128, and insert 
‘‘ fifteen;’’ so that it will read: 
Continuing improvement, $15,000, 


This harbor is in a situation very similar to the Big Sodus Harhor, of 
which I spoke a fw moments ago. It is at the terminusof the Lehigh 
Valley Railroad, a road running across the States of New York and 
Pennsylvania to Philadelphia, and is the outlet on the lakes of the 
great Lehigh Valley coal,mines. It has a larger commerce than Big 
Sodus. The collections from import duties were $23,589 for the last 
fiscal year. But otherwise the cases arealmost exactly parallel. There 
is about the same sum left over, which it is necessary to use to pay for 
contracts already existing before the 30th dayof June next. In every 
other respect I think it is exactly, similar. 

Now, I have suggested the sum of $15,000 in this amendment not 
because of the impression that seems to prevail in the minds of the com- 
mittee that if we add five or ten thousand dollars to this bill in the way 
of an amendment the whole thing is so weak that that small sum might 
make it topple over and that consequently we must stand by the com- 
mittee and support the bill and must not increase it by any small amount 
which may be absolutely necessary for fear that the bill could not carry 
it, but because I believe that unless this bill is amended in these par- 
ticulars, and unless some objectionable features are stricken from the 
“bill which are already there, so that the aggregate will be below the 
$12,000,000, it will not furnish a bill that has a chance to pass this Con- 
gress. We have already stricken out $100,000 for Sandy Bay. Now, 
I want to put in a little for these harbors about the country which are 
of national importance and which have a commerce and which are har- 
bors that need improvement, and let every member not only of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole but every member of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors vote his honest convictions, and not feel compelled tostand bya 
report of the committee when it must be seen that that report is made 
without receiving all the light upon the subject which is obtainable and 
when this body can see that the committee was wrong and that the 
amendment offered is right. 

The question being taken on Mr. PAYNE’s amendment, it was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes 56, noes 67. 

Mr. STEVENS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 128 insert the following: 
“Improving Wilson Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement, $5,000.” 


Mr. STEVENS. This is another of the same class of harbors for 
which I have offered the two previous amendments. I only desire to 
state in connection with this matter that the amount of money al- 
ready expended here is $49,866. The amount required according to 
the estimate of the engineer to complete it is $50,000. The amount 
he recommends to be appropriated this year, or which he states can be 
economically expended during this year, is $30,000. 

I have offered this amendment in order to preserve the work. All I 
ask for in the amendment is $5,000, simply to preserve in repair the 
work already done. 

In answer to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
I will state that the revenue received at that port by the United States 
collector is $932. And in further answer to the objection the gentle- 
man offered to making an appropriation for Olcott Harbof, I will say 
that I find by reference to the bill which the committee have presented 
that for the harbor of Fairport, Ohio, where the magnificent sam of 
$87.85 was collected during the last twelve months, the committee rec- 
ommend an appropriation of $5,000. At Black Lake, Mich., there was 
a revenue in one year of $212.57, and the committee recommend an 
appropriation by their bill of $6,000. 

And so I could go through the bill, taking up item after item. But 
I do not desire to do it, merely calling the attention of the committee 
to the fact that the objection offered by the honorable chairman of the 
committee in regard to Olcott Harbor does not prevail against this, and 
that it does obtain against quite a number of harbors for which he has 
reported in the bill presented quite liberal appropriations. 

Mr. WILLIS. In one word, I desire to say this was fully considered 


the committee, on which his own State was represented, it was ex- 
cluded. The reason given is here stated: 

The question is of growing importance whether the United States is to 
serve improvements made by the Government originally but now lying inside 
the shore line and in use or subject to use by ri m owners for d &e., 
thorities or parties most in interest. 


lic money; and the committee did not believe it ought to be. 
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at the last session. The gentleman had a hearing, and by a vote of 


or whether such original Government work is to preserved by the local au- 
The question is whether this harbor is to be improved eveate use by pub- 


Mr. STEVENS. I desire to say in answer to the gentleman from Ken- 
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tucky [Mr. WILLIs] that that is the very principle that I would like 
to see decided by this House; and that is whether after the Government 
of the United States shall have during a long series of years been making 
these appropriations, and shall have made very comfortable harbors in 
most instances for the use not merely of the riparian owners but for 
the use of all the people, especially of those who may happen to have 
ships and vesselsof various kinds doing business on the waters and rivers 
where these improvements have been made—whether Congress shall now 
discontinue those works. This is the very question which the people 
want to have understood and settled—whether by this Congress there 
is to be an abandonment of all the precedents of past Congresses, and 
whether this burden is to be thrown on the individuals who happen to 
be living contiguous to those improvements which have been made in 
years past. We want to know what the sentiment of this Congress is, 
and whether the rights of the people which have been protected in years 
past by Congress are in future to be ignored. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. STEVENS, 
it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y. : Continuing improvement, $50,000. 


Mr. NUTTING. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

= line 134 strike out ** $50,000" and insert ** $95,000;”" so that the clause will 
"Ss Lensovine harbor at Oswego, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $95,000,” 

Mr. NUTTING. I offer this amendment with the belief that it ought 
to be allowed. The harbor of Oswego holds from the seventh to the 
tenth place among the harbors of the United States as regards the col- 
lection of duties. Itis the principal harbor of Lake Ontario, and nearly 
at the foot of lake navigation. 

The report of the engineers for the last year asks Congress to appro- 
priate $70,000 for repairs and continuation of work on this harbor. 


The Committee on Rivers and Harbors has thought fit to give us $50,000. © 


But, Mr. Chairman, allow me to say that since the report of the en- 
gineers was made a storm came upon the works of that harbor and two 


hundred and fifty feet of the pier were swept away;-the entire pier of . 


this harbor is, if I recollect correctly, about three-fourths of a mile in 
length, and shuts in the water of the lake to the extent of one hundred 
acres, 

This is not all. By this break in the piers of the harbor of Oswego, 
which occurred in December last, not only the Government works them- 
selves, which have cost the Government about $1,500,000, arein danger, 
but the immense property on the water front of the city, to the extent 
of a million dollars and probably more, is in danger of destruction. I 
formulated a resolution to be passed through the Senate that a survey 
be made of these damages, and a survey was made under instructions 
of the Senate. 

This damage which I have described to the House is said by the En- 
gineer, in answer to the Senate resolution, to amount to $45,000; and in 
speaking of the necessity of this appropriation in a letter to the mayor 
he says substantially that it is absolutely necessary for the preserva- 
tion of the public works at the harbor of the city ot Oswego. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the members of this eommittee will look at 
this matter for a few minutes as business men, I am sure there will not 
be a single dissenting vote against the amendment that I have offered. 
The customs districtof Oswego has within the last twenty years col- 
lected nearly or quite $20,000000, for the Treasury of the United States. 
We have received there for all our public works less than the interest 
upon the money which we have eollected and put into the Treasury. 
Yet now, when the United States engineers, under their official oaths, 
have said that it is necessary for the preservation of all this work, 
when they have said that it is absolutely necessary in order that the 
harbor of Oswego may be kept open, that $45,000 shall be added to the 
original estimation, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors simply sit 
down and in substance say that this harbor shall not have the money. 

Mr. Chairman, I warn this House and the country that if that appro- 
priation be not made, to the amount of more than a million 
dollars will be done within the next six months within the harbor of 
Oswego by the storms. 

Do gentlemen realize the importance of this harbor? The tonnage 
of Oswego last year was over 350,000; the amount of lumber shipped 
into that harbor from Canada over 187,000,000 feet in the year 1883. 
The amount of coal which is shipped from that harbor to other ports 
and other countries was about a quarter of a million tons in the same 
year. The grain of all kinds which came to that port in 1883 was 
nearly four and-a half million b and the amount of customs col- 
lected that year direct—saying nothing about bonded was nearly 
$700,000, The value of imports was nearly six million and a half of 
bag the value of exports about $2,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not dispute, and I am sure that 
no member of the Committee on Rivers and rs will dispute, the 
commercial im of the harbor of Oswego, and the gommittee 
have endeav to be strictly just to its claims. The estimate of the 
engineer of the amount that could be profitably ed was $70,000. 
In the cases of fully four-fifths of the banbts of the country the com- 
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mittee has allowed one-fourth of the estimated amount, but in this 
case, instead of allowing one-fourth of the estimate, which would have 
been something over $16,000, the committee have allowed $50,000. 

Mr. NUTTING. Does the gentleman mean that of the $50,000 
$45,000 is to be appropriated for the mending of the piers? 

Mr. WILLIS. I was about to come tothe point. In the last Con- 

this House appropriated for the harbor of Oswego $40,000, and the 
Senate added $40,000, making $80,000; so that, if the appropriation in 
this bill be allowed, that harbor will have on hand $130,000. In the 
year preceding they were able to expend only $54,000. So that, even 
allowing for these improvements, they will not be able, gentlemen of 
the committee, toexpend more than the amount of $140,000 in the next 
two fiscal years—$70,000 per year. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
of the pending amendment in order that I may have an opportunity 
to answer briefly the statement of the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

I was as unfortunate as other members of the House in my efforts to 
get into the room of that committee so as to lay before them my views 
as to the necessity for this appropriation for the harbor of Oswego, but 
I did place in the hands of some of the members of the committce (who 
were generous enough to listen to what I had to say and to receive the 
papers I had to present) evidence to show that this money, which the 
chairman of the committee says is now on hand, has been already ex- 
pended under contracts, and that before the end of this fiscal year it 

will be entirely expended, and there will not be a dollar on hand with 
which to carry on work from June, 1885, to June, 1886. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is any legislative body in the world that 
ought to be governed by business principles in its legislation it is the 
Congress of the United States. Where would you have got the money 
you are now appropriating if it had not been for such harbors as that of 
Oswego, which have been continually bringing into the Treasury of the 
United States the money upon which we are now drawing for the im- 
provement of the harbors and the commerce of the country? And yet, 
when the time comes that we need some of this money to maintain and 
keep in existence the harbor of Oswego, and when we come here with 
the sworn report of the Government engineers that it is necessary to 
have $45,000 more in order to mend the piers in that harbor so that 
the property there and the harbor itself may not be exposed to damage 
and ruin, this committee refuses to make the appropriation. 

Any business man owning these piers and this harbor, if he found 
this break in the piers, would at once expend every dollar necessary 
to repair them. Yet this Congress, when the whole matter is laid be- 
fore it time -after time, refuses to make the appropriations which it 
should make as legislators for the nation. I ask the members of this 
House to vote this amendment of $45,000 which the engineers say is 
necessary to carry on the work at this point, and especially to preserve 
the work already placed there by the Government. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does not this bill provide more than the $45,000 re- 
quired to repair the damage ? 

Mr. NUTTING. It provides $5,000 more; and I suppose the gen- 
tleman would have us credit that $5,000 upon the $70,000 additional, 
which the engineers have stated in their annual report to be necessary 
for the preservation and continuation of the works there. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NuTTING, there 
were—ayes 73, noes 84, 

Mr. NUTTING. I make the point that no quorum has voted and 
call for tellers. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. NuTTING and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 84, 


permission granted Maj. William Ludlow by the act of February 28, 
1883, to accept a civil position. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to trespass upon, the 
business of the Pension Committees; but I will ask unanimous consent 
that at the close of to-night’s session the House take a recess until 10 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

A MEMBER. Let us hear the request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] asks unanimous consent that at the close of the session to- 
night the House take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. VALENTINE and others objected. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move that the House now take a recess until 10 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that the order under which the 
House meets on Friday night be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending that, the Chair will ask con- 
sent to present several executive communications. 

GOVERNMENT RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a de- 
tailed account of receipts and expenditures of the United States for the 
fiseal year ending June 30,1880; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SKIPTON CREEK, MARYLAND. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, also laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of War, inclosing report of the 
Chief of Engineers of an examination of Skipton Creek, Maryland; 
which was:referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
Cases: 

To Mr. HArt, for the remainder of the day, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. STEVENS, for to-morrow, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BAGLEY, until Monday next, on account of business. 

To Mr. FIEDLER, until Tuesday next, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WEMPLE, until Monday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. BrumM, until Tuesday next, on account of sickness. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 674) to authorize the purchase of additional grounds for the 
United States court-house and post-office building at Springfield, 111. ; 
and 

A bill (8. 2168) for the relief of the executrix of Ayres P. Merrill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House, in pursuance of its standing order, takes a recess till 8 o’clock 
p. m.; the session of to-night, at which the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. BAGLEY, will preside, being for the consideration of pension busi- 
ness. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’¢lock p. m., 
80 Mr. BAGLEY in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
ap the amendment of Mr. NUTTING was adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the right to have a vote in the 
House on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Saugerties, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee now rise. ° 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 1793) to amend section 4434 of title 
52 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning commerce 
and navigation and the regulation of steam-vessels. 

‘The message further informed the House that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 309) extending the 


BUSINESS BY UNANIMOUS CONSENT. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I was not present when the com- 
mittees were called, the only time they were called since the last meet- 
ing of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and therefore I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may make two reports, which I was instructed by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to submit. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not object, but I would like to 
know whether this can be done under the order of this evening session. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. It has been done before in two or 
three instances, I think. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then if it has been done before I shall 
not object. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Anything can be done by unanimous 
consent. 

There was no objection. 


BENJAMIN P. LOWELL. 


_ Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension 
to Benjamin {P. Lowell; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CYNTHIA MARTIN AND CATHERINE STOVER. 
Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
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sions, also reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2804) for the 
relief of Cynthia Martin and Catherine Stover; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Houseresolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the consider- 
ation of pension cases. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 


into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. 
Hatcu, of Missouri, in the chair. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BREWER, of New York. I ask by unanimous consent to take 


up from the Calendar the bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda 
Allen. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest that some order of pro- 
cedure be adopted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask by unanimous consent that mem- 
bers may be allowed to call up such cases as they may see proper. 

The CHAIRMAN. Alternating from one side to the other according 
to the practice of the last two sessions of the Committee of the Whole 
House. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


AMANDA ALLEN. 


Mr. BREWER, of New York. I call up the bill (H. R. 7938) grant- 
~~. pension to Amanda Allen. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the rovisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda Allen, mother of Charles 


F. Allen, late of Company B, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 


The petitioner is the mother of Charles F. Allen, who enlisted August, 1862, as 
a private in Company B, One hundred and fifty-fourth New York Volunteers, 
and who died October 5, 1864, at Savannah, Ga., while a prisoner of war. The 
mother’s application for pension was filed October 9, 1879, and rejected on the 

round that the soldier at the date of death left a widow surviving, who would 
Cove prior right to pension if allowed. 

The claimant, in her affidavit,alleges that the soldier was never married nor 
left a widow or child or children. She also states in another affidavit that her 
60n was married prior to his enlistment, but did not live amicably, and the wife 
remarried prior to soldier’sdeath; that he lived with his wife scarcely a month, 
and that she was a woman of badmorals. It isshown also that the wife remar- 
ried or lived with another man prior to soldier's death. A witness says that in 
1862, while in the service, at Chattanooga, he wrote a will for said Allen, by the 
terms of which he gave to his mother all his property of every kind, including 
all claims for back pay and demands of every nature. This affiant says he 
knew the wife of soldier and when he married her. After their Mrs. 
Allen acquired a bad reputation, and it was so understood by man ple. Al- 
len told this affiant this also,and that he intended to not live with her again, 
and that he should get a divorce on his return home. 

The husband of claimant was, for a long time prior to his death, seriously dis- 
abled, so that he could perform little, if any, manual r. 

The petitioner testifies that prior to his enlistment the soldier, her son, was 
her principal support, and that she was dependent upon him for her mainte- 
nance, and that he gave her from time to time while in the said service all he 
received as bounty or wages while in the service. 

The mother is an old woman, and is very poor, and she is represented as being 
= \ reputable woman, and has the respect of the community in which 
she lives. 

As the widow of this man seems to have sought the society of another, inthe 
capacity of a wife, and that, too, prior to the death of the soldier, and as the 
mother was dependent upon the soldier, and by his death lost her support, aud 
is now in need of aid, the committee think it proper she should be pensioned, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
JUDSON BOSTWICK. 

Mr. STEVENS. I call up the bill (H. R. 7334) granting a pension 
to Judson Bostwick. “ . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Judson Bostwick, of Arcade, N. Y. 
late of Company ¥ Fifth Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers. . 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I hope the gentleman from New York 
will make a short explanation of this case. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Bostwick, the 
claimant, enlisted September 11, 1861, and was discharged July 2, 1862. 
On December 18, 1879, he filed a deciaration for a pension, which was 


rejected February 16, 1883, on the ground that there was no record of 


alleged disability inthe War Department. There is abundanceof med- 
ical evidence of prior soundness and of disability at the time of discharge. 
He had contracted a severe cold by reason of exposure near Annapolis, 
Md., which resulted in disease of the kidneys and lungs, a disease that 
still continues. The examining surgeon finds him one-half disabled, 
or suppose will be the measure of the pension that would be 
granted. 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 





THOMAS D. FITCH. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I call up the bill (H. R. 7696) granting a 
pension to Thomas D. Fitch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas D. Fitch, late surgeon of 
the Forty-second ocnent Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will make a short 
explanation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I will state that Mr. Fitch was a surgeon, 
in 1862, of the Forty-second Illinois Volunteers, and was mustered on 
the 12th of January. He had previously been appointed as assistant 
surgeon in November; had served during November, December, and a 
portion of January with his regiment in Missouri, He had little know]- 
edge of military matters, and supposed he was regularly appointed, but 
it turned out that he was not regularly appointed and did not receive a 
commission as assistant surgeon. He did receive a commission as sur- 
geon, and was mustered, as I have already stated, on the 12th of Janu- 
ary, 1862: ; 

He is reported onthe rolls of the Department as having been present 
during the month of November as assistant surgeon, borne on the rolls 
as a member of the staff, and participated in the duties of an officer— 
was so regarded and so obeyed. The disability under which he asks 
this pension was caused by an attack of typhoid fever at the time he 
was acting assistant surgeon. The technical ruling of the Department 
is probably correct, that he was not actually in the service at that time. 
He recovered from that attack and served for two years or more, doing 
good in the Army as surgeon. The Adjutant-General referred the 
matter to Congress so that the record might be corrected. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HARRY H. G. KISLINGBURY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MAYBURY. I call up House bill 7618, granting a pension to 
Harry H. G. Kislingbury, Walter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler 8. Kis- 
lingbury, and Douglas E. L. Kislingbury, children of the late Fred- 
erick F. Kislingbury, a lieutenant inthe Eleventh Regiment United 
States Infantry, reported from the committee with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That the-Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed a to Rowe on the pension-roll the names of Harry H.G. Kis- 
ck Kislingbury, Wheeler Schofield Kislingbury, and 

, all minor children of the late Lieutenant Frederick 
F. Kislingbury, Eleventh United States Infantry,and to pay to each of said 
children a ion at the rate of $25 per month, commencing June't, 1834, and 
until said children severally attain the of 21 years. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take Smenetiiete effect. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out in line 9 “twenty-five ” and insert “ten ;"’ and strike out the words 
“commencing June 1, 1884.” 

Mr. MAYBURY. I need not state the facts of the death of Lieu- 
tenant Kislingbury, one of the heroes of the Greely expedition, as it is 
a matter of history. So far as his orphan children are concerned they 
are now residents of my State, and the guardian appointed for them by 
the probate court of the county reports to me that the estate consists 
only of a few personal effects of their late father and that they are in 
destitute circumstances. I ask for the reading of the report, which is 
sh 


ort. 
The report (by Mr. Roprnson, of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 7618) grant- 
ing a pension to Harry H. G. Kisli ry, Walter F. Kisli ry, Wheeler 8. 
Kislingbury, and Douglas E. L. K of the late Frederick F. 
Kislingbury, a lieutenant in the Eleventh ment United States Infantry, 
having had the same under consideration, beg leave to asfollows: - 

Lieutenant cine, after long suffering, met his while in service 
of the United States in the Lady Franklin Bay ex ition, leaving four minor 
children, herein named, as wards of the nation. services the most hazard- 
hn ha the most heroic are matters of history too familiar to need re- 


rsing. 
eat committee beg leave to report the following letter from Lieutenant 


reely : 

“ Dear Ste: I trust that the bill in-your charge eee n for 
Lieutenant Kislingbury’s children during minority will eet eenes 
It seems to me that the matter is in a nutshell. tenant Kisl: ry met 


Bay expedition, the 
are known. After twenty years’ honorable and faithful serv- 
ice, during ee Se ers in the volunteer army 
during the late war to lieutenant in the lar Army, he leaves four children 
and without I know his last thoughts were of those 
and that he and trusted that the Government would not sec 


them suffer. It seems to me that the Government can expect the most devoted 
and faithful duty to death from all its servants, but in return at least hope 
that thro their labor and at the price of lives re may come to 
those they leave dependent. “ 

“ Respectfully, yours, 


“Hon. W. E. Rozrysor, M. C.” “A. W. GREELY. 


Your committee recommend the of the bill with an amendment aw 
ing each of the ehildren $10 a month instead of $25. month, as provided by the 


Mr. WOLFORD. I move to amend by making it $15. 
Mr. MAYBURY. The committee have considered the matter, and 
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I think it had better remain as reported by them. I believe the 
amount is small. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This continues the pension until 21 years of age. 
Is that the usual custom? ; ‘ ; 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The general law is until they are six- 
teen. 

Mr. WOLFORD. These are orphan children, with no means of sup- 

rt. 

a WoLrorp’s amendment was disagreed to. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

DANIEL B. RANDALL. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I call up from the Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 7903) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall, and ask to put 


it upon its : . 
he read, as follows: 


af ag 
The bill was 
Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel B. Randall, late a private 
in Company A, One hundred and second Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MORRIS GELD. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, i ask the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4869) for the relief of Morris Geld. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That Morris Geld, late of the general mounted service, 
United States Army, be, and he hereby is, placed on the pension-roll of the 
United States, subject to the limitationsand provisions of the pension laws, with 
rate proportioned to his disability, and to take effect from date of discharge, 
September 30, 1882. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
in its form. 
shape. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. WOLFORD) is as follows: 


Morris Geld entered Company B, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cav- 
alry, December 19, 1862, and was honorably discharged on July 17, 1865, having 
made a good soldier. He enlisted in the United States Army October 6, 1865, in 
the Second Cavalry, for three years, and was honorably discharged October 6, 
1868. In his discharge his character is given as ‘excellent in every respect, so- 
ber, and attentive to duties.” 

Enlisted again the same day in the regiment for five years, and was honorably 
discharged September 25, 1870, in consequence of General Order No. 92. This 
discharge says, ‘‘ Character excellent, and temperate in his habits.’’ 

October 13, 1870, he re-enlisted again in the Fourth United States Cavalry for 
five years, and was honorably discharged October 13, 1875. This discharge says, 
“Character excellent.” 

He enlisted as sergeant on October 22, 1875, and was honorably discharged 
October 21, 1880. Thisdischarge says, ‘“* Character very good.”’ 

He enlisted again February 1), 1882, for five years, and was discharged Sep- 
tember 13, 1882, on a surgeon's certificate of disability. Character still good. 

His disability occurred while in the line of his uty in this way: A street-car 
ran over his hand and mashed the bones of # so badly that his left hand had to 
be taken off at the wrist-joint. He was on recruiting service at Philadelphia. 
Being sick one morning, liis sergeant sent him out to take a short ride, believing 
it would do him good; he returned in a aay short time, and when within twenty 
feet of his quarters (the recruiting office) he fell and was run over by the car, 
with the result as before stated. His sergeant, who was in command, swears he 
was within twenty feet of him when he fell, and that he was perfectly sober. 


The ed his claim because he was out of his quarters with 
leave for a few minutes. 


Your committtee report the bill without amendment with the reeommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


Mr. WOLFORD. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions to 
move an amendment that this pension shall take effect from and after 
the passage of the act. I offer that amendment by the instruction of 
the committee, and while I do this at their instance I think at the 
same time that this gallant soldier who served his country faithfully, 
intelligently, and soberly should be entitled to this pension to date 
back from the date of the injury. I am for the private soldier now a 
little, and I think that after twenty years of gallant service, intel- 
lectual, honorable service to his country, he ought to be entitled to 
the and would have been entitled to it but for some quibble 
in the Department. There is no question but that he was injured in 
the line of duty. He was obeying the instructions of his superior offi- 
cer; and in my judgment there can be no doubt that the man who has 
been sent out by his superior officer for a specific purpose, and who is 
injured while absent or on his return to his command, if he is crippled 
for life, that it entitles him to a pension as much asif he had been shot 
down in battle. 

I say now, sir, that I have offered this amendment by the instruction 
of the committee, and having done my duty in that respect I oppose 
the amendment, and hope every gentleman in this House will vote for 
this a — soldier to give him a pension from the time he was 
disabled in line of his duty. 

o- WALLACE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
Mr. WOLFORD. Certainly. 


That bill seems to be rather peculiar 
I suppose it was not reported by the committee in that 
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Was this application rejected by the Pension De- 





Mr. WALLACE. 
partment? 

Mr. WOLFORD. 

Mr. WALLACE. On what ground? 

Mr. WOLFORD. There was a misunderstanding of the law, and it 
was rejected upon the ground that he was not in the line of duty while 
doing what his superior officer commanded. 

Mr. WALLACE. Was there any appeal taken from the decision of 
the Commissioner of Pensions to the Secretary of the Interior ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Ido not know. He is here before Congress now 
and asks to be righted, and this Congress has the right to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ithink it would be better to amend the 
bill in the usual way; that is, that he shall be placed upon the pensicn- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Mr. WOLFORD. That provision is already incorporated in tie bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let the bill be read as proposed to be 
amended. 

The bill as proposed to be modified was again reported. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to amend by striking out all 
after the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws.’’ 

Mr. WOLFORD. I hope that will not be adopted. He has been 
waiting for his pension a long time, and is disabled and penniless. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the words proposed to be 
stricken out by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

With rate proportioned to his disability, and to take effect from date of dis- 
charge, September 30, 1882. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If this is adopted, under the law he 
will be rated according to his disability. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. IfI heard the reading of this report it gives ar- 
rears back to 1862. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; to 1882. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Ifthe amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Alabama is adopted, it strikes out the rating proportioned to his disa- 
bility. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It is not necessary to incorporate these 
words. He will be rated subject to the provisions of the pension laws. 

Mr. WOLFORD. This man has been entirely helpless ever since 
his hand was mashed. He served his country faithfully and supported 
out of his army paya poor helpless mother. He has been exceedingly 
temperate and a good soldier, and was left penniless with nothing to 
support his aged mother. I do insist that Congress in equity has the 
right to give him pay all that time that he had to depend upon public 
charity for the support of himself and mother. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I wish to say simply that this question involves the 
payment of arrears. If this bill prevails as originally reported, we 
break down a rule which has been adopted by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and by the House without exception. I believe that no 
bill should be passed involving arrears, and I desire to enter my protest 
against the passage of such a bill now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that in a case somewhat similar to this recently appealed to the 
Secretary of the Interior, as I understand, it has been held that the 
soldier while on leave of absence, while en route to his command to re- 
stime hisduty, is held to be in the line of duty. Ido not know whether 
that will affect the point made by the gentleman from Kentucky or not. 
It seems to me that if he was in the line of duty the rating would be 
lixed by the Pension Office, and also that there would be no necessity 
for passing a special act here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama. F 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CATHERINE SCHOOLS. 


Mr. HOUK. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (8. 750) 
granting a pension to Catherine Schools. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, éc., That the Secugtary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Schools, widow of Thomas 
Schools, deceased, late a private in Company C,-First Regiment of Delaware In- 
fantry Volunteers. 


Mr. HOUK. The report is very short. I ask that it be read. 
The report (by Mr. Hovk) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
granting a pension to Catherine Schools, submit the following report : 

This is a Senate bill, passed by that body, and comes here for the action of 
the House. 

Claimant is the widow of Thomas Schools, who had successfully prosecuted 
his claim and was a pensioner at the time of his death. His disability was 
clearly shown. It was contracted in the service in the line of duty, and he was 


Yes, sir. 
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discharged on surgeon’s certificate thereof. His disease was wy ay and 
continued up to his death. The proof shows that he was in that condition from 
this disease that he was expected to die at any moment. 

- However, he died when alone, somewhere about his premises, and it seems 
the Pension Office inferred that the immediate cause of his death was unknown ; 
but all the cireumstances, the origin and progress of the disease, his lingering 
and frail condition, being, as the witnesses state, “‘at death’s door” for some 
time previous—these facts clearly lead to the conclusion that he died fro m the 
disability incurred in the service. Such was the view of the Senate, and such 
this committee believe to be the fact, and therefore recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


Mr. HOUK. I desire to say a word. The Pension Office rejected 
this claim, but how and why they could possibly arrive at such a con- 
clusion from the testimony on file I can not understand. Itwas shown 
that this soldier contracted his disease in the service. ‘he whole case 
was made out satisfactorily. To use the lfnguage of the witnesses in 
the case, he was ‘‘ at death’s door’? for some time previous to his death. 
But because somebody did not stand by and see him die the Pension 
Office decided the causeof his death wasunknown. The fact is he was 

. a walking corpse until he was found dead. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 





HARRISON MITCHELL. 


Mr. WOOD. I call up the bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Harri- 
son Mitchell, of Company K, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, reported 
by the Committee on Invalid Pensions with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to = the name of Harrison Mitchell, late of Company 
K, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteers,on the pension-roll at the rate of $8 per 
month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 6, strike out the words “at the rate of $8 per month” and insert * sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
of this bill. 

Mr. WOOD. The report explains the facts. 

The Clerk read the report in part. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama (interrupting the reading). 
to hear the report read further. 

The report (by Mr. Matson), in full, is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1901) granting a pension to Harrison Mitchell, having duly considered the evi- 
dence in the case, ~ eb : 

That claimant enlisted in the military service of the United States as a private 
in Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, August 10, 1862, 
and was noneay discharged May 29, 1865. 

January 6, 1870, he filed a declaration for pension, alleging that *‘at Medarys- 
ville, Ind., February 15, 1864, while returning home on a furlough, in ing off 
the cars, at said place,in the night-time, he fractured his right leg at the knee,”’ 
which was rejected June 24, 187, on the und that the soldier was not in the 
line of duty at the time of receiving the disability. 

The evidence in the case discloses the fact that claimant wasa recruit, assigned 
to the Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers; thatthe ment re-entered 
the service, and returned home on veteran furlough; that at the time of muster- 
ing said regiment as a veteran organization claimant had not served a sufficient 
length of time to enable him to re-enlist as a veteran; but that he came to In- 
dianapolis.with his regiment, where he was alsogiven a furlough forthirty days 
by the officers of his weeny and regiment along with the balance of the regi- 
ment. He received his furlough at Indianapolis February 12, 1864, and started 
for his home, where he arrived on the morning of February 13, 1864, just before 
daylight, and in getting off the train fell among railroad cross-ties, breaking his 
right thigh above the knee. 

e incurrence of the injury in manner and at the time claimed is shown by 
the witnesses present at the time, who aided the soldier in getting to his house 
after the accident. 

The testimony of the commissioned officers of claimant's company show that 
the soldier did not seek the furlough, but that it was given him solely on the 
ground thatthe rest of the company was being nted a veteran furlough, and 
they could do nothing with the soldier but send him home also. 

It is also shown that the soldier was not under the influence of intoxicants in 
any degree at the time of being disabled. 


The amendment was adopted. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recontmendation that it do pass, 


I should like to have some explanation 
Let it be read. 


I do not care 


EBENEZER K. MARDEN. 


Mr. HAYNES. I call up the bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Eb- 
enezer K. Marden. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ebenezer K. Marden, late a pri- 
vate in Company C, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 1823) 
gantn a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden, have examined the same, report 
avora . 
The soldier rendered service, contracted the disease, and has ever since been 
disabled. . It is abundantly proved that he was sound and well before enlist- 


ment. We see noreason why the bill should not pass, nor, in fact, why it should |- 


not have been allowed in the Pension > ; 

* The cause of rejection in Pension Office June M4, 1882, was because the disa- 
bility for which a pension was claimed, namely, * chronic inflammation of the 
bowels,” existed prior to enlistment. November 13, 1882, claimant prayed to 
have his case reopened, whi 
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fying the claimant that the “ evidence filed by you November Be tens, is insuffi- 
cient to controvert the record, and this office ines to reopen claim.” 

Your committee think it is too late, after hav accepted the soldier’s services 
in the field, to reject his claim for a pension on the ground that some record or 
memorandum in the War Department indicates prior unsoundness, especially 
when,as in the present case,there is a large preponderance of evidence the 
other way. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. JULIA HARTLEY. 


Mr. WOLFORD. I call up the bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Julia Hartley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension law, the name of Mrs. Julia Hartley, widow of Capt. 
John Hartley, late of the Twenty-second United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. WoLFoRD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7952) grant- 
ing apension to Mra. Julia Hartley, widow of Capt. John Hartley, beg leave 
to report: 

That the military record of Capt. John Hartley is most honorable. He was in 
the Army twenty years in continuous service of hiscountry. He enlisted in the 
Eighth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry in the war of the seceding States on the 
14th of August, 1862, as a private; was in several en ments, and was at dif- 
ferent times three times severely wounded—twice in his leg and once in his 
right eye; and for his gallant cOnduct was made ——— and captain 
commissary,and brevetted major in the line, and was honorably discharged at 
the close of the war. He was commissioned captain on the 28th of July, 1866, in 
the United States Army, and placed in command of ones = Twenty-second 
Infantry. He participated in al! the Indian fights under General Stanley, and 
General Stanley writes a letter stating that Captain Hartley served under his 
command a long time, and in the field a gallant officer, brave and efficient at the 
station, a good duty officer, meritorious and faithful. 

Colonel Otis writes a letter stating that Captain Hartley was a very intelli- 
gent, brave, efficient, and faithful officer; quick to understand and on tee 
obey any orders; that he served under his command a long time, and very hard 
and dangerous service in the field, and very useful at station. General 
Terry writes a letter that Captain Hartley served in his department, and he was 
one of the best officers in his command; intelligent, brave, and faithful ; an up- 
right gentleman, of superior qualities in every respect. General k writes 
that he khew Captain Hartley well; that he served under his command; that 
he was an excellent officer, and gave entire satisfaction. nm Hartley had 
a severe wound in his right eye, received in the line of his duty, which always 
produced pain in his head, and as his arduous duties increased the pain in- 
creased until it affected his brain, and caused him in a fit of insanity to resign. 

The committee is satisfied that the cause of his unhappy death was the result 
of wounds received in the service of his country and in the line of his duty. He 
was kind and generous to his friends and devoted to his wife. His widow is 
very poor; her husband left her penniless. Wherefore the committee report 
back the bill to the House with the opinion that it ought to pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CYNTYIA MARTIN AND CATHARINE STOVER. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I call up the bill (H. R. 2804) for the 
relief of Cynthia Martin and Catharine Stover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed and 
authorized to so correct the records of Joseph W. Stover and Robert H. Martin, 
late of Com y H, Pifth Kentucky Cavalry, as to remove the of de- 
sertion or nee without leave {fom their commands at the time 

killed, bei: on or about the 5th day of March, 1862, 


by, authorised and ai 
rames; that the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, a and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the names of Cyn’ , widow of said Robert H. Mar- 


tin, and Catharine Stover, widow of said J 
from the date of the deaths of their said husbands, to include the 
vided by law to be the minor ecbildren of said soldiers ; and that said wid- 
ows and children paid all bounty, back-pay, and allowances provided by 
law, any jon or absence without leave to the contrary notwith- 
standing. . 
The bill was reported with the following amendments: 

Amend by striking out in line 15 all after the word “ date ;”’ all of line 16, and 
in line 17 the words “ of said soldiers,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words“ of 
the passage of this act.” Also, strike out in line 17 the words “ and children.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to hear the bill read as 


posed to be amended. * 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is that bill reported by the Committee 

on Invalid Pensions? + 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Yes, sir. I call for the reading of 
report. 

The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) was read, as follows: 


The evidence Sen Sen en Stover and Robert 
H. Martin were soldiers in the late war, enlisted in Army of the United 


F 
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i i . is shown b Ww t 
the company. wag stationed when eo killed. It is shown, by one,vritneas that 
no question as to their returning. Their widows petition Congress for the re- 
movalof the ¢c of desertion and for the granting of a pension, &c., to which 
they were entitled but for the charge. 7 : 

‘our committee are satisfied that there was no desertion, nor any intention 
todesert; that they had in good faith gone tosee their families, from whom they 
were not only by the ordinary restrictions upon the soldier's life, but 
they were likely to be deprived of the privilege of seeing them from the further 
fact that their ilies lived within the lines of the enemy. The widows are 
proved to be very destitate and deserving. Your committee are of opinion the 

rayers should be granted, and therefore recommend that the accompanying 
ill be with amendments as follows: 53 . a a 

Strike out in line 15 all after the word “date ;’’ all of line 16, and in line 17 
the words “ of said soldiers,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “of the pas- 
sage of this act; " also strike out in line 17 the words “and children.” 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. This bill was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] in this Congress and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It was unanimously ordered 
to be reported by our committee at its last meeting. The gentleman 
from T informed me to-day that he would probably be unable 
to be present this evening and desired me to give a word of explanation, 
if any were deemed necessary. 

The bill was introduced into the Forty-seventh Congress and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and a favorable report was made, 
and I think the bill or bills passed the House. As I remember the case, 
our committee thought we would not grant any pension to the children 
because they must be old enough now to take care of themselves and 
that we would not grant any arrears. But the bill provides that the 
widows may have any back pay or bounty that was due the soldiers at 
the time when they were killed. We thought it proper enough to in- 
clude that in the bill because the husbands of these two widows were 
killed under the circumstances mentioned in the report, and the only 
reason why the Pension Bureau denied pensions to them was on account 
of the record showing their desertion, when the truth is the men were 
killed by the Guerrilla Ferguson on their way back to their command. 
They had no intention of deserting. Their offense, if anything, was 
merely technical—not substantial. 

The facts are, as set forth in the report, that these men went home 
to see their familes, were absent but a short time, and were returning 
and had got nearly back to their camp when they were killed. They 
understood, as Iam informed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN], who has examined the matter very carefully—they un- 
derstood, as I have no doubt, that they had a right to go home and to 
be absent from their command for a short time, but, being killed, could 
not return; hence the record of their desertion. It was only a techni- 
cal desertion at best, not a voluntary desertion in any sense. There- 
fore, under the circumstances, the effect of the bill being merely to 
give these widows just what the soldiers had earned before they 
were killed and to put their names upon the pension-roll from and 
after the passageof the act, the Committee on Invalid Pensions thought 
would be no more than just. . 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this-bill is in some re- 
spects an extraordinary one, for it contains three propositions, over 
which, severally, three different committees of this House have juris- 
diction. In the first place, the removal of the disability of desertion 
belongs to the Committee on Military Affairs, not to the Committee on 
Pensions. Second, the question of the pay that may have been due 
these soldiers for their service and back pay belongs either to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims or to the ittee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. Thirdly, so far as this bill seeks to put 
these widows upon the pension-roll, that part of it belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Therefore I say the bill is an extraordi- 
nary one, in the fact that it contains these three distinct propositions, 
over which three different committees of this House have, severally, 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
& moment? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I only wish to ask if the bill will 
be satisfactory if amended so as to simply place these two widows upon 
the ion-roll with nothing more? 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I was going on to say 
that if a bill had been introduced and reported here containing simply 
the first proposition in this bill, namely, to. remove the disability of 

ion, there would have been ample jurisdiction in the Depart- 
ment to give all the relief that is necessary; because the very mo- 
ment-the disability of desertion is removed from the records of these 
soldiers, then, if ve killed in the line of duty, their widows are 
entitled to pension from the Bureau. of Pensions. Not only that, but 
the administrators of these soldiers would be entitled to whatever pay 
might have been due them, and could obtain it through the Depart- 
ment without any act. of Congress, unless the claim is barred by some 
statute, and I do not think it is. 

Now, I am very much opposed to allowing one committee of this 
the powers of any other committee. It would have 
been much better that the one necessary ition in this bill should 
have gone to the Committee on Military i If that committee 
had acted upon it and brought in a bill to remove the disability of de- 


! 


they would have the benefit of every reasonable doubt. 
to reverse that rule. i 
Sir, the evidence ought to be clear against them before you deprive poor, 






sertion, then there would have been no necessity for any further legis- 
lation in the matter. 


But, Mr. Chairman, the evidence, upon the very statement of the gen- 


tleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. Ray], is not clear that these soldiers 
were not absent without leave. 
permission to return to their homes. That seems to be admitted, and 
if they did that it is not a case of mere technical desertion; it is 
straight-out desertion. 
ter what the excuse may have been, hecause every soldier that left the 
service and went back to his home to see his family had that excuse 
for his action, and it is a very strong one too—the desire of a poor sol- 
dier, away from his home and his children, to return, it may be but for 
a few days, to see the loved ones he has left behind. 
thing is encouraged it will tend to increase insubordination, and ifsuch 
conduct is to be encouraged by voting pensions to such soldiers or their 
widows, I fear that it will result in great harm to the service. 


They had left their command without 


It is a case of absence without leave, no mat- 


But if such a 


Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 


the clause in that bill in relation to bounty and back pay. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose that motion, and 


I want to be heard a few minutes in reply to my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. HEwItTT]. 
misunderstands this whole case. 
surely does not expect this House to agree with him—putting these men 
on the list of criminals and asserting that it will tend to the violation 
of good discipline to pension them. 
widows of these soldiers, those innocent, harmless women, who lost 
their husbands in the Army in defense of their country. 
sir, the rule Of law is altogether different from the way my distin- 
guished friend from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] states it in this case. 


I think that my friend (whose heart is always right) 
He made one remark in which he 


Pension whom? Pension the 


But again, 


If these parties were on trial in a court, or even in a court-martial, 
My friend wants 
He says the evidence is not clear in their favor. 


innocent ladies of what is reasonable and right. Before this House 
would do that the evidence ought to be clear that these men were in 
fact deserters. Are you going in this Congress—the highest body upon 
earth, with more rights and more equities and more great privileges of 
doing right to the citizen than any other legislative body in the world— 
are you going to reverse every principle of law and every principle of 
equity, and declare that you can not pass a law to pension a poor widow 
without destroying the discipline of your Army ? 

Does any man in this House believe that if you pass this law giving 
pensions to these poor ladies any soldier will ever remember that action 
as a reason or an excuse for deserting his duty? ‘These men were go- 
ing back to their camp, and that fact alone is evidence of the most con- 
vincing character that they were not deserters in acriminal sense. But 
it is said that they had gone away from their command. Admit that 
they had gone a few miles farther than they had permission to go, influ- 
enced by a longing desire to see the wives and children whom they loved; 
admit they did that, and there is nothing in it that does not indicate 
all the good impulses of human nature or all the higher feelings of the 
great soldiers that carried our flag triumphantly through the war; admit 
all that, and is it a reason for saying that these good feelings are an evi- 
dence of a depraved heart; that the man showing these feelings should 
bear forever the stain of desertion, should be forever put down as a crim- 
inal, and that his wife and children should starve by reason of this 
stain, because a great Government with plenty of money refuses to over- 
look these infirmities of human nature? In Heaven’s name, will the 
gentleman from Alabama say that he has no charity for human infirm- 
ities? I had no wife during the war [laughter], but I do not know how 
it would have been possible for me, if I had been within a few miles of 
my children while that conflict was pending, not to have gone to see 
them. Ido not know how the gentleman from Alabama feels; I do 
not know how close his wife and children are to him; but I can not be- 
lieve that during the war, and while he was in the military service, he 
would not have gone to see them if he had been within a few miles of 
them. 

Why, sir, a chancellor—and this is a higher tribunal than a court of 
chancery—a chancellor having taken jurisdiction of a case as to one 
branch of it goes through the whole of it. That is the rule, as my 
friend from Alabama very well knows. Now why should we not go 
through this whole case instead of splitting it up and making this 
Congress a little technical, driveling concern? When the rights of the 
widows of soldiers of this nation are under consideration why should 
this Congress say: ‘‘ We have the case before us; we have heard all the 
facts; we know you ought to have the relief you ask; but we will divide 
your case.’’ 

My friend from Alabama would say these ladies ought not to have a 
pension because the stain of desertion has not been removed. Now who 
takes off the stain of desertion? Do you tell me that this Congress has 
not the power in the same bill which grants a pension to remove from 
the record of these soldiers the charge of desertion? 

Why should we carve up this case? Why should there be several 
different tribunals—one to remove the charge of desertion, one to grant 
@ pension, and one to consider the application for back pay? Why 
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should we thus split up this case when it is all before us? We have 
all the facts here. There is not a gentleman in this House, my friend 
from Alabama not excepted, who does not believe these poor women 
ought to have the pay which these United States can well afford to 
grant them. Everybody, I think, must concede that this stain of 
desertion ought to be wiped off, and that the pensions asked in these 
cases should be granted. Everybody, I think, believes this; and I do 
hope every member here will come right up and do an act of simple 
justice by voting for this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAGLEY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out at the end of the bill these words : 

“And that said widows and children be paid all bounty, back pay, and allow- 
ances provided by law, any charge of desertion or absence without leave to the 
contrary notwithstanding.” 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. If I understand the scope of the 
amendment, its effect is that these widows shall receive a pension from 
and after the of the act. 

Mr. BAGLEY. That is the intention. The idea is to strike out all 
provision for the payment of these arrearages. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Does the gentleman from New York propose to 
strike out that portion of the bill which removes the charge of deser- 
tion ? 

Mr. BAGLEY. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on the amendment). In 
the opinion of the Chair the amendment is adopted. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN (having again put the question). On this ques- 
tion the ayes are 23, the noes 15. The ayes have it, and the amend- 
ment is adopted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Just one remark, Mr. Chairman, in 
reply to my sympathetic friend from Kentucky [Mr. WoLFoRD] in re- 
lation to the law of this matter. Now, it is very true thatif you make 
a charge of desertion against a person the presumption of innocence 
arises, and the burden is upon the party making the c to show the 
fact of desertion. But inthis case the record which is kept by authority 
of law and by sworn officers shows that these two deceased soldiers 
were deserters. There is record evidence standing—— 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Will my friend from Alabama allow 
me to interrupt him a moment ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. My own impression is that these 
men were killed within a few miles of their own camp and co 
and that the adjutant, or whoever kept the record, entered the 
of desertion against them in ignorance of the fact that they had 
been killed. That is my judgment asto the facts of thiscase. Nobody 
can tell the precise date when they were killed; I do not know that 
any one has taken the trouble to cipher that out exactly; but my judg- 
ment is that the men would have been back in season, and that there 
would have been no charge of desertion in this case if they had not 
been overtaken by Champ Fergusson and both killed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Admit thestatement made by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire and it does not affect the argument I am 
making on the question against my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let meask a question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. WEAVER. The amendment having prevailed to relieve the 
party of desertion, I ask as a legal proposition whether it is not true 
should this bill pass that the —-> d refuse to accept under the 
bill and receive arrears at the Pensicn Office? , 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If these widows have filed in the Pen- 
sion Office an application prior to 1880 they would be entitled to their 
back pay, and they could waive this act and proceed under that. 

Mr. WEAVER. And that would be the status of this case if this 
bill would pass? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes; provided we pass this bill now. 

The argument I make here is against the legal position taken by the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp]. I say where there isa 
record kept according to law and by officers sworn to their 
duty, the presumption of law is that record is correct. 
courts can not be assailed at all. They are en to be absolutely 
correct, and can not be questioned y anywhere. A record of 
this kind may be; the burden of proof is on the party who denies the 
correctness of that record. It is the duty of those who come here and 
allege that record was properly kept or that it is false to show that 
fact by clear evidence. 

One other word. I will never consent that there shall be no differ- 
ence made in this country between soldiers who served faithfully and 
those who did not. Every man Se ee ee 
in keeping up a nice distinction between the unfaithfal 
soldiers of this country. For one I shall never consent that no dis- 
tinction should be made between those who stood by their colors dur. 
ing the war and those who deserted them and went 

Mr. BRUMM rose. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I make the point that this discus- 
sionisoutof order. Theamendmenthas been adopted and there is noth- 
ing before the House to discuss. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is whether the 
bill as amended shall be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do and the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BRUMM. I do not wish to discuss the merits of this bill, as I 
know nothing of them beyond what has transpired in relation to them 
during the course of this discussion, but I rise for the purpose of say- 
ing a word or two on the legal point involved. 

i think the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] is mistaken in 
in his] proposition in his answer given to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. WEAVER]. It is true, as a matter of law, that where 
there is a vested right no subsequent legi can deprive the owner 
of that vested right. Subsequent legislation which may add an addi- 
tional right to the vested right may waive the later legislation and 
take advantage of the former. > 

In this case there was a vested right to this Den gee and no legisla- 
tion of ours could deprive these widows of that vested right. The 
law giving pensions grants those pensions to persons who have served 
their term of enlistment, and it distinctly deprives those who have de- 
serted from receiving any pensions. In this case, therefore, there is 
no vested right and there is no law they can go back to and take ad- 
vantage of. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Dlinois. If a man renders service and is 
wounded during that service, but subsequently deserts, I would like the 
gentleman to show me the law which bars him from a pension. 

Mr. BRUMM. One of the first elements, the very gist and marrow 
of a pension, is an honorable discharge, and no deserter can procure that 

i . The record must show an honorable discharge. In this 
case these people or their heirs can show no honorable discharge, and 
hence there is no vested right. - The clause in this bill which says that 
the pension shall date from the date of the a a oe keeps 
them down to it, and they can not go back, use there is no right 
back of this bill. But suppose there was, and I will goa little further 
as a legal proposition—if there was a vested right prior to the passage 
of this bill this law says we will remove the of desertion, but 
you can only get your pension from the date of this act; and, there- 
fore, there being no vested right whatever, there being no act in viola- 
tion of any contract, the latter act, wherever inconsistent with the for- 
mer, that former act. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Does the gentleman suppose that a pension is a 
vested right in anybody except where there is law? 

Mr. BRUMM. It is not a natural right, of course. 

Mr. WOLFORD. How is it a vested right? I always thought it 
was a bounty of the Government. 

Mr. BRUMM. It is a vested right under the law. 

Mr.WOLFORD. Yes; butthisismakingthelaw. Weare the law- 


— er of this Government. 
Mr.BRUMM. The lawsays that certain persons under certain con- 
ditions are entitled to pensions, and therefore that right is vested the 
moment the pension law -But the person who is entitled to that 
vested right must first prove that he comes within the conditions of the 
law which vests the right. H gentlemen need not have any fear 
when they come to vote upon of this bill that this amend- 
ment will enable these people to get their pensions before the date of the 
passage of this bill. There is no question about that. [Cries of 

‘Vote!”’ “Vote!’’] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I had occasion in the Forty-seventh 
Congress to investigate the facts connected with this case. It may not, 
be iate that I should makea statement concerning it. 
Prefatory to that statement I will say that no man on this floor is more 
anxious to keep up the distinction between faithful and unfaithful serv- 


sion for any man who did not serve faithfully. 
I concur in what the gentleman Soon Rieti bin allt te to tho pee 
pasty otheaing xp that distinction; but it is a distinction that can not 
urt in the present case. The facts were these: These had left 
their homes and gone north of their homes for the purpose of enlistment 
into the Federal service. 


ee 


is to to the adjacent county in Kentucky in 
w "Whee: andibeenaineiastiestgret Macen- 
mand tosee their families, and were not away, if I remember cor- 
rectly, seventy-two hours. As they returned to command, stat- 
ing at the time they were abseut that had been permitted to leave 
they were capt- 
and killed, or killed in fhe process of capture. are the facts 
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They were not deserters; they were not absent from their commands 
for one week, and the evidence all along the line shows that having 
been absent no longer, if my memory is not incorrect, than a period of 
seventy-two hours, they were returning to their command when they 
were killed. They had leave to go, I repeat, as they stated at the time. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit me to ask 
him a question? Had they any authority for their absence from their 

° 


Mr. McMILLIN. Their statement at the time was that they had; 
and I will say to the gentleman from Louisiana further, that it is 
highly probable, when we consider the circumstances, that their state- 
ment was acorrectone. AsI have said, the command was in the neigh- 
borhood in which they lived before they enlisted, a fact that was not 
likely to oceur again within three years; for we all know how persons 
who enlisted in Kentucky and in the border States generally were 
likely to be separated from their families for the whole war. They had 
gone away to enlist. ; . 

The command in which they had enlisted had returned to that neigh- 
borhood, and my colleague from Tennessee, who was on the border 
during the war, will bear testimony that when that oecurred general 


leave was given to all parties to go and see their families. All soldiers 
who served during the war from the border States will bear witness to 
that. 


Mr. HOUK. Will my colleague allow me a moment? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUK. I presume that every man here on either side who 
served in the border States in the war knows that it was a custom, by 
orders from headquarters, to give leaves of absence freely in such cases; 
that the colonels, captains, and officers of all ranks went home, and 
that the custom was universal. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is astate of facts that is generally understood 
to have existed among all soldiers who lived in the border States and 
served in the Federal Army during the war. 

Mr. KING. Is there any testimony to show that these were good 
soldiers when they were in the service? 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is not a charge against their efficiency as 
soldiers from the hour of their enlistment until the time of their death. 
There is nota single suspicion that they did not serve faithfully during 
the whole time. I have read every affidavit in the case and every paper 
filed with it and studied them closely, for I desired to arrive at a just 
conclusion in the case; and I came to the conclusion on a thorough ex- 
amination of the subject that they were fairly entitled to a pension. 
So thinking and believing, my impression now is'that when the ques- 
tion was up before I so stated; but whatever my statement then was, 
the bill passed the House during the last Congress, but failed in the 
Senate for want of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill as amended be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass? . 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am not willing that this bill shall 
pass without first answering the arguments which were made by the 

tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] on the question of the 

w of this case. 

An invalid pension, or the pension which these widows would be en- 
titled to under the law provided their husbands had not deserted or 
had not been marked as deserters on the record, is a pension which 
they can demand as a right, and it is in no sense, as the gentleman 
from Kentucky said, a bounty. 

When the soldiers of the late war, and in fact of all of our wars, 
volunteered and went out to serve the country, the law says to them, 
“Tf you are killed in the line of your duty your widow shall have a 
pension;’’ but that pension which goes to the widow is as much her 
right under the law as the monthly wages of the soldier who performs 
the service. An invalid pension is in no sense a bounty. But it is a 
contract which the Government made with the soldiers when they vol- 
unteered to serve their country that if they served their country faith- 
fully and were wounded or contracted disease in the service and were 
honorably di they should have a pension; or if they should 
be killed in the service in the line of duty their widows should have a 


Mr. BRUMM. That is not a condition of enlistment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama.. It is a condition of enlistment in the 
case of every soldier. 
Mr. BRUMM. I beg your pardon; | think it is not. 
Mr. of Alabama. The gentleman from Pennsylvania must 
go and reread the statute. What did your law say to your soldiers 
when they volunteered? It said to every soldier when he volunteered, 
“Tf shall be killed in the service, your widow shall have a pen- 
sion.”” That act was passed before the soldier volunteered. It isa 


of the contract which the soldier made with the Government 
t is a right the widow can demand, not a bounty that the Governm 


Mr. gate Will the gentleman from Alabama answer me a 
M:. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 
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There was a law saying that whoever enlisted 


Mr. WOLFORD. 
should recei've a bounty and that law ‘was passed before the soldiers did 


enlist. Was that a bounty or not? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. You may call it what you please, you 
may call it abounty if you want to. But if there was such alaw and 
the law promised a man $300 if he enlisted, was not the Government 
bound to pay it? It was not a bounty at all in the eyes of the law. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Every pension is a bounty. 

Mr. BRUMM rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that gentlemen must ob- 
serve the rules. The gentleman from Alabama is on the floor, entitled 
to be heard, and gentlemen can not interrupt him without addressing 
the Chair or without his consent. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair is determined 
this rule shall be observed while he occupies it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield to me for 
a question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman states that the widow of a person 
killed in the service is entitled to a pension. To entitle his widow or 
his heirs to a pension is it not necessary that he should be killed in the 
line of duty ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Of course. 

Mr. BRUMM. One more question. If the soldier was killed while 
playing a game of ball we shall say, if he was killed while in camp ac- 
cidentally while doing something that was not within his military du- 
ties, would his heirs be entitled to a pension ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Not his heirs. 

Mr. BRUMM. This party was on his way to his home from the regi- 
ment and not in the line of duty. Then, would the mere removal of 
the charge of desertion, he being killed not in the line of duty, entitle 
his heirs to a pension by virtue of the killing alone ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvaniaa question. I will play the Yankee with him and answer 
his question by asking another. Of course I do not use the word in an 
offensive sense. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
how. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask the gentleman if he believes a sol- 
dier who has leave of absence for seventy-two hours and is on his way 
back to the service—does he not believe that soldier is in the line of 
duty ? 

Mr. BRUMM. 
of absence, he is. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alatema. In the line of duty ? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, siz; but this is not that case. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is all I want the gentleman to 
answer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why is it that the widews in these two cases 
are not entitled to a pension? It is because the record stands there 
with their husbands marked on it as deserters, and on account of their 
being marked as deserters they are precluded from getting a pension 
at the Pension Bureau. . 

But now what does this bill propose todo? This bill proposes to 
take those records and to strike from the records those marks of deser- 
tion against these parties. Then the record will stand clear of any 
charge of desertion against these two soldiers whose widows are claim- 
ing-a pension under this bill. 

Now, if you remove from the record this stain upon the character of 
the husbands, if you blot it out entirely, what is to hinder the widows 
ander the law from going on and prosecuting the claims which they 
have now in the Pension Bureau, and which were rejected only on the 
ground that the record showed that the husbands had deserted ? 

If you remove that stain, if you remove that record, the coast is clear. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They can get arrears then. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. They can get arrears beyond all ques- 
tion. But, Mr. Chairman, all I want to do is to show this House that 
if you pass a bill removing this stain of desertion which now stands 
against the record of these parties—and I do not pretend to say you 
ought not to do it if what the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. McM11- 
LIN] has stated is correct—no further legislation is required. All I de- 
sire is that the House shall vote upon this matter knowing what they 
are doing. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Not just now. I will yield to the gen- 
tleman in a few minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a decision upon this subject.. Con- 
gress—I believe the Forty-fourth Congress—passed a special act grant- 
ing General Burnett, of New York, a pension of $50a month. Afterward 
he became totally blind, his blindness resulting from his service, and 
he applied to the Pension Bureau, and that bureau granted him a pen- 
sion of $72 a month, and for a time he drew both pensions. 

Mr. BRUMM. The cases are not parallel at all. 


We areall proud of that name, any- 


If he is on his way back to the service under leave 













1360 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 





Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But after the passage of the act which 
prohibited a man from drawing two pensions the Supreme Court held 
that he, General Burnett, had the right either to take his pension un- 
der the special act of $50 a month or under the general law at $72 a 
month; that he was at liberty, in his discretion, to take the one or the 
other, but that he could not take both. 

So in this case, if you pass this bill these widows will be at liberty 
to take pensions either under this law or under the general act, but 
they can not take under both. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to protract 
this debate, but I shall be called upon presently to;vote upon the pas- 
sage of this bill, and there are several points connected with it about 
which I am not satisfied. In the first place, I understand that there is 
no evidence here, no competent evidence I.mean, to show that these 
parties had leave of absence from the Army. All that gentlemen pre- 
tend to state on that point is that these men were permitted to leave; 
but I suppose that no soldier ever left his duty and went home to see his 
family who did not make the same excuse. 

Now, sir, if these men had no privilege granted them of leaving the 
Army, then, being absent without such privilege, they were deserters. 
Who will deny that proposition? 

Mr, McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘These men either were or were not deserters. If 
they were deserters, upon what theory does the gentleman account for 
the fact that, according to the testimony of every witness in the case, 
they were returning to their command within less than a week after 
they had left it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Chairman, it does not make any difference 
whether the time was one day, or one week, or one year; a soldier ab- 
— from duty without the permission of his commanding officer is a 

eserter. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I simply wish to call attention to the fact 
that there is a great differenee between ‘‘absent without leave’’ and 
‘‘desertion.’’ I donot believe there is acasein the whole army record 
where a man is put down as a deserter who was not absent more than 
a week unless he deserted to the enemy, 

Mr. SINGLETON. Oh, the gentleman is altogether mistaken about 
that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. No, sir; I am not. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman is mistaken. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, if the charge of desertion is made against these parties the pre- 
sumption is that the officers who made that charge and that record 
knew more about the facts than we can possibly know. The i 
is that they did notact hastily; and when we now und e to reverse 
their action upon partial affidavits—affidavits upon one side—and when 
the matter has not been properly investigated, I say that we do injus- 
tice to the officers who made up that record. 

Mr. WOLFORD. — Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SINGLETON. - Yes. 

Mr. WOLFORD. The charge of desertion was made against these 
men long after they were dead. + 

Mr. SINGLETON. What evidence have you of that? 

Mr. WOLFORD. That is the statement that is made here. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ah, but I want the law and the testimony now. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Well, I will give’you the law and the testimony. 
This charge of desertion was made after they were dead. Now, does 
the gentleman from Mississippi—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hatcn). The Chair did not understand the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] to yield to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WoLFoRD] except for a question. Does 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. SINGLETON. If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoL- 
FORD] wishes to ask me a question, of course I will yield to him. 

Mr. WOLFORD. It has been explained that all the men of these 
different commands had general authority when they were close to their 
homes to go home. That was not desertion. These’ men were killed 
as they came back, and in that way this charge of desertion in their 
case arose. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Now I wanttoknow from thegentleman whether 
there was not always a record kept by the officers when leave of ab- 
sence was ited ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Never that I knowof. [Laughter.] Letme ex- 
plain. I think I was very intimate with the manner in which things 
were done. There was always a record made when men were gone any 
length of time and failed to return. In that case the officer put down 
the charge of desertion against them; but never till that occurred. So 
far as I was concerned I always sent my men off a a 
ought to go. I commanded a di ,and was in’ th com- 
manders of divisions in our : I never knew of the charge of 
ane Se been made where a man went off and staid just.a 

ittle while. 


Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman from Kentucky is taking for 
granted what has not been proved here, asI understand. If these men 
were not deserters, they or their friends had it within their power to 
have the erroneous record corrected. How should this have been done ? 
Should we be asked to declare by a bill pensioning their widows that 
these men were not deserters? No, sir, the parties interested should 
have gone before the Military Committee, where both sides could have 
been heard, and if the men were not deserters that committee could 
have reported a bill to correct their record; and then, as remarked by 
the gentleman from Alabama, there would have been no necessity for 
applying to this House for a pension. 

Why.is this case here atallif these men were notdeserters? If they 
were not deserters their widows are entitled to ions under the law. 
If they were deserters, the only proper and legitimate way for removing 
the charge of desertion was not upon mere one-sided affidavits, but 
through the action of the Military Committée, who could have inves- 
a the whole matter and determined whether these men were in 

d 


eserters, 

It is said that they were on their way to their commands. What 
proof have we of that? 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have the testimony of every witness in the 
case who testifies on that point, and there are a number of them. 

. SINGLETON. Well, what do they say about it? I wouldlike 
to we. 
Mr. McMILLIN. They say absolutely that these men were on their 
return to their commands. That is directly and positively sworn by 
the witnesses. 

Mr. SINGLETON. How far were they from their homes? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not recollect whether the evidence states 
that fact. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Now, as the men were found somewhere in the 
neighborhood of the army, and perhaps not far from their homes, it is 
very easy to assume that they intended to return. But no mortal man 
can tell what a person intended to do in a case of this sort. 

_ Mr. McMILLIN. For the information of my friend from Mississippi 

[Mr. SINGLETON] I will say that I am acquainted with the geography 

of that part of the county where this command was stationed. The 

command was near Albany, Clinton County, Kentucky, and the homes 

of these men were only a few miles across the line in the State of Ten- 
not twenty miles distant. 

Mr. SINGLETON. How far were they from the army when they 
were killed and by whom were they killed ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. As I have just stated, the command to which 
they belonged was stationed in Clinton County, Kentucky, and their 
homes were in Tennessee, just across the line, the two points being not 
twenty miles poe 
- Mr. SING IN. How far were they from the army when they 
were killed and how were they killed ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They wereshot. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. They were killed by the common 


enemy. 

Mr. WOLFORD. By uate espe 

Mr. SINGLETON. Were they fighting by themselves against the 
army of the confederacy, or had they joined the Federal Army ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. They were not marauders; they belonged to a reg- 
ular command of fhe Federal soldiery, and, as by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, and as the affidavits show, they were killed by Fergu- 
son’s men. 

Mr. WOLFORD. And Ferguson was himself a marauder, a very 


one. 
. SINGLETON. Is that the evidence in the case? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes; and he was hanged for it afterward. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know nothing of this case except as I gather 
the facts from the evidence. Ido not know asingle one of the parties. 
But I have read every affidavit in the case, and I am acquainted with 
the region of country in which these matters are said to have oc 


Mr. SINGLETON. One moment and I am done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it proper, as remarked by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Hewitr], we should keep up a nice distinc- 
tion between those who served faithfully during the war on one side or 
the other and those who did not and neglected their daty—who de- 
anaes K ntucky [Mr We ] ma 

Q ) Ken . WOLFORD] made a most sym- 

—_ here in favor of these ladies. Ido not think there is 

any man living who regards women. more highly than I do, and I would 

he who goes furthest to do them a service. But, sir, these 
claim these pensions through their husbands—not because they are 
women, for there are a thousand women in the land doubtless as good— 


Kecresto take pensions on thas ground, bat thay claim tough their us 
‘were 


bands, and if their husbands guilty of desertion I do not think it 
becomes us in a bill of this sort to them. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
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SYLVESTER GREENOUGH. 


Mr. HOLMES. Icall up the bill (H. R. 7434) granting a pension to 
Sylvester Greenough. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sylvester Green- 
ough, a soldier of the Mexican war, Black Hawk war, and Florida war, and late 
a private in Company E, Thirty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry 
(Gray-Beard Regiment), at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Hotes) was read, as follows: 


este , the claimant, enlisted asa private in Company E, Thirty- 
a ae me oa Infantry, on September 6, 1862, and was discharged on 
May 24, 1865. He isan old man of about 75 years of age, andalleges his disability 
to be “old , and general debility caused by hardship in the service, and 
chronic atin. which he contracted in the war of the rebellion, near Alton, 
Tl, in the line of duty.” The record also shows prior service of the claimant in 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry, in Florida war, and also in Company 
H, Fourth United States Infantry, in the Mexican war, making altogether over 
fourteen years’ service for his country. Healleges that hardships in the service 
have broken him down, and that he is entirely disall.d for the performance of 
any manual labor, which fact is fully sustained by the certificate of the examin- 
ing surgeons. 2 , P : 

The testimony of comrades and neighbors isto the effect that the claimant 
was stout and hearty for years before entering the service in the war of the re- 
bellion, and fully corroborates the claimant's allegation of sickness from diar- 
rhea in the service at the time and place alleged, and that he has been incapac- 
itated for manual labor since his discharge by reason thereof. ; E 

Your committee think that the record of long and honorable service which 
the claimant has performed for his country, together with his age and broken- 
down condition, caused without doubt by the hardship he has sustained, and 
especially the disease which he is proven to have contracted in the service and 
from which he is still suffering, and the absolute necessity for speedy relief, if it 
is to be given at all, present a strong case for the favorable consideration of the 
Government which fe has so faithfully served, and therefore recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH W. CREIGHTON. 


Mr. WALLACE. Icallup the bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Eliza- 


beth W. Creighton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Elizabeth W. Creighton, widow of 
J. Blakely Creighton, late a rear-admiral, on the pension-roll, and to allow her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 


That the applicant, Mrs. Elizabeth W. Creighton, is the widow of J. Blakely 
Creighton, late a rear-admiral in the service of the United States; that she is 
now receiving a pension of $30 per month, in accordance with law, and she asks 
that her pension be increased to $50, the sum given by special act, in many cases, 
to widows of general officers. 

As the committee have recommended an increase in other cases of this char- 
acter, they feel justified in recommending the passage of the accompanying 
bill. Mrs. Creighton is in straitened circumstances, and has to depend in part 
upon the charity of friends for support. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY N. HUGGINS. 


Mr. PARKER. I call up the bill (H. R. 7755) for the relief of Henry 


N. Huggins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Henry N. Huggins, dependent father 
of Andrew P. Huggins, deceased, late a private in Company K, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the 
conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 


The eeeney applied for a pension August 11, 1879, alleging that his son died 
from disease of the lungs, contracted in the service of the United States, and 
that before and at the time of death he was dependent upon him for support, 
and that he did at sundry times contribute money for that purpose. Of the 
son’s receiving wounds and incurring disease in the Army there is no doubt, as 
it was proven to the satisfaction of the Pension Office, he being allowed and 


a samme of $8 per month from May 30, 1863, to the time of his death, July 


13. ‘ 

\ It is a cofeseee that the soldier received a canister-shot through the right 

thigh at Bull Run, Virginia, A 30, 1862, and that prior to that he had been 

sick with measles with many rs in the regiment, and that, on account of the 
hospital being overrun with sick, he was obliged to remain in company quar- 
ters, and in consequence took cold and had “ falling back of the measles,” from 
which he never recovered, but that his lungs became affected; that he hada 
an cough, which continued and increased until he died from hemorrhage 
' is is the substance of several affidavits, both medical and lay, which makes 
the fact of soldier's death plainly and positively attributable to disease incurred 
iM ekdie ‘married, but his 
Tr was le wife is dead, and there are no children. Mother 
is also dead, and the father has a clear title. 

As to the question of de , the claimant shows that the soldier en- 
listed at 18 of age; that after he was old enough to work he received 
his rages soldier sent from the Army $40, and afterward $100 or more ; 
that his return home gave him $100 more; that after his enlistment gave 
claimant $300 town bounty; that he purchased clothing for his mother to the 
amount of $35 or $40, and bought ta suit of clothes. Claimant says that 
during the last five years (statement dated August 25, 1881) his whole earnings, 
with a little his wife had, has been insufficient for his support. 

Dr. Jacobs testifies that at the time of soldier's death claimant had chronic 
dysentery and hyperemia of the brain, with irritable condition at base of skull. 
Occupation was that of clerk in a store, and could do about one-third the labor 
of an oe pomee+ regan Doctor says at date of affidavit that claimant isin same 

Postmaster at Mannsville, N. Y., says claimant is aman of integrity, and that 
he considers him poor; that he is now more than 60 years old, and incapable of 
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doing much labor. There is much evidence showing the dependence of the 
father; that he earns but little and is incapable of earning much. 

The committee are of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to be placed 
upon the een eee recommend the passage of the bill. Claim was re- 
jected by the Pension Office on the ground that claimant was not dependent upon 
the soldier or assisted by the soldier at the time his wife died. While this may be 
true it is a mere technical objection, and does not affect the merits of the case. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
FREDERICK HUTTEN. 
Mr. ENGLISH. I call up the bill (H. R. 7170 
erick Hutten. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frederick Hutten, formerly of 
Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana State Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 

That Frederick Hutten was drafted in the military service of the United States 
Mareh 7, 1865, and assigned to Company K, Thirteenth Indiana Volunteers, and 
honorably discharged on surgeon's certificate of disability July 20,1865. July 
17, 1869, he filed a declaration for pension, alleging rupture of the right side, in- 
eurred June 1, 1865, while in line of duty, which was rejected on the ground 
that the disability existed at the time of entering the service of the United States. 
Dr. P. N. Payne testifies, January 4, 1880, that he was the family physician of 
claimant prior to his enlistment into the military service of the United States; 
that he was then a sound able-bodied man, free from any disease or disability ; 
that he treated claimant during an attack of fever in 1864, from which he recov- 
ered, and continued to enjoy good health up to the the time of his enlistment. 

The testimony of neighbors and intimate acquaintances of the soldier cor- 
roborate the evidence of Dr. Payne as to the good health of claimant at the time 
of the enlistment. 

Adolphus O. Mitchell, of Richmond, Wayne County, Indiana, testifies Novem- 
ber 11, 1882, that he was captain of claimant’s company in the Army, and that 
about June 1, 1865, at Ra@leigh, in the State of North Carolina, the soldier re- 
ceived a rupture of the right side, caused from falling.upon the ground while 
returning from drill at “ double-time ;” that he knows these facts from dupli- 
cate papers in his possession and from seeing him in that condition. 

John W. Nicholson, of Dubois County, Indiana, a comrade of the soldier, cor- 
roborates the evidence of Captain Mitchell. 

It is shown by the records of the Adjutant-General’s Office that the soldier was 
examined at the time of bis enlistment by T. B. Harvey, surgeon of the board of 
enro}lment of the sixth district of the State of Indiana. 

The continuance of the claimant’s disability is shown by the evidence. 

Your committee find from the evidence in this case thatthe claimant was dis- 
abled in the military service of the United States and in the line of duty, and 
that he is entitled to a pension, and therefore recommend the passage of the ac- 
companying bill. 


for the relief of Fred- 


JEREMIAH M’CARTY. 
Mr. SPOONER. I call up a bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jere- 
miah McCarty. 
The bi® was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Jeremiah McCarty, of Newport, R.I., 
on the roll of pensioners, and to pay him a pension of $25 per month, commenc- 
ing with the Ist day of September, 1875. 

The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6029 
the relief of Jeremiah McCarty, respectfully report: 

That said Jeremiah McCarty was a civil employé at the torpedo station on 
Goat Island, Newport Harbor, Rhode Island, and that while so employed he 
was seriously and permanently injured and disfigured in the manner and under 
the circumstances hereinafter set forth. 

On August 31, 1875, said McCarty was directed by Lieut. George A. Converse, 
United States Navy, the first assistant inspector and executive officer at said tor- 
pedo station, to submerge a torpedo, for experimental purposes, about one hun- 
dred feet from the shore. While so engaged, under the direction of Lieutenant 
Converse, and while holding the torpedo in his hands—Lieutenant Converse re- 
maining on the shore and having charge of the electric wires, by which the 
torpedo was to be fired—the torpedo was exploded by the extremely careless 
and premature connecting of the wires with the battery, shattering the boat in 
which McCarty was, destroying his right eye, disfiguring his face, body, and 
limbs, and permanently disabling him from the performance of ordinary labor. 

As theimmediate result of said injuries, said MeCarty was confined to his room 
for some two months, endured great suffering, and was compelled to submit to 
the entire removal of his right eye by a surgical operation. He then reported 
to the torpedo station for duty and attempted to resume labor there as formerly, 
but suffered a relapse, Which forced him to again forego all labor, and he has 
never since been able to perform any except light and irregular labor. 

McCarty is a veteran soldier of the late war, and prior to said accident was a 
vigorous, able-bodied man, capable of earning a good support for himself and 
his family. 

In addition to the permanent injuries above mentioned, said McCarty alleges 
impairment of the sight of his remaining eye, partial loss of hearing, shortness 
of breath, pains in the head and body, and general weakness and disability. 

The facts, as found by your comnifttee, are corroborated by the medical and 
other testimony submitted, by the official report of said accident made by Capt. 
R.K. Breese, United States Navy, then in charge of said torpédo station, to the 
Bureau of Ordnanceof the Navy Department, and by the certificate of said Cap- 
tain Breese. 

Said certificate, affording a concise and officicl account of said accident and of 
the injuries incurred by said McCarty, is here given in full, namely : 


UniTep STrates TorPepo SraTion, 
Newport, R. I., November 13, 1875. 

I certify that Jeremiah McCarty was employed on the civil roll of the station 
on the 3lst August, and was directed by one of the officers of the station, 
Lieut. G. A. Converse, to place a torpedo containing about fifteen pounds of 
powder. Whilst so engaged the torpedo was exploded, through no fault of his, 
and a very serious injury was the result. At this time the apparent permanent 
injury is loss of right eye, face disfigured by powder, and legs badly marked by 
same. a is made at times of inability to work as of old, at which lam 
not surprised; the great wonder to me being that the man lived after such an 
accident. 

A full report of the accident was made to the bureau on September 8. 

K. R. BREESE, 
Captain, United States Navy, and 
Inspector of Ordnance, in charge of stat icw, 
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In view of the facts and circumstances, 


our committee recommend that said 
bill be amended by striking out the w five, ” in the sixth Jine, and all of 
lines 7 and 8, and by inserting at the end of line 6 the words “ from and after 
the passage of this act ;” and that, as so amended, the bill be passed. 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out “25"’ and insert “‘20;" and strike out “commencing with the Ist 
day of September, 1875,” and insert “ from and after the passage of this act.” 


The amendments were 


agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JACOB WIENER. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I call up a bill (H. R. 7292) to grant a pension to 


Jacob Wiener. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jacob Wiener, late a private 
in Company I, Forty-first Regiment of New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7292) granting a pension to Jacob Wiener, having considered the same, report as 
follows: 

The petitioner enlisted in the Army of the United States as a private in Com- 
pany it. Forty-first New York Volunteers,on November 1, 1861, and was dis- 

November 7, 1864. Declaration for ‘pension was filed November 8, 1878, 

alleging that at Hunter's Chapel, Va., January, 1862, he froze both feet so that 

Sey burst open and disabled him for the performaneeof duty, and was attacked 

with rheumatism in both feet and legs while on guard duty. The Pension Office 

allowed $4 per month for frost-bite, but rejected the claim for rheumatism on the 
ground that it did not originate in the service and line of duty. 

In the consideration of the case it seems somewhat strange that the soldier 
should remain in the service for two orure after the incurrence of the disability, 
but it is explained by the affidavits of Henry Sweitzer and eee Weber, w 
say that at the time of the injury the claimant w as tgeated in samlanenaal be hos- 
pital for a severe cold and frosted feet, which woven A in chronic rheumatism ; 
that in the spring of 1863 they saw him in Washington, D. C., where he was on 
detached duty, being unfit for active ares service by reason of rheumatism, 
from which he was then suffering; that they sew him after his discharge and he 
was still suffering, and they swear ‘this knowledge is from personal observation. 

There is no record testimony or medical evidence of treatment, and claimant 
has not been able to supply the deficiency, but offers the affidavit of the captain 
of his company, Julius Stommel, who says that he knew of claimant's feet being 
frozen,and that he received medical treatment in the regimental hospital at 
Hunter's Chapel, Va.,and that he suffered from broken-open feet several times 
subsequently. The fact of the claimant's feet being frozen is undoubted, as it is 
testified to by several witnesses, as also that the rheumatism has been continu- 
ous and increasing. 

Claimant states that the frozen feet and chronic rheumatism are the direct re- 
— => his acomnaee service, in consequence of which he has been totally inca- 

tse deem cnt er manual labor; that without the aid of an assistant 
es e can an eat, nor perform the functions of nature, and that he is to 
tally and utterly heipl is statement is corroborated by acquaintances, 
and particularly by the y eteninens hysician, Dr. R. G. Mauss, who testifies that 
claimant has steadily run down in health and ability to take care of himself ; 
that his feet, hands, and body swell enormously, entirely him 
from feeding and dressing h if for weeks at a time; that t ——- of 
his extremities is steadily increasing, and that his case is a most deplorable 
one, as he is without means of alleviating his sufferings by reason of his ex- 
treme poverty. That as he requires assistance in dressing and feeding himself, 
and is entirely incapacitated for even the sli htest manual labor, he certain! 
should have his pension increased, Thinks condition is due entirely to his 
Army service. 

Surgeon-General Barnes, in an affidavit filed oman 11, 1882, says claimant 
has been suffering for the past sixteen years. to take care of him- 
self. Three examining surgeons have aoa Sieabiiey toe for a feet at $4 
month, rr reference to rheumatism, One surgeon rates “ first disability, 

second, * total second grade, $24."” 

Special Examiner George W. Frost, after ting cottons in the case under 
date of February 15, 1883, concludes his report to the Commissioner Jae say 

“that for ten years at least claimant has been wholly incapacitated maa 
labor, and that for five ere peenee has required assistance, and reco 
claim for wre 

General W. 8. Rosecrans, in a letter to the Commissioner. 
can for this old soldier ; 1 know his condition is distressi 

our committee are opinion pension be nereased, and recom- 
mend the of the bill, amended as follows : Strike out of line 4 the follow- 
words “p on the pension-roll the name ” and insert “ increase the 
and add after the word “ volunteer,” = line 6, “ to a0 per month.” 
so as to read, “to increase the of Jacob Wiener.” ” 


The amendments of the nia were read, as follows: 


Strike out “place on the pension-roll the name” and insert “ increase the 
pension ;"’ and at the end of the bill insert “ to $40 per month.” 


whmend the title so as to read: “A bill to increase the pension to Jacob 
iener 


The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


» SAYS: “ Do what you 


CAROLINE HIGGERSON. 

Mr. CULLEN. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 1856) grant- 
ing a pension to Caroline Higgerson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Somety f the Interior hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the on wpe mabdeatae teen na 


a of 3 : ws, the name of ko the provisionsand 
mother of Robert 8. Barber, late a private in Company ~second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers. pet ” 7 


The bill was laid aside to be reported t» the House with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARTHA C. BREESE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 4280) granting an inerease of pension to Mrs. Martha C. Breese and 
put it upon its passage. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the peacion now granted to Mrs. Martha C. Breese, 
widow of Kidder ‘Randolph late a captain in the United States Navy, 
be, and the same is hereby, increased to $50 per mont month. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let the report in that case be read. 

The report (by Mr. Hewrrr, of Alabama) is as follows: 


The ttee on Pensions, to whom was referred ea aam to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs = Marthe ©. Breese, submit the following repo: 
Mrs. Breese is the widow of Kidder Rando oebeee United 


iph Breese, 
States Navy, of whom Admiral Porter has well said: “ There was no officer dur- 


ing the war who pe more ae service than hedid.” And referring 
to Mrs. ‘3 lication to an increase , Admiral 
Porter says: “I oeeeeenes i cke wile not be ed in this matter, 
for if ever the widow ed deserved to be taken care of by the Govern- 
ment it is the widow of Copiain j 
n Breese served all through the cam of the , through 
the siege of V , and the opening up of the river to the and always 
with the most bra and © was fleet 
n of Admiral Porter's fleet at storming of Fort , and the ism 
th which he led ~ forlorn hope of naval and sailors that assaulted 
the works by land isa t in the history of the civil war, and is the 


common heritage of Ame’ ns. ‘‘ But,” says Admiral Porter, referrin 

to Captain Breese’s part in the cam of the Mississippi, “he no doubt lai 

the first seeds of disease on those rivers, for he was never well he left 
’ reese died while on sick leave, September 13, 1881, leaving 

eardes his family to live a 

The widow of this is now upon her small pension of $30 a 

month and the trifling amount of $2 allowed anne of her four little children, she 


having absolutely no other source of income. Can refuse to grant her 
an increase of $20, all asks? 


The committee believe not. Certainly her case appeals y to the Gov- 
ernment, and the committee recommend the passage of the bill for her relief. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN P. LOWELL. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; and as the 
report in this case is somewhat lengthy, after the bill is read I will ask 
consent to make a brief statement, which I think will be satisfactory. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., en Sat the Secretary of the Interior be, and eT is, author- 
ized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pension la name of Ben- 
jamin P. Lowell, late of Company I, First Regiment Maine Cs ae Volunteers. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I will state briefly that the diffi- 
culty at the Pension Office in this case was that the soldier was unable 
to prove by persons who saw him at the time of receiving the injury 
what the extent of the injury was; nor was he able to show that he was 
cared for by the surgeon of the t. 

The facts are, that he had been detailed for a certain service at that 
time, and was on a foraging expedition when the injury (hernia) was 
received, and he was taken in charge by the surgeon of another regi- 
ment and was not able to give the evidence of his comrades. That 
was the only reason the pension was not allowed at the office. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HENRY BIEDERBICK. 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 7933) granting a pension to Henry Biederbick. 


cen ee 
in, St Ge sueatoay of the Interior be, vena’ a pe seate, ~~ 
thorined and rected eee Re . tations 
laws, the name of sy bicerbick, late a hospital 


pee Henry 
steward in the United States Army, and one of the survivors of ‘the late Greely 
expedition to Lady Franklin Bay, at the rate of — dollars per month. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Strike out in the eighth and ninth lines the words “at the rate of — dollars 
per month.” 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Mr. Chairman, the 


His patriotism ie ey eee can © nema mebsien in 2078. 
By reason of his characteristics he to duty with the Lady, 
Franklin Bay expedition, which sailed in une, 1881. In this service 
he devoted himself most assiduously to the duties assigned to him, that 
of hospital steward, and to such an extent that Lieutenant Greel _ 
sely says that he was so faithful and so overtaxed himself in 
Seep ea hatin tins on Meneah anata he tad te tad apenid 


orders to restrain him. The report shows that by reason of his expos- 
ure and arduous duties he has been ee 
his mental faculties have been im and one of arms is entirely 
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4 
late Commodore Homer Crane Blake, from $30 to $380 per month, said increase 
to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) was read, as follows: 
















be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the committee will first be 


ted The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
vo upon. 7538) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake, having considered the 
The amendment was agreed to same, report as fotiows: . 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY E. FILLEBROWN. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I call up the bill (H. R. 7997) to 
increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
f the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Bet Gaet Gisecked to increase the pousion of Mary KE. Fillebrown, widow of 


the late Commodore Thomas Scott Fillebrown, from $30 to $50 per month, said 
increase to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


The petitioner is the widow of Commodore Homer Crane Blake, and is now 
receiving a pension of $30 per month. She asksan increase to $50. It has been 
the rule of this committee to report favorably bills of this character when the 
applicant will testify that the increase is necessary for her support. In her affi- 
davit she says: 

“* My present income is wholly inadequate and insufficient, and an {nerease 
of my pension as the widow of the late Commodore Blake is absolutely neces- 
sary and requisite for my support and maintenance.”’ 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES W. GREEN. 













The report (by Mr. BAGLEY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whon»was referred the bill (H. R. 7997) 
to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown, having carefully examined the 
same, submit the following report : : 

The icant is the witiow of the late Commodore Thomas Scott Fillebrown, 
United Navy, who died at the New York navy-yard on the 27th of Sep- 
tember, 1884. 

Commodore Fillebrown, at the time of his death, had served the Government 
faithfully for a long period of years, having entered the Navy October 19, 1841. 
He served with distinction during the late civil war, and during the time that 
he was in the Navy he saw about twenty-four years of active sea-service. __ 

Du his entire naval career he was noted for his unflinching integrity in 
the di of his duties. He died leaving little or no property, and his wife 
is without means of support, and is unable to maintain herself, being in delicate 
health. It has.been customary in similar cases to allow special pensions, and 
the long and efficient services of Commodore Fillebrown, and the necessity of 
this pension for the support of his widow, make it right and just that the cus- 
tom should be followed in this case. , 

We report the following bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SEBERT TONEY. 


Mr. WELLER. I call up the bill (H. R. 7447) granting a pension to 
Sebert Toney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sebert Toney, late a private in 
Company B, Thirty-seventh Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. HoLMEs) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
) granting a pension to Sebert Toney, having considered the same, report as 

follows : 

Sebert Toney, the claimant, enlisted as a private in Company B, Thirty-sev- 
enth Iowa Volunteers, and wasdischarged on May 24, 1865. He filed his appli- 
cation for a pension on November 20, 1880, alleging disability by reason of 
“chronic diarrhea and disease of the bladder contracted in the line of duty at 
Gallipolis, Ohio, in March, 1865." The claim was rejected by the Pension Of 
fice on the of“ inability to furnish any medical evidence of condition in 
service, or any evidence of condition at discharge and thence up to 1869. 

The evidence in this case shows positively, by the testimony of the captain of 
claimant's company, that claimant was suffering, as he alleges, at Gallipolis, 
Ohio, with diarrhea and disease of the bladder at said time, and that he went 
on sick fur' h for about a month, and that he was still suffering from said dis- 
ease, to his itive knowledge, at thetimeof hisdischarge. The claimant states 
in an affidavit that he was first taken with the diseaseat or near Memphis, Tenn., 
in July, 1864, and that the second attack, which was much more violent, occurred 
in March, 1865. The testimony of unim hable witnesses shows claimant to 
have been a perfectly sound man when he entered the Army, and the proof is 
positive and direct of the continuance of said diseases from the time of his dis- 
charge to the present, but to an increased extent. The claimant appears by the 
evidence to be totally incapacitated for the performance of manual labor by rea- 
son of incontinence of urine and diarrhea to such an extent as to make life mis- 
erableto him. The witnesses in this case are of the highest character, and the 
claimant bears the highest reputation for morality and integrity. 

Your committee have no hesitation, upon the evidence in this case, in report- 
ing the bill back with recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EMILY AGNEL. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. [ call up the bill (S. 475) granting arrears of 
pension to Emily Agnel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Emily Agnel, widow of Lieutenant-Colonel and Professor Hyacinthe 
Reheat Repel, the United States Army, was placed on the pension-roll on the 
16th day of December, 1880, and from which date payment of said pension was 


, 


ee ee the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to adjudicate the pension claim of Emily Agnel, widow of 
ee Sees Agaei.ce i har a tion had been filed in the office of 
the eee the Ist day of July, 1880, and to pay, or 
cause to be paid, to the afo: Emily Agnel, a pension at the rate prescribed 
hy law from the date of death of the said Hyacinthe Robert Agnel: Provided, 
ae ae previously paid on account of pension to the said Emily Agnel 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY F. BLAKE. 


Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. I call up the bill (H. R. 7538) grant- 
an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake. 
bill was read, as follows: 


Bettenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mary F. Blake, widow of the 













Mr. MATSON. I catlup thebill (H. R. 6177) forthe relief of Charles 


W. Green. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pensiorf laws, the name of Charles W. Green, formerly of 
Company B, Cass County Home Guard, Missouri State Volunteers. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. [I call for the reading of the report. 
The report was read in part. In full it is as follows: 
The petitioner enlisted as a private in Company B, Cass County, Missouri, H. 


G. Cavalry, June 27, 1861, and was discharged January 11,1862. Declaration for 
pension was filed November 12, 1878, in which itis alleged that while ona march 
from Paola, Kans.,to West Point, Mo.,about November 28, 1861, he took a severe 
cold while in camp, at night, which settled in his head and affecting his eyes! 
The claim was rejected on the ground of no record of alleged disability, and 
claimant has declared his inability to furnish the necessary evidence to connect 
it with the service. 


Claimant, in an affidavit, says he is unable to get the affidavit of his regi- 


mental surgeon, for the reason that be can not find out where he lives or 
whether yet alive or not, and that the best evidence he can get of being treated 
in the service for his eyes is the afildavit of Lieutenant Rogers. Claimant fur- 
ther says that he was mustered out with his regiment February 28, 1862, and 
that he was then broken down in health and has not been able to do a steady 
day’s work since, and that prior to enlistment he was a strong, healthy man; 
never requiring the services of a physician, and never employed one up to that 
time; that he had no trouble with his eyes until after entering the service. : 


The Adjutant-General’s report states that the muster-rolls of Company B of 


the regiment show that claimant was discharged for disability. 


Surgeon-General makes same report. Lieutenant Rogers, on whose affidavit 


claimant relies to show incurrence of disability in service, says, that while regi- 


ment was stationed at West Point, Bates County, Missouri, during December: 
1861, and January, 1862, owing to the destruction of the railfoads and freezing 
up of the river, it was impossible to get supplies, such as clothing, &c., and hence 
the regiment did service the greater part of the winter without heavy clothing; 


and a great many of the men had disease fastened on them from taking severe 
colds; among the number was claimant, who, being exposed to the severe cold 


weather while on duty, contracted sore eyes, and for a time during the winter 
was nearly or quite blind, and when the regiment had been mustered out he 
was still suffering from sore eyes. States that he saw claimant about five or six 
years after he was mustered out of service, and he was then nearly blind. 
Charles and Elizabeth Baker, who have known claimant since 1869, testify 
that since that time he has not been able to do a day’s work on account of poor 
health and defective sight, and that be is dependent upon the charity of friends 


for his living and clothing. 


' 
Doetors Frank Abbott, Lewis, and Wright, who are ou the medical staff of the 
Buffalo Homeopathic Hospital, testify that claimant is in a weak, debilitated, 


physical condition, and thatthe sight of both eyes is seriously impaired ; that 
claimant was treated at the hospital as a free patient. i 


Elizabeth Baker, in a second affidavit, says that when Green came to her house 
in 1869 he was so blind he had to be led around, and that he has ever since been 


broken down in health and helpless. This affidavit is dated May 31, 1881. 


Three examining surgeons, in a certificate dated February 5, 1879, say that the 
disability is equal to loss of both eyes, total first grade, $31.25 per month. 

The committee are of the opinion that the claimant incurred his disability in 
the service, that he is a great sufferer thereby, and that he is entitled to a pen- 
sion. It is recommended that the bill pass. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (interrupting the reading). I do not insist on the 
further reading of the report; but I would like the indulgence of the 
Chair for a moment while I make a remark or two. I take the occasion 
of the reading of this report, because it is another illustration of the 
many cases we have had before us where the case is in the nature of 
an appeal from the Pension Office to Congress. 

I desire in this connection to say a few words perhaps of_a personal 
nature. I was informed by a gentleman now on the floor, a member 
of the House, that some remarks I made a few evenings since in regard 
to examiners in the Pension Office have been given a much broader 
construction and application than I had any intention of their receiv- 
ing. The gentleman I refer to informed me some official connected 
with the Pension Department had taken exception to the remarks I 
made. I desire to say I had no intention whatever of casting any re- 
flection on the pension examiners as a class. 

I believe as a class there are no more faithful, industrious, and la- 
borious men in the public service. Neither did I intend my remark 
should be applied to any considerable part of them either at this time 
or at any other time. The rejected cases to which I applied it are not 
recently rejected cases, but are cases which were rejected under a former 
administration of the Pension Office, when, I think, a much stricter rule 
than is. now applied governed the office; when a different system pre- 
vailed; when cases rejected by the pension examiner did not go to a 
court of review; when, therefore, the report of the examiner must be 
made on the cases not rejected, and therefore when a difficult case was 
reached it was for his interest to lay it aside. 
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Now, I do not know that that practice has ever prevailed to any con- 
siderable extent, but other gentlemen besides myself have remarked 
that at some time in the Pension Office a much less impartial system 
prevailed than prevails at present. For the gentleman now at the head 
of the Pension Office I have the greatest respect, and I believe the sol- 
diers of this country have no better friend anywhere thar the present 
Commissioner of Pensions. And, as I said before, I believe there is no 
more faithful, honest body of public servants than the pension exam- 
iners, taken as a whole. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under 
consideration, pursuant to order, sundry bills on the Private Calendar 
reported by the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and had directed him to report the same back to the House 
with various recommendations. 

DAVID M’KINNEY. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, by unanimous 
consent reported with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
7573) granting a pension to David McKinney; which was ordered to be 
printed and placed on the Private Calendar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I dislike to make the request at this 
time, but I feel impelled to ask the House to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calender for the purpose of considering the bill 
just reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make the motion 
that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar ? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar (Mr. HATCH in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, | call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 7573) which has just been reported from the Committee 
on Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 

»ylace on the pension-ro]] the name of David McKinney, late a private in Capt. 
Nathan Boone's company, serving under General Dodge in the Black Hawk war, 
and grant him a pension, subject to the pension laws, from the date of the pas- 
sage of this act. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pre tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under 
consideration a bill (H. R. 7573), and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 

A bill (H. R. 7696) granting a pension to Thomas D. Fitch; 

A bill (H. R. 7903) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall; 

A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) granting a pension to Sylvester Greenough; 

A bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 

A bill (H. R. 7735) for the relief of Henry N. Huggins; 

A bill (H. R. 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutten; 

A bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to Caroline Higgerson; 

A bill (H. R. 4280) to increase the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese; 

A bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; 

A bill (H. R. 7997) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown; 

A bill (H. R. 7447) granting a pension to Sebert Toney; 

A bill (H. R. 7538) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 6177) for the relief of Charles W. Green; and 

A bill (H? R. 7573) granting a pension to David McKenney. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles were Se ee to, 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 
and : 


A bill (u. R. 7618) granting a pension to Henry H. G. Kislingbury 
and others; 


A bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of Morris Geld; 


A bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Harrison Mitchell; and 

A bill (H. R. 2804) for the relief of Cynthia Martin and Catharine 
Stover. 

A bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty; 

A bill (H. R. 7933) granting a pension to Henry Biederbick; and 

A bill (H. R. 7292) to grant a pension to Jacob Wiener [title amended 
so as to read, ‘‘A bill to increase the pension of Jacob Wiener’’]. 

Senate bills with the following titles were severally ordered to a third 
reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 475) granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden; and 

A bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Catherine Schools. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar were passed; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. ENGLISH, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print 
additional remarks -upon the bill (H. R. 3947) granting a pension to 
Joseph Raible. - 

And then, on motion of Mr. Matson (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Petition of citizens of Catskill, N. Y., in refer- 
ence to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Chester, Orange County, 
New York, on the Mormon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Petition of Robert J. Beach, Amzi Dodd, Israel 
Jacobus, and about 200 others, citizens of New Jersey, requesting 
proper legislation on the Mormon question—to the same committee. ~ 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
for the passage of laws to suppress Mormonism—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORAN: Memorial and petition of the Brush Electric Light 
Company, the White Sewing Machine Company, and citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, in relation to the want of adequate clerical force and ex- 
aminers in the Patent Office—to the Committee on Patents. 

3y Mr. GEORGE: Petition of the Portland (Oreg.) Board of Trade, 
favoring the Nicaraguan treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, requesting purchase of the Portage Lake and Lake Superior 
Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NELSON: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, urging that the United States acquire title to the Portage Lake 
and Lake Superior Ship Canals, and make the same free of tolls—to the 
same committee. A 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of John W. McCullough and 200 others, 
citizens of Cecil County, Maryland, asking Congress to enact laws to 
suppress Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of L. W. Cooke; of A. M. Fuller, 
first lieutenant Second United States Cavalry; of A. 8. Greenhow, late 

ymaster’s clerk, United States Army; of W. J. Moberly; and of A. 

i: Frank, a citizen of Deadwood, Dak.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Galway, Saratoga County, 
and of Amsterdam, N. Y., urging action by Congress upon the bills for 
the suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES. WILSON: Petition of citizens of Marion, Linn 
County, Iowa, asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of Melville M. Folsom and others, of Old- 
town, Me. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 163 voters of McGlone, Carter 
County, Kentucky. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Of 8. H. Mowers and 96 others, of Lucas, and of 
W. 58. Chamberlin and 123 others of Adario, Richland County, Ohio. 

By Mr. KLEINER; Of ex-soldiers of Velpen, Pike County, Indiana. 
e Mr. LACEY: Of Stephen P. Russell and 85 others, of Banfield, 

ich. : 


By Mr. LOWRY: Of 64 citizens of Hudson, Steuben County, Indi- 
ana. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Of 56 citizens of Tipton, of 63 citizens of Daven- 
port, and of 40 citizens of Stanwood, Iowa. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of Thomas Hawkins and 123 others, of Elk 
County, and of Charles Fye and 61 others, of Elk County, Kansas. 

By Mr. POLAND: Of M. T. Fenno and 200 others, of Saint Johns- 


| bury, and of 8. H. Foster and 100 others, of Calais, Vt. 


p hana T. B. REED: Of T. F. Hodgdon and others, 


of Milo; of W. 
H. 


and others, of Bridgton; of Elisha B. Lovejoy and others, 





oh 
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of North Turner; of Charles E. Bramy and others, of Bingham, and of 
E. W. Tobey and others, of South Norridgewock, Me. 

By Mr. RICE: Of George W. Clifford and others, of Worcester County ; 
of George W. Danforth and others, of Spencer; and of E. 
others, of Westfield, Hampden County, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of E. 8. Elsbreeand 62 others, 
Chicopee, Mass. 2 = 

By Mr. RYAN: Of 361 citizens of Kansas. 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of S5citizens of Macksburg, Madison County, | 
Towa. 
By Mr. STEVENS: Of 110 citizens of Youngstown, Niagara County, 





.| 
veterans, of 


New York. <i 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Of E. W. Coward and 169 others, citizens 
of Charlestown; of James H. Bennett and 62 others, citizens of New 
Amsterdam; and of J. H. Hughesand 29 others, citizens of Charlestown, 
Ind. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of R. A. Gamble and 41 others, citizens of 
Trumbull County; of 63 citizens of Greensburg; of 58 citizens of Wind- 
son, Ashtabula County; of 70 citizens of Warren, and of Garrettsville, 
Ohio. } 

By Mr. THOMAS: Of 53 citizens of Union County, of 65 citizens of 
Massac County, of 49 citizens of Johnson County, of 62 citizens of Pu- 
laski County, and of 25 citizens of Union County, Illinois. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Of citizens of Dover Center, Olmsted County ; 
of Dresback, Winona County; of Canton, Fillmore County; of Spring 
Valley, Fillmore County; and of Plainview, Wabasha County, Minne- 
sota. 

By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Of citizens of Benton County, of Linn 
County, of Johnson County, and of 434 names from T. Z. Cook Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Cedar Rapids, lowa. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Of Charles E. West and 40 others, citizens 
of Williamston, Ingham County; of E. F. Lamb and 33 others, citizens 
of Mount Morris, Genesee County; of 63 citizens of Holly, and of 116 
citizens of Oakland County, Michigan. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Of William H. Little and others, citizens 
of Stark County, Illinois. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 7, 1885. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntLey, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
‘ CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of William 
M. Evarts, chosen by the Legislature of New York a Senator from that 
State for the term commencing March 4, 1885; which were read and 
ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin; which wasreferred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress toaid 
in procuring the purchase of the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship-Canal 
and the ee eand River Improvement Company Canal by the General 

vernment, 


Whereas the Senate of the United States has passed certain resolutions, dated 


April 22, A. D. 1884, directing the Secretary of War to procure information as to 
a Reie bane and > =~ Festege Lake = Lake Superior Ship-Canal 
an e an ver Improvement Company Canal, wit! vi 
a purchase of the same by the Government ; oe Se 
a ; al wae achestad oF O. M. Poe, of the United 
States Army, to make an examination under said resolution, and advi 
desirability of purchasing said canals; ee 
ereas reported under this resolution, on the date of Jan- 
uary 5, A. D. 1885, recommending that the Government should make said per 
— and make those two ship-canals free water ways to the commerce of the 
; 


Whereas the tolls collected by these two canal — are burdensome to 


the ——_ of a large district who are supplied thro these canals, and equal! 
bu lensome to the vessel interest and the commerce of the Mesthweet using 


Whereas these canals form important channels that should be made free tothe 
pap omens of the North Pacific @untry, as well as the local country doing 
with those growing Lake Superior industries, and lessens the danger 
navigation to this great commerce passing through Lake Superior, making 
at the enterance of the main shi nala harbor of refuge that is needed just 
ae tona on hener this great lake: Therefore, 
concurring), That our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in ae urged to use their infiuence to procure such legtelation 
the and make them free water 


to the people of the ion supplied b 
lake Sa map ne pv North ; pp y them and the whole commerce of 


Resolved, That the governor be requested to forward one co 
Representatives and Senators in Congress, 
Somcany of Was. and one copy to t 


y to each of our 
ne honorable the 


SAM, S. FIFIELD, 


President of the Senate, 
HIRAM O. FAIRCHILD, ~ 


si ssomndt 
STATE OF WISCONSIN, a ae - 


nt of State, ss: 
To all to whom these presents shall come : P 


I, Ernst T. secretary of state of the State of Wi 


. Timme, isconsin, do } by - 
tify that the foregoing has been compared by me with the original in this office, 
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that the same is a true and correct copy thereof,and of the whole of such 


In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 


seal at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this 3d day of February, in the year 
L. Peck and of our Lord 1585. 


[SBAL. } ERNST G. TIMME, 


Secretary of State. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, also presented a memorial of the 


| Legislature ‘of Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 
Memorial to Congress relating to Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-Canal 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled 

The memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin respectfully repre- 
sents: 

That the shipping and commercial interests tributary to our great chain of 
lakes, and more especially the interests in Wisconsin, Michigan, and Illinois, as 
well as the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers and their tributaries, require the proper 
maintenance of the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-Canal ; that it seems 
to us most desirable that the United States Government have full control of ail 
the waters of such large and necessary traffic and commercial importance, and 
that the interests of the commerce of the lakes and the welfare of the United 
States demand that said canal be kept free for all navigation; that the said 
canal, together with the harbor improvements now maintained and projected 
by the General Government, forms a very necessary harbor of refuge for the 
commerce of Lake Michigan : 

Therefore, your memorialists would respectfully ask that the United States 
Government take said Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship-Canal on the terms 
already agreed upon between the General Government and the owners of said 
canal, thereby causing it to be made a free water way. 

We request his excellency the governor of the State to transmit a copy of the 
foregoing memorial to each of our Representatives in Congress, also one copy 
each to the governors of the States of Illinois and Michigan. 

SAM, 8. FIFIELD, 
President of the Senate. 
HIRAM O. FAIRCHILD, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


STATE OF WISCONSIN, 
Department of State, ss: 
To all to whom these presents shall come : 
I, Ernst G. Timme, secretary of state of the State of Wisconsin, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing has been compared by me with the originakin this office, 


and that the same is a true and correct copy thereof, and of the whole of such 
original. 


In testimony wheseof, [ have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal, at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this 4th day of February, in the year 
of our Lord 1885. 

[SEAL.] ERNST G. TIMME, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I present eighteen petitions, 
signed by 1,049 citizens of Allegheny City and other places in Pennsyl- 
vania bordering on the Allegheny River, praying for an appropriation 
for the improvement of that stream. I move that the petitions be re- 
ferred.to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present a preamble and resolution of the Board of 
Trade of the city of Jacksonville, Fla., in the following language: 

Whereas the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fla., knowing the benefits of the 
United States Signal Service reports and records to business men, and especially 


| those interested in shipping matters and the culture of fruits and vegetables, and 


knowing the appropriations made by Congress for the Signal Service during 
some previous years have not been sufficient for the proper maintenance of that 
now indispensable service: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we most earnestly call on the members of Congress from 
the State of Florida to use their votes and influence for adequate appropriations 
for the Signal Service, in order that it may be conducted ina manner for the 
greatest possible benefit to the agricultural, commercial, and public interests 


I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of business men of 
Oswego, N. Y., praying that the United States may acquire possession 
of the Portage Lake canals in the State of Michigan; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SABIN presented a petition of the Duluth (Minn.) Board of 
Trade, praying that the Government purchase the Lake Superior Ship- 
Canal, and the Portage Lake Improvement Canal, in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2585) for the relief of James Albert Bonsack, of the State 
of Virginia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Committee on Foreign Relations 
instruct me to report back the bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet 
Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark 
Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the 
United States at Bahia, Brazil, and to ask to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
it having been improperly referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Thatmatterwasconsidered by the Committee on Claims 
during the last Congress. It presents a very important and interesting 
public question. I do not think the Committee on Claims will have 
time toconsider it during the present session, and it is utterly hopeless 
to expect it to beconsidered by the Senate, much less by the two Houses 
and the President. I, therefore, instead of having the bill referred to 
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the Committee on Claims at this time, suggest that it lie upon the table 
with the purpose of having it brought forward in the next Congress and 
referred. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations being discharged from the further considesation 
ofthe bill? TheChairhearsnone. The Senator from California moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts resist the 
motion? 
Mr. HOAR. I made a motion that it lie on the table. 


Mr. MORGAN. The claim was reported upon by my former col- 
league in the Senate, Mr. Pryor, favorably, as I remember. 

Mr. HOAR. No; he made a minority report. It is not important 
enough to take the time of the hohorabie Senator from Alabama or of 
the Senate. It is a matter upon which the Committee on Claims were 
divided. It presents a very omens question, a question which will 
lead to a long debate in the Senate. y suggestion was that as it is 
so late in the session the bill had nar lie on the table, to be brought 
forward at the beginning of the next Congress and duly referred. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator will postpone that motion until 
the arrival of one of the Senators from Maryland, at all events. They 
take a great interest in the claim. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw the motion and let the bill go to the 
Committee on Claims. It will amount to the same thing, practically. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is a House bill, and if it should re- 
ceive the favorable action of the Committee on Claims at this session it 
may become a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the refer- 
ence of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations was made under 
the impression that at some former session the matter had been in that 
committee and there considered. The Chair was probably mistaken. 
The question now is on referring the bill to the Committee on Claims. 
That order will be entered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, toewhom the subject 
was referred, reported a bill (8. 2621) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Great Kanawha River below the falls, and to pre- 
scribe the dimensions of the same; which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1441) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha, 
and to prescribe the dimensions of the same, reported adversely thereon ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil riation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2611) to revive and amend the act of Congress 
of August 15, 1876, to encourage and promote telegraphic communica- 
tion between America and Asia, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am instructed by the Committee on Forei 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1004) relative to 
Chinese indemnity fund, to reportit without amendment. I am di- 
rected also to say to the Senate that, under the instructions of the com- 
mittee, I shall take the first convenient opportunity that the Senate 
may have to ask for its consideration. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on iculture 
and Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1457) to establish a 
Department of Agriculture, reported it with an amendment. 


TESTIMONIALS TO ULYSSES 8S. GRANT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on the Library, to which was re- 
ferred the message of the President of the United States transmitting 
the offer made by Mrs. Grant to os to the Government in perpetual 
trust the swords and military and civil testimonials lately belonging to 
General Grant, have had the same under conthderstion. and directed 
me to report a joint resolution the gift. As it is a matter 
which I presume will receive the assent of every Senator, and ought to 
be acted upon promptly in order te do it graciously, I ask for the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 119) accepting the giftof William H. Van- 
derbilt and Julia Dent Grant, wife of Ulysses 8. Grant, to the United 
States of certain articles was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator frém Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the joint resolution be now considered. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of: the Whole, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Whereas William H. Vanderbilt and Julia Dent Grant have by deed of trust 
executed on the 10th day of January, ene presented to the United Sooo 


swords, medals, paintings, 
ects of value and art various governments in the world to General 


liysses S, Grant, as tokens of their high appreciation of his illustrious 
: Therefore, 


ter asa soldier and a statesman 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of ofthe ew ae 
accept the said property and ar- 


tea in Congress assembled, That 


“copies shall be for the use of the Senate ; 


ticles, more fully ep ee ms the eheties piarhed ta to said deed of trust, to be 
held by the United States ee in the city of Washing- 
ton for the use ay — the we of United States. And the thanks 
of Congress are tendered to the said William H. Vanderbilt and Julia 
Dent Grant for their generous and valsabte gi 

Resolved, That the said poopenty at and articles articles are placed wi under the Ge entity of 
the Librarian of Cor ; and the ar is hereby directed to re- 
ceive the same for keeping and ae in the Department of War until 
they can be transported by the Librarian of Congress to a suitable buildirg to 
be provided for the use of the Library of Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
PUBLICATION OF TREATIES. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, reported the following concurrent resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 9,500 additional copies of the Treaties and Conventions transmitted to 
the Senate by the President in his m of January 23, 1885, of which 1,500 
000 copies for the use of the House ; 
4,000 copies for the use of the Department of State ; and 1 ,000 copies for distribu- 
tion, by the Department of the Interior, among public libraries not tories 
under existing laws, each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress 
to designate two libraries to whom copies of the work shall be thus sent. And 
the Public Printer is also authorized to print and have bound 2,000 additional 
copies to be sold at actual cost and 10 per cent. added. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF A BANK. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2594) to ¢ the name of the Manu- 
facturers’ National Bank of New York to the Manufacturers’ National 
Bank of Brooklyn, N. Y., to report it favorably. 

Mr. LAPHAM. [ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETER RILEY AND JOHN 8. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like at this time, as a matter of personal con- 
venience, to ask unanimous consent to have two bills, which have been 
heretofore reported adversely and indefinitely, upon 
the Calendar. The first is the bill (S. 1443) for the relief of Deter] Riley, 
which was reported yesterday adversely from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and the other is the bill (S. 2010) for the relief of John S. Will- 
iams, which was ad y on ry. 

The PRESIDE protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the vote of the Senate heretofore taken indefinitely 

ing the bill (S. 1443) for the relief of Peter Riley, be reconsid- 
ered, and that the bill, with the adverse report of the committee, be 
on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

and it is so ordered. 

He also asks unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate hereto- 
fore taken indefinitely ing the bill (S. 2010) for the relief of 
John 8S. Williams be and that the bill with the adverse 
report be placed on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of ee I ask unanimous consent at this 
time that the Senate to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
5670) to authorize a retired-list for private and non-commissioned offi- 
cers of the ae States Army who have served for a period of thirty 


ey 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the vienened from Pennsylvania that the bill named by him be now con- 
sidered ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are quite a number of House bills upon 
the Calendar which could be very readily disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to say 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Can the motion be amended ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Pennsylvania asks 
for unanimous consent, which is all,he can do at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I sug est to the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
move to take up House bills on the Calendar not reported adversely, 
and let them be considered one after the other. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will stafe that debate is 
not in order. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry of the Chair. Is the 


The ERESIDENT ps tempore. The business 

morning is not over, 
esl ta Seutar tam lvania asks unanimous consent that the 
bill, the title of which he has stated, be now considered. Is there ob- 


jection ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have a resolution of three lines 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
objection to the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. HOAR. I object. i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
Mr. HOAR. I 1 object until the morning business is over. 
HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘ Concurrent or other resolutions’’ 
being in order, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution offered 
yesterday by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which will be 
read 


Is there 


The resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, February 9, the hour of meeting of the 
Senate shall be 11 o’clock a, m., unless otherwise ordered, and the morning hour 
shall expire at 1 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. Se 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if he 
does not think it is a little too early for us to begin our sessions at 11 
o'clock. It interferes materially with all the committee work of the 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Senate. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There are but eighteen working days remaining 
of the session in which to dispose not only of the vast number of appro- 
iation bills, but of other important bills. dt is a question for the 
te to determine. I think it is time that weshould begin to meet at 
11 o'clock. I may state that it is about the usual time in the session 
for the Senate to meet at 11. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


COUNT OF THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the President of the Senate be authorized 
to appoint two Senators to be tellers on the part of the Senate, in ac- 
cordance with the concurrent resolution adopted by the two Houses, to 
make a list of the votes for President and Vice-President of the United 
States as they shall be declared when the two Houses assemble at 12 
o'clock on the 11th of February, 1885. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the President of the Senate be authorized to appoint two 
tellers on the part of the Senate, provided for in the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the two Houses on the subject of counting the votes for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the motion? The Chair hear none. The 
cuestion is on agreeing to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES W. TEBBS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to oon out of the contin fund of the Senate the sum of $1,696 to 
James W. asthe residue of his salary as messenger from May 5, 1879, to 
November 30, 1833. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (5. 475) granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel; 
A bill (8S. 750) granting a pension to Catherine Schools; and 
A bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to Caroline Higgerson; 

A bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Harrison Mitchell, late of Com- 
pany K, Forty ith Indiana Volunteers; 
: A bill (H. R. 2804) for the relief of Cynthia Martin and Catharine 

ver; 


A bill (H. R. 4280) to increase the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese; 


A bill = R. 4869) for the relief of Morris Geld; 

A bill (H_ R. 5086) for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 

A bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty ; 

A bill (H. R. aust for the relief of Charles W. Green; , 

A bill (H. R. 6310 @ pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; 

A bill (H. R. 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutten ; 

A bill H. R. 7292) to increase the pension of Jacob Wiener; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) granting a pension to Sylvester Greenough; 

A bill H. R. 7447) granting a pension to Sebert Toney; 

A bill (H. R. 7538) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake; 

4 bill (H. B. 7618) eremting a pension to ary 1G Krak 

’ ing a ion to H. G. Kislingbury, 

Walter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler Behofield Kislingbury, and 
E. L. Kislingbury, respectively, children of the late Frederick F. Ki 


i 


alieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry; 


H. R. 7696 qeins 2 eee nae D. Fitch; 
A bill R. 7735 the relief of Henry A. Huggins; 
A bill (H. R. 7903 granting a pension to Daniel fe Randall: 
A bill (H. R. 7933) granting a pension to Henry Biederbick; 














7932) granting a peusion to Amanda Allen; 

7952) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley; and 

7997) to increase the pension of Mary E. Fillebrown. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 674) to authorize the purchase of additional grounds for 
the United States court-house and post-office building at Springfield, 
Ill.; and . 

A bill (S. 2168) forthe relief of the executrix of Ayres P. 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


Merrili. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I now renew my request, and I 
hope there will be no objection to it, to take up the bill (H. R. 5670) 
to authorize a retired-list for privates and non-commissioned officers of 
the United States Army who have served for a period of thirty years 
or upward. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to be al- 
lowed to make a suggestion in regard to the conduct of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to be allowed to submit observations upon this re- 
quest and the subject of pending business. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The suggestion I desire to make is 
that hereafter during the remainder of this session, when the Senate 
proceeds to the consideration of business during the morning hour un- 
der the eighth rule, it shall take up and consider House bills favorably 
reported and pension bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be done this morning. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to make 
a statement. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to be heard upon this matter. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Pennsylysnia, if the 
Senate will allow me, if the bill he refers to is a House bill? . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It is a House bill, reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania being heard upon this question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the order of morning business concluded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania that the bill be 
now considered ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I shall object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
other resolutions ’’ are still in, order. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has just been made to that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Not to that, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is what the Chair ‘asked for. 
‘Concurrent or other resolutions ”’ are still in order. [A pause. ] 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I am informed by Senators on 
the floor that the morning business is now over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. Are there further ‘‘ con- 

current or other resolutions?’’ If there be none that order is closed. 
ARMY -RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 

my request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 1080, being the bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired-list for 
privates and non-commissioned officers of the United States Army 
who have served for a period of thirty years and upward. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion. [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I call for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 27, noes 4; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I think if the Senate will divide again there will be a 
quorum, if the Chair will ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will put the question again. The Chair hears no objection. 

The question being again put, there were on a division—ayes 33, 
noes 2; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas amd nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Is there objection to the request of 


“ Concurrent or 


I ask unanimous consent to 


Now is it proper for me to make 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
taken I wish to say—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to say 
three or four words. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
nnanimous consent to be heard. Is theré objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will theSenator yield a moment? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the vote be taken viva voce again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement.* Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the Senator from Pennsylvania will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I simply wish to state to the Sen- 
ate that I shall be compelled to leave the city on Monday, and I am 
extremely anxious t6 have this bill taken up and disposed of before I 
go. If 1 were to returnin a week I should not care about pressing the 
bill now, but I may be gone longer, and I therefore ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to consider this bill now, which I think will not occupy 
more than ten minutes of time. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
a minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Tennessee being allowed to make a statement? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under thecircumstances stated by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, as far as I am concerned, I will cheerfully consent to the 
consideration of the bill to which he refers, but I desire to give notice 
here and now that unless the suggestion of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is agreed to by the Senate, I will from this time on object to the con- 
sideration of every House bill on the Calendar that is not regularly 
reached, and I will vote against the consideration of every bill on the 
Calendar until the Calendar of House bills favorably reported can be 
taken up in their order and disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, On the question whether this bill 
shall be taken up for consideration the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am requested by the Senator from North Carolina 
[ Mr. RANSOM] to state that he is ill and will not be in his seat to-day, 
and he and my colleague [Mr. LOGAN] are paired. 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 3; as follows: 


Before the yeas and nays are 


i 


The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 


YEAS—4, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hill, Morrill, 
Bayard, Fair, * Hoar, Pendleton, 
Beck, Frye, Ingalls, Pike, 
Blair, Garland, Jackson, Platt, 
Bowen, George, Lapham, Sabin, 
Call, Groome, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa, Hale, Maxey, Sherman, * 
Colquitt, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
Conger, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Vest, 
Cullom, Harrison, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Hawley, Morgan, Wilson, 
NAYS—3. 

Cameron of Wis., Cockrell, Slater. 

ABSENT—29, 
Aldrich, Gibson, MePherson, Sauisbury, 
Brown, Gorman, Mahone, Sewell, 
Butler, Jonas, Manderson, Vance, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Palmer, Walker, 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Williams. 
Coke, Kenna, Pagh, 
Dawes, Lamar, Ransom, 
Farley, Logan, Riddleberger, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5670) toauthorize aretired- 
list for privates and non-commissioned officers of the United States 
Army who have served for a period of thirty years and upward. 

It provides when an enlisted man has served as such thirty years in 
the United States Army or Marine Corps, either as a private or as a 
non-commissioned officer, or both, he shall, by making application to 
the President, be placed on the retired-list created by it, with therank 
held by him at the date of retirement; and he is thereafter to receive 
75 per cent. of the pay and allowances of the rank upon which he 
was retired. 

Mr. BAYARD. _Is there any report accompanying that bill ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. There is a short House report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report from a committee 
of the House of Representatives as the Chair is told, which came over 
with the papers. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It was adopted by the Senate 
committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. LYMAN, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives, March 4, 1884: 


‘he Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5670) 


oer ae cue cgrammatas 


I ask unanimous consent io be allowed to occupy half | 


| 
| 


for the retirement of non-commissioned officers and enlisted men, submit the 
following report : : , 

Something is needed to give greater stability and a better standing to the en- 
listed man in our military service. If he could feel that he would have a 
proper provision for his old age he would be more likely to support the monot- 
onous life of the service contentedly. ; ; 

Were such a provision made, it wuld go far to make our military service an 
attractive one for respectable men, and in this way to get rid of the disreputa- 
ble characters, who take the first opportunity to desert. - 

It is scarcely necessary to say that desertion is not only a great loss to the 
Government in men, money, and material, but it is the source of serious de- 


| moralization. 


The annual desertions from our Army are between three and four thousand, 
and any measure that would lessen this number might well be considered an 
economical one; but beyond the question of economy stands that of justice. 
For it is no more than just that the soldier who has given all the best years of 
his life to the military service of the country should have some provision made 
for hisold age beside the present Soldiers’ Home,where he is separated from his 
on & the opinion of the Lieutenant-General of the Army that thirty years 
would be the proper period of service to authorize the retirement of a private 
soldier or anon-commissioned officer. The passage of this bill would not entail 
much expense for the Government, because there are in the Army only fifty 
enlisted men who have served thirty years. 

Your committee therefore advise the passage of the accompanying bill as a 
substitute for bill H. R. 1040, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. | should like to have the yeas and nays ou the 
question of the passage of the bill. For one I do not hesitate to say 
that I am opposed to the creation of so many retired-lists in this coun- 
try. The people of this country are all alike. I do not see why men 
engaged in the military service should be put upon retired-lists to be 
supported after a certain period by the taxes drawn from the people 
any more than any other class of worthy citizens. I think we are do- 
ing wrong in creating these life pensions by retirement and otherwise 
that saddle upon the people of this country such a large number of per- 
sons who are to be supported by taxes paid by the people. I shall vote 
against the measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the passage of the bill the Sena- 
tor from Delaware demands the yeas and nays. ’ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask my honorable friend from Dela- 
ware what he would do with soldiers who had served in the United 
States Army thirty years. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I would pay them for the services which they 
rendered at the time, and I would treat them as I would treat any other 
man engaged in the public service, just as I would treat the Senator 
from Massachusetts, pay him for his services while in the public service 
and when he retired from the public service of his own will I would 
make him do as other men do, provide for himself. 

Mr. HOAR. You will discharge the soldier, I suppose, if he was 
disabled at the end of thirty years ? 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, a few years ago we had a bill of like 
character to the one now before the Senate up for consideration, and 
after very considerable debate the bill passed the Senate, receiving the 
approbation, I believe without a call of the yeas and nays, of the entire 
Senate. 

The theory on which the Committee on Military Affairs of the Sen- 
ate made that report is very clear. There is a great spirit of jealousy 
on the part of the men in the Army that officers drawing high pay are 
placed on the retired-list after they become worn out in the service, 
while the soldier who has served equally as honorably and faithfully 
in his more humble position is left in his old age without protection. 

We thought that it was not right; we thought that the same reason 
applied in the one case as the other, and that bill passed the Senate. 
It contains some few words—I have not the bill before me, but I drew 
it myself—requiring that those retired should have served honorably 
and continuously. The word ‘“‘ honorably’ is not in this bill, as I 
think it ought to be. It was found after investigation that there were 
quite a number of cases where a man had served his term ofenlistment 
and after being out a few weeks re-enlisted. That class would be cut 
out under the old bill. For that reason the word “‘ continuously ”’ is 
left out of the present bill. 

If the theory be correct that a military officer who has devoted his 
whole time to the service of the country should be provided for by the 
Government, I can see no reason why that should not apply to the 
private soldier and to the non-commissioned officer ww ts as to the 
commissioned officer. I can see no reason for the rence. 

It is a well-known fact—perhaps Senators have had their attention 
called to it—that desertions have got to be alarmingly common all 
through the Army. There is loud complaint of the frequency of deser- 
tions. Many plans have been presented by officers of the Army to en- 
deavor to prevent these continual desertions in the Army. It is my 
opinion as a member of the Military Committee, and I think the entire 
committee agree in that idea, that if we show by act of Congress our 
determination to take care of these old men after they have honorably 
and faithfully served their country for that long period of time, it will 
bea incentive fo men to remain in the service and not desert; and 
therefore we thought it was i thing in itself to do, be- 
cause to-day a vast amount of expense is incurred by enlisting men, 
having them desert, and having to send details for the purpose of ar- 
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resting and trying them, but that all things considered, as these points 
were presented on the former bill which was satisfactory to the Sen- 
~ ate, this bill should be accepted, being practically the same as the one 
formerly passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 1 am paired with the junior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], who is detained from the Sen- 
ate by sickness in his family; but under the pair I feel at liberty to 
vote on a question like this. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas], but feeling at lib- 
erty to vote on a question of this kind, I vote *‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
37, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Allison, Fair, Ingalls, Morgan, 
Beck, Frye, Jackson, Morrill, 
Blair, Garland, Lapham, Pendleton, 
Call, Groome, MeMillan, Platt, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Conger, Harrison, Maxey, Sherman. 
Cullom, Hawley, Miller of Cal., 
Dolph, ill, Miller of N. Y., 
Edmunds, oar, Mitchell, 
NAYS—5. 
Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, Vest. 
Colquitt, 
ABSENT—3. 
Aldrich, Farley, Logan, Slater, 
Bayard, George, MePherson, Vance, 
Bowen, Gibson, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Gorman, Pike, Voorhees, 
Rutler, Jonas, lumb, Walker, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Pugh, Williams, 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Kenna, Sabin, 
Dawes, Lamar, Sewell, . 
So the bill was passed. 
FEES IN PENSION CASES. 
Mr. JACKSON. I move that the bill (S. 2511) relating to claim 


agents and attorneys in pension cases, passed yesterday with amend- 


ments, be printed as passed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the bill named by him which passed the Senate yesterday be printed 
as passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 
proceed to the consideration of private pension bills not reported ad- 


versely, as they stand upon the Calendar, and that the morning hour 
be extended until these bills shall be completed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 


unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 


private ion bills on the Calendar reported favorably—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not reported adversely. There aresome reported 
without recommendation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those not reported adversely, and 
that the consideration of those bills be continued until they are dis- 
posed of. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
he continue them until 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Iowa will let them go 
gta It will not take long, and there are some Senate bills in the 

ist. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We had better gothrough with them. Someare 
Senate bills which we want to send to the other House. 

Mr ALLISON. Very well; I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Ckair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [accept the suggestion made by the Senator from 
eee [Mr. Hoar] that therule of five minutes’ debate be ap- 
plied. 

Mr. HOAR. _I desire to have that a part of the understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro témpore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
modifies his request so as to be a proposition that.the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of private ion bills on the Calendar not 
adversely reported, and that the consideration of these bills be continued 
until they are ai of, and that the five-minute limitation of debate 
as under Rule VIII, apply. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears none. 
The first pension case on the Calendar will be stated. 

ERASTUS W. BABSON. 


Ths first pension case on the Calendar was announced to be the bill 
(8. 772 ting a pension to Erastus W. Babson. 
The PRESIDENT pre iempore This b passed 
pre tempore. jis bill has once the Sen- 
ate and on motion the vote ing the bill was reconsidered, and the 
question now is, Shall the bill pass? 





























Iask unanimous consent of the Senate now to 





Mr. BLAIR. It may aswell be passed over informally. It isacase 
in which certain further evidence is really necessary and the man him- 
self is dead. The Senator interested in the bill had hoped that it 
might be available, but I suppose the result will be its indefinite post- 
ponement in the end. Let it be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that this bill be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
Is there objeetion? The Chair hears none. 

SIMPSON HARRIS. 

The bill (H. R. 433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to increase the pension of Simpson Harris, a soldier of the 
war of 1812, and who now holds pension-certificate numbered 3706, to 
$50 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report in that case ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). 
report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CoLQuiTr 
on June 10, 1884: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 433) to in- 
erease the pension of Simpson Harris, have considered the same, and report : 

The facts areset forth in the following report made during the presentsession 


by the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives (House 
Report No. 301): 

**“fhat Simpson Harris served in the war of 1812 asa private in Capt. James 
Graham’s company, North Carolina militia, from November 28, 1814, to February 
22, 1815; that he was honorably discharged, and was placed on the pension-rolls 
as a pensioner at the rate of $8 per month under act of February 14, 1871. 

“Your committee further report that the petitioner is prebably the oldest pen- 
sioner on the pension-rolls, being now over 104 years old. It also appears from 
the affidavit of Dr. Samuel A. Hinton, the claimant’s family physician, that for 
more than five years he has been sorely afflicted; that he has suffered from pa- 
ralysis since 1866; that he has steadily grown worse, other diseases intervening, 
until, since 1880, he has been entirely helpless. He has not been able to perform 
manual labor since 1868, and is poor and needy, and a charge upon the charity 
of his family and friends. He requires the servicesof an attendant at all times. 
In view of these facts your committee are of opinion that said claimantshould 
receive the same pension which he would be entitled to if rated by the Pension 
Department for his disability, and report the bill back with a recommendation 
that it pass.”’ 


Your committee report back this bill without recommendation. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNE S. MELLACH. 

The bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of Anne S. Mellach was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that this bill 
is incorrectly entered on the Calendar as being reported without amend- 
ment, the fact being that the report of the committee is adverse. The 
bill, therefore, will be passed over, and the next will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Calendar be corrected hereafter. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the report adverse? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair is informed. 

R. W. DUNCAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6282) to place the name of R. W. Duncan on the pen- 
sion-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of R. W. Duncan (colored), known 
as Pack Duncan, who was employed as a guide for an expedition under 
the command of Col. W. F. Cloud, of the Second Kansas Cavalry, and 
who was wounded and permanently disabled on that expedition, at the 
same pension as would be allowed a private soldier for like disability. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ZELICA T. DUNLAP. 

The bill (H. R. 4041) restoring the name ef Zelica T. Dunlap was 
considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It is a direction to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Zelica 
T. Dunlap, late widow of the late Lieut. Col. James E. Dunlap, of the 
Twenty-ninth Illinois Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. AMOS. 
The bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of Benjamin F. Amos was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Benjamin F. Amos, late of the Seventh Ken- 
tucky Cavalry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SYDNEY L. SKAGGS. 
The bill (8. 1268) for the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Sydney L. Skaggs, late scout of the Second Arkansas In- 
fantry. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. JAcKsoNn 
January 6, 1885: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1263) for the re- 


lief of Sidney L. Skaggs, having examiyed the same, make the following report: 
That said Skaggs, in 1864 and during the early part of 1865, acted as pilot and 


The 
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guide for the different Federal commanders at the post of Clarksville, Johnson 
County, Arkansas. Thatin January, 1865, while out with a scouting expedition, 
under the command of Lieutenant Pitts, of Company A, Second Arkansas In- 
fantry, the party were attacked by rebels or bushwhackers, and opps aon 
said Skaggs was wounded in each shoulder. The wound in the t shoul 
necessitated amputation of the right arm near the shoulder-joint. is am puta- 
tion was made by the regimental surgeon, and he wast in the regular Army 
hospitals. He filed his application for pension, which was re by the Pen- 
sion Office on the ground that he was not an enlisted man in the military service 
of the Government, and because the general law made no provision for volun- 
teer scouts and pilots, although regularly employed. Skaggs was between 16 
and 17 years of age while serving as scout all ao wounded, as aforesaid, in 
an actual engagement with the enemy. Your committee have, in several in- 
stances, recommended relief in cases of this character, where the disability or 
injury was received by the scout in an actual engagement withthe enemy. They 
think such cases constitute a proper exception and come within the spirit of the 
law. The committee accordingly report k the bill to the Senate with the ree- 
ommendation that it be > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
JAMES BEDELL, SR. 
99207 


The bill (S. 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, sr., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that the claim of James 
Bedell, sr., for a pension, on account of the death of Samuel Umstead, 
a soldier of Company G, Sixty-seventh Regiment Indiana Infantry Vol- 
unteers, shall be heard and determined by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions in all respects as if Umstead had been the son of Bedell, as fo 
the purposes of this pension application he shall be taken to be. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 5004) for the relief of William B. Smith was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension 
of William B. Smith, late a private in Company K, Fourteenth Illinois 
Infantry, who is now drawing a pension at the rate of $50 per month, 
to $72 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. KATE A. DRUMMOND. 

The bill (S. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Kate A. Drummond, of Iowa City, 
Johnson County, Iowa, widow of Thomas Drummond, late captain of 
the Fifth United States Cavalry. ' 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BEN MORGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 1256) increasing the pension of Ben Morgan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Ben Morgan, late colonel of the Seventy- Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teers, on the pension-roll at the rate of $45 per month, in lieu of his 
present pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 2920) for the relief of John Johnson was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It declares that the act of March 3, 
1879, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain pensioners’? (who have 
lgst a leg at the hip-joint), shall be so construed as to include John 
Johnson, who had his right arm and a part of the shoulder-blade shot 
away at the battle of Fredericksburg, Va., December 13, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES STACK. 

The bill (H. R. 6665) for the relief of James Stack was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of James Stack, late a»private in Company F, One hun- 
dred and thirtieth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA WALCOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 2987) restoring Rebecea Walcott to the pension-roll 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the restora- 
tion to the pension-roll of the name of Rebecca Walcott, mother of 
James A. Walcott, late a corporal of Company E, Second Vermont Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 

The bill (S. 1546) granting a pension to Orin R. McDaniel was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roli the name of Orin R. McDaniel, late of Company H, Sixty- 
fourth ment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M’CALLEN. 


The bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to James McCallen was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension-roll, subject to the 
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It proposes to place on the 
rovisions and limitations of the pension 


laws in force at the date of the filing of his claim for pension, the name 


of James McCallen, late a private in Company B, Seventh Regiment 


California Infantry; the disability for which pension is granted by the 
bill being disease of the throat, as claimed by the soldier in his appli- 
cation for pension. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATHAN J. SHARP. 

The bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Nathan J. Sharp was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to add “in lieu of the pension he is now receiving;”’ soas 
to make the bill read: 


Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Nathan J. Sharp, formerly a 
member of Company E, One hundred and twentieth Regiment New York State 
Volunteers, to $40 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE ZIEFLE. 


. 


The bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to George Ziefle was consid- , 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of George Ziefle, of Livingston: County, State of Missouri. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES W. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 3703) for the relief of James W. Brown was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of James W. Brown, late a private in Company L, First Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NELSON GAMMONS. 


The bill (H. R. 6461) granting a pension to Nelson Gammons was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Nelson Gammons, late a private in Company 
K, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY B. LEACH. 

The bill (S. 2204) granting arrears of ion to Nancy B. Leach was 
considered as in Committee of the e. 

The preamble recites that Nancy B. Leach, motherof Bradford Leach, 
late of Company I, Twelfth New Hampshire Volunteers, was placed on 
the pension-roll on the 25th June, 1881, and from which date payment 
of the pension was made. The bill directs the Secretary of the In- 
terior to pay Nancy B. Leach a pension at the rate prescribed by law 
from the date of the death of Bradford Leach, deducting all sums pre- 
viously paid on account of pension to her. . 

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to have the report in that case read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
January 16, 1885: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2204) granti 
arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach, mother of Bradford Leach, tvecnaninel 

the same and report recommending the passage of the same. 
The committee desire to submit the exact point involved in this case. The 
lication See Oe ate aan see _ 11, 1879. It was act- 


et ae im. It was allowed, 
No. 205323 issued to the dependent mother, pension at 
the rate of S$ permonth. Theclaimant that her ication was on file 
until long after the Ist day of July, 1890, the period of limitation under the ar- 
rears-of-pension act. claimant 


special act. 
Mr. the attorney employed, is a-reputable citizen, who has held respon- 
sible atin of public trust, and an honest attorney at law in good standing in 


affidavits of Hon. James E. French and of Hon. David H. Hill are here- 
with submitted, which establish all the remaining facts necessary to be stated 


because 
afterward informed me that said claim was filed, and said claimant was 
ee eet ee 2. 1880. 
I have no interest in claim for a pension. 


The has no practical remedy unjess relieved by - 
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think we returned to office, and I put the declaration in an envelope and 
a dem on for a was understood that it was togo by that mail. 

I supposed for a long time that it went that day, arid so inform@i Mrs. Leach. 
The were thus completed, and sealed and stamped at the time of their 
date had no doubt of it until a student in my office called my attention toan 
envelope thus sealed and stamped, which he said he had found among other 
papers which he thought Se away as papers no longer useful, and 

me if there was not that had been overlooked. I at once sent 
them to N. French, a clerk Treasury Department, to file at the Pen- 
ithin ten days he wrote to me thatthey were filed, and they were 
sent to said French just a few days before I was informed that they were filed. 
I can not be positive how they were first overlooked, but believe that my student, 
c Sandwich, took some letters to the mail for me, and Mrs. 
Leach and myself both su he had taken the Leach papers with them, and 
continued so to think until they were discovered by said Fosker, as above de- 
seri 





My post-office address is Sandwich Center, ~ County, oot Lo -? ee 
Hampshire, and I have no present interest in the pension ne ee x 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 9th day of December, A. D. 1884, and 
I hereby certify that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 

(seat.] W. A. HEARD, 
a - Clerk of Supreme Court. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read again. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire how far does that go back ? 

Mr. BLAIR. To the time of the war, I believe. The son died in the 
war. The pension certificate was allowed some time in 1881. The 
pension has been paid since the date of the filing of the application, 
about three years, or four years possibly. 

Mr. SLATER. This is going much further than we have gone in 
pension cases before. It is alleged that, by some oversight by the at- 
torney or parties who were connected with this case, the papers were not 
transmitted to the Pension Bureau in time to come within the act which 
would allow arrearages. If we open that door we shall be flooded with 
just such cases. They ought not to pass. 

Mr. JACKSON. As the Senator from Oregon suggests, the facts in 
this case show that the agent or attorney of the claimant negligently 
failed to forward the application to the Pension Office so that it would 
reach hiere in time to get the benefit of the arrears act; and I doubt the 
propriety of now granting arrears when there was no fault of the Gov- 
ernment. We @ case some sessions since where the application 
was placed in the mail for transmission in time, but owing to some ac- 
cident it never reached its destination. The committee thought that 
inasmuch as the failure resulted from the action of the Governmentagent, 
perhaps it was proper to give the claimant the benefit of the intended 
application; but in the present case the application was never perfected 
and never actually ed, and that through the negligence of the at- 
torney. . 

Mr BLAIR. We have, I think, repeatedly gone much further than 
we should be going by the passage of this bill. We have not often 
done precisely the same thing, I do not know whether ever precisely 
the same thing. It may be that the facts in this case differ slightly 
from those of any other case; but repeatedly where there was no appli- 
cation whatever made, but an instrument executed failing in important 
statutory particulars and placed on file, we have allowed that to be 
taken and treated as an application, and we have gone so far as where 
the application was made and actually placed in the mail, but failed 

the fault of the mail, or by accident, misfortune of some kind, 

to be received and filed in season, to hold the declaration to be good 

“=> cover the a 

principle we have acted upon is that where the applicant seems 

to have in faith designed to make and file his application so as to 

secure the of the act, we have relieved against any innocent 
fault or misfortune on his part. 

In this instance the claimant is an old lady who lost her son upon 
whom she was d t, and whose application has been proven to be 
meritorious, and claim allowed. It seems that she did everything 
that she possibly could in season to have received the benefit of the 
law for the arrears. The application was made in due form, executed 
before a clerk of a court, her agent being a reputable attorney in active 
eee 2 eee Seen moet © an 2s there is in our State or in our 
country sealed itsenvelope, properly directed it, and placed 
it with his other mail for transmission. In some way the boy who car- 
ried the mail to the office failed to get this particular package. How 
himetlt the nobody knows; and everybody supposing, the attorney 

the claimant herself, supposing that the application was on 
> was not until after the period within which it must actually 


to a successful issue. 


prosecuted pursued 7 
Mr. CONGER. May I ask the Senator whether the allowance of 


os t ? 
r. BLAIR. final itowoue the pension was upon precisely 


the 

that same instrument which had thus been delayed through the mis- 
3S Oe supliens. 

There can be no stronger case in equity. I do not think any private 

citizen in the United States would be ie ive in any Meee 

munity who would take advantage ofa blunder or a misfortune of this 
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kind, and it hardly seems to me that the country would stand well in 
its own estimation if we should take advantage of a misfortune of this 
sort against this old lady, who is very poor, and as the report shows is 
utterly without remedy as against the attorney himself. He isa good 
man, an honest man, standing well in his profession, but he is not in a 
situation to make good these arrears if their Joss was his fault. 

Now, a word in regard to the suggestion that we may beoverwhelmed 
with applications of this sort. Since the arrears act expired, I do not 
suppose we have passed, in the way of relieving all manner of inaccura- 
cies or errors of this description or any description, twenty acts, and I 
do not remember more than one or two other applications of any sort 
that have been pending in the present session, and but very few in the 
last session of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s five minutes have ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BLAIR. If we pass this I do not imagine we shall be over- 
whelmed. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
to state that the Committee on Pensions have established the rule that 
in cases where by no fault of the applicant the application has failed to 
reach the Pension Office within the time prescribed advantage shall not 
be taken of that fact by the Government? 

Mr. BLAIR. In instances that have been passed where the applica- 
tion was informally made and filed seasonably we have allowed that 
defective application to be treated as acorrect one. In other instances 
where the application was not actually filed, where a good or bad ap- 
plication was not actually filed until after the limitation expired, but 
where in good faith the party made the effort and the application was 
transmitted in the mail but not received, we have relieved in such cases. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is this case? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is this case to this extent: The application was 
made out in due form; the attorney placed it in an envelope, sealed it, 
directed it properly, and put it with the rest of his mail, and directed 
his servant to carry it to the post-office, and that is the last he knows 
about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is this case? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is this case. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a very just case. I have one just like it. 
I hope this will pass and be made a precedent so that such cases may 
be allowed. 

Mr. BLAIR. There will not be a great number. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam going to vote for this bill; but I put it on this 
ground, that it does not appear to have been the neglect either of the 
applicant or of the attorney that the application did not reach the Pen- 
sion Office in time, but was a case of mistake oraccident. I do not be- 
lieve that we can open the door to arrears for all cases where by the 
neglect of the attorney the application has failed to be received in time. 
I presume that there are a thousand cases in the State of Connecticut 
where, if we should adopt the rule that the neglect of the attorney was 
to be overlooked, there would be petitions to grant arrears in instances 
where the applicant executed the declaration in time to have it filed 
in the Pension Office. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I shall support this bill because I think it is 
altogether just; and wherever the fault lies with the Department or 
in the course of transmitting a claim of this kind to the Department, 
I think the arrears should be given. I know of a case myself where 
the application was transmitted to the Department, but no further in- 
formation can be obtained in regard to it, the information from the 
Department being that the claim is not on file. I think all such cases 
should be embraced. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 





ISABELLA HIGGINS. 

The bill (S. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Isabella Higgins, late hospital matron of the 
Eighth Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MILLIA STAPLES. 

The bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Millia Staples was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the rolls of the 
Pension Office the name of Millia Staples, of Mergan County, Tennes- 
see, for and on account of services rendered the United States by Ben- 
jamin T. Staples, who was killed while in line of duty as first lieutenant 
and adjutant of the Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, 
on March 22, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

The bill (H. R. 3370) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘ An act granting a 
pension to A. Schuyler Sutton,’’ approved June 4, 1872, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, to strike out lines 3 to 6 in the following words: 


That the act entitled ‘An act granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton,” ap 
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roved June 4, 1872, be, and the same is hereby, amended, so as to read as fol- 

owe. 

And in line 12, after the word ‘‘ month,’’ to strike out ‘‘ from and 
after the 4th day of March, 1883,’ and insert: 

In lieu of the pension he is now receiving, to take effect from and after the 
passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. Schuyler Sutton, late acting 
lieutenant-colonel of the Ninety-fifth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, at the rate 


of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension be is now receiving, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The amendments were agreed to. 7 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and ‘ 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the title was amended so as to read: 
‘A bill granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton.”’ 

WATSON 8. BENTLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 760) granting an additional pension to Watson 8. 
Bentley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Watson 8. Bentley, of Marl- 
borough, Mass., late a private in Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment 
Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $45 per month, in 
lieu of that now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET G, HALPINE. 

The bill (H. R. 6480) granting a pension to Margaret G. Halpine was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret G. Halpine, widow of Charles G. 
Halpine, late a lieutenant-colonel and brevet brigadier-general of vol- 
unteers in the Union Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN T. MARSHALL. 

The bill (H. R. 3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John T. Marshall, late aseaman in the United 
States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MAJ. W. W. FRYBARGER. 

The bill (H. R. 4379) for the relief of Maj. W. W. Frybanger was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put Maj. W. W. 
Frybarger, of Connersville, Ind., on the pension-roll at the rate of $40 
per month, to be in lien of all other pensions granted Frybarger. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUIS D. PETTY. 

The bill (H. R. 5776) granting a pension to Louis D. Petty was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing the 
name of Louis D. Petty, late a private in Company E, Eighth Missouri 
Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension-roll. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARISSA M’KEE. 

The bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Clarissa McKee, widow of William McKee, 
late a private in Company D, Second District of Columbia, Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MERIT M. OAKLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6927) granting a pension to Merit M. Oakley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Merit M. Oakley, who was a private in Com- 
pany K, Sixth Regiment of Iowa Cavalry, at the rate of $8 a month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDGAR L. DUTTON. 
The bill (S. 1790) granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. Dut- 
ton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line7, before the word ‘‘dollars”’ tostrike out ‘eighteen’ 
and insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions o 


if 
the pension laws, the name of Edgar L. Dutton, late a private in Company K, 
Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $16 per ant. in 
ao - woes per month heretofore allowed him, as in 
Ica >. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


cer- 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ISAAC DEMARANVILLE. 

The bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Isaac Demaranville, late a private in Company 
E, Ninety-third Ilinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third readiag, read the third time, and passed. 


CYRUS REESER. 


The bill (S. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Cyrus Reeser, late a private in Company F, Sixty-tirst 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HUGH O’NEIL. 

The bill (S. 1183) granting a pension to Hugh O’ Neil was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Hugh 
O’ Neil on the pension-roll, he being the dependent father of John O’ Neil, 
late a private in Company I, Mounted Riflemen of the Indian wars. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN A. VANCE. 


The bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Ellen A. Vance was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ellen A. Vance, invalid daughter of Col. Joseph 
W. Vance, deceased, late colonel of the Ninety-sixth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, at the rate of $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Seriate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY A. KNAWBER. 

The bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Mary A. Knawber was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HAYDEN REYNOLDS. 


The bill (H. R. 3612) granting a pension to Hayden Reynolds was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Hayden Reynolds, late a private in Company 
B, Sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW FRANKLIN, ALIAS ANDREW M’KEE. 


The bill (S. 2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias An- 
drew McKee, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, inline 7, after the word ‘‘ to,’’ to strike out ‘‘ March 7th”’ and 
insert ‘‘ February 22d; ’’ and in line 11, after the words “‘ from the,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘time of filing his application ’’ and insert ‘‘ passage 
of this act;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Andrew Franklin, 
alias Andrew McKee, late a private in Capt. M. Armstrong's company of Ohio 
militia, from August 22, 1812, to 22, 1813, and from July 28, 1813, to 
August 18, 1813, in the war of 1812, to take effect from the passage of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ; 

ALONZO CORNWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 7046) granting a pension to Alonzo Cornwell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Alonzo Cornwell, late a private in Company F, 
Sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM HERRING. 

The bill (H. R. 4752) granting a pension to William Herring was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of William Herring, late a private in Company A, Thirteenth United 
States Colored Heavy Artillery, on the ion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. H. GILLEY. 

The bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley was 
considered as in Committee of the Wholé¢. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William H. H. Gilley, late a private in Com- 
pany G, Forty-second Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISABEL CAMPBELL. 


The bill (H. R. 1171) granting a pension to Isabel Campbell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Isabel Campbell, of Ashland County, Ohio, 
widow of James Campbell, late of Company K, Eighty-second Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. R 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend ment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEONORA A. BOYDEN. am 


The bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Leonora A. Boy- 


den, mother of Charles F, Putnam, tate a master in the United States Navy, lost 
in the Arctic Ocean, and pay her a pension of $30 per month from and after the 


passage of this act. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill'was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SALLIE INGHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pension to Sallie Ingham was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Sallie Ingham, for- 
merly Sallie Frary, mother of Justin Frary, late a private in Company 
I, One hundred and first Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MALONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to John Maloney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Maloney, late a private in Company K, 
Seventieth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M’MANUS. 

The bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to James McManus was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James McManus, late a private in Company 
B, Twelfth iment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM EURELE. 


The bill (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to William Eurele was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Eurele, late a private in Company 
A, Tenth Regiment Connectitut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WALTER H. CROW. 


The bill (H. R. 6084) to restore the name of Walter H. Crow to the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore the name of Walter H. Crow, late a sergeant of Company K, 
Thirty-third Indiana Volunteers, to the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed 

; MRS. JANE YOUNG. 

The bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Young was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Jane Young, mother of Henry Young, 
alias Frank Lowe, late a member of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment 
of Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


. 


JOHN D. RICKARDS. 

The bill (H. R. 2348) granting a ion to John D. Rickards was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John D. Ri late a private in Company 
A, Sixty-ninth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RUSSELL F. DIMMICK. 


The bill (H. R. 6594) granting a ion to Russell F. Dimmick was 
dndimiin er Omen le. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Russell F. Dimmick, late a private in Com- 
E, First Regiment ‘Visconsin Volunteer Infantry. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1373 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 
SARAH J. BREMMER. 

The bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes toplace on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah J. Bremmer, widow of William B. 
Bremmer, late captain of Company F, Fifth Regiment of Wisconsin 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. RUGG. 

The bill (H. R. 5630) granting a pension to George W. Rugg was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George W. Rugg, late of Company M, Fifth 
New York Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FRANK 8S. MARSH. 

The bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Frank 8. Marsh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-rol]l the name of Frank 8. Marsh, late of Company K, Ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL ADAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 7141) granting a pension to Daniel W. Adams was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel W. Adams, late of Company A, Ninety- 
third Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE 8S. HARROLD. 

The bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 8. Har- 
rold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Jesse 8. Harrold, late second lieu- 
tenant of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at 
the rate of $33 per month, in lieu of what he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


Ww. 


| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EUGENE O’SULLIVAN. 

The bill (S. 1365) granting an increase of pension to Eugene O’Sul- 
livan, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Eugene O’Sullivan, late a ser- 
geant of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Infantry, at the rate of $18 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID T. HOOVER. 

The bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of David T. Hoover, late a private in Company H, 
Fifty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THEO AHRENS. 


“ar \ 


The bill ( 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Theo Ahrens, Jate a private in Company O, One 
hundred and ninety-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID M. NAGLE. 

The bill (H. R. 5543) granting a pension to David M. Nagle was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 4, after ‘* pension-roll,’’ to insert ‘‘ subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws;’’ and after ‘‘ Nagle,’’ in line 
6, to strike out the words ‘‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 
per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David M. Nagle. 


The amendments were agreed to. 2 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH KENNEDY. 


The bill (H. R. 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 




























people, without distinction of party or of section, would be that no 
general officer of the United States rendered higher or more conspicu- 
ous or more essential service during the recent war than General Thomas. 
Certainly I think everybody will vote unanimously that he takes rank 
with Grant, Sherman, and Sheridan. I believe myself that had he 
been living when recently there was a vacancy and an opportunity to 
be appointed to the highest position in our Armies, he would have been 
selected by the universal acclaim of the American people, and the dis- 
ingui officer who now holds that position would have been among 
the very first to have said that George H. Thomas was the man to be 


i to it. 

nies these circumstances I could not agree, and did not agree in the 
deliberations of the committee, to the amendment recommended by 
the majority of the committee. I trust that it will be rejected and 
that the may be passed as originally introduced in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In considering these various applications to in- 
crease very largely the pensions granted to a certain class, 1 noticed 
some time ago an article published in a newspaper contrasting the dif- 
ference of treatment meted out to the widows of officers and the widows 
of soldiers who carried their muskets on their shoulders—who bore the 
heat and burden of the day and achieved those victories the honors and 
the laurels of which others largely wore. I ask that the article which 
I send to the desk may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the paper to 
which the Senator from Missouri calls attention will be read. 

Mr.McMILLAN. Whatis the paper which the Senator asks to have 
read ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is an article contrasting the difference between 
the treatment of officers and privates. If the Senator does not want the 
Chief Clerk to read it, I can read it myself. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; I simply wish to know what it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is an article contrasting the treatment of the 
widows of officers and the widows of soldiers. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is it an extract from a newspaper ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is from a newspaper. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In what newspaper was it published? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not remember now in what paper. I think 
it is taken from a paper published here in the city of Washington. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr..COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask if it is not an article written in order to induce 

American Congress to pass the Mexican pension bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; it has no relation to that question. It 
was written before that time. 

Mr. BLAIR. A bill which makes a large increase for the benefit of 
the same class which has aroused the sympathies of the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was written before the Mexican pension bill 
was passed by the Senate. I have had it in my drawer for nearly two 
years, wail for an opportunity to have it read. 

Mr. BLAI Undoubtedly the Senator may say that its suggestion 
aided in ing that bill. 


Mr. COCK L. It was written long before the Mexican pension 
bill was 


a P ING OFFICER. If there be no objection the paper will 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TWO SOLDIERS AND THEIR WIDOWS. 
i= Horseman went inte ee apne ppd wn Union =e ——— | at a salary 
a besides perquisites and allowances. e served as colonel 
bravely and faithfully for a year and about three months, and then was pro- 
moted to , ata salary of $5,500 per year besides perquisites and 
allowances. In this capacity and at these wages he served bravely and faith- 
fully for another year and a quarter and then was deservedly promoted to ma- 
Speer eepiie Geis hls cate ck wrcoce, te cecil ee eae ae 
* eof w , he contin serve until after t 
Sewel thors - 

James B. Footman went into the Union Army, at the outbreak of the rebell- 
ion, as a private; and his wages for the first year were $144, plus $100 bounty, 
plus some sn? some grub, when he could get it; total for first year 
pongo. In second yéar he was promoted to corporal, and his total 
pay for that year was less than for the first. In the third year he was promoted 

and still his total pay came to less than $500. 
was promoted to first parent, and “ veteraned ;"’ and so for the 
his service he received in all some $600, counting greenbacks at their 
rations at—well, at a long ways above what they actually averaged. 


count or allowances in his case, because he did not 
He Wroesin ona faithfully during his whole time until the close 


Horseman nor Sergeant Footman was ever wounded, though 

ar ee; and neither lost health in the service in such 

him under the current interpretation of existing 

aL een _ held pean, ota Le a in 

had name in papers often, and was co e a 

generally. Sergeant Footman meanwhile plodded along in the even toner 

almost unknown private citizen, insomuch that 

neighbors in the place to which he removed never knew that he had 

pe el F died, both 
‘ootman > 

large families. Sergeant F ’s death vi 

nounced ina three-line Seaeeent on nded bs 


in the local pa ; his funeral was attended 
his ; and that was the last the public ever heard or thought of Fost 
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a 
for the benefit of his family was started, and a bill was forth- 
With introduced in Congressto grant a pension of $50a month to his widow, and 
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Congressmen were urged by leading journals to “pass the bill without a dis- 
senting voice.”’ 


And then we reflected that the command to “ Render unto Cesar the things 


which are Cesar’s"’ is not greater.than that which follows it; ‘and unto God 
the things that are God's.” 


Let us fully honor the memory of the deceased general; but as to nting a 
pension of $0 per month to hiabridow because he was a general before grant- 
ing $8 a month to Sergeant Footman’s widow because he was “ only an enlisted 
man’’—or indeed as to granting one comrade’s wife six times as much as the 
other, merely and solely because the one man had been a high officer and drawn 
large salaries while the other, equally brave and faithful, had received fromthe 
Government barely enough to keep him alive while he was in the service and 
nothing afterward, and “died “unhonored and unsung’’—we say, let us rather 
reverse the order of things, and first pension the poor sergeant’s widow at as 
high a rate as justice and reason will allow, and then pension the general's 
widow at precisely the same rate, and no higher. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has spoken 
once upon the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The bill as referred to the committee did not 
meet with the approval of my judgment. Ishould be very highly grat- 
ified to vote a pension of $2,000 a year to Mrs. General Thomas and a 
large number of other widows of distinguished generals and soldiers 
who served in the late war; but in view of the situation as respects the 
relative claims of the representatives of soldiers I can not bring my 
mind to an agreement to that proposition. I thought that perhaps we 
might safely go as far as is proposed by the amendment, because in the 
case of the widow of General Shields a pension of $100 a month was 

nted. I think there has been no other pension so large as that 
granted to a soldier or to any representative of a soldier in the Army. 

The case of Mrs. Admiral Farragut has been mentioned. She is re- 
ceiving a pension of $2,000 a year, but it must not be forgotten that 
Admiral Farragut was at the head of the Navy of this country and it 
is a case of greater distinction than that of General Thomas. If we 
grant the pension even as proposed by the majority of the committee 
to the widow of General Thomas, we must in justice to a large number 
of others whose hushands also rendered distinguished services to the 
country increase their pensions very largely. If we are to do it at all, 
we ought to do it intelligently and purposely, and meet the question 
here and now. 

I am not disposed myself to go so far as that, and especially because 
up to this time the other branch of Congress has declined to do the 
simple justice—I might say very much less than justice—to the widows 
and mothers and fathers of private soldiers who served in the late war 
that we proposed to do by the so-called Mexican pension bill passed by 
the Senate at the last session, but which has not thus far been favor- 
ably considered in the House of Representatives. 

I make this allusion somewhat in response to the statement from a 
newspaper which has been read in the hearing of the Senate. I am 
willing to grant a pension of $100 a month to Mrs. Thomas, but I am 
not willing to go any further. : 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, there is one distinction made by this 
bill which has not been mentioned in the debate so far as I have heard 
it, and that is, that a pension is granted to the widow of General 
Thomas irrespective of the cause of General Thomas’s death. That is 
ehe case with most pensions of this kind, which are in effect benefac- 
tions as compared with any pensions which we grant under the general 
law. So far as I know, no pension has ever been granted to the widow 
of a private soldier unless the widow could prove that the soldier had 
died from a disease incurred in the line of duty; but we have taken up 
admirals of the Navy—not admirals like Farragut, but admirals who 
were admirals in name in comparison with Farragut—and general 
officers of the Army, and other persons of title and of newspaper and 
other distinction, and have given to their widows pensions irrespective 
of the cause of death; thus not only constituting a distinction between 
the two classes growing out of the amount of the pension and the ne- 
cessities of the case, but a distinction still broader by reason of the fact 
that one relates strictly and directly to a disability incurred in the line 
of duty and the other is totally outside of that. 

I have heretofore opposed pensions of this character uniformly; I 
have said much in the Senate about them, aod have been so uniformly 
overruled that I had made up my mind hereafter to say nothing. [f, 
however, there is a case which could -have the assent of my vote, it is 
that of a pension to the widow of General Thomas. I am not willing 
to let the remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] 
go without challenge, to the effect that the service of Admiral Farragut 
was one thing and that of General Thomas an entirely different thing; 
that Admiral Farragut was much more eminent than General Thomas, 
and consequently his widow constituted a class by herself as compared 
to the widow of General Thomas. I think there was no more meritori- 
ous soldier who wore the blue than General Thomas, no one who was 
more entitled to the gratitude of the nation than he, and no one who, 
in my opinion, was more ignored during his lifetime, when the oppor- 
tunities presented themselves for his promotion, than General Thomas. 

But we are dealing with this question either upon a rule or system 
or plan which we have adopted about the question of pensionr, or we 
are dealing with it simply at haphazard. If weare dealing with it 
upon a rule, then we ought to apply substantially the same rule to 
these people that we apply to the great mass of the body of the Army. 
If we are dealing with it without reference to rule, then we ought to 
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sion-rol!l the name of Sarah Kennedy, widow of Seth T. Kennedy, late 
major of the Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISABELLA TURNER. 

The bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name ot 
Isabella Turner, widow of Oscar D. Tarner, late a sergeant of Company 
I, Twenty-third Regiment of Maine Volunteers, on the ion-roll, and 
to pay her a pension from the death of her husband, March 14, 1882, 
subject to the general pension laws should she again marry, and as ‘to 
the rate of pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK FURLONG. 

The bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to Patrick Furlong was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Patrick Furlong, late a private in Company G, 
Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET A. MAGUIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Margaret A. Maguire was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret A. Maguire, of Philadelphia, widow 
of George R. Maguire, deceased, late a lieutenant in the Thirteenth 
Pennsylvania Cavalry, United States Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADALBERT STICKNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5207) granting a pension to Adalbert Stickney was 
announced as the next pension bill in order. 

Mr. JACKSON. The views. of the minority are presented in that 
case, which I should like to have read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator that we pass over the bill 
until we get through with the other cases. 

Mr. JACKSON. Very well; let it be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Tilinois the bill will be passed over until the pension cases to which 
there is no objection shall have been acted upon. 

NEWTON J. BURRIS. 

The bill (S. 1655) granting 4 pension to Newton J. Burris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Newton J. Burris, late a private in Company I, 
Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN OTIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to John Otis was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll thename of John Otis, dependent father of Thomas Otis. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. JENNIE E. JOHNSON. 

The bill (H. R. 2002) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Jennie E. J m, mother of Capt. 
Charles P. Johnson, deceased, late a captain on the retired-list of the 
Army of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 6997) granting a pension to Henry Davis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Henry Davis, late lieutenant-colonel of the Eighty-second Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT WALKER. : 

The bill (S. 2160) granting a pension to Robert Walker was consid- 
ered as in Committee Of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Robert Walker, late a private in Company B, 
Seventy-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for g third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DORATHEA BOTHNER. 

The bill (H. R. 1084) granting a 
considered as in Committee of the It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Dorathea Bothner, wits of Galore: Bal. 


- late second lieutenant of Company C, Thirty-eighth New York 
olunteers. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 





MES. FRANCES L. THOMAS. 


The bill (S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. 
Thomas, the widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, to strike out ‘$2,000 per annum ”’ and insert 
‘*$100 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, @c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of $30 a month now received by 

Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, to $100 per 
month, to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. LOM. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to, but 
that the bill will be passed by the Senate as originally introduced, 
allowing $2,000 per annum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment a by the Committee on Pensions. [Putting the 
question. } noes appear to have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays on the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator who reported the bill, or some 
eth tape angnoeneie pry yy would state to the Senate 
whether the pension proposed o ‘ a year is in accordance with 
any precedent which has been already established. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is only one precedent. There is none so fa: 
as the military service proper is but the widow of Admiral 
Farragut was given by the of the United States a pension of 
$2,000 a year. I believe, as other members of the committee, I think, 
believe, that this is a case which stands alone so far as the record of 
military services is concerned, and that we can afford, as a Government, 
to place the widow of General Thomas upon a level with the widow of 
Admiral Farragut. 

Everybody, I think, admits that General Thomas was the peer of any 
other Union general in the service of the country during the late war 
and from the time he entered the service. I have felt, and feel now, 
that the Congress of the United States ought to give this ion of 
the recognition of the services of General Thomas to his wil w. She 
has no children. I understand that she is poor. She is of course, as 
we may well suppose, becoming somewhat aged. I think the Congress 
of the United States ought to vote her a pension of $2,000 a year. As 
General Garfield said in referring to the case, when she made applica- 
tion for a pension, there was but one General Thomas in all the world. 

I hope that the amendment will be voted down and that the original 
bill will be passed. . 

Mr. PLATT. No one has a higher admiration for the services of 
General Thomas than I have; but we ought in what we do to act with 
deliberation and with reference to its future effect. You will not be 
able to persuade the widows of many of the gallant generals of the 
Union Army that their husbands were not as distingui for service, 
for courage, and for ability as General Thomas. we give a $2,000 
pension to the widow of General Thomas it will be very difficult to re- 


to grant a pension to Mrs. 

Thomas at the rate of $2,000 per annum. There is one precedent, that 

of the widow of Admiral Farragut. Hitherto Mrs. Thomas has been 

Se ee, eee I am right in that 
think. 


drawing a pension at the rate of $30 per month, while the widows of 

y other officers, who under the law drew:a pension at the same 
rate, have applied for and obtained an increase by special act. This 
widow, now an aged woman, without children, solitary and alone in 
the world, and with eee eenand 
as could be claimed in case whatever, even although our most 
eminent - aignty been already deceased, has been entirely 

itha i 
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idered as i i of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ae re William Lockhart, late a soldier in the Black 
Hawk war. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HUGH DOUGHERTY. 

The bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Hugh Dougherty, late first lieutenant of Company 
K, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Infantry. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RUTH STRATTON. 

The bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Ruth Stratton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ruth Stratton, of Henry County, Indiana, as 
the dependent mother of Albert Stratton, deceased, who was late a priv- 
ate in Company F of the Eighty-fourth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLARINDA HUNT. 

The bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 8, to strike out ‘‘1868”’ and insert ‘‘1865;”’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 

lace on the pension-rol! the name of Clarinda Hunt, the foster-mother 


rected to p ; 
of Edwin W. Hunt, deceased, who enlisted in the United States Navy September 


15, 1864, and was discharged September 1, 1865, for disability, from which he 
never recovered, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

. GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 

The bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wasb- 
burn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was — from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 5, before the word ‘‘ regiment,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven- 

th’’ and insert ‘‘sixteenth;’’ and in line 7, before the word ‘‘ dol- 

lars,’’ to strikeout ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’? soas to make the 
bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 


to increase the pension of George A. Washburn, late major of the Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteers, and brevet brigadier-general, to $45 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SARAH B. JACKSON—RATES OF PENSION. 

. The bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah B. Jackson, widow of William B. Jackson, 
late of Company A, Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteers. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move to amend the bill by adding a new sec- 
tion, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That all widows or minor children of soldiers and sailors who, as such, 
are now receiving, — existing laws, general or special, the sum of $8 per 
































should be put in, and the Senator from Pennsylvania is desirous in re- 
gard to it. I should have incorporated that in the amendment except 
that I feared some Senator might think we were proposing to do too 
much. Ifthe Senate will adopt my amendment then I would suggest 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania that we take the sense of the Senate 
upon an amendment giving to dependent parents an increase of pension. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course it is a very difficult thing for a friend of the 
soldiery of the country, disabled or suffering from their services, to 
oppose an amendment of this kind; but the Senator from Nebraska 
must on reflection see that attaching the amendment to the bill in the 
first place imperils somewhat the passage of this poor woman’s appli- 
cation; and also that inevitably it is the defeat of the Mexican pension 
bill itself. 

If this bill should be amended and returned to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the amendment there concurred ir, the man must be 
less astute than I think the Senator from Nebraska is, especially when 
he brings his faculties to bear upon a subject, who does nat perceive 
that the other bill with its numerous and exceedingly important pro- 
visions for the relief of others who have suffered on account of service 
to their country will be entirely passed by. I had hoped that the fight 
might be fairly and clearly in the other branch of Congress upon the 
passage of that bill giving general and almost universal relief to all 
those who have deserved well of their country from the Mexican war 
te the present time. We know very well that there is no inclination 
to pass that bill in some quarters, and that there may be an inclina- 
tion, if some slight excuse can be availed of, to defeat the bill and fall 
back upon a comparatively unimportant provision enacted into law. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska has once 
spoken. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [I failed in all the suggestions of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to see—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has already spoken once 
on the bill. 

Me. ALLISON. Can I be recognized and yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Is another amendment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment to the amendment 
will be in order, or the Senator may proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I propose to amend the amendment by making 
the amount $13 instead of $12 per month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 7 of the amendment it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ 12” and insert ‘‘ 13,’’ so as to read ‘‘ $13 per month.”’ 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I failed to see any force in the suggestion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire that we should place the Mexican pen- 
sion bill in peril by agreeing to the amendment I propose. It is in 
peril to-day, and it is defeated substantially. The only question is 
whether we should attempt to do something which I think both branches 
of the American Congress desire and which the nation universally de- 
sires, to increase the. pensions of those whose pensions are far below 
what they should be in the estimation of the nation. The Mexican 
pension bill stands defeated, and as far as the veteran of the Mexican 
war is concerned the bill is defeated by the action of the Senate. The 
Senate were so unwilling that that measure should stand upon its own 
merits that they placed amendments upon it which they believed to 
be just and right. The only practical question which we are to meet 
to-day in regard to pensions is whether we shall do this act of stern 
justice, or refuse to do it and do nothing in the direction which my 


month, by reason of the death of such soldiers and sailors in service or from a | {riend, the Senator from New Hampshire, desires. 
disability contracted in the military or naval service of the United States and Neither the Mexican soldier nor the other classes who were consid- 
. duty, shall, from and after this datt, be entitled to and receive the rate 


ered in the amendments of that bill will receive any consideration at 
the hands of this Congress before the 4th day of March. We can now 
save something for the most needy of all these classes, and that is the 
widows who are receiving only $8 a month, and I suggest to my friend 
that it puts nothing in peril, not even this bill. If we place this amend- 
ment on the bill and the House refuse to concur, then I shall be will- 
‘ing that the Senate recede from our amendment. We-shall have done 
all in our power; we shall have satisfied the nation that we are disposed 
to do justice to those who are receiving least from its bounty and gen- 
erosity. We can come in here specially and give the widows of some 
admirals and generals $50 a month, and of others $2,000 a year. That 
imperils nothing; but when we resolve to take out of the difficulty in 
which they are placed that class which, of all others, is entitled to re- 
lief, we are told we should pause a moment to give the subject consid- 
eration; and when a remedy is within our reach, as it is now, to save 
them and do them justice, it will be no answer, and my friend from 
New Hampshire can not answer the widows in New Hampshire, and 
New England, and the United States, who are receiving this pittance, 
by saying that it is sought to do something else, and he fears this 
would put something else in peril. If he sees fit to embrace the oppor- 
tunity I trust he will do it now and here. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent, as I have spoken once on 
this amendment, to be permitted to speak again. 


$12 month in lieu of said rate of $8; and all such widows or minor chil- 
dren who shall ee ee ue aan to as rate «* per month 
: en an i t 2 in li 

rary 7 ws, shal ° receive the rate of $12 in lieu of 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment oo the Senator from Nebraska. 
Mr. VAN CK. r. President, that is precisely the same lan- 
which the Senate incorporated in the Mexican pension bill, as it 
The majority of the Senate no doubt felt then as now that 
any general legislation to be had it should be to increase 
battle. 


fe 


meager 


oe ven to the widows of soldiers who had fallen 


I have felt it my duty to call the attention 
to the matter by way of amendment to this bill. It is 
bill. If the Banets adopts it and places it upon 
refuses to concur, then we can readily consent 
recede from its amendment so as not to imperil 
of the person now seeking this pension. I am 
as there is no bility of legislation on this branch 
unless it be done in this way, that the Senate should at 
is act of justice. 
to = Sn Senator from Nebraska 
case ependent parents ? 
is also another provision which 


FF 


§ 
i 
‘i 


flee 
He 
EE 


sf 
; 

F 
eRe 


amendment covers the 


iE 
<8 
| 3 

: 








1376 


take up not only one case but hundreds and thousands and tens of 
thousands of cases of the widows of private soldiers who served their 
country just as intelligently, just as faithfully, just as efficiently, and at 
just as much cost as that of any man who served it under shoulder-straps. 

We not only have considered that the Snate should do but one of 
these cases, but it seems that we have permitted our for rank 
and for reputation to obscure the real merits that underlie all this pen- 
sion business. I have in my mind two pension bills which went 
through the Senate one day, which pensioned the widows of two ex- 





Presidents—two ladies who I am told are not only beyond the reach of 


want, butarein affluence. Although they needed nothing we added to 
their already ample funds, to their great wealth, $5,000 a year for life; 
yet we reject here day after day the applications of people who, what- 
ever the relation may be between their present disability and their 
services in the Army as shown by testimony, have that claim upon us 
which soldierly service always gives or ought to give, especially when 
it is followed by disease or incapacity on account of that service to labor 
in order that one may live. We actually give to those who need it 
not for the purpose of taking it away in the shape of taxes from those 
who do need it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senator’s time has expired. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. 


Mr. President, it was my fortune to 


introduce this bill, and I did it as much as a tribute to the memory of 


one of the greatest of American generals as an act of justice to his lonely 
widow whom heleft behind. The world takesnoteofrank. The ques- 
tion whether the Congress of the United States has dealt liberally and 
justly by the widows and representatives of private soldiers is not the 
question here. Nobody expects that the pension granted to the widow 
of a general who commanded great armies and fought great battles and 
won great victories will be the same as that granted to the widow of a 
private soldier. It may be true that the latter may be as much entitled 
to it as the former, but Congress has never proceeded upon that theory. 

It is simply a question here whether the widow of this great general 


should be treated as the widows of other generals and as the widows of 


high officers of the Navy have been treated, or whether an exception 
is to be made against her. I placed the amount in the bill at $2,000, 
because there is a precedent in the case of Admiral Farragut, and re- 
garding also the other precedents which have been established. Many 
representatives of deceased officers receive $50 a month, some $100; the 
widows of former Presidents of the United States receive $5,000 a year, 
and proceeding upon the theory that Congress would be willing to grant 
a pension in this case according to the services which were rendered by 
General Thomas, I could not put the sum at less than $2,000 per annum. 
The name of General Thomas is illustrious. Ne general during our 
war rendered greater service. There was none moreable than he. He 
was an ideal soldier, modest, brave, and unflinching in the line of duty. 
He came as near illustrating the perfection of his race as any man who 
ever lived. All who knew him regarded him as a model soldier and a 
model man. There is no question that he and his command saved from 
disaster the Union Army in two great battles. 
Nashville, one of the last victories of the war, will be studied as a model 
by the students of military science as long as war lasts upon the earth. 
I do not wish to prolong the discussion, but I hope the Senate will vote 
down the amendment put upon the bill by the Committee on Pensions. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call will proceed on the ques- 
tion of agreeing to the amendmentof the Committee on Pensions, which 
proposes to reduce the sum from $2,000 per annum to $100 per month. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. 
Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. I shall withhold my vote 
for the present. I do not know how he would vote. I should vote 
“nay ’’ if the Senator from Louisiana were present. 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


I am paired with the junior 


YEAS—17. 
Bayard, Fair, Jackson, Van Wyck, 
Beck, Garland, Maxey, Wilson, 
Cockrell, George, Mitchell, 
Coke, Hampton, Platt, 
Colquitt, Harris, Slater, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Conger, Lapham, Plumb, 
Allison, Cullom, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Dawes, erson Sabin, 
Bowen, Edmunds Miller of Cal Sawyer, 
Call, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, ‘orrill, Voorhees. 
Chace, Ingalls, 
ABSENT—322. 
Brown, Gorman, Kenna, Pugh, 
a, Begone, Lamar, Ransom, 
n, , Saulsbury 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, McPherson, Sewell, , 
pam. Hill, Mahone, Vance, 
Fariey, Jonas, pen Vest, 
Pre: Jones of Florida, Ki Walker, 
Gibson Jones Pike, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1335) to au- 
thorize the settlement of the accounts of the late John V. B. Bleecker, 
a paymaster in the Navy. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 729) for the pro- 
tection ot children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had non-concurred 
in the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Saint Croix River at the most 
accessible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, Minn., asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. W. D. WASHBURN of Minnesota, Mr. 
E. W. Seymour of Connecticut, and Mr. S. R. Peters of Kansas 
managers at the conference on its part. 

The also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraisement and sale of lots in 
the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 6881) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Brothers’ College of Saint Louis, Mo. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 309) extending the permis- 
sion granted Maj. William Ludlow by the act of February 28, 1883, 
to accept a civil position; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

COUNT OF THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair, pursuant to the authority 
of the Senate given this morning, appoints as tellers on the part of the 
Senate to count the electoral vote on Wednesday next the Senator from 
Massachusetts, Mr. HoAR, and the Senator from Ohio, Mr. PENDLETON. 


JAMES BOND. 


The bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond was announced 
as the next pension bill in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. JACKSON. The reports in that case have not yet come in from 
the printing office. The bill was reported yesterday. I have sent to 
the document-room and have been informed that the majority and 
minority reports have not yet come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire the bill to 

over? 

Mr. JACKSON. 
of contest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next pension case on the Calen- 
dar will be announced. 

MRS. CHARLOTTE HACKETT. 


The bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Charlotte Hackett, mother of Samuel F. late a private 
in py E, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, on the pension- 
rol 


Yes; it will have to go over, because it is a matter 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. SARAH 8S. SAMPSON. 

The bill (H. R. 6311) granting a ion to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson, an Army nurse, 
widow of Lieut. Col. Charles A. L. Sam: , late of the Maine Infantry 
Volunteers, at the rate of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 
GEORGE A. MARSHALL. 


The bill (H. R. 3527) granting a to George A. Marshall was 
considered as in Committee of the It to on the 


le. 
ion-roll the name of George A in war with 


exico was a member of Company C, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA H. SARGENT. 
ee ee to Maria H. Sargent was 
considered as in ofthe Whole. Tt proposes to plas ont 
Se ee to pay her a pension of 
mon 
bill was reported to the Senate without ordered to 
thi tine eAimthhinmnios 
WILLIAM LOCKHART. 
The bill (S. 357) granting a pension to William Lockhart was con- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the Senatoris in order in speak- 
ing five minutes on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The distinction between ‘‘twelve’’ and ‘‘thirteen”’ 
is, of course, entirely unimportant. The Senator assumed that the 
Mexican pension bill was dead when he made his motion. Sir, that 
was a violent assumption, and, as I believe, an untrue assumption, how- 
ever honest he may have been in making it. The Mexican pension 
bill now is dead, and dead by virtue of the offering of this amendment, 
in which I shall now concur. 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall vote against this amendment, because it is 
not germane to the bill. It is general legislation upon a private bill, 
and any one who is acquainted with the proceedings of the two Houses 
will see at once that it is a measure that will be lost if sent to the other 
House in this form, not acted upon, and this poor woman, if she is 
entitled to a pension, will lose it, at any rate for the present session. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I wish toask the Chair a parliamentary question. 
Suppose we attach this amendment to the bill and the House fails to 
take action upon it at all, could the Senate recede without having pos- 
session of the bill before it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would think, on casual re- 
flection. that the Senate could not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is the difficulty I have. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me suggest that it would be competent for 
the Senate then to recall the bill from the House and strike off its own 
amendment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I suppose that course could be pursued. I should 
vote for this amendment with great pleasure, if that could be done. _ I 
think the request ought to be granted, and if the Senator will see to it 
that this lady is not affected injuriously by this amendment I shall 
vote for it, but I shall hold him responsible for the recall of the bill in 
time to secure its passage. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will say that I intended to put this amendment 
on the last bill on the Calendar, but the chairman of the committee 
suggested that was for the case of an exceedingly old lady, and then I 
had better take the first opportunity, and so I offered it on this bill. 
I will with pleasure accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, 
and see to it that if the amended bill is not acted on the bill shall be 
recalled and the amendment receded from. 

Mr. HOAR. It may be better to put it on some bill that the Sen- 
ator knows will be acted on. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. _ I think there will be no difficulty in accomplish- 
ing what we desire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska in- 
sist on his amendment to the amendment ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I withdraw that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. The question recurs on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for a division on the question of concurring in 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The CuirFr CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


Sec. —. That all widows or minor children of soldiers and sailors who as such 
are now receiving, under existing laws, general or ial, the sum of $8 per 
month, by reason of the death of such soldiers and sailors in service or from a 
disability contracted in the naan? or nayal service of the United States and in 
line of duty, shall, from and after this date, be entitled to and receive the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of said rate of $8; and all such widows or minor children 
who shall hereafter be found to be entitled to the rate of $8 per month under ex- 
isting laws shall be entitled to and receive the rate of $12 in lieu of said rate of $8. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think we had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. . 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. If he were here, I should vote 
**yvea’’ on this amendment. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the junior Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Grason]. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lapham, Sabin, 
Allison, Garland, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Hale, Mahone, 
Bowen, Hampton, Manderson, Slater. 
Call, Hawley, Miller of Cal., 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Miller of N. Y., 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Mitchell, Wilson. 
Conger, : Ingalls, Palmer, 
Culiom, Jackson, Platt, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 


Bayard, Cockrell, Harris, 
Beck, Coke, Maxey, 
Chace, Pair, Morgan, Vest. 


ABSENT—27. 
Brown, George, Kenna, Pugh, 
Butler, Gibson, Lamar, Ransom, 
Camden, Gorman, Loge. Sewell, 
Colquitt, Groome, McPherson, Vance, 
Edmunds, Harrison, Morrill, Walker, 
Farley, Jonas, Pendleton, Williams. 
Frye, Jones of Florida, Pike, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following: 

Sec. —. Thatin considering the claims of dependent parents the fact and cause 
of death and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children having 
been shown as required by law, it shall be necessary only to show by competent 
and sufficient evidence that such dependent parent is without other present 
means of comfortable support than his or her own manual labor, or the con- 
tributions of others not legally bound for his or her support; and such as may 
be found to be entitled to $83 a month under existing laws shall receive in lieu 
thereof $12 a month from the date of this act. 

Sec. —. That inall lications underthe general pension laws, including this 
act, where it appears by record evidence that the licant was regularly en- 
listed and mustered into the service, that fact shall prima facie evidence of 
soundness at the time of his enlistment ; but such presumption shall be subject 
to rebuttal by record or other competent evidence. 

Sec. —. That no person shall be entitled to more than one pension at the same 
time under any or all laws of the United States, whether such pension shai! bave 
been already obtained or shall be hereafter obtained, unless the act under which 
such pension is claimed shall specially so declare. 


Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment proposed applies the same rule 
to dependent parents which the amendment already adopted applies to 
widows. I think the reasons in the one case are as strong as in the 
other. It also adopts the rule in relation to presumption of soundness 
at the time of muster into service, and retains the last section of the 
so-called Mexican pension bill which was intended to prevent the pay- 
ment of double pensions. There seems to be some doubt in the law 
as it now exists on that point. It simply covers those three things. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. MITCHELL called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. SLATER. I trust that amendment will not be attached to the 
bill. It will endanger the more important and more necessary amend- 
ment we have just adopted. It is this method by which we find our- 
selves losing measures on which the two Houses can not agree. This 
amendment, I am satisfied, will prevent all legislation on this subject. 
Let us at one time offer legislation for the widows and at another time 
for the others. 

The yeas and nays were taken. > 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I wish to state that the Senator from 


North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is paired for this afternoon with the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been requested to announce the pair of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] and the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Jonas]. 

The result wa¢announced—yeas 31, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Dawes, MeMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Dolph, Mahone, Plumb, 
Blair, Hale, Manderson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Wilson. 
Cullom, Lapham, Palmer, 
NAY—17. 

Bayard, Colquitt, Jackson, Slater, 

» Fair, Maxey est. 
Call, - Garland, —_ 
Cockre ° Ham n, ’ 

e, on Slbay : 
ABSENT—2. 

B 5 George, J of Florida, » 
Butler, : Gideon, —— 
Camden, Gorman, 4 Sewell, 
Chace, . Groome, x Vance, 
Edmunds, Harrison, M mn, Voorhees, 
Farley, Hoar, Pendleton, Walker, 
Frye, Jonas, Pike, Williams. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move, as anadditional amendment to this bill, the 
section I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. —. That who served in the mili or naval service for th 
aoe of three mone Guring the war of the Sietite aon has an fhenerable 
therefrom, and who is or who shall become from any cause 
Dette all cei aiee ene, Sree or vicious 
| habits, and shall also be dependent upon his own for shall, upon 
ee a ee en as cnet semanas os Re scribed by 
peed authority, be placed upon pensioners n States 
-_ Seanaiioektie te tie ow of 
thereof ’ such pension shall commence a’ 

the date of an therefor. The rate of 
ni aae shall be for total —— ee cena 
Jabor, shall be $24, which is hereby made ao Sree basis for any less 
degree of disability : Frovided, That no person ee SS 
pension under existing laws, or such as be hereafter grant- 
Deed ene Sees eoateaaien in the military or naval service ha} 
receive the benefits of this act ; Steny applicant for such invalid a hav- 
ing an application therefor pending, or shali hereafter file his application 





i i eh i 
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for such pension, may, by a declaration over his own eentane, sh pay y ama, olen 
to prosoouls his ssid lt -oscvuied wader this set, shaif commence trom the 
date of such election. 

Mr. BLAIR. This section is also taken from the Mexican pension 
bill. The three sections which were last adopted as an amendment to 
this bill and the section ado on the motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska comprise classes embraced also in the Mexican pension bill, 
whose right to assistance from the Government arises from the service 
rendered during the war of the rebellion. This section which I now 
move as an amendment is the principal section of the Mexican pension 
bill, applying to the soldiers of the late war. It has passed the ordeal 
of discussion in the Senate; it has been adopted by the Senate, and if 
these other clauses which have been taken out of the Mexican bill are 
to be added to this bill, in all justice this section also should be adopted 
as an amendment to it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether to pass the amendments which have been proposed to this 
bill will not amount to avout this, that it pensions all those who are 
provided for in the Mexican pension bill except those who served in 
the war with Mexico. That is the way it looks to me. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. That is very likely so; but if this private bill which 
we are passing is to be made to carry as it already does three or four 
classes which are provided for in the Mexican pension bill, there is no 
justice whatever in leaving out the by far larger and certainly as mer- 
itorious class—that is to say, the soldiers themselves—provided for by 
that bill, who served in the late war. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presented the amendment which the Senate has 
adopted because I regard the questions it involved as practically undis- 
puted. The amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is one which I understand has led to the difficulty experienced in 
the two Houses on the subject, and I am inclined to think that its 
adoption would defeat this bill. I have great hopes that the amend- 
ments already adopted may become a law and this bill be passed as it 
now s The amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire if adopted will raise almost precisely the same question that 
is now in dispute in the other House. I shall myself vote against it. 

Mr. BLA Mr. Presideht—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has once spoken. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwas proposing to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
a question before he takes his seat. I ask the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania if the class provided by this section is not made up exclusively 
of the soldiers of the late war of the rebellion, and if in his belief it is 
notas just and as necessary that they should be provided for as the other 
class to which he has alluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. Mr. President, the amendment covers pre- 
cisely what the Senator from New Hampshire suggests; but it ingrafts 
upon the statutes of the country a new principle in pension legislation, 
one about which there has been great difference of opinion and much 
dispute; and on that account I think it would be likely to lead to the 
defeat of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. One question more. Let me ask the chairman of the 
committee if hif own amendment adding the class that has just been 
added by the Senate, dependent parents or those who are disabled from 
any cause whatever provided they were parents, does not introduce the 
same new principle which, in the section I move as an amendment, we 


undertake to y to all soldiers? 
Mr. MITCHELL. No; it does not atall. It simply increases the 
rate of pension allowed dependent parents and changes the time in ref- 


erence to the proof of , and on that I have learned that 
there is no difference of opinion even in the other House. 
Mr. BLAIR. Idonotunderstand this matter as the chairman states it. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Onlyaword, Mr. President. I concur with the 
statement made by the chairman of the committee, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. The idea which impelled me, as him, was that these 
matters which were really undisputed might have an opportunity to 
receive the concurrence of both branches and therefore become law. 
The disabled soldier of the war to-day receives a pension. The new 
inciple to which I accord my judgment, as well as the Senator from 
ew Hampshire, is that every soldier who served a certain length of time 
during the war should be . Isay to my friend as substan- 
tially the Senator from Pennsylvania has said, that the is that 


that will imperil here the establishment of that which we all desire | 


for a class placed on the Mexican pension bil! by the Senate, soldiers 
whocan not receive relief under the present law. Thatclassof soldiers, 
I say to my friend, I believe in New Hampshire and throughout the 
Union ask to have their claim deferred until the next session of Con- 
gress, when there will be time to consider it, rather than that the claim 
of the widows and dependent parents should be put in peril or alto- 


gether 5 
Mr. BLAIR. Time will tell about those things. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question i th id t 
the New q on is on the amendment of 


The amendment was rejected. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
& third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
















sort of indication of what is in the bill? 
ever. 


by the Chief Clerk, unless some proposition to amend is made. 
again be read. 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the title be amended to read: 

A bill for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Can that title not be amended so as to give some 
It gives no indication what- 
It contains very important legislation just now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Add ‘‘and to increase certain classes of pensions.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will receive any proposi- 


tion to amend the title that may be submitted. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move to amend by adding to the title the words 


suggested by the Senator from Ohio: 


° : . . . 
And to increase pensions in certain cases. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the title will 


stand as about to be reported by the Chief Clerk. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The title as proposed to be amended will read: 
A bill for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, and to increase pensions in certain 


cases. 


Mr. MITCHELL. And add to that ‘‘and forother purposes.’’ There 


is another purpose in it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 


propose an addition to the title? 


Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest a different amendment than that 


which has been suggested. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title will stand as last reported 


It will 


The Curer CLERK. “A bill for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, and 


to increase pensions in certain cases. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ and”? in the title, 


and add at the end the words ‘‘and for other purposes.’’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title will be reported in accord- 


ance with the suggestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill ‘for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, to 


increase pensions in certain cases, and for other purposes.’’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? If not, the title 


will stand as last reported. 


WILLIAM.HARBESON. 
The bill (H. R. 4248) granting a pension to William Harbeson was 
It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the-name of William Harbeson, of Reading, Pa., late a pri- 
vate in Company G, Sixth Pennsylvania Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT D. SIMMONS, 


The bill (H. R. 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the name 
of Albert D. Simmons, late a private in Company E, One hundred and 
ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANN J. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (H. R. 6934) granting a pension to Ann J. Williams was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ann J. Williams, mother of Ebenezer Williams, 
late a private in Company A, First Regiment of Nevada Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. PLUMB. If the pension bills have been disposed of, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8039) 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the Government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other pu . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator pardon the Chair 
one moment? The Chair would state that two pension bills were tem- 
porarily passed over on the calling of the Calendar, in which reports of 
the minority had been made, but which were not adversely reported. 
The Chair awaits the pleasure of the Senate to ascertain whether those 
bills shall now be considered or whether they shall go over. 

Mr. JACKSON. Isuggest that they go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They were within the order, not being reported 
advetsely, but objections were made by the minority. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The reports have not come in yet, and the bills 
can not now be discussed intelligently. I suggest therefore that they 
go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], who is 
interested specially in these cases and who reported them, I believe, is 
willing they should go over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The two bills will zo over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Retaining their places on the Calendar? 

"ana PRESIDING OFFICER. Retaining their places on the Calen- 

r. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reports are not in, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That being theorder, the pension cases 
are concluded. 
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CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the credentials of WILKINSON 
CALL, chosen by the Legislature of Florida a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered to 
be filed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2617) to authorize the 
acquisition of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 406, 
of the city of Washington, for the enlargement of the Post-Office.De- 
partment building, and to provide accommodations for the city post- 
office, reported by him from that committee on the 5th instant. 


INTERNATIONAL LONGITUDE CONFERENCE, 


Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, reported the folléwing concurrent resolution, and submitted a 
report thereon: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United Slates (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President be authorized and requested to communicate to the govern- 
ments of all nations in diplomatic relations with the United States the resolu- 
tions adopted by the international conference held at Washington, in October, 


1884, for the purpose of fixing a prime meridian and a universa) day, and to invite 
their accession to the same. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That ought to be a joint resolution. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. No; a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There ought to be a title to it certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Very well; I can havea title prefixed. 
I ask that it be printed, and I give notice that I shall call it up on 
Monday. 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to Caroline Higgerson; 

A bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Harrison Mitchell, late of Com- 
pany K, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2804) for the relief of Cynthia Martin and Catharine 
Stover; 

A bill (H. R. 4280) to increase the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese; 

A bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of Morris Geld; 

A bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 

A bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty; 

A bill (H. R. 6177) for the relief of Charles W. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; 

A bill (H. R. 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutten; 

A bill (H. R. 7292) to increase the pension of Jacob Wiener; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick ; 

A bill (H. R. aah granting a pension to Sylvester Greenough; 

A bill (H. R. 7447) granting a pension to Sebert Toney; 

A bill (H. R. 7538) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Blake; 

A bill (H. R. 7573) granting a pension to David McKinney; 

A bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension to Harry H. G. Kislingbury, 
Walter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler Schofield Kislingbury, and Douglas E. 
L. Kislingbury, respectively, children of the late Frederick F. Kisling- 
bury, a lieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 7696) granting a pension to Thomas D. Fitch; 

A bill (H. R. 7735) for the relief of Henry A. Huggins; 

A bill (H. R. 7903) granting a pension to Daniel B. Randall; 

A bill (H. R. 7933) granting a pension to Henry Biederbick; 

A bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley; and 

A bill (H. R. 7997) to increase the petision of Mary E. Fillebrown. 


PROTECTION OF CHILDREN. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. _I beg leave to make a report from the sec- 
ond conference committee of the two Houses on the bill for the protec- 
tion of children in the District of Columbia. The bill has been re- 
turned from the House to-day. There is a correction of a clerical error 
made by this report. 


The report was received and read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to bill of the Senate No. 729, for the protection of 
children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses as follows : r 

1. In line 20, page 1, of the bill, that the Senate recede from ite di t 
to the amendment of the House, and to the same with the additton of the 
words “or sight,’’ so that the clause will read“ in their presence or sight; and 
the House agree to the same. 

2. In line 27, page 2, of the bill, that in lieu ofthe word " twenty-one,” asamended 


by the House to read “sixteen,” both Houses agree to the substitution of the 
word “eighteen.” 


H. i. D 
AUSTIN F. PIKE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WM. L. WILSON 
J. THOS, SPRIGGS, 


Managers late the House. 
on 
The report was concurred in. 



















DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 


ation of the bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was considered as in Commit- 


tee of the Whole. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the bill be read for amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be taken if there be 


no objection. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. - 
The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 


was in the item of appropriation ‘‘ for salaries and contingent expenses, ”’ 
after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ in line 24, to strike out the following words: 


And the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to ad- 
just and settle equitably the accounts of the late commissioners, allowing such 


of the same as are manifestly just and proper. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed to 
credit the accounts of the ex-commissioners of the District of Columbia accruing 
since 1876 with all such disbursements and expenditures, made in good faith, 
heretofore disallowed in the <a of the fomne, ——. x . ee 
ried done, aan Meeth Sh od curvioss rendered to the District in accord- 
ance with contracts and agreements made in faith on behalf of the Dis- 
trict, and also to adjust and settle equitably said accounts, allowing such of the 
same as are manifestly just and proper. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 31 of the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee, after the word ‘‘seventy,’’ I move to strike out the word ‘‘six’’ 
and insert ‘‘eight;”’ so as to read ‘‘accruing since 1878’ in place of 
"1876." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. The clause inserted by the House is relative to the 
adjustment of the accounts of the citizen commissioners whose terms 
have expired, Messrs. Morgan and Dent, and of the — commis- 
sioner, Major Twining, who some two years ago died. e Comptroller 
of the Treasury suspended items of account against them amounting to 
about $20,000, covering various expenditures for municipal purposes 
which they had made and which he decided were not within the pur- 
view of the acts making the appropriations. 

They had allowed expenses of a certain character on the supposition 
that they had the ordinary municipal authority or discretion over the 
control of funds committed to them for expenditure. I will name a 
few of the principal items. One of them is $2,500 paid for interest on 
what is called the Linthicum loan—a loan of money due by the Dis- 
trict. Ore thousand dollars was paid as the ex of the National 
Firemen’s Convention, held in the city of Washington. Certain sums 
were also paid as expenses to the chief of the fire department for ex- 
amining into the fire-department systems of other cities. They used 
the contingent fund given to them to —w clerks to do certain nec- 
essary work about the District offices. commissioners expended 
all of tiis money, but the Comptroller held that they*had no authority 
to a money, in this way, inasmuch as all the clerks the law in- 
tended they should have had been specifically provided for; and so as 
to other items. 

Among other items there was an item for subsistence furnished to the 
Reform School. In contracting for the supplies of the Washington 
Asylum the commissioners found that it was better to contract for a 
large quantity than for a small quantity, and they made a contract in 
behalf of the Washington Asylum fora large quantity of supplies which 
they to transfer and did in fact transfer to the Reform School. 
The ptroller held that they could not be paid for out of the appro- 
priations for the Reform School, notwithstanding the supplies had gone 
there, because they had gone under a contract made for the Washing- 
ton Asylum. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] and the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWes] and myself have for the last year during 
the time we have been associated together as members of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on A ons, having charge of this mat- 
ter, examined thoroughly these accounts and the cause of their suspen- 
sion, and arrived last year at the conclusion that the ion ought 
to be removed, that the suspension was technical, that the District had 
had value received for all the expenditures, and that there was nothing 
in them to subject any of the commissioners to any charge of impro- 
priety or lack of reasonable and proper The clause as it 
came from the according to the view of the Comptroller, is not 
sufficient to accom the purpose had in view, and therefore the com- 
mittee has 1 a substitute for it. 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator in why it is that he now pro- 
poses to the date from 1876 to 1878? 
Mr. PLUMB. Simply to cover the terms of the commissioners whom 


we have in view. The date 1876 was fixed by mistake. hteen 
hundred and Cae aan term of Messrs. Dent Mor- 
gan, the civilian j and Mr. Twining, engineer commis- 














1885. 





Mr. MORGAN. Are there any previous commissioners whose case 
is the same? 4 : , 
Mr. PLUMB. Not that the committee is aware of. 
been brought to our attention. ‘lie ae 

Mr. MORGAN. It seems to me to be a case of legislation on an 
appropriation bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. _ : 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment in line 38 by strik- 
ing out the words ‘‘such of the same as are manifestly just and proper ’’ 
and inserting ‘‘ all payments made for expenses incurred in good faith 
for the benefit of the District.’’ That is the suggestion of the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury as to the form of language necessary to accom- 
plish the object. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. ¥ 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for engi- 
neer’s office,’ in line 129, after the word ‘‘animals,’’ to insert ‘‘ care 
of same;’’ and after the word ‘‘items,’’ in line 130, to insert ‘‘and 
services, in all not to exceed;’’ so as to read: 

Contingent expenses, including rent of property-yards, books, stationery, bind- 
ing and p ion of records in the engineer’s and surveyor’s offices, printing, 
transportation (vehicles, animals, care of same, saddlery, forage and repairs), 
and other necessary items and services, in al] not to exceed $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 131, after the word “‘for,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ contingent’’ and insert ‘‘ necessary;’’ so as to read: 

For n expenses of office of ins; r of gas and meters, for maintain- 
log and NOGDts in eeee order and Sow ap om laboratory and apparatus, $800. 

The amendment was agreed to. es 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘That,’’ in line 135, to 
strike out ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That overseers or inspectors temporarily required in connection 
with sewer, street, or road work, or the construction or repair of buildings, done 
under contracts authorized by appropriations, shall be paid out of the sums 
appropriated for the work, and for the time actually engaged thereon. 

The amendment was to. eas 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ annual,’’ in line 142, to 
strike out ‘‘ reports’? and insert ‘‘report;’’ so as to read: 

And the commissioners of the District, in their annuai report to Congress, 
shall report the number of such overseers and inspectors, and their work, and 
the sums paid to each, and out of what appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 146, afterthe words ‘‘shall be,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ public records’’ and insert ‘‘a part of the public property 
of the District of Columbia;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided further, That the records of the surveyor of the District of Columbia 
shall be a part of the public property of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ improvements 
and irs, and for care and repair of bridges,’’ after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ in line 172, to insert: 

Provided, That all moneys legally retained from contractors shall be invested 
and held by the Treasurer of the United States, and any s4m which has been or 


shall be realized from such investments in excess of the amounts due to con- 
tractors 1 be deposited in the Treasury, to the credit of the United States and 


of the Di of Columbia in equal parts. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend that by inserting in line 173, after 
ean **moneys,’’ the words ‘‘shall have been or may hereafter 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

_ Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment just now read, it seems to me, 
is a very unjust provision to contractors, and an unjust discrimination 
against small contractors. Has that been acted on? 

Mr. PLUMB. It has been‘acted on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call attention to it. It begins in line 172 and 
runs to line 178. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator wish it acted on 
again? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the vote by 
which the amendment was adopted will be regarded as reconsidered. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the question is on the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to know the object of this proviso. It 
"ir. PLUMB. "If the Senstor fewilling1 will state tne parpose 

: ; na wi I will state the pu 
amendment. : ee 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will hear the Senator, subject to the point of 
order, but I do not want to raise it if I can avoid it. 

Mr. PLUMB. In that portion of the organic law of the District of 
Columbia which provides for the letting of contracts for the laying of 
pavements, &c., it is provided: 


And that the contractors shall keep new pavements or other new works i 
pair for a term of five years from the date of the completion of their contacts; 


They have not 
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and 10 per cent. of the cost of all new works shall be retained as an additional 
security and a guarantee fund to keep the same in repair for said term, which 
said per cent. shall be invested in registered bonds of the United States or of 
the District of Columbia, and the interest thereon paid to said contractors. 





This difficulty has arisen in a case in which four or five years ago a 
purchase of bonds was made out of the 10 per cent. retained from a 
paving contract and the contractors had meanwhile kept up the repairs. 
A question arose as to whether the contractors or the Government were 
entitled to the profit which had been realized by reason of the invest- 
ment in bonds, the bonds in the mean time having appreciated in value. 
The Treasury Department held that the Government was entitled to 
the profit, but suggested a suit to determine the question. Thereupon 
a suit was brought. The statement I make now is that made to the 
committee by the commissioners of the District of Columbia. Suit 
was brought, and three of the judges of the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia said on the hearing that they had no doubt the Gov- 
ernment was entitled to the profit and not the contractors, because in 
the event that the bonds had declined the contractors would have been 
fairly entitled to have received the money value of the 10 per cent. re- 
tained, and could not have been required to take the bonds which had 
a less value than the reserved 10 percent. But before the decision was 
formally rendered the contractors dismissed the suit and brought the 
matter again before the Treasury Department, where, after going through 
all the forms and before all the officers before whom it could be brought, 
including the Secretary of the Treasury, asimilardecision was reached. 
Thereupon the Treasurer, who was then the custodian of the bonds, paid 
to the contractors the 10 per cent. which had been retained and covered 
the balance into the Treasury to the credit of the United States. At 
the same time the Treasurer made the discovery, or claimed to have 
made the discovery, that the law did not require him to remain as the 
custodian of these bonds, and he therefore compelled the commissioners 
themselves to take the bonds, which they did, and rented a box in the 
safe-deposit company, where they are now kept. 

The matter was brought to the attention of the committee with the 
request on the part of the commissioners that a provision should be in- 
serted which would require the Treasurer himself to keep these bonds, 
as being a safer and more proper depositary than the board of commis- 
sioners of the District, and forthe purpose of providing that hereafter 
one-half the profit, whatever it may be, of this retained fund should go 
to the District of Columbia and one-half to the United States. It was 
for the purpose of providing that the Treasurer himself should be the 
custodian of these bonds instead of having them in the custody of the 
commissioners, as it is now, that the amendment was inserted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The statement of the Senator is precisely what I 
am informed is the true status of this matter. It seems to me it is a 
clear violation of the rights of these contractors and a palpable infringe- 
ment and change of existing contracts. The present law under which 
these contracts were made requires the investments to be made and in- 
terest to be paid to the contractors. That is a stipulation in the law. 
Ten per cent. on a contract, especially if it is a large contract, say one 
amounting to $50,000, would require a deposit of $5,000. That is the 
money of the contractor earned apparently in the execution of his con- 
tract. By the terms of that contract this money is to be invested in 
Government securities for his benefit. It is his money. The amend- 
ment proposes to take that money, the accretions of the bonds, the in- 
terest of the bonds, and divide it between the District of Columbia and 
the United States. It does not belong to the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. The court so decided. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But there has been no final decision. The suit 
was withdrawn for the purpose of trying to make an arrangement. I 
do not know anything about it except what Ihave heard. I under- 
stand that a suit was commenced upon the terms of the contract for 
the recovery of the interest; but as there was a hope of settling it in 
the Tregsury Department, the matter being still under consideration 
there, the suit was withdrawn. These contractors have now a right to 
sue for the money in the Court of Claims, or in any court of competent 
jurisdiction. I supposeghey could sue for the money; it is their money 
under the express terms of the contract. 

I think that rather than deal with this question at all we had better 
leave it to the courts. I look upon this as a palpable infringement of 
the contract. It might be applied as a rule for the future by saying 
that in all future contracts the money shall be deposited in the Treas- 
ury, and that no interest shall be allowed; but these contracts expressly 
provide that the money shall be invested for the benefit of the contract- 
ors, and that they shall have the interest. J ask the Senator to be kind 
enough to read that clause of the charter again. 

Mr. PLUMB. The clause reads as follows: 

And 10 per cent. of the cost of all new works shall be retained as an additional 
security and a guarantee fund to keep the same in repair for said term, which 


said per cent. shall be invested in registered bonds of the United States or of the 
District of Columbia and the interest thereon paid to said contractors. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is perfectly plain. It is evident that these 
contractors are entitled to the interest. It may be, however, that on 
account of the high price of the bonds no interest could accrue, because 
the diminution of the premium may be more than the interest. 

I think the best way is to leave this matter to stand upon the 2on- 































tracts as they exist and to leave the parties their remedy and not to 
seek by legislation tochangeit. Ifthe Senator from Kansas had 

the provision so as to apply only to future contracts, I should have no 
objection to it, because the bids may be made with a view to the loss 
of interest on 10 per cent. of the money due on the contract for the period 
of five years, as the whole of it must be deposited for five years. If 
that is understood by the contractor when he makes his contract he 
has no right to complain; but as to existing contracts it seems to me 
perfectly clear that you are proposing to take money which belongs to 
the contractors, money earned under a law by which they were to have 
the interest on it, and that the Government was simply to act as a 
trustee for their benefit. 

Therefore, as the amendment is plainly objectionable on the ground 
that this is legislation attached to an appropriation bill, I shall make 
that point against it, leaving these parties to their remedy in the courts. 
I think there will be no injustice done if that course is pursued. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say that the committee have proceeded not 
on the theory that they were establishing new rules, but they were 
simply conforming to the rule already established, first by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and second by the board. 

The Senator from Ohio says there has been no final judgment ren- 
dered; but that thecontractor himself prevented it by withdrawing his 
suit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know who the contractor was. 

Mr. PLUMB. In that case also the transaction has been settled, be- 
cause the contractor accepted from the Government his money and the 
Treasurer proceeded to deposit the premium. The contractor also had 
the interest, by the way, but the Treasurer proceeded and deposited 
the premium to the creditiof the United States. 

Twothings the committee designed to do. They desi to restore 
this deposit to the Secretary of the Treasury. Now it is in the hands 
of the commissioners of the District. The committee did not think 
that was wise. In the next place they proposed that whatever profit 
is derived hereafter, it having been decided that it did not belong to 
the contractor, should go, half to the Governmentand half to the Dis- 
trict, and not all to the Government of the United States. Of course 
if we adopt the amendment the contractors will have a perfect right to 
bring their suit anyhow, as I think, so far as that part of it goes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want by law to undertake to change a 
contract. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to the Senator making the point 
of order and letting the provision go entirely out of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know but what the United States might 
have the benefit of the advance in the bonds. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is all they have. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly the interest is accruing on those bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Ohio thinks this provision 
affects the interest I will suggest to him to add the words “‘ including 
interest.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, I will agree to put in the words “‘ including in- 
terest ’’ after the words ‘‘ due to contractors.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will see that it is worded so that all 
the interest or all the profit growing out of this investment inures to 
the District of Columbia and the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator agree to such an amendment, put- 
ting in after the word ‘‘ contractors ’’ the words ‘‘including interest? ’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. It would then read, ‘‘ in excess of the amounts due 
to contractors, including interest.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN.. “Including interest accruing on said bonds.’’ 
That will answer. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was precisely the purpose the committee had in 
view. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It now reads, ‘‘ or shall be realized from such in- 
vestments in excess of the amounts due to contractors.’’ The interest 
is not due to the contractor. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law says the 10 per cent. shall be deposited, 
and during the deposit the contractor shall have the interest. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Let it read, ‘in excess of the amounts due to con- 
tractors for the said sum, and the interest thereon.”” Then I shall be 
perfectly willing to agree to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Insert after the word “ contractors”’ the words ‘‘in- 
cluding interest on said bonds.’’ I think the Senator’s first suggestion 






























































is the best. 
Mr. SHERMAN. ‘“‘Including all interest on said bonds while so 
held.’’ I have no objection to that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio suggest 
an amendment to the amendment of the committee ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. The Senator from Kansas will state it. 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word “‘contractors,’’ in line 176, add the 


words: 


Including the interest accruing on said bonds while so held. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. That will save them their 
rights. If they claim more than that, and claim the benefit of a rise 
in the value of the bonds, I do not think they will have any right to 
that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
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The Carer CLERK. Inline 176, after the word ‘‘ contractors ’’ in the 
proposed amendment, insert: 
Including all interest on said bonds while so held. 


So as to read: 

And any sum which has been or shall be realized from such investment in 
excess of the amounts due to contractors, including all interest on said bonds 
while so held, shall be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the United 
States and of the District of Columbia in equal parts. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Even asamended there is some doubt whether this 
would not be a violation of the contract, because this is obligatory to 
invest in United States bonds, and one of the advantages of investment 
in United States bonds is the accretion of the premium. But I do not 
stand upon that, so long as the language of the contract is complied 
with and observ I think that will probably meet my objection. 

The PRESID. NG OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 182, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out— 


For ye and inting Anacostia >. 5 $5,500; for two draw- 
keepers at Anacostia and Benning's Bridges, at $720 each 
And insert— 


Draw-keeper at Anacostia Bridge, $720. 


The amendment was 

The next amendment was, in line 189, to reduce the total amount of 
the appropriations “‘for ordinary care of Benning’s, Anacostia, and 
Chain Bridges,’’ &c., frém $15,600 to $9,380. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in theappropriations ‘‘or Reform School,’’ 
to increase the item for compensation of a of chair-shop”’ 
from $600 to $720. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 241, after the word “ exceeding,’’ 
to strike out “‘ five ’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ and in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘number,’’ to strike out “‘ one thousand and eighty ”’ and insert 
**nine hundred and sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Watchmen, not exceeding four in number, $950. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 243, to increase the total amount 
of appropriations for salaries of officers and employés of Reform School, 
from $11,550 to $11,616. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 251, after the word “ items,’’ to 
strike out “‘ including compensation for additional labor or services;’ 
so as to make the clause read 

For support of inmates, including groceries, flour, meata, dry-goods, leather 
and chorea fuel, hardware, tableware, furniture, farm aapiiaehe and seeds, 
harness and repairs to same, fertilizers, stationery and books, plumbing, paint- 
ing and glazing, medicines and medical attendance, stock, fencing, and other 
necessary items, ‘all in the discretion of the commissioners of the District, $25,000 ; 
and the proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized to close 
the accounts of the Reform School for the fiscal years 1883 and 1884, if the same 
can be done without the payment of any money from the Treasury; and here- 
after all the revenues derived from the labor of the inmates and from the prod- 

ucts of the farm shall be paid into the Treasuryof the United saeety fo the credit 
of th the United States and the District of Columbia in equal parts 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 282, to reduce the appropriation 
‘*for the National Association for Destitute Colored Women and Chil- 
dren,’’ from $7,000 to $5,000 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, after line 286, to insert: 

oun aid the Association for Works of ee District of Columbia, in the pur- 

chase of buildings and grounds, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 292, after the word “ dollars,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ to be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase or construction of a — for the National Homeopathic 
Hospital of the District of Columbia, $15,000 immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 295, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
insert ‘‘to be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the construction of an additional building for the National Association for 
Destitute Colored Women and Children, $18,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘for Metropolitan 
police,’’ in line 354, before the word *‘ privates,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ninety ”’ 

and insert “one hundred ; ;”? so as to read: 

One hundred privates, class 1, at $900 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 380, to increase the total amount 
of the er * for Metropolitan police’ from $335,220 to 

The at amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 385, after the words ‘‘to be,’’ 
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strike out “‘kept under the control of the commissioners and be in- 
vested in United States or District bonds’’ and to insert: 


Invested in United States or District bonds by the Treasurer of the United 
States, and be held by him subject to the drafts of the commissioners for expend- 
itures made in pursuance of law, and such expenditures shall be accounted for 
as required by law for other expenditures of the District. 


So as to make the clause read: 

Provided, That hereafter the commissioners shall deduct $1 each month from 
the pay of each policeman, which sum so deducted shall be added to and form 
a part of the t police fund,to be invested in United States or District 
bonds by the urer of the United States, and be held by him subject to the 
drafts of the commissioners for expenditures made in pursuance of law, and 
such expenditres shall be accounted for as required by law for other expendi- 
tures of the i 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for the fire depart- 
ment,” in line 409, after the word ‘‘one,’’ to strike out ‘‘secretary”’ 
and insert ‘‘clerk;’’ so as to read: 

One clerk, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 414, to reduce the appropriation 
for compensation of ‘‘ two tillermen’’ from $900 each to $300 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 419, to reduce the appropriation 
** for fuel ’’ from $2,250 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 421, to reduce the appropriation 
for ‘‘ forage ’’ from $6,000 to $5,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 425, after the word ‘‘ furniture,’ 
to insert ‘‘fixtures;’’ and in line 427, after the word ‘‘items,’’ to 
strike out “six ’’ and insert ‘‘seven;’’ so as to read: 

Contingent expenses, including office-rent, horseshoeing, furniture, fixtures, 


washing, oil, medical and stable supplies, harness, blacksmithing, labor, gas, 
and other necessary items, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 429, to increase the total amount 
of appropriations “ for the fire department ’’ from $108,100 to $108, 150. 

€ amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in fine 431, after the word “‘ each,” to strike 
out ‘‘employé of fire department’’ and insert ‘‘fireman;’’ in line 432, 
after the word ‘‘ fund,’’ to strike out ‘‘ under the control of the com- 
missioners; ’’ in line 434, after the word ‘‘bonds,’’ toinsert ‘‘in manner 

ided in this act for the police fund; ’’ and after the word “‘any,’’ 
in line 435, to strike out ‘‘employé of fire department’’ and insert 
** fireman;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

That hereafter the commissioners shall deduct $1 each month from 
the pay of each fireman, which sum so deducted shall be kept as a firemen’s relief 
fund, and be invested in United States or District bonds in manner provided in 
this act for the police fund, and shall be used for the relief of any fireman who, 
by accident, while in actual performance of duty, or by service not less than 
fiteen years, shall become so anently disabled as to be discharged from 
service therefor; and in case of his death from such accident, leaving a widow 
or children under 16 yearsof age, for their relief. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 442, after the word ‘‘one,’’ tostrike 
out “‘employé of fire department’’ and insert ‘‘ fireman;’’ and in line 
446, after the word “any,” to strike out ‘‘employé of fire depart- 
ment’”’ and insert “‘fireman;’’ so as to read: 

Provided further, That such relief shall not exceed for any one fireman or his 
family the sum of $50 per month; and a sum not exceeding $75 may be allowed 
from said fund to defray the funeral expenses of any fireman dying in the serv- 
ice of the District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘public schools,’’ 
before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ in line 482, to strike out ‘‘ forty-nine ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ fifty-nine;’’ so as to make the clause read : 

For salaries of superintendents, teachers, and janitors, secretary of the board, 

additional teach 


and clerks, incl ers, rents, repairs, fuel, furniture, books, 
ener, saw school build: , furniture for new school buildings, and other 
necessary items, $559,930, y- 

The report was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ in line 495, 
to strike out “eighty-five” and insert ‘‘ninety-five;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For teachers, to be employed at a rate of compensation not toexceed the rate 

vided by the t r “ 
pro on peo schedule of salaries,and at an average salary not to ex 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The nextamendment was, in line 502, before the word “‘at,’’ to strike 
out * one new building ”’ and insert ‘‘ Dennison buildings;’’ soas to read: 

For janitors,and care of the several school buildings: F f the high- 
school building, $1,600; of the Jefferson building, $1,400, of the Franklin build. 


ing, $1,100; of the Force, Henry, Webster, Gales, Peabody, Wallach 
Garnett, Sumner, Analostan, Dennison buildings, at $900 a. ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

aon next emer was, Ne the word gree A in line 532, 
insert other i rovided for in this act;’’ 

to make the clause read: ee 0 


‘ For buildings for schools : For the purchase of sites, when necessary, and the 
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pair of pest hospital, $600.”’ 


I move, on page 5, line 97, after the word “‘ thousand,’’ to insert 
hundred,’’ so as to make the salary of the assistant inspector of build 
ings $1,200. 
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erection and completion of new buildings, and for furniture for new school 
buildings, $60,000: Provided, That the plans and specifications for each of said 
buildings, and for all other buildings provided for in this act, shall be prepared 
by the inspector of buildings of the District of Columbia, and shall be approved 
by the Architect of the Capitol and the commissioners of the District, and said 
buildings shall be constructed by the commissioners in conformity therewith 
and shall be contracted for and finished by the Ist day of July, 1886, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ health depart- 
t . - . 

at the end of line 562, to insert ** re- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 563, to increase the total amount 


of the appropriations for the ‘‘ health department’’ from $43,530 to 
$44,130. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded 

Mr. PLUMB, Thecommitteeamendmentsnow having been adopted 
** two 


I make that motion on the request of the commissioners 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The total of the paragraph should be increased to 
nd. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. PLUMB. 


Will the Senator state in what line’? 
In line 135, so as to make the total read $65,690 in- 


stead of $65,490. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. Imove to insert after line 152: 


For the purpose of defraying the expenses of the assessment of the real prop 


erty of the District of Columbia, as provided by the act of March 3, 1833, $15,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 14, line 314, I move to insert the words 
“purchase of and’’ before the word ‘‘ repairs;’’ so as to read: 

Purchase of and repairs to pumps. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. On the same page, line 311, after the word ‘‘ forty,’ 
I move to insert ‘‘five,’’ so that the appropriation for ‘* current work 
on county roads and suburban streets’’ shall be $45,000 in place ot 
$40,000, and the total should be changed in line 315. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Kansas toexplain why it is 
that he wants $5,000 more for county roads and suburban streets? 

Mr. PLUMB. All I know about it is that the commissioners state 
that they have some work to be done which comes properly within this 
appropriation which requires its increase from $40,000 to $45,000 

Mr. MORGAN. They ought to come in here with statements that 
the committee can exhibit. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator thinks it ought not to goin I have no 
objection to letting it go out. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let it go out then. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLUMB. On page 17, line 393, I move to strike out ‘‘ accident 
while in actual performance,’’ and insert ‘‘ injuries received or disease 
contracted im line;’’ so as to read: 

And said police fund shall be used for the relief of any policeman who by in- 
jury received or disease contracted in line of duty or by service not less than 
fifteen years, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Inline 396, I move to strike out the word ‘‘ accident 
after the word ‘‘such,’’ and insert ‘‘ injury or disease;’’ so as to read 

And in ease of his death from such injury or disease. 


I will state that these amendments are made on the suggestion of 
the policemen whose fund this is, being derived from their salaries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. There should be a comma after 
396. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it the intention of the paragraph to require the dis- 
ability to be caused by the policeman serving more than fifteen years ? 
Suppose he serves thirty or forty years and becomes disabled by old 
age? 

Mr. PLUMB. I understood this covers the whole class of cases 
where a man is disabled by injury received or disease contracted in the 
line of duty, or where he—- 

Mr. HOAR. I inquire whether it really expresses that meaning 

Mr. PLUMB. That was the intention 


** widow,’’ in line 


Mr. HOAR. It reads: 
_And said police fund shall be used for the relief of any policeman who, by ac- 
cident while in actual performance of duty or by service not less than fifteea 


years, shall become so permanently disabled, &c. 


Which would require that the service should have caused the disa- 
bility. ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. That was the intention. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose a man had served thirty years and has 
become disabled by old age, would you give him then the benefit of 















the fund? Would it not be well to say that ‘‘having served not less 
than thirty years shall become permanently disabled.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. “Or not having served less than fifteen years.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. . Yes. I suppose if a man has served fifteen years and 
has become permanently disabled, and has become a charge upon the 
service by reason of the disability, it is the intention to give him the 
benefit of this fund, althongh the service has not caused the disability. 
As it is now expressed, it would require the disability to be caused by 
the service 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall not object to the amendment if the Senator 
will propose it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will not the Senator from Kansas propose his own lan- 
puage ’ 

Mr. PLUMB. At the end of line 393 strike out ‘‘ by service’’ and 
insert ‘‘ having served.’’ That expresses the idea of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wilMbe reported. 
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The Curer CLERK. In line 393, after the word “‘or,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘ by service’’ and insert “ having served;’’ so as to read: 

And said police fund shall be used for the relief of any policeman who, by 
injury received or disease contracted in line of duty, or having served not less 
than fifteen years, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add at the close of line 612, on page 26— 

And hereafter the supply of Potomac water vy be extended to points in the 
District beyond the limits of Washington and rgetown upon like terms 
and conditions as are provided by law for the supply of the same in those 
cities. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask to have inserted in the REcoRD the appendix 
which is referred to in the provision of the bill making appropriations 
for the streets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered if there be no 

| objection. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


APPENDIX Gg. 
In relation to the estimates of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. (See page 192.) 


IMPROVEMENT AND REPAIR. 
SCHEDULE OF WORK PROPOSED TO BE EXECUTED DURING THE FISCAL YEAR 1886. 






















Crass A.—Replacement of wood. 















































Street | From— To— Square yards. oun ee. Total cost. 
Fifteenth street northwest ................... i attics elite eine OF We Shida ccccsebdieein jivctiilldastianteiadtaibitin 3,910 | $2 25 | $9, 255 00 
Eighteenth street northwest ................. K street......... .| L street ... 1 | 3, 400 00 
Nineteenth street northwest ..................| K street M street... | 10,740 00 
Twenty-second street northwest ............. K street... | M street... 6,700 00 
r'wenty-third street northwest ...... ........| K street... .| M street... onsene i | 6, 920 00 
New Hampshire avenue northwest... P strect ... Q street ........ 4 | 6,097 00 
iste Cees A. ..ccccecococcsesstsegcessccccss . lescosnennansnenneliatasmpennzenminrcipenascbaeninadndl wepeuuntiiiimencnncantnietienssemmmnempannennemmbossae 43,112 00 
Cass B.—Replacement of rubble. 
a Po ees fo tee See ee mae j 
Fifth street northwest’... ................ecesse > NOD... emutemnantinginnavestsiniiiinansunnatacen GRAAGURD icine cosaqpeneescvcedevivenene i 4,151 | $2 25 $11, 819 00 
Sixth street northwest*. seveseseeeeee’ Missouri avenue......... Loujsiana avenue.. 4, 457 23 | 10, 728 00 
Tenth street northwest*. sotbeabesidhdweti |, eee ae BS atrect..............- 1,493 23 4,865 00 
Fourteenth street northwest* ..... Pennsylvania avenue....... F street............ 1,645 275 5, 957 00 
© street northwest*.................. Fourth-and-a-half street.. Seventh street.. ! 4,150 2 25 14, 865 00 
H street northwest*..... Fourth street........0...0.000- Seventh street. | 5,060 23 15, 274 00 
1 street northwest* ....... ccecsecccscoreee! NeUhth etrest..... .| Ninth street....... | 830 | 23 2,448 00 
5 street Most Wem? ........0000cccsrcrcccsererecscecses DOD BIO sccnrnntmcinerratgeernnes CO BRIO OE aves ccceie sce cccrcestecessovevcees 860 | 25 12,315 00 
ee CI Be cerngeerrccnrecenssnietnowiongreratcabetitinannnsethcnadtihieddleinnseatetaeatanarniaidint tiie initia aaa sinaleinete nathan’ SE AEED Arscvacceceineeaoners 68, 271 00 
Ciass C.—Laying new pavements, 
Sixth street southeast................csecsereeeesees East Capitol strect.........00recscsssersessees South Carolina avenue.............-...0000 9, 305 $2 235 | $22, 021 00 
A street southeast........... ; .| Third street....... -| Sixth street.............. 3, 637 23 8, 603 00 
Fifth street northeast.......... .| East Capitol street... .. Maryland avenue......... 4,600 | 223 | 12, 300 00 
Sixth street northeast............ .| East Capitol street... «| Massachusetts avenue.. 4,600 | 23 11, 000 00 
B street northeast............. eese ...| Fourth street......... seco] Sixth street........00...cccee 2, 800 | 2 25 6, 650 00 
Third street southwest”....,.. .| Virginia avenue.... gree) Br i nesccskintiatbeced 1,853 | 22 6,000 00 
Tenth street southwest ee | .| Maryland avenue.... . 3,000 | 2235 | 7,100 00 
( street southwest... vibenineaumieantea ... Ninth street... Fourteenth street.... | 7, 928 | 23 20, 463 00 
Thirty-first street, Georgetown"....... puna MTU chit aoriaiiadinmniaeits poo] A) , SEE Riavansitiessssccsns cal 5,230 | 225 17,700 00 
© street, GeorretOwN...........cccceecceeeeeoes .| Twenty-eighth street..............0000.000. | Thirty-second street ................<.sse+0s: ! 5, 813 | 225) 13,745 00 
Data Chet Cn severierinsemesiranh carted pensenptinincmmndespepentsanitesiantitansassiicettanidiads at Ee eee I hil centttaee eens 125, 582 00 
Crass D.—Grading and regulating. 
Eighth street southeast.............c.cccecceseeee Pennsylvania AVeENUEC,......00.......00+0.| East Capitol streets. ...........ccccceceeneees ee ee aoe Bie ELEY $8,000 00 
E street southeast Thaie GATOS oo. .ccccccsscceces ... Eleventh street....... es + ; i 10, 300 00 
Gi street southeast | Third street .... .., Eleventh street... Centnaiilielaiel i 12,000 00 
South Carolina avenue southeast............ Third street ............... .| Eleventh street..... exen poore bine oa od 9, 600 00 
D street northeast..........0.cccessessevers | North Capitol street... ve] Maryland avenue.....eccccecrorcorscsersserere lees sme soonsencseeee| 9,100 00 
Eighth street southwest........... oh Sy i bitccneesenicinds ..| Water street....... ws a é 9, 100 00 
Thirteenth street northwest....... ..| T stréet...... ..| Boundary street. 6, 000 00 
New Jersey avenue northwest........ | Mstreet.... .| Boundary street... ies 11, 000 00 
Vermont avenue northwest............:..s-0+ Senn crrnswenptremmensesnn secesuseemnanceneiall Boundary strect..,...........000.0..s0+ see wileocuness ol od 8,000 00 
lor filling up any streets below the established grade, provided the cost in no instance shall exceed 10 cents per Cubic yard,.......ccse..rsssserseecerese seeeseeees | 5,000 00 
Total Class D.. cone . od 88, 100 00 
sipaeennnneitaamtinne saline dati £. 


Nors.—The cost of grading, in addition to the cost of pavement proper, is included in the total cost on all the streets in Classes-A, B, and C. On streets marked 
thus, *, the cost of curbing and sidewalks is also included. “Grading and regulating” includes grading, laying sidewalks with curbstones and gutters, and 


graveling or macadamizing the roadway. Asphalt pavements are est ted to cost $2.25 per square ya’ 


and granite-block pavements $2.75 per square yard. 


The above estimates do not include the work within two feet of railroad-tracks, which will be paid for by the railroad companies, 


j 


| Sq. yds. | Cost. ~ 
B00 Bisa -peiccersatresienjonbiatticceatanintiaedaa tse me eS oie a | “17,515 | $43,112 


' 
} 


Class B...... » se sesectinetddenegsentuiin alia teehee em 22, 646 | 68, 271 







Total 


RECAPITULATION. 


; | 


! 






' Northwest section .... 


: 
| 
' 
; 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the separate consideration of the amend- 
ment on page 8. I ask to have it read in order to modify the language 
somewhat and call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to it. I 
ask that that amendment be read. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 173, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ the fol- 
lowing proviso was added: 


That all moneys which have been or which may hereafter be legally 
Bn Sontsnstens obatt be invested and held by the Treasurer of the 
United States, and any sum which has been or shall be realized from such in- 
vestments in excess of the amounts due to contractors, including all interest on 
said bonds, shall be deposited in the Treasury, to the credit of the United States 
and of the District of Columbia in equal parts. 


Mr. SHERMAN. To make clear and certain the amendment which 
was put in at my suggestion, instead of the words inserted in line 176 
I will ask that the clause be amended so as to use these words instead 
of those I offered. My only desire is to carry out the same idea and 
make it so clear that there will be no controversy. In line 176, after 
the word ‘‘ contractors,’’ I wish to insert: 

Including the interest on such bonds that has accrued or shal] accrue before 
the full payment to such contractors. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is entirely satisfactory. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. That gives them the interest and the Government 
the profit, whatever it is. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The remaining amendments made as in Committee of the Whole were 
concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ALLEN. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen was indefinitely post- 
poned yesterday be reconsidered and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

The -PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be made. 


If there be no objection that order 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up for consideration House bill No. 
7004, Order of Business 1001, being the bill to repeal all laws provid- 
ing for the pre-emption of the public lands and the laws allowing en- 
tries for timber-culture. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iask that the unfinished business be luid before 
the Senate. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the existing order of the Sen- 
ate ét becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, being House bill No. 4976, for the retirement and 
recoinage of the trade-dollar, pending which the Chair will present bills 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraisement and sale of lots 
in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6881) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Brothers’ College, of Saint Louis, Mo., was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. ' 


SAINT CROIX RIVER BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between Still- 
water and Taylor’s Falls, Minn., and asking a cenference with the Sen- 
ate on the d ‘ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CONGE I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and grant the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ConGER, Mr. 
McMILLAN, and Mr. Vest were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] 
has been recognized. 

Mr. BECK. The unfinished business having been laid before the 
Senate, I merely desire to say that being a member of the Committee 
on Finance, and not agreeing with the majority of the committee, I 
wish to say something in regard to the subject on Monday, when it 
comes up. I do not want to take the floor unless I am entitled to it; 


but if I am, I should like when the bill comes up again to be recog- 
nized. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER.’ The Chair 
the Senator from 
fore the Senate. 


has previously recognized 
Oregon, who was interrupted by laying messages be- 





























Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; I was not aware of that. 

Mr. DOLPH. If it is the understanding that the present order of 
business is to be concluded at this time, of course I do not want to an- 
tagonize it; but I do not want other bills to be considered before that 
is disposed of, to the exclusion of the bill referred to by me; therefore 
I make the motion to take up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public 
lands and the laws allowing entries for timber-culture. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator from Kentucky propose to go on 
to-night? 

Mr. BECK. No, I donot. I propose when the silver bill is called 
up on Monday to have the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kentucky does not wish to pro- 
ceed to-night I should like to call up a bill which I think will cause 
no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of another bill is not, under the rules, open to debate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kentucky does not desire to go 
on now, I ask that the unfinished business be informally laid aside that 
I may call up Order of Business 1112. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from Kentucky is recognized by the Chair as entitled to the floor when 
the unfinished business shall be resumed. 

Mr. BECK. I am satisfied with the announcement of the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill I have named. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 1112, being the bill (S. 2609) to proyide permanent 
reservations for the Indians in Northern Montana, and for other pur- 
poses. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think we can consider that bill this evening. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator desire to object to it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is a bill perhaps too important to be con- 
sidered at this hour of the evening. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator thinks it will cause debate, I do not 
want to take time. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to move to proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business, but I do not want to interfere with my colleague. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Serator from Tennessee thinks this bill will 
cause debate, I shall not urge that it be taken up now. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. HAMPTON. May Iask the Senator from Massachusetts to with- 
draw that motion for a moment? 

Mr. HOAR,. Certainly. 


TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I have a bill that has been at the head of the Cal- 
endar for several weeks, and I am sure that it will not take five min- 
utes to consider and pass it, and I should be very glad to have action 
upon it to-night, if possible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate at the present time consider a bill. 
Will he name it? “ 

Mr. HAMPTON. If it leads toany debate I shall consent to its post- 
ponement. It is the bill (S. 1300) to authorize the President to restore 
Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him 
upon the retired-list of Army officers. Ithink, with a word of explana- 
tion, that bill will lead to no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill named by the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read informally for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 1300) to authorize the President to 
restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place 
him upon the retired-list of Army officers; and, by unanimous consent, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report in that case? If so, let it be read. 

Mr. HAMPTON. If Senators will allow me, I think I can save 
time by an explanation of two or three minutes, which will cover all 
that is in the report, which is quite along one. I hope that will be 
satisfactory. I propose to do it only to save time. 

This gentleman went before the retiring board, having a very severe 
illness. He was examined, and the board, while admitting that his 
disease was-of a very serious character, thought that it mel perma- 
nent. He was therefore not recommended for retirement, and was 
dropped subsequently from the rolls of the Army; but an examination 
by a very large number of physicians—all their affidavits are in the 
report—proved that up to six days before the examination, and from 
that day to this, he has been a confirmed invalid. The only obstacle in 
the way at all was that the retiring board had given an adverse verdict 
upon the case. 
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One of the members of that board, General Miles, is now in thecity, 
and I communicated with him upon the subject and submitted to him 
the affidavits of all these eminent surgeons, and he writes this: 

Exveitr Hover, Washington, D. C., January 22, 1855. 

Mapam: In regard to your husband's retirement from the Army in 1871, Ican 
only say that, to the best of my recollection, he appeared before the retiring 
board at Leavenworth, Kans., in the autumn of 1870, of which I was a member. 
The report of the medical officers who examined him was that his disability 
was not of a permanent nature. From what I can learn of hiscase since I have 
no doubt that his disease was not temporary but of a chronic order. 

Respectfully 
NELSON A. MILES. 

Mrs. T. Tex Eyck. 

Assistant Surgeon-General Perrin was one of the medical officers who 
thought the disease was not permanent. I received a dispatch from 
him. Somebody had sent him a copy of the report of the Military 
Committee. 

Fort Sxevuine, Mrisn., February 3, 1835. 
To Senator Wapr Hampton, 
United States Senate, Washington : 

Have received the paper of your committee. From the affidavits therein 
given it appears that the diseases from which Captain Ten Eyck suffered at 
the time he was before the retiring board have proven permanent in character. 
The short time he was before the board gave little opportunity of judging of the 
permanency or chronic nature of thediarrhea. It is not unlikely that the board 
may have erred in its findings. 

G. PERRIN, 
Assisiant Surgeon-General United States Army. 

I will say further, and I am sure that will satisfy the whole Senate, 
that my friend, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], who ison 
the committee and was originally opposed to this bill, upon seeing these 
letters and telegrams from the Assistant Surgeon-General, has admitted 
the justness of this claim, and said he would go for the bill, and I am 
sure if he goes for it nobody in the Senate will make any objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. Inow renew the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 7, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonun S. Linp- 
SAY, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

OFFICERS AND CREW OF STEAMER CORWIN® 

Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably 
from the Committee on the Library the joint resolution (H. Res. 317) 
proposing the thanks of Congress to Capt. M. A. Healy and the officers 
and crew of the revenue-marine steamer Corwin; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. + 

CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read subject to 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That from and after March 1, 1885, the clerkship to the Committee 


on Accounts be an annual clerkship, with compensation fixed at $2,000 per 
annum, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HEWITT] objects to the reference of this resolution. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. REAGAN. [ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table, with a view of having a disagreement in the amendments of the 
Senate, House bill 5461, known as the ‘‘ interstate-commerce bill.”’ 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, we do not understand the request 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks to take 
from the Speaker's table House bill 5461 in order that Senate amend- 
ments thereto may be disagreed to and a committee of conference ap- 
pointed. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce, 
and to prohibit unjust discriminations by common carriers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The gentleman from Texas asks to take 
this bill from the Speaker’s table with a view of reaching a conference 
with the Senate. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
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JACOB PINDLE. 


Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay to Jacob Pindle out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House the sum of 8 per month for services rendered in the 
bath-room of the House of Representatives during the second session of the 
Forty-eighth Congress. 

ANTE-BELLUM POST-OFFICE WARRANTS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, if there be no objection 
will lay before the House several executive communications and per- 
sonal requests. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a communication from the Sixth 
Auditor, asking an appropriation to pay ante-bellum post-office war- 
rants; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF HOT SPRINGS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of an appropriation for the protection and improve- 
ment of Hot Springs; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplemental report on 
certain Indian depredation claims; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DAMAGES FOR COLLISION WITH UNITED STATES STEAMER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy relative to a claim for damages resulting 
from collision of a Japanese junk with United States steamer Ashuelot; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting supplemental estimates of ap- 
propriations for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF RED-CROSS CONFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: - 


To the House of Representativesof the United States : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, submitting, 
at the request of a delegate of the United States to the third internatignal con- 
ference of the Red Cross, held in September, 1884, a copy of the preliminary re- 


port of that conference. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXecuTivE Mansion, February 2, 1835. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with - 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers in the 
case of Daniel Leary. 

JAMES H. BLOUNT. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent leave 
was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the pa- 
pers in the case of James H. Blount without leaving certified copies. 

JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
309) extending the permission granted Maj. William Ludlow by the act 
of February 23, 1883, to accept a civil position; when the Speakersigned 
the same. 

CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ COLLEGE, SAINT LOUIS, MO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule, the Chair will now en- 
tertain a motion to take up bills and joint resolutions for consideration , 
the order beginning at twenty-two minutes past 12 o’clock. The first 
bill in order is the unfinished business coming over from yesterday, 
which is: House bill 6881 on the Private Calendar, for the relief of the 
trustees of the Christian Brothers’ College, of Saint Louis, Mo., reported 
with an amendment, aad which the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
O’ NEILL] asks be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I will yield to my colleague [Mr. 
BROADHEAD], in whose district the college referred to was located. 
Their present college is in mine. 

Tke SPEAKER ‘pro tempore. Debate on both sides under the rule 
has been exhausted, and the question now is, Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the ten minutes of debate been exhausted ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was exhausted on yesterday in the 
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reading of the report. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? et 

There was no objection. 

The question then recurred on the pending amendment to strike out 
‘357? and insert ‘‘20;’’ so that it will read: 

That there be paid to the trustees of the Christian Brothers’ College, of Saint 
Louis, in the State of Missouri, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $20,000, in full compensation for the use and occu- 

sation of the buildings and lands of said college during the late war by the 
Tnited States troops and for injury to and destruction of property belonging to 
said trustees by said troops. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ssed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill as amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that it had receded from its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7577) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 7857) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
with amendments; in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (S. 2511) relating to 
claims agents and attorneys in pension cases; in which concurrence 
was requested. 


, APPRAISEMENT AND SALE OF LOTS, PERU, IOWA. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration 
from the House Calendar a bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraise- 
ment and sale of lots inthe town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas under an act approved July 2, 1836, and an act amendatory thereto, 
approved March 3, 1837, entitled ‘An act for laying off the towns of Fort Madi- 
son and Burli , in the county of Des Moines, and the towns of Bellevue, 
Dubuque, and Peru, in the county of Dubuque,” &c., certain disposition was 
therein provided for the lands set off for such towns; and 

Whereas the site for the said town of Peru, in the year 1340, and the lots thus 
reserved, have been settled upon by bona fide settlers, who have made valuable 
improvements thereon: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senateand Houseof resentatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the ent of the Dnited States appoint three 
commissioners, any two of whom shall be a quorum to do business, who, before 
entering upon the rge of their duties, shall take an oath to faithfully per- 
form the same. Said commissioners shall have power, and it is hereby made 
their duty, to view said lots and appraise their value, not taking into consider- 
ation the improvements thereon; after which appraisement the ee register 
and the proper receiver shall expose said lots to public sale to the highest bid- 
der, after a the same in three public newspa at least three months, 
reservi sale such lots as, according to the records of the General 
Land , have already been paid for or mted : Provided, That the actual 
settlers upon said lots who have made valuable improvements thereon shall first 
be entitled to purchase the same at their appraised value. 

Sec. 2. Thatsaid coutmissioners shall each be entitled to $ per day for each 

as provided above, to be paid by the receiver of public 


day actually employed 
moneys of the proper land district. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Discussion is now in order for ten 
minutes; five minutes on each side. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, a bill identical with this has twice 
passed the Senate. It was unanimously reported from the Committee 
on the Public Lands in the Forty-seventh Congress, and this bill is re- 
ported unanimously by that committee in this Congress. The lands 
affected by it lie in the district of my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDER- 
son], and he having personal knowledge of the facts connected with it, 
I yield to him the time for explanation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill is local in its 
character. I desire tosay, in the first place, that it passed in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, passed the Senate in the Forty-seventh@ongress, but 
failed of passage in the House of Representatives for the sole reason it 
was not reached on the Calendar. 

In 1836, on July 2, it was provided that certain lots should be laid out 
for the town of Peru, in Dubuque County; my own county. It ran 
along until 1841, when it was discovered instead of being able to build 
a town at Pern, the city of Dubuque, four miles off, had sprung up, 
owing to its peculiar location and the attraction of the lead mines. This 
defeated the building of a town at Peru, and it was wholly abandoned, 
and the section of’ land was settled upon by squatters, and has been 
oceupied since 1840-’41. The squatters hold no title whatever, and it 
has no taxes to the county of Dubuque or the State of Iowa. 

which has been recommended by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, as detailed in the report, is for the sole purpose 
of appointing commissioners to appraise the value of the lots, not taking 












in consideration the improvements thereon, and that the bona fide set- 
tlers upon said lots—and they are occupied by gardeners who supply 
the market of the city of Dubuque—shall first be entitled to purchase 
the same at their appraised valse. 

That is the whole purpose of the bill. The county attorney of Du- 
buque County and other citizens of the county have asked Senator 
ALLISON of the Senate, and myself in the House, to exert ourselves to 
secure the passage of the bill. It is desired by everybody there that it 
shall pass. The land-owners themselves desire it, because they prefer 
to have their titles vested rather than go on making improvements with 
this uncertainty resting upon them. The county of Dubuque and the 
State of Iowa desire it, because then they can compel the owners of this 
land, or the families resident upon it, to pay taxes as well as the rest 
of the citizens of the State. That is the whole purpose of the bill. 

I will yield now for any gentlemen who may desire to ask any ques- 
tions, if there be any present who feel any trouble about the matter. 

The bill, I repeat, is purely local in its character. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa can demand 
the reading of the report in the time allowed for debate in opposition 
to the bill, but not in the time of the gentleman from Illinois, who has 
two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. May I say to the gentleman from Iowa that this re- 
port simply recommends the passage of the bill and embodies in it a 
letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office recommending 
its passage. ; 

Mr. WELLER. Owing to the confusion prevailing in the Hall I can 
hear the report read much better than the statement of the gentleman 
himself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire 
to occupy his time? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair then will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Iowa on the right of the Chair for five minutes in oppo- 
sition. 


Mr. WELLER. In that time I request the report to be read. 
The report (by Mr. LEwIs) was read, as follows: 


The acts of July 2, 1836, and March 3, 1837 (5 Statutes, pages 70 and 178), pro- 
vided for the sale of the lots in five towns in the then Territory of Wisconsin, 
including the town of Peru, mentioned in said bill. The act of 1837 authorized 
certain commissioners to adjudicate all pre-emption claims to any of the lots in 
the towns in question, and thereafter the proper local officers were empowered 
to expose the residue of the lots to public sale under the regulations in the third 
section of the said act of 1837. The lands selected for the town of Peru were 
parts of sections 25, 26, 35, and 36, township 90 north, range 2east. The town was 
laid off into 267 lots of various sizes, with intersecting streets and alleys. 

The first lot was sold April 26, 1841; and from that time until October 7, 1353, 
eighty-one lots were disposed of to the several claimants under the third sev- 
tion of said act of 1837. The entries covering said lots were all patented Decem- 
ber 1, 1846,except two, which were patented October 19, 1853,and the patents 
transmitted to the local office, then at Dubuque, and it is supposed they were all 
delivered to the patentees. The town of Peru is now wholly abandoned as a 
town,and the land is wholly occupied for farming purposes by settlers who 
have no title, the title remaining in the Government. it has been wholly aban- 
doned as a town, and is unsuited for that purpose. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in response to an inquiry made 
in reference thereto by the Hon. W. B, ALLIson,;on the 19th of December, 1831, 
wrote the following letter : 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 19, 1381. 


Srr: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 12th instant, covering a letter addressed 
to you by W. J. Cantillou, esq., dated Dubuque, December 8, 1881, relative to 
the town site of Peru, in Dubuque County, Iowa, and stating that a petition had 
been forwarded asking for legislation looking toward the disposal of the land 
embraced in said town site. In your letter it is stated that ‘‘ this land is wholly 
occupied for farming purposes by settlers who have no title, the title remaining 
in thé Government. It has been wholly abandoned as a town, and is unsuited 
for that purpose. I think a bill ought to be prepared looking to a sale of this 
property. lt probably should be appraised and the settlers permitted to take it 
at the appraised value; they failing to do so, to be sold to the highest bidder.” 

In reply I have the honor to advise you that the matter of the disposal of the 
land in question has uently been the subject of correspondence with mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives, with a view to the passage of 
a law providing for the sale of said town sites. The acts of July 2, 1836, and 
March 3, 1837 (5 Stats., 70 and 178), provided for the sale of the lots in five towns 
in the then Territory of Wisconsin, including said town of Peru. The said act 
of 1837 authorized certain commissioners to adjudicate all pre-emption claims to 
any of the lots in the towns in question, and thereafter the proper legal officers 
were empowered to expose the residue of the lots to public sale, under the regu- 
lations in the third section of the said act of 1837, 

The land selected for the town of Peru—the same being parts of sections 25, 26, 
35, and 36, township 90 north, range 2 east—was laid out into two hundred and 
sixty-seven lots of various sizes, with intersecting streets and alleys. On April 
26, 1341, the first lot was sold, and from that time until October 7, 1353, eighty- 
one lots were di of to the several claimants under the third section of said 
act of 1837, as will be seen by the inclosed schedule. The entries covering said 
lots, sixty-one in number, were all patented December 1, 1346, except two, which 
were patented on October 19,1853. The patents were all transmitted to the local 
land office, then at Dubuque, and it is supposed that they were all delivered to 
the proper parties. I inclose a diagram of the town plat, showing the whole 
nv r of lots, with the word “ sold,” in red ink, marKed upon the lots disposed 
of. I inclose also a diagram of a portion of the township plat, showing the loca- 
tion of the town site. 

Under the state of facts as above presented this office can not, in view of the 

of the purchasers, whose names appear in the schedule, recommend that 
the whole town site be sold, but would urge that some law looking toward the 
disposal of all the lots remaining ursold should be passed by Congress. The 
lapse of time since the sale of a lot and the enhanced value of the land suggests 
the advisability of legislation which will provide for the appraisal of the re- 
maining lots and their sale to the highest bidder at public auction. The rigkts 


" 
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of the settlers, who, it is alleged, are now residing on the Jand, should be pro- 
tected in such a way as Congress, in its wisdom, may direct. : 

Here follows a list of the inclosures to accompany this communication, viz: 

Diagram of town site, marked A. 

Diagram of township plat, part, marked B, 

Schedule of purchasers of lots, marked C. 

I diso return Mr. Cantillou's letter. 

Respectfully, 
N. C. McFARLAND, Commissioner. 

Hon, W. B. ALLIsoN, 

United States Senate. 


On these lands are squatted a number of people paying no taxes for State or 
county purposes, though they have enjoyed the use of these lands for years. At 
the same time these squatters are anxious to get title to the places that they are 
on. Considering these facts, and following the recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner, your committee beg leave to report back the bill and recommend that 
the same do pass. : 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not desire to occupy the time, as I think it is not 
necessary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 


The gentleman from Illinois has two 


Is there objection to the present consid- 


JOHN V. B. BLEECKER. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I ask leave to take from the Speaker’s table Sen- 
ate bill No. 1335, to authorize the settlement of the accounts of the late 
John V. B. Bleecker, a paymaster in the Navy, and put the same upon 
its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the accounting officers of the Treasury of the United 
tates be, and they are hereby, directed, in settling the accounts of the late John 


V.B. Bleecker,a paymaster in the United States Navy, to credit him with the 
amount charged against him on their books, namely, $3,531.36. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there a report accompanying this bill? 
Mr. TALBOTT. Thereisareport. Iwill say that this bill passed the 
Senate unanimously, and the report was adopted unanimously by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
The report is as follows: 


The facts in this case are as follows: . 

Paymaster Bleecker was, at the request of Admiral D. D. Porter, commanding 
the Mississippi. uadron, ordered to duty as purchasing paymaster of that 
aepetees June 8, 1864, and entered upon that duty at Mound City about July 1, 
1864. 
When he received these orders he was just recovering from a severe attack of 
illness, incurred by long and arduous service as fleet paymaster in the Gulf 
squadron. Although far from well, he did not ask for sick-leave, but hastened 
to carry out his orders. 


I ask that the report be read. 


Paymaster Bleecker remained on duty at Mound City, IL, until the last of Oc- 
tober the same year. At that time he was so ill with typhoid fever that he was 
sent to his home in New York city, where he died on the 8th of November, 1864, 
three daysafter his arrival. His clerk was compelled to accompany him to New 
York, and, consequent to-such a hurried departure, no time was had to place 
any one in charge of his office. His papers, accounts, vouchers, bills, personal 
effects, &c., were left behind, and, no one properly looking after them, were hur- 
riedly and confusedly packed in boxes and ship to the Fourth Auditor for 
adjustment and settlement. His widow states she has never been able to 
obtain his personal effects. The Fourth Auditor states that his accounts as ren- 


dered show that Paymaster Bleecker, while on duty as purchasing paymaster 
Mississippi squadron, received moneys from the United States qmounting to 
$818,400, and disbursed upon three hundred and eighty-four the sum 


vouchers 
of $325,124.60, and there was returned to the Government $489,611.50, leaving 
apparently unaccounted for $3,663.86. This balance was reduced, however, by 
credits allowed him, $133, and by an error in his account of 50 cents against him, 
leavi = ar charged against him on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment $3,531.36. 

In collecting his papers,many vouchers and receipted bills for stores pur- 
chased were undoubtedly lost or destroyed, which if | could have been found 
would have satisfactorily accounted for the apparent deficit now held in said 
Bleecker’s accounts. 

His entire record from his entry into the naval service in 1847 is an excellent 
one. His accounts have always been rendered promptly and sati: 'y, and 
as an evidence that the accounting officers do not think there was any criminal 
intent on the part of Paymaster Bleecker it need only be said that he has now 
been dead twenty years, and they have never taken any steps toward compell- 
ing his bondsmen to make up the apparent ess to the Government of 
the United States. The committee call special attention to this fact, and believe 
it will be accepted as conclusive evidence that Bleecker never entertained an 
ae of se = ing the Government which he so faithfully served, and to which 

he gave his life. 

His widow is poor and has a family; she prays Congress to annul thisamoun: 
charged against her late husband ; A does not wish to have his name 4 


handed 
down as a defaulter, and takes a becoming pride in w tow t 
parent dishonor of the father of her children es ipe out this ap- 


Congress has passed several bills relieving paymasters of similar charges 
— = — = of ~~ pte a csttet ot es —_ 
n the Forty- a law ymaster Cushing 

who had charged against him $10,000; in the -ninth there was 
enacted a law for the relief of r James ; in the sixth Con- 
gress a bill for the relief of Pay-Director whose clerk (an officer 
for whom he was responsible) embezzled funds under the ; and 

in the Forty-seventh Cor anact was rel K. Ww 


an acting assistant paymaster, of funds 


him to the extent 
$5,098. - 


Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of this bill, believing it to 
be but a simple act of justice. , 
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The record of service of the late Paymaster Bleecker is herewith given : 


Abstract of the services of J. V. B. Bleecker, late paymaster United States Navy, com- 
missioned a purser in the Navy January 16, 1847. 


March 13, 1847.—To the steamer Union. 

May 25, 1847.—Detached and settle accounts. 

July 16, 1847.—To the Relief. 

August 11, 1848.—Detached and settle accounts. 

July 7, 1849.—To the Vandalia. 

October 12, 1852.—Detached and settle accounts. 

June 25, 1853.—To the Decatur. 

September 21, 1853.—Transferred to the Dale. 

January 17, 1856.—Detached from Dale and settle accounts, 

April 1, 1856.—To receiving-ship at Boston. 

April 30, 1858.—Detached, and to the Macedonian 15th May. 
July 14, 1860.—Detached and settle accounts. 
September 1, 1860.—To the navy-yard Portsmouth, N. H. 

August 8, 1863.—Detached October 1 and wait orders. 

October 3, 1863.—To the East Gulf squadron as fleet paymaster. 

May 20, 1864.—Detached and wait orders. 

June 8, 1864.—To Mississippi squadron as purchasing paymaster, 

Died at New York November 8, 1864. 

Total sea service—Nine years, ten months, twenty days. 
Total shore duty—Five year+, four months. 

[During the reading of tae report the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thetimeallowed for debate in support 
of the bill has expired. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I take the floor for the time allowed in op- 
position, and ask that the reading of the report be concluded. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report.as above. | 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill if this is the same bill that passed the Senate? 

Mr. TALBOTT. Yes, sir; and reported unanimously from the Sen- 
ate committee, as well as from the House committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read by its title a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


DRAWBACK ON CERTAIN IMPORTED MATERIAL. 


Mr. RUSSELL. I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 7651) to amend sec- 
tion 3019 of the Revised Statutes, relating to drawback on duties on im- 
ported material when manufactured and exported. 

The bill is as follows: 


it will read : 
“ Spc. 3019. There shall be allowed on all articles wholly manufactured of ma- 
terials imported, on which duties have been paid, when exported, a drawback 
in amount to the duty paid on such materials, and no more, to be ascer- 


ual 
tained under such regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the 


Treasury ; and all provisions of law inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed.”’ 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that that bill was called up 
under this rule fer consideration the other day and was rejected. 

The SPEAKER — tempore. What point does the gentleman make ? 

Mr. MILLS. t it is not competent to call up a bill under this 
rule which has been called up and refused to be cor\idered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the point of order is good in ee tothe operation of this rule. 
— bill is on the Calendar, the gentleman has the right to call 
it up. 

Mr. MILLS. Can the gentleman offer the same bill repeatedly un- 
der this rule? 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not know of anything 
in the rule to prevent any gentleman who is recognized from offering 
the same bill, if he shall see proper to do so. 

Mr. MILLS. I think there ought to be, if there is not, some limit, 
so that he shall not ask after day to consider the same bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I the same question of order the other day, 
and I should like to have a decision of the Chair upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decided it then, and over- 
rules the point of order now. 

The from Massachusetts is recognized for five minutes in 
— of the bill. 

r. RUSSBLL. I to submit an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to inquire if the time for offering objections 
has arrived ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not. The Chair will call for 
objection after the time for debate has expired. 

_ The Chair will state to the gentleman from Massachusetts that the 
time has not arrived for offering amendments to the bill, as it is not 
yet before the House. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield two minutestothe gentleman from Alabama 


[ Mr. a 

Mr. H -. This bill simply proposes that instead of 10 per 
being retained all goods. manufactured wholly of foreign ma- 
terial, the drawback be 100 per cent. This policy, Mr. Speaker, 
has long obtained. The law at present allows a drawback of 90 per 
cent. upon all goods manufactured of foreign material. This bill pro- 


ap Ee: 


ven toil 


1885. 





poses to allow 100 per cent. The 10 per cent. at present retained was 
originally provided for in order to pay the expenses of collecting the 
drawback. 

-e the case of sugar the amount of cost has been found to be not as 
much as 1 per cent., and consequently heretofore the law has been so 
changed as to allow 99 per cent. to be refunded on sugars. This bill 
proposes to allow 100 per cent. on everything. 

In committee I preferred that the drawback should be 99 per cent., 
and that the Government should retain 1 per cent. to indemnify it 
against the cost of collection. But the 1 per cent. is a matter of little 
or no importance. ht, - ek . 

The principle of the bill is simply this: To allow foreign material 
imported here to be marked up by our own people for exportation with- 
out any duties being charged by the Government. I can not see how 
it will injuriously affect any interest in this country. It will simply 
result in giving employment to a larger number of workmen without 
affecting the general interests of the business of the country. The 
amount of foreign material that can de imported into this country and 
worked up into manufactures for exportation will never be very large 
so long as labor with us is, higher than it is in foreign countries. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. RUSSELL] has two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to say that this bill is in the interest of 
American manufactures and American labor. The present law provides 
that when an article manufactured wholly of imported material on 
which a duty has been paid and the manufactured article is exported, it 
is entitled to a drawback of 90 per cent. This bill provides that the 
whole amount of duty on the imported material shall be paid back, 
which enables us to more successfully compete with many articles of 
domestic manufacture in a foreign market; and I hope that this—being 
in the interest of American labor—bill will pass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts for one 
moment permit an inquiry ? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, the law since 1799 has provided 
for a drawback of 90 per cent. on all articles imported for manufacture 
when re-exported. And I understand the only amendment proposed 
is to make the drawback 100 per cent. instead gf 90. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is the effect of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLs} to control the time in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. A long time ago a law was made that 90 per cent. of 
the duty paid on all articles entering into manufactures that were re- 
exported should be refunded to the party paying the tax. That has 
been the policy of the Government for many years. It is proposed now 
by this bill to give to the manufacturer the whole of the money that he 
pays on the raw material entering into the manufactures that are re- 
exported. The doctrine has been stated by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT] this morning that that 10 per cent. was retained 
in order to pay the cost of collection. I have always understood all 
taxes were imposed by the Government of the United States for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue. But now we are told this tax was imposed 
simply to pay the expense of collection. Here is the position assumed 
by the manufacturers: They are in favor of free trade as far as it con- 
cerns all raw materials which they buy in order to manufacture goods 
to sell in the open markets of the world, and they are opposed to every 
reduction of taxation on the finished product that the people of the 
United States have to consume. That is just the proposition of this 
bill; to give to the manufacturers absolute and unconditional free trade 
in all the materials entering into the manufacture of their products, 
while you charge the people of the United States 100, 110, 120, 140, and 
150 per cent. , and refuse all the time to permit the reduction of one far- 
thing on the necessaries of life tothe poorest part of our population, I 
hope there are ong enough in this House who have not bowed 
their knees to to prevent the consummation of such a purpose. 

Mr. WELLER. There are. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS} has it not been the rule in all administrations from the begin- 
ning of the Government to allow this drawback—even in the Walker 


Mr. MILLS. Ninety per cent. has been the rule all the time. 

Mr. HERBERT. In all administrations. And I ask the gentleman 
further: Will he deny that the 10 per cent. retained was for the pur- 
pose of pa the cost of collection ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish toask the gentleman from Texas.whether 
this changes the principle of /poving drawbacks. 

Mr. MILLS. It changes principle as far as the paying back of 
Mar, WASHBURN. ‘Then ange 

r. N. Then you should ch: it altogether. 

Mr. WELLER. I should like to hear the report reel 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; let us vote. 


Mr. WELLER. I withdraw the demand for the reading of the re- 


port. 
Objections being called for, more than isi i 
Fe being » the requisite number of mem 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW ALBANY. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I call up the bill (S. 1040) to provide for the 


construction of a public building at New Albany, Ind. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to purchase, or otherwise procure, a suitable site for a 
public building, which site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from 
fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less | wy fifty feet, including 
streets and alleys, and cause to be erected thereon, at 

in the State of Indiana, a substantial and commodious public building, with 
fire-proof vaults, for the use of the United States district and circuit courts, the 
internal-revenue service, and the post-office; the plans and estimates for said 
building having first been prepared, examined, and approved as required by 
section 3734 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, upon calculations and 
specifications that will insure the completion of the building at a cost not toex- 
ceed the sum of $100,000, which sum is hereby enn. out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That no money to be 
appropriated forsaid building shall be used until a valid title to the site selected 
shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Indiana shall have 
ceded to the United States jurisdiction over the same for all purposes during the 
time the Government shall be or remain the owner thereof, except for the en- 
forcement of the criminal laws of the State and the service of civil process 
therein. 


he city of New Albany, 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. In 1857, when the construction branch of 


the Treasury Department was under the control of Captain Bowman, 
an engineer officer of the Army, he recommended the construction of a 
public building at the city of New Albany. He also repeated that rec- 
ommendation in 1858 and 1859. Since that time the city has more 
than doubled in population and commercial importance. 
years ago Federal courts were established there. 
ilar one, was favorably reported in the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh 
Congresses. The present bill has passed the Senate unanimously. A 
similar bill has been reported to this House and considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and after full 
discussion it passed that committee by a vote of 151 to 20. I hope 
there will be no objection to this bill and that it will pass. 


Thirteen 
This bill, or a sim- 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there a report? 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let it be read. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. [have it here. Jtisthereport onthe House 
If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WArR- 
NER] desires it read, I ask that it be read in his time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No. Iwantto offer an amendment to the 


bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest to my colleague [Mr. STock- 


SEAGER], as chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, that one of the most serious objections to bills of this class is 


that there is never any certainty that the amount appropriated will 
finally complete the building. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I suggest to my colleague that that is not 
the fault of Congress. This bill is now carefully guarded on that point. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we will make it the fault of Congress if it 


occurs hereafter. With a view of obviating that objection to this bill, 


I shall move to amend by Striking out the remainder of the paragraph 


after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ in line 15, and inserting the amend- 


ment which I send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that the bill is not before the House. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I am making a suggestion to my colleague [ Mr. 


STOCKSLAGER] as to this amendment, and I wish the Clerk to read the 
language now contained in the paragraph after the words ‘‘ United 
States,’’ as I have indicated, and the amendment which I propose. 


The Clerk read a portion of the bill, as follows: 


Upon calculations and specifications that will insure the completion of the 
building at a cost not to exceed the sum of $100,000, which sum is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The Clerk has read enough. NowI ask my col- 
league to accept an amendment which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site for said 
building shall have been purchased, to cause a plan and specifications of said 
building to be prepared, which plan and specifications shall not involve an ex- 
penditure, in the erection and completion of said building and the approaches 
thereto, exceeding the portion of said $100,000 remaining after the site of said 
building shall have been paid for; and no plan for said building shall be ap 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding 
the sum so remaining after paying for the site of said building. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the real trouble with these appropria- 
tions for public buildings, the thing which excites indignation all over 
the country, is, that when an appropriation is made for the erection of 
a building at a given cost it nearly always happens that a large portion 
of the sum appropriated is expended for the site, combinations are formed, 
and Congress is called upon for additional appropriations. It is to cor- 
rect that evil in this case that I propose this amendment, and I hope 
my colleague [Mr. SrocKsSLAGER] will accept it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that so far as I 
am concerned I would have no objection at all to this amendment, 
but—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 





















1390 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 7 

























Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The remarks of my colleague [Mr. HoLMan] 
were not to be taken out of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. STOCKSLAGER } is exhausted. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, it was distinctly stated that 
the time occupied by my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] was not to be taken 
out of my time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman’scolleague [Mr. Hor- 
MAN |] controls the time on the other side, and probably the gentlemen 
can arrange as to the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the time that I consumed should not be 
charged to my colleague [Mr. STocKsLAGER]. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to suggest that 
that amendment is right in principle, but I do not—— 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. Srock- 
SLAGER] will permit me, I will suggest that he is putting the bill ‘in 
a hole,’’ because when an amendment is adopted here the bill must go 
back to the Senate. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. That is the difficulty. The amendment is 
right in itself; but if it were adopted the bill would have to go back to 
the Senate, and at this late day in the session it probably could not be 
considered there. If it were a House bill, or if it were earlier in the 
session, I should accept the amendment without hesitation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I guess the Senate can act upon it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Con-- 
gresses adopted a form of bill for public buildings which, as completely 
as seemed practicable, limited the amount of the original appropria- 
tion, and this goes a step further in the same direction. 

The amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. HoLMAN] is right in 
itself, but I trust he will not press it, because if this bill is amended 
and goes back to the Senate it can not be considered at this session. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I was about to offer an 
amendment to this bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] that the bill is not before the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I was about to offer an amendment (to be 
read in my time) of the sate purport as that which has been suggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], but as his covers the 
ground I withhold mine. 

I wish, however, to offer a few reasons and present a few facts to 
show why such an amendment should be adopted upon every bill of 
this kind. I desire to cite from the report of the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury Department some figures on this subject. 

In the case of the post-office at Harrisburg, Pa., the cost was origi- 
nally limited to $160,000. For that building there has already been 
appropriated $410,000, In the case of the building at Nashville, Tenn., 
the cost was originally limited to $150,000, and there have been ap- 

priated for that building $424,000. For the court-house at Pitts- 
urgh, Pa., the limit of cost was originally fixed at $300,000. Eight 
hundred thousand dollars have already been expended upon that build- 
ing, and this House recently passed a bill appropriating—how much 
more? A million more, I believe. In the case of the court-house at 
Parkersburg, Va., the cost was originally limited to $150,000, and 
$243,000 have been appropriated. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ten minutes are now allowed for the 
discussion of this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I will not now occupy the time 
of the House by discussing the bill. The simple reading of it explains 
its purpose. I do not'think there will be any objection to its consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. WELLER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Hiscock) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bil! (H.R 
7551) admitting free of duty an altar and church regalia for the Catholic churc!: 
at Carrolitown, Pa., have had the same under consideration, and respectfully 
" hat the roposed remission of duty is upon articles exclusively for the use of 
a religious institution, and not for sale, and following a precedent established 
by the of many such claims, the committee recommend the enactment 
of this bit into law. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is objection. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Was there discussion on this bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The opportunity was offered, but no 
gentleman took the floor to debate the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wished simply to ask a question—why 
the articles named in the bill can not be admitted free of duty under 
the existing law without a special act? Upon articles imported for 
charitable or religious purposes there is no duty imposed by the law, 
as I understand. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. It was supposed that these ar- 
ticles would come in free of duty, but the ruling of the Treasury De- 
partment was otherwise; hence the necessity of the passage of this bil. 

Objections being called for, only five members objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is now before the House for 
consideration. The first question is upon ordering it to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 105, noes 7. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, Mr. SKINNER, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
CAMPBELL. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 157, noes 14. 

So the bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MOBILE AND QHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. I call up for present consideration the joint 
resolution (8S. R. 4) to provide for settlement of accounts with the Mo- 
bile and Ohio Railroad Company. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on this bill has| The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
expired. Whereas by act of me epguered February 27, 1875, entitled “An act to 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There are a dozen other cases of this kind |, PPovide for settlement with n railway companies,” the Secretary of War 


‘and the Attorney-General were authorized to make such abatements in the ac- 


Whereas the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General having determined 
and egreed upon a basis for such abatements and settlements, it was found that 
the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company had so far paid its accounts that the 
abatements determined u wounk! not only extinguish the balance claimed 
against said comaneny. would alsw require the return of a portion of the 
money already paid by it; and 

Whereas the said act not making any appropriation or provision for the return 
of any money, no settlement was made with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany as contemplated by said act, and its accounts still remain unadjusted and 


which I might state if time were allowed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill ? 

Mr. BENNETT. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my colleague [Mr. StocksLAGER] will ac- 
cept the amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. It may be offered and voted upon.: 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no objection to the bill if the amend- 
ment be accepted. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I have no objection to the amendment being 
offered and voted upon by the House, but do not like to accept it for the 
reasons I have stated. 

Objections being called for, thirteen members objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection being made by more than 
ten members, the bill is not before the House. 


ALTAR, ETC., POR CATHOLIC CHURCH, CARROLLTOWN, PA. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill which I send to the desk and that it be 
now considered and . 
The Clerk read as follows: 


: ore, . 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed jointly to silos sat finally settle 
the accounts of the United States with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company 
for ow received from the United States in the years 1865 and 1866, as pro- 
vided for in the act of Congress approved February 27, 1875, and upon the same 
basis of settlement and u the same terms and conditions as was done with 
other included in said act. 

SEc. 2. when said accounts have been adjusted, if it shall be found that 
the adjustment upon the basis herein provitied for requires the return of any 
money heretofore paid the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company on said ac- 
gountn, the Secretary of War be, and he is heshy, authavioed ond directed to 
issue his warrant on the Treasury of the United States in favor of said compan 
for the ——— of money so to be returned; and the amount necessary for su 


rpose is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United 
States not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. WELLER (during the reading of the joint resolution). Mr. 
S point that th i 


A bill (H. R. 7551) oteiiing See at fut oes fine end ceweh regalia for the | Speaker, I make e hour for the consideration of bills 
y oer under this order has 
Be it enticted by the Senate and House of Representatives the United States Se . a 
America in Congress assembled, That the- ay atte ies oak The SPEAKER pro tempore. “The Chair overrules the point of order. 
hereby, authorized and directed to admit free of import duty thirteen cases of | The Clerk concluded the of the joint resolution. 
church regalia imported by Dugelsledt & Co., A 25, 1834, in the steamer The SPEAKER 


Werra, from Bremen to New York, marked * L. C, B.,” and numbered from 620 tleman from New Geli, Deane hour will be tocaey , = je gen- 
when this order is reached. 


to 682, inclusive, containing a Gothic altar, with statues for the same, imported 
by order and for the exclusive use of the Catholic church at Carrolltown, Pa, 
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Mr. DORSHEIMER. This will come up in the next hour under 
this order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
next. 


It will come up in the hour of Monday 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 


lege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GIBSON. ing the discussion yesterday on the river and har- 


bor bill, a colloquy occurred between the chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors Mr. WiLLIs] and the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. YounG]. It strack me at the time there was misapprehen- 
sion on the part of both gentlemen as to what was said. Since that 
time I have carefully examined the Recorp, and I have had conver- 
sations with both gentlemen as well as other gentlemen on this floor, 
and I am satisfied a statement—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of’ Indiana. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a question of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point that the gentleman 
from West Virginia is not stating any question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro témpore. As far as the gentleman has gone the 
Chair does not think he is stating any question of personal privilege. 

Mr. GIBSON. I could not make myself understood without first 
making a preliminary statement. 

Mr. KEIFER. - For how long a time? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will be brief. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentleman to 
state his question of personal privilege. 

Mr. GIBSON. There was language used which was taken to bea 
reflection on a member of this House by another member. 

Mr. KEIFER. Was it on you? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; op me partially. 
man should object—— 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to, know if it is in order forme 
to ask by unanimous consent that pending the consideration of the 
river and harbor appropriation bill every gentleman upon the floor who 
may desire to do so shall have the right to print in the Recorp what- 
ever he may choose, as a matter of personal privilege, so as not other- 
wise to take up the time and attention of the House. If so, I will ask 
unanimous consent for that purpose. [‘‘Good!’’] 

The SPEAKER tempore. Is there objection to the requestof the 
gentleman from ? . 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Yes, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia 
will state his question of nal privilege. d 

Mr. GIBSON. I was about to state that in the language used yes- 
terday it appeared the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG] re- 
flected on members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors as well as 
on the chairman of that committee. 

Mr. STORM. Did he reflect on you? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; for I am a member of that committee. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I still insist on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair feels compelled to sus- 
tain the point of order, as the gentleman from West Virginia, in the 
judgment of the Chair, has not stated any question of personal privi- 
lege. [Cries of * order !’’} 

r. GIBSON. I will try then to restate it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must reeognize the gentle- 

man from West Virginia [Mr. WILson] to a privileged report. 


PROTECTION OF CHILDREN. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I submit the following privileged 
conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to bill of the Senate No. 729 “for the protection 
of children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,”’ having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

L. In line 20, 1 of the bill, that the Senate recede from its di eement 
to the amendment of the House, samt ogpee tothe same with the addition of the 
words “ or sight,” so that the clause read “‘in their presence or sight ;” and 


2 Of the bill, that in lieu of the word ‘“‘twenty-one,” as 
“sixteen,” both Houses agree tothe substitution 


WM. L. WILSON, 
J. THOS. SPRIGGS, 
E. JEFFORDS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
AUSTIN F. PIKE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


The on the part of the House of the conference on the di: in, 
votes af the two Hlansee to the amandanemte of the Tone io the bill cf Sem 
ate 729“ for the 


of children in the District of Columbia, and for other 
the following statement in explanation of the conference re- 


I, In section 2 of the original bill authority was conferred on certain officers 


I can not see why any gentle- 
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“to arrest without warrant all persons violating within their view any law re- 
lating to or affecting the protection cf children,” &c. 
the words “ within their view "' the words “ in their presence,” as less equivocal. 
The Senate agrees to thisamendment with the addition of the words “or sight,"’ 
so that the clause will read, line 20, page 1 of the bill, “ in their presence or sight ; '’ 
and the House consent to this add 


eny female child under the age of 21 years into any house of ill-fame,” &e. The 
House substituted **16 years 
years.” 


which the report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid om the table. 


the Recorp of this morning, and that may involve incidentally the 
necessity of correcting myself somewhat. 


right to correct the RECORD. 


curately then that is a correction of the RECORD. 


ject. 
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The House substituted for 


ition. 
Il. In section 4of the bill it was made criminal “ to entice, decoy, place, or take 


for ‘21 years.’"" Both Houses now agree on “13 


WM. L. WILSON, 
E, JEFFORDS, 
J. THOS. SPRIGGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
The report was adopted. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 


I ask the adoption of that report. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


* 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct some inaccuracies in 


Mr. KEIFER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee has a 

Mr. KEIFER. That is, if he states the REcorD reports him inac- 
Mr. YOUNG. 

what I desire. 
Mr. KEIFER. It isa question of privilege to correct the Recorp. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman said that was his ob- 


If the gentleman will let me alone I will state briefly 


Mr. YOUNG. 
or the Chair? 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman is so facetious about it, the Chair 
has been trying to be very kind to him 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee will 
state his correction. 

Mr. KEIFER. He stated he rose to a correction of the Recorp. I 
understood him to say that he rose to a question of privilege to correct 
himself. 

Mr. YOUNG. 
the RECORD ? 

Mr. KEIFER. 

Mr. YOUNG. 
then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will address the Chair. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, what I wish to say in brief is this: The 
REcORD this morning reports me as saying in my remarks yesterday 
that I had had a conversation with every member on the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and I found but one who assumed the responsi- 
bility of a measure to which I objected. I did not think I had made 
such a statement until I was informed by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. Horr] and one or two other gentlemen that that was my lan- 
guage. When my attention was called to it I corrected it in a subse- 
quent part of my remarks. 

I did not intend to state that I had hada conversation with every 
member of the committee. I did intend to state what was a fact, and 
what I thought I had stated, that I had spoken to a number of mem- 
bers, and that every member to whom I had spoken, while not perhaps 
using the exact language employed by me, in substance disavowed any 
responsibility in connection with it; and every one of these gentlemen 
did say—that is, every one with whom I spoke—that he was of opinion 
that this particular appropriation should be made, but the committee 
decided differently. That statement I had made to the chairman of 
the committee three days before I uttered it upon the floor of this House: 
I certainly had no intention of attacking the motives of any member of 
the committee, nor to question their right to pursue their own convic- 
tions of public duty. Ionly intended in an emphatic but respectful 
manner to express my dissent from their views, and this I had a perfect 
right to do, but I had no intention of being offensive to any single one 
of them. 

Mr. Speaker, this question affects a great interest that has been con- 
fided to my care in this House, and I felt it tobe my duty to protect that 
interest with all the power I couldcommand. I conceived it to be my 
duty to point out what I believed to be the errors and omissions which 
appeared in the bill. That it was my duty todo, and had I failed init I 
should have been unfaithful to the trust confided to me by the people 
who sent me here to represent them and their interests. The misun- 
derstanding what I said has grown out of the necessity I was under of 
attempting to crowd an hour’s speech into five minutes’ time, and in 
undertaking to accomplish such a thing as that it is quite natural that 
some mistakes should occur. I repeat now that I disclaim any inten- 
tion of reflecting unjustly upon a member of the committee in the 
remarks that I made yesterday, nor would I have believed that I made 
some attributed to me, nor that they could have been construed as of- 


Who decides the question, the gentleman from Ohio, 





Is it not a question of personal privilege to correct 


No, sir. 
I do not understand what a question of privilege is, 








Peo 


fensive, bad I not been informed by a number of gentlemen, perhaps 
less liable to be mistaken than I, that they were open to that criticism. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has made this statement. I knew very well that my friend from 
Tennessee would not misrepresent anybody on this floor or anywhere 
else, and when he stated that he had a conversation with every mem- 
ber of the committee upon this subject, I knew that the statement was 
made in error and in the heat of debate and discussion, for he had not 
had any conversation with me upon the subject. 

Mr. THOMAS. Nor did he have any with me. 

Mr. YOUNG. Nor did I say that I had. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the House will indulge me for a very few 
moments, for the reason that a number of gentlemen have called my 
attention to the fact that the language I made use of on yesterday, in 
response to the gentleman from Tennessee, might be suseeptible of a 
harsh construction, which I did not intend togive toit. If it be neces- 
sary, therefore, I wish now to disclaim in any degree the slightest in- 
tention of msing any discourteous or offensive language toward the 
gentleman Trom Tennessee. 

And I may be permitted, Mr. Speaker, in a single moment, in con- 
nection with the subject of the improvement of that harbor (Memphis) 
to say, that had it not been for my efforts in the last Congress, on the 
conference committee, the appropriation of $200,000, to which. refer- 
ence was made in the debate on yesterday, would not have been granted. 
This, I believe, is admitted onall hands. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. YOUNG. I hope I will be permitted a single word further. I 
have now but a last word to say in connection with this subject. I ex- 
pected this disclaimer from the gentleman from Kentucky. I could 
not believe that it was his intention to reflect injuriously upon me in 
what he said or I should perhaps have said more in reply, but I am 
glad I remembered that the grandest of all victories are won by charity 
and forbearance, and I felt assured, too, that time and reflection would 
surely bring regret to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] as 
they have to me. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table a House bill that has been returned with cer- 
tain amendments of the Senate for the purpose of moving non-concur- 
rence in the Senate amendments with a view to getting a conference 
committee appointed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 3258) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint 


— River at the most accessible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, 
inn. 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 22, 1885. 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire the amend- 
ments to be read? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Idonot. I move that the House non-concur 
in the amendments of the Senate in order to ask for a conference upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced as the conferees on the part of 
the House Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. SEyMowr, and Mr. PETERS. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
LACEY, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT SCHWATKA. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I rise to makea privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. I am instructed by the Committee. on 
Printing to report back with the recommendation that it be adopted 
the Senate concurrent resolution which I send to the desk. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Hi i i flicial 
report of Lieut. Frederick Schwesbe, nited Gieten Areny,. of hia nalts —, 
naissance, be printed, and that 3,500additional copies be printed, of w 1,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, 
and 500 copies for the use of the War Department. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


_ The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred Senate resolution author- 
izing the printing of the official report of Lieut. Frederick Sch United 
States Ammy have duly considered same, and recommend that the House do 
concur therein. 


The cost of printing the additional number of copies is estimated at $5,439. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House, at the close of its session to- 


day, take a recess until 10 o’clock on Monday morning. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for a division on that motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to inquire if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky means that the House on Monday shall adjourn at 12 0’clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 135. 

Before the negative vote was counted, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND said: I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to know if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs] has stated his intention was that the House should 
adjourn before 12 o’clock on Monday. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChair did not hear any such state- 
ment by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The negative vote was counted; and there were—noes 20. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 135 and 
the noes are 20. . 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that a quorum has 
not voted. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ifthe understanding is that the House shall 
adjourn before 12 o’clock on Monday, I shall not insist on the point 
as to a quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask the Chair to-state the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs], that at the close of this day’s 
session the House shall take a recess until 10 o’clock on Monday morn- 


ing. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the House determines that question in the 
affirmative, and then at the close of this session should adjourn, would 
it not adjourn until 12 o’clock on Monday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would. 

‘Mr. REED, of Maine. Then I do not see what good can result from 
this motion, even if it be decided in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House can not be stripped of its 
power to adjourn when it pleases. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire tomakea parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the House should take a recess until 
Monday at 10 o’clock, would it not then be in the power of a majority 
to extend the day of Saturday through Monday? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the motion should prevail and a re- 
cess should be taken at the end of this day’s proceedings until Monday 
at 10 o’clock, it would still be in the power of the House to adjourn at 
any time it pleased between 10 and 12 o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the House should adopt this order and take a 
recess could the House on Monday proceed without adjournment to take 
up the Post-Office appropriation bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say it could not. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I inquire what is the effect of this motion if 
carried? It seem to me that the result, if it has any, is this, that 
when we adjourn we shall take a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand the 
motion. The has endeavored to state the question to the House 
and will state it again. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILis] 
moves that at the close of this day’s p ings instead of adjourning 
the House shall take a recess until 10 o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I make a point of order on that motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw the motion, and now move that at 6 
a this day the House shall take a recess until 10 o’clock on Mon- 

y 

Mr. of Kentucky. I renew my point of order. 

TheSP ofan tempore. Whatis the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. Ken . I think the Chair misunderstood me. 
What I meant to ask the 8 this: If we take a recess until 10 
o’clock on Monday, and when we meet at 10 o’clock we should debate 
until ee 12 o’clock and then adjourn, would not the ad- 
journment be until Tuesday, so that there would be no Monday as a 


ve day ? 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks the question 
of the Kentucky needs an answer. 
Mr. . I wish toask the Chair whether this question 
is not debatable. 
Mr. WILLIS. I believe I have got the floor. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. question i 
ts ge way ty wong . WILLIs] has made a motion, 
w the Chair bes submited t the Howect sad after hoving, sub 
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mitted it, the Chair is now engaged in answering parliamentary in- 
quiries. dig : : 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. And this is not debatable ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The motion for a recess, if the Chair please, 
must be debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Maine. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Allow me to suggest to the Chair what the 
state of facts is. Weare now dividing on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, that at the close of this day’s proceedings the House 
shall take a recess. The gentleman has withdrawn that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is aware of that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman has now submitted a new 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair agrees. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And the Chair decidesthat the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky is not debatable. 

Mr. PARKER. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, so that the House shall take a recess until 11 o’clock instead 
of 10 o’clock on Monday. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kentucky moves 
that the House at 6 o’clock this afternoon shall take a recess until 
10 o’clock on Monday, to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PARKER] moves as an amendment to fix 11 o’clock as the hour to 
which the recess shall be taken. The question is first on the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was not agreed to.’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro /empore stated in the judg- 
ment of the Chair the ayes had it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for a vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 152, noes 15. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorunt. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr. WHITE of 
Kentucky were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 158, noes 6. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum. 


The Chair differs fom the gentleman 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is found; the ayes have it, 
and the motion en to. 

Mr. TOWNS D. Iecall for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. .The call is too late. 1t was not made 


until after the decision of the Chair was announced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the call for the yeas 
and nays was made instantly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks differently; for the 
Chair waited very deliberately for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] to make the demand, and it was not made until after the 
decision of the Chair was announced. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, it is in order now to call 
for the yeas and nays, is it not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] moves that the House now resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole. 

M1. REED, of Maine. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
mar as soon as the Chair has stated the motion of the gentleman from 
reg WILLIs]. 

Mr. , of Maine. 
before that motion. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Themotionofthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILL1s] is that the House now resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of ago a ee on the = as the Om Now, the Chair 
recognizes gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to a point of 
order ws this motion, but to a point preceding the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point of 


But, Mr. Speaker, I rose to a point of order 


Mr. REED, of Maine. My point of order is that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] called for the yeas and nays immediately 
the Chair’s announcement of the vote, and that that was the only 
when he could have called for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not see the point of 
states that when the report was handed up from the 
tellers the Chair announced the vote and waited for a call for the yeas 
No call having been made, the Chair announced 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 


Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of some im- 


heard a little further upon it. After the 
by tellers it is in order, I believe, to call for 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair admits it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And immediately after the announcement 
by the Chair the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] did not call for the yeas and nays immediately. He—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. He could not have made the call until after 
the announcement by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Whenever the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] desires it, the Chair will state what occurred. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated, and now restates, 
that when the vote was handed up from the tellers the report showed 158 
votes in the aflirmative and 6 in the negative; whereupon the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] made the point that no quorum had 
voted. TheChair replied that-a quorum had been found amd had voted; 
and then the Chair waited for a call to be made for the yeas and nays, 
if any gentleman desired them—waited what the Chair thought was a 
full and reasonable time. Then, no demand being made for the yeas 
and nays, the Chair announced that the ayes had it, and that the mo- 
tion had prevailed; after which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] called for the yeas and nays; which the Chair thought, and 
then decided and still decides, was too late and not within the rule. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand such to be 
the state of facts. 

A MEMBER. Such were the facts. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for; and it 
is the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] that this 
House do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the House resolved to take a re- 
cess at 6 o’clock this evening until 10 o’clock- Monday morning. 

Mr. WILLIS. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE] to reconsider is in order. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was taken by a rising vote on ordering the yeas and 
nays, and the motion was ngt agreed to—only twelve members having 
risen. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WHITE] asks for tellers upon his demand for the yeas and nays. Gen- 
tlemen in favor of ordering tellers will rise and remain standing until 
counted. [Afterapause.] Ten gentlemen have risen—not a sufficient 
number; so tellers are refused and the yeas and nays are refused. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIs to lay on the 
table the motion of Mr. WuIrf to reconsider the vote by which the 
House had ordered a recess to begin at 6 o’clock this evening. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 


The Chair admits it. 
And itis not in order until after the announce- 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The question now recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to amend by inserting after the pending para- 
graph of the bill the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 140, insert: 

“Improving harbor at Pultneyville, N. Y.: For dredging channel and con- 
structing pile pier, $7,500.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this amendment for the 
purpose of delaying the Committee of the Whole in the consideration 
of the bill. I have no sympathy with any feeling of that kind which 
may exist upon this floor. I offer the amendment in the interest of an 
improvement which I think ought to be made. This harbor at Pult- 
neyville, upon Lake Ontario, is a harbor where the Government in 1870 
entered upon the task of improvement. Prior to that time and before 
the Government had spent a dollar upon the work private parties had 
expended more than $30,000 for theimprovement of this harbor. This 
showed the feeling of these individuals as to the necessity of this im- 
provement. 

Since the Government entered upon this work it has spent $71,000 
for the purpose of getting a 10-foot channel. The iast appropriation 
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no recommendation made by the engineer, but the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. EvVERHART] interested in that harbor asked a sur- 
vey be made for the purpose of ascertaining whether it would be neces- 
sary to further improve it. On page 816 of the engineer’s report it 
states: 

No work has been performed during the past fiscal year. It is pecommended 
no further be made for this improvement,and we have made 
none. The ice-harbor at Marcus Hook, which is very extensive and in a very 
effective condition, is but two or three miles below,and answers all purposes 
that a harbor at Chester could demand. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART] asked fur- 
ther examination should be made to ascertain whether the facts in favor 
of continuing the Government improvements on the harbor at Chester, 
Pa., could not be ned. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is not a place where improvements have 
been going on and stopped by this committee? 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing improvement, $75,000. 


Mr. FINDLAY. - I nove, in line 173, to strike out $75,000 and in- 
sert $200,000. 

Now, Mr. Chaixman, in 1853 we had a depth in the ship-channe) 
leading to Baltimore of seventeen feet at mean low water, and by the 
united effort of the United States, the State of Maryland, and the mu- 
nici .; authorities of the city of Baltimore we have increased that depth 
to twenty-seven feet. The depth is now sufficient for all practical pur- 
poses, but there are three channels leading into the harbor of Balti- 
more from the deep wate: of the Chesapeake Bay. There is the chan- 
nel (I take them in the reverse order) from Fort McHenry to Fort Car- 
roll. Then there is the channel called the Brewerton Channel. Then 
there is the cut-off which leads to Crafghill Channel; and taking the 
average width of all these channels which are outside of the harbor of 
Baltimore proper, we have only about two hundred and seventeen feet 
in width. We want four hundred feet in width and we can not get 
along without it for obvious reasons. The big steamers which come 
into that port, some four hundred and forty feet in length, are being 
continually stranded upon the sides of these channels, and it takes from 
$2,000 to $3,000 in lighterage, towage, cooperage, and what not to get 
them off. The bay craft and the seacoast craft that come into that 
channel, and having the right of way against these steamers, crowd 
them onto the banks, and this is the result. 

We have the testimony of the its of the board of underwriters 
‘and ant ican i says he can 
profitably ex in 1886 ,000, and that $200,000 is on!y in con- 
tinuance of the existing project and is absolutely necessary to make it 
effectual. We have been allowed $75,000 by the committee, but it is 
not enough, for it makes no difference how deep you make the chan- 
ee ee ee 

not propose to to general of it why we 
should have this. I 1 not allude to the fact that the city of Balti. 
more has a of 400,000 souls, or to the other fact that two 
great trunk lines which lead into the West terminate at that point, and 
that we have provided the amplest terminal facilities for Soame- 
modation of the Western country as well as of the foreign commerce 
that comes into that great port of Baltimore. 

I will not allude to the further fact, sir, we have helped ourselves in 
this matter. There has been appropriated about $1,800,000 by the 
General Government for the improvement of the ship-channels-leading 
into the harbor, and the State of Maryland and the city of Baltimore 
have come up and appropriated one-third of that amount for the same 
im Roe 
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used was in the year 1882. Achannel of ten feet was obtained. Asa 
result the commerce of this harbor started up, and from nothing in- 
creased to such an extent that the revenues from customs during that 
year were something like $1,300, as appears by the official = Since 
that time, and because the improvement so far as made did not com- 
pletely remedy the difficulty, sand has drifted into the channel, which 
now is not more than four feet in depth. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors refused an appropriation last 
year because the engineer had made no survey and no appropriation 
was recommended. This year a survey has been made, and the i- 
neer says that if this pile pier be built and the channel be dredged 
believes that ten feet of water can be obtained. He recommends an 
appropriation of $30,000. I have graded my amendment upon the pre- 
cise percentage which the committee say they allow. Theamendment 
proposes to expend only 25 per cent. of the $30,000 recommended. I 
submit that this amendment ought to prevail and that this work on 
which the Government has expended $71,000 and private individuals 
$30,000 ought ultimately to be completed and the harbor made naviga- 
ble for vessels drawing ten feet of water. 

Mr. WILLIS. This is not in the estimates at all. The wholenum- 
ber of steamers entering this harbor during the last year was 2; sail- 
ing vessels, 17; the total revenues, $453; and the total tonnage 690 
tons. Itis a harbor of no commercial importance whatever. I ask 
for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. In order to reply to the statement just made, I move 
to amend the amendment by striking out the last word. I wish to re- 
peat that this work is recommended by the engineer. An appropria- 
tion of $30,000 is recommended. The reason the commerce at this har- 
bor has been reduced so that the revenues are less than $500 annuslly 
is because sand has drifted into the harbor, and it needs redredging. 
An expenditure of only $30,000 for this pile pier is necessary to com- 
plete the work that the Government has entered upon. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman should understand that the Chief of 
Engineers has not recommended this work; it is the local engineer. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Chief Engineer does recommend it; the recom- 
mendation appears at page 324 of the report of the Secretary of War. 
I withdraw the pre forma amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PAYNE, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 38, noes 83. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 
$15,000. 

Mr. KEAN. I move the following amendment: 

Improving harbor at Raritan Bay : For completion of same, $45,000. 


Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the Committee of the Whole only a mo- 
ment for the purpose of calling attention to the vast commerce passing 
through this channel. The work is almost completed, and with its 
completion a depth of twenty-one feet of water will be maintained for 
the whole distance. The whole amount already expended for this im- 
provement has been only $120,000. The sum named in my amendment 
is required to complete the work. The Chief of Engineers and the en- 
gineer in charge not only recommend but earnestly recommend the 
appropriation. ? 

As stated in the engineer’s report— 

The annual tonnage of the channel for actual freight is estimated at 2,000,000 


tons; it is carried in about5,000 vessels and steamers, and has an estimated value 
of $10,000,000 annually. 


This tonnage is increasing largely, and if the appropriation now asked 
be made the work will be completed. This is not anexperiment. With 
this additional appropriation the work will be a success. I ask for a 
vote. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr KEAN. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 64. 

Mr. KEAN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. WILLis and Mr. Kean. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman from New Jersey will not insist 
on his point of no quorum. 

Mr. KEAN. I withdraw the point. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The clerk read as follows: 















































desire to say further that the city of Baltimore, of all the cities of 


of her harbor ; all this money has been expended for ship-chan- 
nels leadinginto the harbor. The city hasgiven $400,000 for that outer 
ship-channel. But for the improvement of the bor itself—for the 
water ways that are in the harbor—we never received a single dollar 
from the Government of the United States. 


Mr. TALBOTT was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. FrnDLAY. 
Mr. FINDLAY. I am very much obliged to my colleague. 

I desire to say here that on a comparison with what has been done 
that hav reached in the other great cities on the 
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The Secretary of War is hereby directed to to the next Congress on the | Atlantic seacoast we also a most favorable situation. The aver- 
expediency and destvabiiity of continuing the timprovements ofthe i 
harbor at ter, Pa., and the probable expense of repairing the piers now in 






service there. 






Mr. REED, of Maine. I should like to have some explanation in shown, of the channel of Baltimore is only And al h 
regard to that . the water timore Harbor compares most 
Mr. EVER - Do you.want to defeat the paragraph? with the depths of channels i leading into other inj t of 





Mr. REED, of Maine. No, sir. 

Mr. EVERHART. All right, then. 

Mr. REAGAN. - What is question before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order unless some amendment 
be pending. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that there is 
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want, but width, for without width depth is good for nothing to meet 
the demands of the commerce of such a city as Baltimore. 

I reserve the remainder of the time allotted to me, in order to hear 
what may be said in ition to this amendment by the other side. 

Mr. BRECK ENRIDG Mr. Chairman, I will call the attention of 
the committee briefly to a few points which influenced the minds of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors in their consideration of the improve- 
ment connected with the Baltimore Harbor. 

The depth of the channel is now 27 feet. It is correctly stated that 
there is no trouble about the depth of that channel. The whole ques- 
tion is one of width. This channel averages 250 feet in width in one 
part, the same in another, 225 feet in another, and for a distance of only $ 
a half a mile is it narrowed to 160 feet. 

have on hand enough for this year and for the next fiscal year, 
being in round numbers $400,000. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Oh, no! 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes; it so appears in this Book of Esti- 


mates. 

Mr. FINDLAY. They only have $320,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Three hundred and twenty thousand dol- 
lars plus $75,000 is $395,000. Ofcourse I spoke in round numbers 
when I said $400,000. 

Mr. FINDLAY. But that is for 1886. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I say for this year and the coming year. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I beg pardon; I did not understand that to be your 
statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now it is estimated by the engineers that 
they can spend profitably $200,000 in this year. They have got, as I 
have said, about $400,000 in two years, and in this respect this harbor 
of Baltimore is in a far better condition than most of her sister cities, 
which have neither width nor depth, and as it only lacks after this is 
given $125,000 of what will secure the full completion of the harbor or 
the completion of the project originally embarked upon, they certainly 
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Light,” and inserting at the end of the paragraph the following: ‘To be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Engineer Department.”’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is simply to leave the expenditure of 
the appropriation at the discretion of the Engineer Department? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does it add to the amount in the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Not atall. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Improving harbor at Charleston, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
150,000. 

























Mr. DIBBLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 187, strike out *‘ $150,000"’ and insert “‘ $300,000.” 

Mr. DIBBLE. Charleston is one of the most important cotton ports 
on the South Atlantic. It is the largest city on the South Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts south of Richmond, except the city of New Orleans, and 
work has been going on at that point which is not local but is national 
in its importance. By reason of. its western connections, Charleston is 
in communication with Chicago, Cincinnati, Louisville, and Saint Louis 
for the Western trade to the Southeast Atlantic States. The chambers 
of commerce of the great city of New York and of our sister city of 
Baltimore, which has been so fortunately recognized by this House a 
few moments ago, the Chamber of Commerce of Louisville, Ky., and the 
Board of Trade and Transportation of Cincinnati, Ohio, have memorial- 
ized Congress from time to time to foster and further this improvement 
as a matter of interest to all those sections of the country. 

Now, what is the condition of that work? According to the original 
project of General Gillmore, one of the best of the Army engineers, that 
work was to be completed in four years at an annual expenditure of 
$450,000; and General Gillmore said to the committee that with that 
amount to expend annually he could construct the works, could secure 


ean not be in a very great state of suffering such as would warrant this | the works, and could complete the improvement. It has been seven 
increase in the expenditure. years since that project was submitted. A little over a million of dol- 
The committee thought, in considering the urgent needs of the com- | lars out of the $1,800,000, a little more tha n hif, has been expended. 


mercial interests of this country as involved in this question, that by 
allowing to Baltimore the sum specified in this bill they had given 
more than the av allowance of appropriations for works of a sim- 


The engineers ask for $600,000 for the year commencing next July. 
They have now only the means to carry this work up to the end of the 
present fiscal year. 





ilar character generally throughout the country. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not appreciate altogether the 
force of that argument. It seems to me that these questions are to be 
decided not by what has been given to one place or by what has been 
refused in another, but that each place must be permitted to stand 
upon its own individual merits. 

' Now, $1,250,000 was the sum of the original estimate for the comple- 
tion of this channel improvement in Baltimore. Two hundred thou- 
sand dollars yet remain unexpended, or unappropriated, of that original 
estimate. It is absolutely necessary to complete this great project, so 
the engineer says, and not merely the Chief Engineer in his report, who 
says that that amount can be profitably expended in 1886, but the local 
engineer, Colonel Craighill, says there is a necessity for it. It is true, 
taking the ed balance coming over from 1883 and adding it 
to the sum i by the last river and harbor bill, that we have 


$320,000 whi is subject. to expenditure during the fiscal year 1885. ° 


But this is not for 1885. This appropriation is for 1886; 
and the Chief of Engineers says that $200,000 can be profitably expended 
ne year. i 
Los now to call fe attention of this committee and the attention 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to the fact that during the year 
1883-'84—the fiscal year 1884—we expended $240,000 on that work. 
And I would like to know whether we would not be able to expend profit- 
ably the same amount for aoe pee 1886, when the engineer says that 
. $200,000 at least can be profitably expended. In the year terminating 
the ist a oe we expended $240,000. Now, if we have $320,000 
to the fiscal year 1885, and if we deduct the $240,000 from 
the 000, there are left $80,000 to go over as an unexpended balance: 
that, to the $75,000 the committee propose to give us, would be 
$155,000 for the year 1886, But, sir, weexpended $240,000 for the year 
pn and the inference is we could expend at least that amount for the 
> 1886. ~ 
: The question being taken on agreeing to Mr. FINDLAY’s amendment, 
there were—ayes 40, noes 39. 
Peo count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 
“oe —— I of course reserve the right to have a vote on this 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
to Norfolk Harbor and the United Stat -yard at 
Beer da permeate neces nesses ange cs 
rn side, wee rt’ t 
Light and Fort Norfolk, commencing at Lambert's Point Light, $50,000. ug 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 
just read the following: “ By widening the 


ow from the 
Elizabeth port-warden’s line on the eastern side, be- 
octane Fort Norfolk, commencing at Lambert's Point 









cent. of the estimate. 
this work is exceptional; that it stands as favorably as any project 
which has been submitted to this Congress, and it onght to be put un- 
der the most favorable terms. 
for 50 per cent. of the amount the engineers estimated. 
appropriation be raised from $150,000 to $300,000. 


Charleston have confidence in it. 
give us deep water, and I ask this House that this be made one of 
those cases where the rule of 25 per cent. shall not be arbitrarily en- 
forced. 





They want $600,000 for the next year. 
The committee have reduced us under an arbitrary scale to 25 per 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the importance of 


In this amendment I have only asked 
I ask thatthe 


There is this additional reason in regard to this improvement: There 


was estimated in the original project of this work $102,000 for dredg- 
ing purposes. The time has come when that dredging is necessary; 
and of this addition of $150,000 fully $100,000 will be needed for that 
purpose 


The works have to go on. The results at that harbor, as appears by 


the letter of General Gillmore which was published the other day in the 


RECORD, show that the work is going to be a success. The people of 


The shipmasters say it is going to 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE and Mr. Hork rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield to the gentleman. from Michigan. 
Is he in opposition to the amendment ? 

Mr. HORR. Ihave but a word to say; butif I recollect this harbor 
aright it is the one about which we have had so much trouble on the 
Atlantic coast. Isnot this the harbor where the Government, in 1862, 
sunk from fifteen to twenty ships loaded down? This is the same har- 
bor, is it not? 

Mr. DIBBLE. | It is the same harbor. 

Mr. HORR. Can the gentleman tell us where those ships are? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The ships that were sunk at that time have gone 
down in the quicksands at a point near Pumpkin Hill Channel. But 
I will say to the gentleman from Michigan, in explanation, that the 

int where the jetties are located—which jetties have not sunk—has 

mn found by borings made by the engineers to have asolid basis. The 
place where the ships were sunk is five miles distant from that point. 

Mr. HORR. My memory is very clear that the harbor of Charleston 
is one of the most doubtful improvements in this entire bill, and I think 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have been very liberal with it 
underall the circumstances of the case; for, if I understand the difficu!- 
ties there, it is extremely doubtful, with the present engineering and 
present plan, whether it is not a worse harbor to manage than even Gal- 
veston, and I donot want to cast a slur on Galveston by any means. I 
think that the appropriations for Charleston Harbor up to this time have 
failed to secure the additional water which we have been told would be 
obtained. Am I mistaken about that? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The gentleman is mistaken about that, in this: the 
improvement is about three miles long, and the result so far of the im- 
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provement from the incomplete works has been to develop deep water 
about half that distance seaward. The other half has not been devel- 


oped at all. The movement of deep water seaward is going on day by 
day, and the report of the last examination shows that it has gone three 
hundred feet seaward since the previous examination. 

Mr. HORR. My memory is still the same. I think the committee 
have given to this harbor in this bill all that the circumstances and 
conditions of that harbor will warrant, and if I were to vote for any- 
thing with reference to the harbor of Charleston, from the knowledge 
I have of it, my vote would be not to spend another dollar there until 
we know a little better what we are getting in return for the money 
already expended. 

That is my idea about it; and I am very clear that it is a conclusion 
founded upon the reports of engineers and upon ascertained results up 
to this time. I am sorry, but I say, conscientiously, that I think the 
money put into Charleston Harbor up to this time has not been profit- 
ably spent—that the improvement has not been a success. I appeal 
to the committee to state if I am not right, and if that is not the in- 
formation that we have upon this subject. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘* Vote !’’] 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, Charleston was one of the -harbors 
considered seriously by the committec, with reference to cutting off 
appropriations entirely, until a complete examination of it could be 
made by the harbor board provided for in this bill, and a report, giving 
plans, specifications, and estimates for the final improvement of. the 
harbor, could be submitted to Congress. But, as I said in my extended 
remarks the other day, the committee concluded that possibly the in- 
formation they had received at the last session of Co might not 
have been correct, and that possibly they were mistaken in their view 
of the condition of this harbor; and hence it was that a majority of the 
committee thought it better to allow¢o this harbor the percentage 
adopted by the committee in this bill generally, at the same time pro- 
viding that it should be examined by this harbor board, and a com- 
plete report made on the plans and estimates for its improvement. I 
want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the work on Charleston Harbor has 
not been satisfactory to the committee, and from representations made 
to the committee at the last session of Congress we have had little hope 
that the work under the present system will ever prove satisfactory. 

Mr. DIBBLE.- Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
There is at Charleston Harbor an outer bar, and across that bar there 
are three principal channels, the Beach Channel, the Swash Channel, 
opposite the center of the harbor, and the Pumpkin Hill Channel, five 
miles below. 

Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to ask if it was not represented to the com- 
mittee by the gentleman himself at the last session of Congress that the 
work done there had had the effect of reducing the depth of water in 
the Pumpkin Hill Channel, which is the best channel, about eighteen 
inches ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Al«t ten inches. 

Mr. THOMAS. And is not that the best channel into the harbor—or 
was it not so represented by the gentleman and his associates at the last 
session ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Itisthe main ship channel. It was in that channel 
five miles below that the vessels were sunk to which the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] referred a while ago. Nowthe engineers, 
in devising a plan for this improvement, took the channel opposite the 
mouth of the harbor, the Swash Channel, which, with these jetties, has 
through it a depth of water equal to the average depth of the Pumpkin 
Hill Channel, the largest channel which Charleston Harbor has had. 

Of course the Pumpkin Hill Channel, as the engineers have already 
reported, will deteriorate in proportion as the central channel improves. 
Now the central channel has improved to the stage where it is equal 
in depth to the Pumpkin Hill Channel. But we want money to con- 
tinue the improvements, because one-half of the space between the two 
jetties now carries thirty feet of water at low water at places where 
there was formerly only twelve feet, and the sand which has been car- 
ried seaward has not formed a bar outside, but has been dis ; 80 
that the removal of that sand to the depth of thirty feet has not injured 
the mouth beyond the jetties or built up a bar there. Within the last 
twelve months there have been taken, for the purpose of observing the 
effects of the work that has been done, 40,000 soundings, embracing 
an area of twenty-five square miles. That is the source from which 
we get these results. There has been adiver sent down to examine the 
stability of the jetties, and they have been reported by the engineer as 
in a satisfactory condition. 

Now all I ask is an appropriation which will enable the Government 
to carry out this project. General Gillmore says: 

I wish to reaffirm my confidence in the ability of these works when com 


to maintain a deep nav le channel! across the bar. I believeadepth of thirty 
feet to be easily obtainable. 


Now we do not expect to ktep Pumpkin Hill Channelopen. We ex- 
pect to make the Swash Channel Gecounal. Pumpkin Hill is shoal- 
ing from day to day. If it continues to shoal and the work upon the 
other channel is left in this incomplete condition, then it in a measure 

enls the port of Charleston. 


Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 
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Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment offered by my 
colleague will be adopted. The question has been asked, what became 
of the ships which were sunk in leston Harbor in 1862. My col- 
league said they went down in the quicksand. They did not go down 
in the quicksand. I happened to be off that bar about that time. | 
had something to do around that bar. The main body of those ships 
were knocked to pieces by the waves and were drifted ashore upon 
Morris Island, Folly Island, and the rest of the islands along that coast. 
The bottoms of the ships and the stone in them may have gone down, 
God knows where. 

This channel is now being dug close on to Sullivan’s Island beach; 
and I have been informed by men of experience—such men as General 
Q. A. Gillmore, who is as high in authority as any man in this country— 
that the channel over this bar can be improved to a depth of thirty feet. 
I believe if we give the necessary amount this can be done. I ask the 
House to give the amount asked for in order that a fair trial may be had. 

The trouble is that from time to time there have been appropriations 
of amounts which were too small, so that just when the work had 
reached a point where it ought to be prosecuted without delay the 
appropriations would be exhausted, and the work would be stopped for 
five or six months till more money could be obtained. In consequence 
of this method of making insufficient appropriations the channel after 
work has been done has filled up again so that the work has had to be 
done overagain. This work at Charleston bar has been from time to 
time commenced anew in this way. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to know what amount of money 
would give this thirty feet of water that the gentleman speaks of and 
keep it there. 

Mr. SMALLS. I refer the gentleman to the report of that distin- 
enya officer General Gillmore. If he will read that report, he will 

nd just what is needed. [Langhter.] 

I hope gentlemen, on this side of the House at least, will give us a 
chance. If we do not show some improvement, next year cut us off 
and give us nothing. 

A MEMBER. Then what will become of the money that we now ap- 
propriate? 

Mr.SMALLS. Weill take care of that as soon as you appropriate 
it. There is no trouble about spending themoney. [Laughter.} The 
only trouble in this House is to get it—to prevent gentlemen on the 
other side from “‘ objecting.”’ Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose merely of replying to 
a questlon which has been asked, I move to amend the ame ent by 
striking out the last word. General Gillmore has stated that to make 
this improvement by jetties, partly submerged and partly high-water 
jetties, would in his judgment cost $1,800,000. The board of engi- 
neers state that the ex for the project as submitted would be 
$1,800,000. If the jetties were all made high-water jetties, of which 
the project is capable with the same foundation, the cost would proba- 
bly be $3,000,000. 

Mr. HORR. How much has already been expended there ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Abput $1,000,000. 

Mr. HORR. Since when? Since the improvement commenced ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. In the seven years that the work has been going on. 
I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Dres_e, there 
were—ayes 62, noes 53. 

Mr. THOMAS and others. No quorum.- @ 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dippie and Mr. WILLIS were ap- 
pointed. 

— committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 53, noes 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 
DIBBLE] withdraw the point of ‘‘no quorum?” 

Mr. DIBBLE. I did not make the point. — 

Mr. THOMAS. I made the point; { withdraw it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
made the point. 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘I also made it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. At any rate the point is not insisted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of ‘‘no quorum” not being insisted 
upon, the amendment is rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Georgetown, S, C. : To complete improvement, $2,000. 


Mr. BELFORD. I move to insert after the clause just read the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to int acom- 
to consist of three, two of whom shall be members of the Bagineer 
Corps of the Army, and the third one a civilian, to make surveys for the con- 
struction of reservoirs on the Poudre, Platte, and Saint Vrain for the storage of 
surplus water to be used in irrigating and reclaiming the lands located 
in See nan on eae He probable cost of the construction of 

of is hereby appropriated to defray the ex- 


, I hope not. 
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Mr. WILLIS. I regret I am compelled to make it, but I do so in the 
interest of public business. 
Mr. BELFORD. All right; but I propose to be heard on that point | 
of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. It has been acted on. 

Mr. BELFORD. No, it has not been acted on at all; it was with- | 
drawn by consent. I say that the Chair, when he comes to understand | 
this question as I desire to present it, will correct his former ruling on 
this subject; and I am going to demonstrate it by the character of this | 
bill; and that is the question on which I desire the Chair to hear me. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to hear the gentleman from | 
Colorado. ; ee 

Mr. BELFORD. Very well. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a prop- | 
osition to construct reservoirs to preserve the water in the Western riv- 
ers in order to reclaim the public land. That is the subject-matter. | 
Will the gentleman from Kentucky tell me if I offer an amendment to 
widen the channel of the Ohio River at Saint Louis that it would be 
out of order? Would he have the courage and the audacity—I hate to 
use that word because he is such an elegant gentleman—would he have | 
the courage to stand up on the floor of this House and say that an | 
amendment of that character was out of order? Suppose some gentle- | 
man stood up in his place and offered an amendment to this bill pro- | 
viding we should establish jetties in the Mississippi River in order to | 
deepen the channel in the center of that stream, is there a gentleman | 
here who would stand up and say that that proposition was out of | 
order? If a gentleman comes here and says we should appropriate so | 
much money to deepen the channel of a river, who will say that is not | 
in order? Suppose some gentleman comes here with a proposition to | 
diminish the caving in of the banks of a stream, who will not say that | 
is not in order? Now, what is my proposition? It is simply to pre- 
serve the surplus water of these rivers in Colorado in order that we 
may reclaim over 700,000,000 acres of the public domain held by the 
Republic in trust for everybody. 

I wish to call the gentleman’s attention—Brother WILLIS, will you 
please give me your attention. [Great laughter. | 

Mr. WILLIS. With pleasure, if the gentleman will help me to pass 
this bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. I call the attention of the Chair to page 38 of this 
bill, ing with line 902. Oh! it is in order for you fellows 
down South to have the water flow through your baskets, but it is not 
in omar for us to get any pork inour pot out West. [Renewed laugh- 
ter. 
I wish you to answer this question as chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. My proposition is to construct reservoirs to 
save the surplus water in Colorado. Now what has the gentleman done? 
He has béen chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors for two 
years. What did you report in the last bill and what do you report 
in this? ‘‘ For continuing operations on the reservoirs at the head- 
waters of the Mississippi River, $35,000.’’ Did you raise the point of 
order when you incorporated that into the body of your bill? What 
do you want these reservoirs for at the headwaters of the Mississippi 
River except that it may run down to the South? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE rose. 

—- The gentleman wili pardon me, but I have no time 
yi 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado is speaking by 

— of the Chair, and the Chair is ready to rule on the point of 

order. 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish to present my point before the Chair rules. 
= CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be gladto have the gentleman 

80. 

Mr. BELFORD. But I will hear my friend from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentlemanspeaks of reservoirs. 
those he refers to any connection with navigation ? 

Mr. BELFORD. Ido not know but we may get water enough there 
to na a vessel, [Laughter. } 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [I have asked my friend a plain question. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is irrigation vs. navigation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the gentleman the plain question 
ee these reservoirs he refers to have anything to do with com- 

Mr. BELFORD. They have an important connection with commerce. 
You have as I said a moment ago, 700,000,000 acres of unoccupied 
public west of the one h th meridian. Oh! the gentleman 

smile—he will not smile when he getsasoldasIam. [Laughter. ] 

ow, what is commerce? It is ing but the product of popula- 
tion. What is produced by human hands—what is produced by human 
brains—that is commerce. 


Have 


point of order. 


Mr. BELFORD. I have been trying to keep to it as close as I could. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the point of order to be well 
taken; and rules the amendment out. 

Mr. nae move to strike out the last word. 

Now, 


BELFORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


r. Chairman, I am coming to another 








| ions of dollars to spread out the purse of the national revenue. 
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branch of this question. Here is my own State that contributes mill- 
I come 
here and ask you gentlemen to give us $500,000 to improve our streams, 
to reclaim our deserts, to make them blossom as the rose, and you will 
not give us acent. We have nota single nickel in this bill. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Now, let me tell you where the pork is circulated in this measure, 
and I must hurry through, as I want to keep inside of my five min- 
utes. Maine, the little Pine-Tree State of Maine, that is represented 
by a gentleman of brains who is larger than the whole State [laugh- 
ter]—and I make no personal allusion—gets $67,000. 

New Hampshire—and I do not know whether they have got a har- 
bor up there in that part of the country or not—gets $22,500. Mas- 
sachusetts, $275,000—that belongs to the pork-and-beans section of the 
country. [Laughter.] Vermont gets $20,000. Rhode Island, about 
which my friend SPOONER made a magnificent speech yesterday, or the 
day before—you get $50,000 of the general swag. 

Mr.SPOONER. And we are entitled to a great deal more. 

Mr. BELFORD. Connecticut gets $138,000. North Carolina, with 
the largest seacoast border in this country—they cut that State down— 
and they get, I think, $112,000. South Carolina, $179,000; Georgia, 
$140,000; Louisiana, $279,000; Texas, larger than the whole Republic 
of France—yes, you could chuck the whole Republicof France into the 
State of Texas and it would not create a ripple on the surface [laugh- 
ter}]—Texas gets $1,112,500. And outside of this statement I chal- 
lenge any gentleman to show notwithstanding the fact that Colorado 
pours into your Treasury every year millions of dollars and has done 
so from the time she came into this constellation of States, gleaming 
with the burning beauty of the beams of the sky—you never appropri- 
ated over $60,000 for her benefit. Hold on to that gavel for a moment. 
[Laughter.] We are fit objects tor public robbery, but you are not 
‘willing to give us a cent to build up a million of homes for a million 
of poor families in the West, homes of men who will make your spin- 
dies turn, men who will construct your railroads, men who will trans- 
port the commerce of the country, and who by their money and labor 
and resources have enriched and are enriching this nation—you are not 
willing to give us a penny. Take your bill and pass it if you can. 
[ Laughter, and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

I withdraw the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving the harbor at Brunswick, Ga 

Mr. NICHOLLS. 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Strike out, in line 192, the word “ eighteen ’ and insert ‘ twenty-five ;"’ so that 
it will read : 

“Continuing improvement, $25,000.” 

Mr. NICHOLLS. This harbor of Brunswick, Mr. Chairman, is a 
very important harbor, one of the most important on the coast, not only 
to the commerce of that State, but to the commerce of the West. The 
appropriations have been very small in the past. I read from the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers: 

The first appropriation of 1836 was for the removal of the Brunswick Bar, and 
was so expended. 

In 1879, the date of the next appropriation, there was only nine feet of water 
at low tide over the barat the entrance of the harbor. The improvement since 
commenced and still in progress had resulted in June, 1882, in establishing a 
channel from forty to fifty feet in width, with a minimum depth of about thir- 
teen feet at low water, and has benefited commerce by increasing the depth 
over the bar. 

The present plan contemplates a depth of fifteen feet at low tide over the bar. 


> 
Continuing improvement, $18,000. 
Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 


It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, by an examination of this report, that 
the amount appropriated by the act of August 2, 1882, was $25,000. 
On July 1, 1882, the outstanding liabilities, inclusive of the amount 
expended, was $24,502; and on the Ist of July, 1883, the amount 
available was only $498.90. 

Now, I only ask for an increasé of $7,000, and I think it is impor- 
tant to increase the appropriation at that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 26, noes 
47. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Savannah; Continuing improvement, $35,000. 


Mr. NICHOLLS. I move to amend, in line 1 
** $85,000’ and inserting ‘‘ $200,000.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The amendment was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Now, there can be no doubt in the minds of any 
one who is at all familiar with the international and national impor- 
tance of the port of Savannah as to the propriety of this amendment. 
The appropriation of $85,000 amounts to nothing, since that amount will 
not accomplish any material results, and they had just as well not appro- 
priate one dollar, because aboutas fast asthe work is done onsuch meager 
appropriations it is destroyed for lack of money to prosecute it vigor- 


96, by striking out 
‘ 
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ously. We really need there a large appropriation for purposes which 
I will specify. We should have, for instance, an increase of the appro- 
priation to enable the construction of a large and powerful dredge-boat, 
at a cost of about $100,000, to be used on the bar at Savannah, in 
Charleston Harbor, in Brunswick, and on the Saint John’s Bar. The 
construction of such a boat would enable the work to be carried on a 
great deal more rapidly than it is possible to do it now. 

I desire to have read aletter from the chairman of the river and har- 
bor committee of the council of the city of Savannah, showing the 
great necessity for an increase of the appropriation to that harbor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


as tellers the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. NICHOLLS, and the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS. ° 
Mr. NICHOLLS. I will not delay the bill, and do not insist on a 
vote by tellers. 
So (farther count not* being called for) the amendment was not 








agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Improving Tampa Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 206 strike out ‘*$10,000"’ and insert * $37,000." 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I favor the passage of a river and harbor bill at 
the present session and at every session of Congress. I believe, sir, that 
a liberal and judicious expenditure of money for the improvement of 
our rivers and harbors is right; that it helps the laborer, benefits com 
merce, and improves the general welfare of our country. Therefore, 
sir, in offering this amendment I was prompted by no desire to delay 
action upon this bill, but simply b7 a sense of duty. 

The town of Tampa, on Tampa Bay, is about two hundred and fifty 
miles from Key West and three hundred and fifty miles from Havana. 
Within the last three years it has greatly improved in population and 
commerce. It is now the terminus of one railroad connecting it with 
the Saint John’s River at Sanford, and it will soon be the terminus of an- 
other connecting it by rail with Jacksonville. It is situated immedi- 
ately on the line of travel from the United States to Cuba and the Cen- 
tral American and South American States, and before this year ends 
no doubt the mails from our country will be carried through Tampa 
to Havana. 

This work was commenced about four years since. Ferty thousand 
dollars have been expended. A great good has resulted from that ex- 
‘| penditure. The engineers report that $37,000 can be profitably ex- 
pended during the next fiscal year, and that amount will complete the 
work. 

A few days since I received a paper signed by many of the leading 
citizens of Tampa, addressed to the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from Florida, urging them to appeal to Congress at its present 
session to make the necessary appropriation to complete the work at that 
place. If the committee will bear with me, I will read a few extracts 
from this paper. It came too late to be referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors beforethey had agreed upon their bill: 

Tampa is now the terminus of the lo and most successful system of 
railroads reaching the Gulf of Mexico. Its line of road, of which it is the termi- 
nus, is to be speedily connected to other waves railroad ; and other indi- 
vidual lines of railroads are being built to this city. It has thus been chosen 
by skillful, competent, and far-seeing engineers capitalists as a natural out- 
ewe aa “4 iit recognize the importance of the ition of the to f 
Tampa, with ite ter and harbor, its railroad and soounient panbentiee, its direct 
and continuous connection with all great Northern, Eastern, and Western States 
and cities by railroad, and its safe and close position tothe Island of Cuba, South 

rvice pen (with but little eiument ts he cased te dee wash tieke, ox. 
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Crry or SAVANNAH, Mayor's OFFICE, 
Savannah, Ga., January 31, 1885. 

Dear Sir: Aschairman of the harbor and river committee of the council of the 
city of Savannah, I beg most respectfully to call your attention to the proposed 
appropriation of only $85,000 for the ee in the Savannah River, and 
to request that you will exert your influence for the increase of this amount, 
which is so inadequate for the successful prosecution of the work already page 

In the present incomplete condition of these improvements the channel, of ne- 
cessity, is shifting continually, which causes frequent grounding of vessels, thus 
greatly obstructing commerce and entailing expense by delay, and often of light- 
erage. This shifting, of course, can be remedied only by the completion of the 
improvements, and you will appreciate at once of what vital importance this com- 
pletion is, not only to the city of Savannah, but also tothe State at large; and to 
secure this most needed result an appropriation for the coming year of at least 
$200,000 is required. The commercial interests of the entire State would suffer 
if the rapid and vigorous prosecution of this most important work should have 
to stop from any cause, and especially when that cause is the failure of Congress 
to make a sufficiently large appropriation. 

Bespeaking for this matter a continuance of that interest and influence which 
you al ways have shown and exerted in matters of such vital importance to the 
city of Savannah, and which are so intimately connected with the welfare of the 
State, 

I am, dear sir, respectfully, yours, 


















ROBT. D. BOGART, 
Chairman Committee on Harbor and River. 





Hon. Joun C. NIcuoL.s, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. NICHOLLS. I now ask that the report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SAVANNAH RIVER AND HARBOR, GEORGIA (page 134). 


The appropriations between 1826 and 1855, inclusive, were chiefly applied to 
the removal of wrecks sunk in the channel-way of the river below Savannah 
during the Revolutionary war; to dredging shoals produced by them and at 
other points, and in constructing works designed to throw a large volume of 
water into “ Front River.’’ The resul® was an increase of depth at the worst 
places of from seven or eight feet at low water to ten feet, and an increase of 
the available high-water depth, from Tybee Roads to the city, from about fourteen 
to sixteen or seventeen feet. 

The channel-way of the river below the city greatly deteriorated during the 
civil war, in consequence of numerous and extensive obstructions placed in it. 
The first three appropriations since 1872 were almost exclusively used in remov- 
ing those portions of the obstructions most injurious to navigation, and to that 
extent commerce was benefited by the work. 

The expenditures since 1874 have resulted in forming a practical ship-channel 
from Tybee Roads to the city of Savannah, by which about thirteen feet at low 
water and nineteen feet at high water can now be carried to the city. 

Under the existing plan it is expected that at its completion vessels drawing 
twenty-two feet will be able to reach the city wharves. 
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moval. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on Mr. DAVIDSON’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 19, noes 43. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ dollars,” in line 200, insert: ’ 
‘iin Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla., including outer and inner bars, $100,- 











fab htadicieeienstinitidseciiligll . 61,015 62 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I move to strike out the last word, and 
yield my time to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. NICHOLLs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not occupy more time but 
will let us have a vote. 

Mr. NICHOLIS. I have only aword toadd. Thechairman of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors seems to be very uneasy about the 
time to be occupied. More has been saved to the country by the mem- 
ber who now addresses this committee, in not occupying the public time 
upon this floor as much as other gentlemen have, than perhaps the 
whole amount I ask to be appropriated for this important work. It is 
very rarely that I am on the floor taking up the time of the country by 
addressing the House or the Committee of the Whole on any subject of 
this character. But I feel very much in earnest about this. Itisa 
very important work, as I remarked at the outset, and the small appro- 
priation made by this committee for that important harbor, it occurs to 
me, would be like throwing the money into the river instead of expend- 
ing it for improvements. We oughtto expend a sufficient sum on these 
harbors, the amount asked by the engineers, and complete the work 
and be done with it. Why goon from year to and appropriate 
inadequate amounts and accomplish no good result? When a work of 
this important character is brought to the attention of the House, why 
not make a sufficient appropriation to accomplish some ow 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. NICHOLLS, 
there were—ayes 23, noes 49. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 


July 1, 1883, amount available................ 
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Mr. DAVIDSON. I regret to occupy the time of the committee, but 
Tam by a sense of duty to offer thisamendment. The im- 
portance of the harbor of Pensacola, and the necessity for an appropria- 
tion to improve it, have induced me to offer thisamendment. I can tell 
this committee that if our country desires a deep-water outlet on the 
Gulf of Mexico for its agricultural products and the products of its man- 
re a nae ear Se panene Sonne Oe vernels, 
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H ie, of the Corps of Engineers. I read from the report of the prelimi- 
nary examination: 
‘The preliminary examination of the “ outer bar,’’ reported to Maj. A. N. Dam- 


’ tngineers, United States Army, July 15, 1884, shows the distance 
ret ante eet curves, to be 3,000 feet; the minimum depth upon 
the crest of the bar to be 22.25 feet at mean low water,and the amount of ex- 
cavation required to cut a channel across it 300 feet wide, affording a depth of 
94 feet at mean low water, or the same depth as is contemplated for the channel 
across the “inner bar,” is estimated to be 80,000 cubic yards. This work is more 
exposed than that on the “inner bar,”’ and will cost about $100,000 for its execu- 
tion. 

{Here the hammer fell.] _ ‘ 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, while I am aware that it probably 
#ill not accomplish any good at the present time, I will, with the per- 
mission of the House, print with my remarks extracts from the report 
of this preliminary examination. The following are the extracts: 

The commercial statistics of the port of Pensacola for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, exhibits the present extent and importance of its foreign and do- 
mestic commerce. It will be observed that the tonnage of sailing vessels enter- 
ing this port exceeds that of any port on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts between 
Philadelphia and the Rio Grande, including Baltimore and New Orleans. * * * 
The la cargoes of lumber and timber ever shipped by steamers or sailing 
vessels from any Southern port have sailed from Pensacola since the Ist of July, 
“ the site of one of the largest and best appointed naval stations of the coun- 
try, Pensacola Harbor consequence as an important position for naval 
operations in the Gulf of Mexico. Its geographical position relatively to the 
commerce of the Gulf; its proximity to resources which form the material of 
war as wellas of commerce, to the development of which so wonderful a mo- 
mentum is now being im ; the removal of a great barrier to the commerce 
of Europe and America with the Pacific by the construction of the Isthmus Canal ; 
the extension of the network of railways in the Gulf States, of which Pen- 
sacola is an important terminus, developing the capacity of production of agri- 
cultural values, mining and manufacturing resources of these States, will at no 
remote period give test to the capacities and advantages of every Gulf port 
which will give prominent significance to this harbor. 


The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr DAVIDSON, 
and it was not to. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, I dislike 
exceedingly to occupy the time of the committee; but representing as 
I do a district which has more seacoast than any other in the Union, I 
feel it my duty to offer another amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk te be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After line 200 insert: 

“Improving the harbor of Cedar Keys, Fla. : Continuing improvement, $10,000.”’ 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Upon that amendment, Mr. Chairman, I have 
this to say: At the last session of Congress the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors recommended an appropriation of $5,000 to commence the 
work on the harbor of Cedar Keys. In this bill there is no provision 
made for that harbor. The engineer, speaking of this harbor, says: 

Tn my judgment, the harbor of Cedar Keys is worthy of improvement, and a 
work of public necessity, on account of the large and rapidly increasing com- 
merce of the , and small expenditure, relatively, probably necessary to 
give the relief sought. 

He further says that $25,000 will be sufficient to complete the work. 
I repeat that $5,000 was recommended for this harbor by the Commit- 
tee on Riversand Harbors in the last bill, and the recommendation was 
agreed to, and now by this amendment I ask only for $10,000 more to 
a on the work. F 

e question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. DAVIDSON, 
and it was not Mess 

The Clerk the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

Improving harbor at Mobile, Ala.: Continuing improvement, $120,000. 


Mr. DUNHAM. _Mr. Chairman, I wish some gentleman of the com- 
mittee would explain how it happens that Mobile is given an appro- 
tion 50 cent. larger relatively than is usually given by this 
to other t the country. 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama. It is because the necessity of that place 
ee it in the judgment of the committee. [Laughter]. 

- HORR. Can the gentleman tell us what the exigency was which 
caused the committee to recommend an appropriation for Mobile of 50 
per cent. of the estimate when they have allowed only 25 per cent. to 
similar harbors all over the coantry ? 

Mr. JONES. The committee have allowed more than 25 per cent. 
of the estimates to different harbors throughout the country. A num- 
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ber of such have been mentioned. Detroit River, in the gentleman’s 
own State, gets 100 per cent. of the estimate; the Ohio River gets 
$370,000 on an estimate of $600,000—over 50 per cent.; New London 
itr. HORE. ‘The De 
r. . e Detroit River appropriation is to complete a rock 
channel at the Lime Kilns, which is almost completed. This little bal- 
ance of $27,000 finishes it. ” 
: ~o4 ao of a Yes, sir. 
s of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, what is i 
a as y ; the question 
The CHAIRMAN, There is no motion 
Mr. TURNER. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. HORR. I move to strike out the last words of the p ph. 
I would like to know why the gentleman [Mr. Jones, of Alabama] 


takes an extreme case like the Detroit River appropriation, where the 
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engineers estimate that $27,000 will complete the work—a river that 
has upon it a commerce of $40,000,000. ’ 

Mr. JONES, of Alahgma. The estimate of the board of engineers 
is $240,000 as the sum that will complete the Mobile improvement, 
whieh was estimated originally to cost $820,000. The committee was 
influenced to give one-half of the amount of the estimate in order that 
the next appropriation might complete the work, as the Detroit River 
work is to be completed. 

Mr. HORR. Who influenced them? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Why, they were influenced by a consid- 
eration of everything connected with the case. 

Mr. HORR. Oh, you did not mean they were influenced by any par- 
ticular person. I know! could not get into the room of the committee 
to influence them, though I tried to. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Now, sir, this harbor of Mobile is quite 
different, in regard to the nature of the work, from all the ether har- 
bors on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts. In every other one of them the 
material to be dealt with in making harbor improvements is sand, and 
the work done on them is very unsatisfactory; but at Mobile the ma- 
terial is blue mud, and the work there is reported by engineers to be 
permanent. 

Mr. HORR. Then, wherever it is blue mud the committee allowed 
on@half the estimate. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Where the improvement was likely to be 
permanent. A large experimental cut twenty-two feet deep, one hun- 
dred feet wide, and three hundred feet long was made at Mobile in 
1882, and it has been found that there is no shoaling and the work is 
permanent; hence the engineer in charge feels warranted in reporting 
and does report that the dredging done and to be done there will be per- 
manent. No work done at any other harbor from Old Point Comfort 
to the Rio Grande is so satisfactory. 

Now I will read what the engineer in charge of this work says 
about it: 





As the early completion of the channel as projected, and also its comparative 
permanency, is now believed by the commercial portion of this port to be a cer- 
tainty, business and commerce have assumed a healthy condition, realty has in- 
creased in value, new industries are springing up, new companies forming, not 
only in Mobile, but with wonderful rapjdity throughout the vast mineral and 
timber portions of Alabama and adjacent States— 


A MEMBER. What is the commerce? 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama (reading)— 


The amount of shipping of 1883 and 1884 is about 40 per cent. greater in num- 
ber than that of 1881 and 1882, while the tonnage is about 54 per cent. increase, 
showing a much larger class of vessels now seeking this port. 


Mr. HORR. Now, as I understand, there are about two hundred 
or two hundred and fifty ships going into Mobile in the course of a 
year. On the river I spoke of in Michigan there are at least six hun- 
dred—J think it would be safe to say nine hundred; but I will say six 
hundred. Why do you cut down—— 

Mr. HERBERT. There has been an increase of tonnage at Mobile 
since this work began—a very great increase the present season. 

Mr. HORR. Well, there ought to be an increase. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. The increase is on account of this im- 
provement there. 

Mr. HORR. I do not find any fault with the improvement at Mo- 
bile; but the treatment of Mobile in comparison with some other locali- 
ties does not seem to me to be fair, that is all. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor simply for the pur- 
pose of answering the inquiry why 50 per cent. of the estimate has 
been given by the committee at this place rather than 25 per cent., as 
in other instances. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. THoMAs). If you answer that you will do well. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will give what I think should be accepted as a 
complete answer. Therepresentative on the committee from that State 
urged upon the committee the importance of this improvement over 
every other in the State, saying he was willing, and it was acceptabie 
to the residue of the delegation from the State, that the appropriations 
for other improvements in the State should be less in order that this 
one grand improvement should be carried forward to completion. That 
has governed the action of the committee, and although 50 per cent. of 
the estimate is allowed in this instance, the appropriations for theother 
projects in the State are cut down to less than 25 per cent. This is a 
straightforward statement of the reason why 50 per cent. has been 
given in this instance instead of 25. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I had no desire to disturb the com- 
mittee on this question; but in examining this bill together with the 
engineer’s estimates, I discovered that the bill gave to Mobile 50 per 
cent. of the estimate, which was larger in proportion than the amount 
allowed to any other harbor thus far reached in this bill. My desire 
in asking the question was simply that this fact might be explained and 
that we might understand the reason of this apparent discrimination. 
I must say, however, even after what the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Jonzs] has stated, that, judging from the amount of commerce 
going into that harber, I can not see any real necessity for giving Mo- 
bile more in proportion than any other harbor in the United States. 

Mr. BLANCHARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. HORR. Before the gentleman proceeds I wish to correct astate- 
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ment which I made a moment ago. I said that probably six hundred 
vessels went into the Saginaw River in the course of a year. I find 
the actual number is over 2,000, against two Mundred or a little more 
at Mobile. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In farther explanation of the action of the 
committee in regard to Mobile Harbor, I will state that the original 
project of the engineer was to obtain a channel in that bay two hun- 
dred feet wide and seventeen feet deep. The money heretofore ex- 
pended has been used in deepening that harbor to the depth of seven- 
teen feet, but the width of the channel is only one hundred feet. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Seventy-five feet. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was seventy-five feet, but has been increased 
twenty-five feet, making one hundred feet. Now, that is not a sufli- 
cient width to do any good with a depth of seventeen feet. The com- 
mittee thought it would be right to give enough money to widen this 
channel in Mobile Bay to two hundred feet, so as to render it available 
for commerce, and to make a corresponding reduction upon works in 
other parts of the State. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That channel is twenty-six miles long. 
Consequently it takes a good deal of money to make a cut. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mobile has the largest watershed, I believe, any- 
where east of the Mississippi. It is the natural port of the Gulf of 
Mexico. As soon as the work is completed it will be a more desirable 
harbor than New Orleans. Every dollar that is put in there is valua- 
ble. Every bucketfal or basketful of earth taken out of that harbor 
makes it exactly that much deeper, because, as has been said by my 
colleague, the bottom of that bay is blue mud, or, rather, a hard sort of 
clay, and money invested there pays more in actual results than any- 
where else. The natural flow of the current tends to wash the channel 
deeper instead of to fill it up, as in other places. 

I was told by the Governmentengineer that an old British chart made 
a hundred years ago shows that on the bay the water was then one foot 
shallower than it is now. 
action of the current is to wash the channel deeper. 
too hard; it washes too slowly. 
and then Mobile will become, what by its position on the Gulf and its 
proximity to coal and iron it is entitled to be, a great mavafacturing 
and commercial city. 

One word as to why this 50 per cent. is given here. In the last ap- 
propriation bill my recollection is that Mobile got $200,000. Consid- 
ering the importance of that port relatively to others that was not too 
much. The engineers have since Ry. vine that to complete the work 
according to the present plan only $240,000 was necessary. That really 
ought to have been all appropriated atonce. But suppose you go to 
work at this sum on the 25 per cent. rule, giving only 25 per cent. of 
what the engineers recommend each year. You will never get through 
with appropriating that needed $240,000—needed to make a channel 
one hundred feet wide and seventeen feet deep. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. HERBERT. [Pifty per cent. of that $240,000 is -— $120,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 


































































MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The House mformally rose; and a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
McCook, its Secretary, announced the passage of bills of the House of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired-list for privates and non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army who have served for 
a period of thirty years or upward; 


This confirms his opinion that the natural | 
But the clay is | 
It must be taken out by the dredge, | 
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69534) granting a pension to Ann J. Williams; 
295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; 
433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris; 
6665) for the relief of James Stack; 
2987) restoring Rebecca Walcott to the pension-roll ; 
2920) for the relief of John Johnson; 
1256) increasing the pension of Ben Morgan: 
5500) for the relief of Benjamin F. Amos; 
5004) for the relief of William B. Smith; 
4041) restoring the name of Zelica T. Dunlap to the 


. 3703) granting a pension to James W. Brown; 
%. 6282) to place the name of R. W. Dancan on the pen- 


A bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to George Ziefle; 

A bill (H. R. 6461) granting a pension to Nelson Gammons; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) to restore the name of Walter H. Crow to the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Young; . 

A bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to John D. Rickards; 


6594) granting a pension to Russell F. Dimmick: 
5632) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer; 


A bill (H. R. 5630) granting a pension to George W. Ru 

A bill (H. R. 2452) granting a pension to Frank S 8. Mark: 

A bill (H. R. 7141) granting a pension to Daniel W. Adams; 
A bill (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to William Eurele; 

A bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to James McManus; 








A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
H. R. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


A bill ( 


ley; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. < 
R. 
R. 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
t. 4752) granting a pension to William Henning; 

. 4238) granting a pension to Sallie Ingham; 

. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 
. 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 


R: 5565) granting a pension to Theo Ahrens; 
R. 
R. 6726) granting a pension to Margaret A. Maguire ; 
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2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; ° 


6882) granting a pension to John Otis; 
2002) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson ; 
6997) granting a pension to Henry Davis; 
1084) granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner; 
5776) granting a pension to Louis D. Petty; 
4379) for the relief of Maj. W. W. Frybarger; 
3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall; 
6480) granting a pension to Margaret G. Halpine: 
760) granting an additional pension to Watson 8. Bent- 


1504) for the relief of Millia Staples; 

3612) granting a pension to Hayden Reynolds; 
5812) granting a pension to Ellen A. Vance; 
499) granting a pension to Mary A. Knawber; 
6927) granting a pension to Merit M. Oakley; 
1171) granting a pension to Isabel Campbell; 
7046) granting a pension to Alonzo Cornwell; 


5926) granting a pension to John Maloney; 


. 6956) granting a pension to Maria H. Sargent; 
. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 8. Sampson; 
. 3527) granting a pension to George A. Marshall; 


2140) tor the relief of Hugh Dougherty; and 


. 5923) granting a pension to Ruth Stratton. 


It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles, with 
amendment; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 3370) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to A. Schuyler Sutton,’ approved June 4, 1872; 

A bill (H. R. 5546) granting a pension to David M. Nagle; and 

<A bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Nathan J. Sharp. 

lt further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 


A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 


357) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett; 
1546) granting a pension to Orin R. McDaniel; 
1571) granting a pension to James McCallen; 
1655) granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 


A bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Lenora A. Boyden; 

A bill (S. 1790) granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. Dutton, 

A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
bourn; 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt; 

A bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner; 

A bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Jeasee I. Harrold, 

A bill (S. 2160) granting a pension to Robert Walker; 

A bill (8S. 2204) granting arrears of pension to Nancy B, Leach; 

A bill (S. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond; 


A bill (8. 


2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias "An- 


drew McKee; 

A bill (8. 2327) for the relief of Saad Bedell, sr. ; 

A bill (S. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; 

A bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover; 

A bill (8. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. 
Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas; 

A bill (8. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Hi 

A bill (8. 2587) granting a pension to William H. i ¢ Gilley; 

A bill (8. 2594) to change the name of the Manufacturers’ National 
Bank, of New York, to the Manufacturers’ National Bank, of Brooklyn, 


4: 
A bill (8. 2610) granting a pension to Patrick Furlong; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 119) accepting the gift of William H. Van- 
derbilt and Julia Dent Grant, wife of Ulysses 8. Grant, to the United 
States of certain articles. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Chair will regard the pro 
forma amendments of the gentleman from Michigan and the gentleman 
from Alabama as withdrawn. 

The amendments were withdrawn. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving harbor at New Orleans, La. : Continuing improveme ho, 200, 000, 
to ve anpantee ener under the jurisdiction’ of the Mississippi River Gentoo 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I offer the amendment which I zs 
to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 265, vanes eared ogee” es | ‘and for the improvement and 
preservation of the harbor at Hickman, Ky., 950,000.” 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. I do not desire to tres- 
pass upon the time or the patience of this committee. .I have but five 
minutes of time, and I can not do justice to the subject in that brief 
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space. I rise, however, to call the attention of this committee toa few 
points in connection with this Mississippi River improvement. 


ne ones cones 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is entitled to the 
floor if he chooses to occupy it in opposition to the amendment of the 


In the last river and harbor appropriation bill there was embraced | gentleman from Kentucky. 


i ississippi River improvement, specifically named, the harbors at 
anes Natchez, Vieksburg, Memphis, Hickman, and at Colum- 
bus. In the present bill the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have | 
stricken out every harbor on the river named in the last bill which | 

except New Orleans. They have stricken out Natchez, Vicks- | 
burg, Greenville, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus. Why this has | 
been done I can not imagine; certainly for no just reason. 

Now, sir, I say that it is not fair and just to the other harbors and 
points of importance-on this river, and which have heretofore been uni- 
formly embraced in the river and harbor bill. It is not fair to these 
harbors and to the great commercial interest of the West and South. | 

The harbor of Hickman is the terminus of the Nashville and Chat- 
tanooga Railroad _a railroad extending to the East and connecting with 
the roads runnin}; throughout tke whole Southeastern States and ter- 
minating at Hickman, Ky. All thecommerce of a great region of coun- 
try is brought tothe river by that line of road at Hickman. This har- 


bor is a very important point, and has been considered important by | 


| 


this very committee, as may be inferred from the fact that it was em- 
braced in the last annual river and harbor appropriation bill, which 
this House at the last session. In addition I desire to say that 
the Mississippi River Commission have recommended in their last re- 
port an appropriation for the harbor at Hickman of more than double 
the amount pro by my amendment. : 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ” 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. No, sir; I do not yield now. The 
gentleman can occupy his own time. I have not the time to spare. I 
desire to state that after the river and harbor bill passed at the last 
session of Congress, the president of the Mississippi River Commission 
made no improvements whatever at Hickman or Columbus; and in 

mse to a communication from the mayor and city council, as lam 
enol, stated that he had no money, or that the fund appropriated 
was not sufficient to make improvements there. Now, however, he 
specifies the amount that is necessary for that harbor, but the com- 
mittee have left it ont. They strike out every harbor on the river ex- 
cept New Orleans. I trust the amendment will be adopted, that the 
harbor may be preserved, forthe bank of the river at Hickman is rapidly 
falling in and the harbor will be destroyed. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state to my friend from Kentucky that 
the Mississippi River Commission which is charged with the important 
duty of the improvement of the Mississippi River from the Des Moines 
Rapids to its mouth made separate estimates for all of these harbors, 
onl said in their report that if appropriations were made for any of the 
harbors on the river that they should be made separately, granting so 
much for each. 

Now, when the Committee on Rivers and Harbors came to consider 
the question of these harbors they came to the conclusion that New 
Orleans, being a great seaport, the second in importance in the United 
States in point of commerce and the amount of shipping and the value 
of its exports—that they would make an appropriation for that harbor, 
the estimate for it being $700,000. We appropriated of that amount 
only $150,000. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to say to my friend from Lon- 
isiana that I do not want to be understood as antagonizing the appro- 
priation at New Orleans by any means. 

Mr. B CHARD. I agree the gentleman did not antagonize it, 
but he asks why is it that appropriation is made by this committee for 
New Orleans when it is denied to Hickman, Ky. I state in response 
to his inquiry that it was because the committee recognized New Orleans 
as a seaport, while Hickman, Ky., can not claim that dignity as 
a 


Me TURNER, of Kentucky. I believe my time has expired. 

Mr. HUNT. I would like to have the gentleman state whether he 
ever voted for a river and harbor bill during his service in Congress. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I have to reply that the question of 
the gentleman has nothing whatever to do with the question before the 
committee now, and at the proper time I will answer it. 

Mr. HUNT. You decline to answer it? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I will answer at a proper time, when 
I have time—— 

Mr. HUNT. It is stated to me that you never have, and yet you 
want the committee to do that which you have never been willing to 
do yourself. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. The records of this House will show 
my votes in regard to the river and harbor appropriation bills since I 
have been a member of this House; and if the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana will take the trouble to examine for himself, he will know just 
what my views are and how I voted, for I have expressed my views on 
river and harbor bills repeatedly in this House and they are to be found 
in the record, and I stand by the views that I have expressed in regard 
to river and harbor bills. I have always favored the improvement of 
navigable rivers that would benefit commerce. 

Mr. YounG addressed the Chair. 


E 


HUNT. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow a question ? | 


Mr. YOUNG. Iseek recognition to ask a question of my friend from 
Auisiana, whether or not the appropriation recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors for New Orleans is for the ‘‘landing”’ or 
for the ‘‘harbor?’’ 

Mr. HUNT. I will answer the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. YOUNG. Very well, I would like to have an answer. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is for the harbor of New Orleans. 

Mr. YOUNG. I want to know the particular point where the appro- 


| priation is to be disbursed; whether at the river landing or at the mouth 
| of the Mississippi River. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The mouthof the Mississippi River is one hun- 


| dred and thirteen miles from New Orleans, and this appropriation has 
| got nothing to do with the mouth of the river. 
| Orleans itself is about two and a half miles long—— 


The harbor of New 


Mr. HUNT., The city has a front of eleven miles. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then it extends eleven miles along the Missis- 
sippi River, and this appropriation is for the harbor of New Orleans. 

Mr. YOUNG. Then, if I understand it, it is an appropriation for a 
river front like Hickman, Memphis, and Vicksburg. But I am not an- 
tagonizing it. 


Mr. HUNT. Then you are for it. 
Mr. YOUNG. Ido not know whyI should not be. 1 withdraw my 
amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 205, after the word “ dollars,” insert : 

“And for the improvement and preservation of the harbor at Columbus, Ky., 
$50,000."” 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. In addition to what I have just said 
upon the amendment which has been voted down by this committee, 
in accordance I suppose with the rule which has controlled the com- 
mittee, or at any rate those having appropriations in the bill to vote 
down all amendments, I simply desire to state this: That Columbus is 
the terminus of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad, a railroad running from 
the Gulf of Mexico and terminating at Columbus, Ky., connecting it 
with all the railroads through the Southern and Southeastern States. 
| In addition to that it is the terminus of the Iron Mountain Railroad, 
running from Saint Louis on the opposite side of the river; the connec- 
tion is made there. The amount of the commerce is immense that is 
transported to that point, theriver is caving in, the harbor is being al- 
most destroyed, and it is just as much entitled to an appropriation as 
New Orleans or any other harbor on the river. 

In addition to that, let me say that the question was investigated at 
the last session of Congress, and after mature and deliberate consider- 
| ation Columbus was included among the harbors to be put in the last 
river and harbor bill, and the provision for that harbor passed the House 
| of Representatives and the Senate and became the law. No improve- 
ment was made, because the president of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission said he had not funds to make the appropriation. He has now 
given his estimate, and says it would take $80,000. I have only asked 
in the amendment for $50,000. I think it is a proper amendment and 
ought to be adopted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to say a word. I have not detained the com- 
| mittee hitherto because | want to get the bill through the House. 

There are seven or eight places reported here as harbors and called 
harbors on the Mississippi River. They have nomore right to be called 
harbors than any point on any navigable river in the country. They 
| are merely landings. 
The criticism of the gentleman from Kentucky on the New Orleans 
| appropriation isa just criticism. The $150,0C0 voted for the so-called 
| harbor at New Orleans ought not to bein this bill. No appropriation 

should be made for New Orleans, Memphis, Vicksburg, Natchez, Green- 
| ville, Hickman, or Columbus or for Cairo. If you adopt the princi- 
ple that all the landings along the navigable rivers and lakes of this 
country are to be called harbors and that a separate and distinct ap- 
| propriation is to be made for each, you will require a harbor bill which 
| will run into hundreds of millionsof dollars. That is what this whole 
thing means. The whole thing ought to be stricken out. It was, as 
| to all points except New Orleans, but the persistence of my friend from 
| New Orleans that secured that appropriation. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. May I ask my friend from Pennsylvania a 
question? Did he not vote for it in the committee? 
Mr. BAYNE. I acceded to it when I understood there was no use 





of fighting it, and I have not opposed it here. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. 

gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. 

&@ question. 


‘I desire to reply to the remark of the 


I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ Vote!”’} 
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Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal of surprise to my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. Now, sir, what isa harbor? 
Here is the last river and harbor bill. What constitutes in this bill 
harbors on the Mississippi River? They are points for the landing of 
boats for the purpose of receiving freight which is brought to the river 
by the railroads which permeate the interior of the country. 

My friend from Pennsylvania has been on the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee for years in this House. Every river and harbor bill that has 
passed this House since I have had the honor of being a member on the 
floor has embraced specifically, by name, the harbors on the Mississippi 
River—New Orleans, Greenville, Vicksburg, Natchez, Memphis, and at 
the last session Congress put in Hickman and Columbus as important 
harbors, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania has voted for every one 
of them, and voted for the last bill. He is the last man that has the 
right to come upon this floor and proclaim at this late day that these 
important points are mere landings and not harbors. Thegentleman’s 
argument that you might embrace every landing on the Mississippi 
River and on other rivers amounts tonothing. Congress would not be 
guilty of such folly, but have properly embraced important termini of 
great railroads, and Hickman and Columbusare two of them—heretofore 
properly included. 

It isa matter for the sound discretion of Congress, and it is presumed 
that they will exercise a sound discretion. There are but few points 
on the Mississippi River that are reached by important lines of railroad. 
Hickman and Columbus are two of them, Memphis is another, and all 
these are important harbors, which have been embraced in every river 
and harbor bill, and ought not at this late day to be left without pro- 
vision for their improvement while everything is given to the city of 
New Orleans. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TuR- 
NER] withdraw his formal amendment? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I do. 

The question was taken on the previous amendment offered by Mr. 
TuRNER, of Kentucky, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to strike out the lines of the pending bill 
202, 203, 204, 205, and 206. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as my information goes, the aim of this so-called 
harbor improvement at New Orleans is nothing more than the building 
of a levee, the broadening of a levee, and the pavement of a levee, for 
the convenience and protection of the people of New Orleans. If there 
is anything more than thatin this proposed ‘‘improvement,’’ I shall be 
glad to have some of the gentlemen from Louisiana instruct me at-a 
proper time. My information is that opposite thecity of New Orleans 
throughout the whole breadth of the Mississippi River there is a navi- 
gable depth of over fifty feet of water. 

A MEMBER. One hundred feet. 

Another MEMBER. Two hundred feet. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is nothing needed at. that place for the nav- 
igation of the river except a proper bank, a Proper quay for the conven- 
ience of shippers—just exactly such an “‘improvement”’ as at the 
city of Burlington, at the city of Davenport, at the city of Dubuque, 
the people, for their own convenience and out of their own 
have from year to year been maxing. I know of no reason why the 
people of New Orleans should not be required to provide themselves 
with these ordinary facilities of commerce as the people of other cities 
along the river do. This is simply a provision for the paving of one of 
the public thoroughfares of the city of New Orleans, a thoroughfare 
upon which there is perhaps more burdensome travel and traffic than 
in any other part of that city. If Iam in error about this I would be 
glad to have one of thes¢ gentlemen inform me of it. 

Mr. KING. The gentleman is very greatly in error. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well, sir; I will yield to you to explain 
wherein Iam inerror. [Cries of “Vote!” “ Vote! od 

Mr. KING. The gentleman is entirely inerror. This money, if ap- 
propriated, will not be applied to any highway whatever. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not this quay of yours, this landing, a high- 
way? 

Mr. KING. No. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you not carry your freights there and receive 
your freights there? 

Mr. KING. No, sir. This appropriation is to be applied to keep 
the harbor where it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Whi is the harbor? . 

Mr. KING. This is to prevent the river by erosion from destroying 
the harbor. 

Mr. ROWELL, 























Mr. Chairman, in order that we may understand 


the engineers on the subject. I read: 
The project for laying 10 “en feet of mattress revetment, 400 feet wide, in Car- 
roliton Bend was approved September 18, 1882. rockatee was begun October 9, 


1am, oa has made little progress to date, owing to trouble ee 
0! brush. 
* . . 
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what this ‘harbor’? is for, it may be well to read from the report of 


On the right bank from West A Algiers eens has been staiipiittebinds, 
involving much loss to property of considerable present and much greater pro- 
.Spective value, Fully 40,000 feet of bank will require protection, 
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Under the statement of the Mississippi River Commission, the im- 


provement of New Orleans Harbor devised by that commission was 
to protect the banks, and they say that fully 43,000 feet of bank wil! 
need protection to prevent the destruction of private property of large 
present and prospective value. There is no use in trying to escape the 
fact that in addition to the millions appropriated for the Mississippi 
River $150,000 is here proposed to be added to that amount for the 
purpose of protecting private property along the banks of that river. 
That is clearly the case, unless the river commission are mistaken in 
their report. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what my friend 


[ Mr. ROWEL L] has said, I want to call attention to the fact that this 
improvement is on the bank of the river opposite to the city of New 
Orleans. It is for the protection of private property which lies on the 
other side of the stream—on the right bank of the river. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HEPBURN; and on a 


rising vote there were—ayes 68, noes 60. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I call for tellers. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not delay the prog- 


ress of the bill. [ Laughter. } 


Tellers were ordered; and the chairman appointed Mr, Hepsurn 


and Mr. BLANCHARD. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes 
85 


Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the tellers will keep 


their plages. There is evidently a quorum present, and gentlemen 
will please vote. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 


97. 


So the amendment was not adopted. 
Mr, HEPBURN. I move to amend by striking out in line 204 the 


‘words ‘‘one hundred and.’’ 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEPBURN, there 


were—ayes 25, noes 68. 


Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 
The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair appoints as 


tellers the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, and the gentleman 
from Louisiana, Mr. BLANCHARD. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 43, noes 


121. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk 
to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 206 insert : 


“Improving harbor at Natchez, Miss.: Continuing improvement, $200,000."’ 


Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. HOLMAN. One word, Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman pro- 





ceeds. Is.it understood that the preceding paragraph—the paragraph 


to New Orleans—is 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Van 
EATON] moves to add something to the end of that h. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to move to strike out a portion of the par- 
agraph, if I can be recognized. 
Mr. WILLIS. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the ih the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] refers to is passed. This i is another 


Mr. HOLMAN. When the Chair made the announcentent that the 
amendment of the eee from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] was not agreed 
to the gentleman Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] rose—— 

The CHAIRMAN. And offered an additional paragraph. 

Mr. WILLIS. I make the point that the paragraph in regard to the 
improvement at New Orleans foot been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Chair announced the result of the 
vote on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, the gentleman 
from Mississippi obtained recognition and sent his amendment to the 
desk. After it had been read the gentleman from Mississippi began 
his remarks, and then the gentleman from Indiana rose and asked the 
Chair a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order. The very moment the 
neceet that a new paragraph was being offered I rose and 


addressed the 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not be responsible as to when 
the gentleman from Indiana became aware of a fact. The fact is that 
the 7 to which he refers has been passed. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 

Mr. . Had the Clerk commenced the reading of the sub- 

Ny arnt ype A, on ly 


+ he 
oe ee ot begun to 
age auton. [ore of Rogar order When 


the Chair had announced the result of the last vote, and before the Clerk 
had proceeded to read, the gentleman from Mississippi immediately 


ao til td pani ln ae eh 


1885. 


upon the announcement of the Chair rose—— [Cries of “‘ Regular 
order !’’ 


Mr. HOLMAN. I have a question of order pending. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is trying to state 
his point of order. 


Mr. WILLIS. I understand it has been decided. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am trying to state my point of order. When I 
observed that the gentleman from Mississippi was not proposing an 
amendment to the pending paragraph, but an independent paragraph, 
I instantly rose, because I desired to offer an amendment to the pend- 
ing paragraph—the paragraph in regard to New Orleans Harbor. No 
other paragraph has been read. I could not intervene between the 
rising of the gentleman from Mississippi and the announcement made 
by the chairman, for the reason that there was no interval. I had a 
right to take it for granted, as I did, that the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi rose to make an amendment to the then pending paragraph, the 
only paragraph that had been read and that was before the committee. 
How then could I have intervened so as to meet the objection raised by 
the gentleman from Kentucky? I concede if the Clerk had proceeded 
to read the next following paragraph of the bill it would then have 
been too late, but he had not done so. The pending paragraph is the 
one that relates to the levees at New Orleans. 

Mr. WILLIS. And the next was an entirely new subject, and the 
gentleman from Mississippi had begun his speech when interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next paragraph in the bill had not been 


read. 

Mr. WILLIS. But the paragraph submitted by the gentleman from 
Mississippi had been read and the gentleman had begun his speech 
before gentleman from Indiana was on his feet. 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is true. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the pending paragraph of the bill, to which 
amendments are still in order, isin regard to the New Orleans improve- 


ment. ’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is disposed to think that the motiou 
of the gentleman from Mississippi is in the nature of an amendment to 
the ph as to New Orleans because he adds toit. Therefore that 

raph has not yet been parted from, although that amendment may 
or may not be adopted; and the Chair, on the statement of the gentle- 
man from Indiana that he was endeavoring to get recognition, and sought 
it as soon as he could, will change the former ruling and hold it to be 


jn order, 
Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 


know——_— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair further suggests, as he did before to 
the gentleman from i if he was in order to amend the words 
passed over in the bill, that it would be proper for him to offer his amend- 
ment to be acted upon: before that of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the words—— 

Mr. VAN EATON. I think I am entitled to the floor and claim my 


ights. 
ee CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor if he in- 
= upon it. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Indiana 
ter. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to know whether the paragraph composed 
of lines 203, 204, 205, and 206 is not sti)l open to amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just so stated, and an amendment 
ae ner pending to the paragraph and the gentleman from Mississippi 


oe I have an amendment I desire at the proper time 
offer. 
_ Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 
in perfect good faith, and I respectfully request the attention of this 
committee while I compress a two hours’ speech in something less 
than five minutes. 
_ The Committee on Rivers and Harbors have, in some sense, brought 
into this Hoase one of the most remarkable bills perhaps that has 
ever been brought into the House, and now when it comes to matters 
concerning which I and my constituents are interested, they avow the 
most ex doctrine I have ever heard enunciated since I have 
been a member of this body, to wit, that these ‘‘landings,’’ as they 
call them, the cities upon the banks of the Mississippi River, where 
hundreds of thousands of bales of cotton are annually shipped, and 
where are received the great products of the North and West, are not 
harbors at all, but were Why, Mr. Chairman, only a year 
ae a yo er eenes in their bill. 
y on page 15 of the bill of that year. It will 
be remembered that made the ition or rather an appropri 
tion in the + A sty — wae, 
Improving Mississippi 
the improvement and rvation of harbo v 
Vicksburg, Greenfield, Memphis, Hickman, en? Galeabae 82 Natchez, 
And to-day they object to any 
language of the gentleman from. 


est 
mere landings on the Mississippi River, and not harbors at all. 
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I want to call the attention of this committee in good faith to this 
fact, that all the way from the Des Moines Rapids down to the mouth of 
the Mississippi this committee has only made appropriations for two 
harbors—one at Cairo and one at New Orleans—both of them, accord- 
ing to the language of the committee, if it is properly voiced by the 
gentleman from West Virginia, being merely ‘‘ steamboat landings.”’ 

The fact is, sir, that in all of this magnificent country from Cairo 
down, including the cotton section of the country, not one dollar is 
appropriated, not one dollar is set apart for that country that comprises 
the great cotton-producing section of this country, and, I may say, of 
the world. To that whole region of country and its needs this com- 
mittee has paid no attention. They have ignored it completely and 
entirely. 

Now, with regard to Natchez, the particular amendment under con- 
sideration, it is a fact that within the last year or two the river has been 
threatening a cut-off above, which wiil likely leave the city a mile or 
two inland from the current and attack the town of Idalia, on the other 
side of the river, and destroy it. 

The Mississippi River Commission has made an estimate for an ap- 
propriation here. Estimates have been made for proper harbors in all 
this magnificent country. And yet the gentleman tells us they are only 
landings. Why, sir, yesterday the gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. 
GIBSON ] used this language: 

I protest here against the appropriation of a solitary dollar to any landing on 
the Mississippi River. Those landings are not harbors in any sense of the word 






















Then at the conclusion of his remarks he said that to make such ap- 
propriations ‘‘ would destroy the whole object of the system of internal 
improvements, and it would shock the common sense of the country 
and arouse its just indignation against us.’’ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for fear there might be some just indignatior 
aroused against us, I thought I would look overthe bill. _ ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. VAN 
EATON. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I looked over the bill, and I wish to draw the 
attention of the committee to this remarkable fact: In West Virginia 
there was an appropriation last year of $1,500, and there is another this 
yeat of the same amount, to improve a mountain stream, the Buch- 
anan River, which this report of the engineers says is only fifty-seven 
miles in length and can never be made navigable except for logs—logs ! 
[Laughter]. Some man who owns some timber on that river wants to 
get out some sawlogs, and he can not do it unless this great Govern- 
ment-will make an appropriation of $3,000 to get out his sawlogs. 

But let me say a little more about Buchanan. It is good reading, 
this report. I would like to incorporate this portion of it in my re- 
marks and publish it inthe Recorp. It ought to be published. The 
report says of this and Tygart’s Valley River—I suppose you all know 
Tygart’s Valley River—[laughter]—the gentleman seems to have lately 
discovered the Buchanan and the Tygart’s Valley Rivers up among 
the mountains. The report says: 

Both rivers are exclusively rafting streams. 


And it is for one of these that $1,500 is appropriated in this bill. 
The gentleman says his sense of propriety is shocked by an appropri- 
ation for the great cotton harbor on the great inland sea of America; 
but he wants to give $1,500 for the improvement of a little logging 
stream. 

Mr. HUNT. 
mate that is? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I must decline to be interrupted. 
man and am easily scared. [Laughter. } 

Mr. Chairman, this remarkable Buchanan River that this commit- 
tee wants to improve has a fall it appears of seven hundred feet— 

Which— 

Says the report— 
is an average of more than nine feet to the mile. 

And in one place the fall is sheer twenty feet right straight down, 
and the trouble is when they do manage to get their logs there they 
wear out before they get through. That is the fact. [Laughter. ] 

Now the engineer says further: 


It is evident from the above summary statement that all that can be done to 
these streams is to remove the isolated bowlders and masses of rock that cause 
log jams, and thus facilitate the downward passage of— 


Of what? Of ships, of steamboats, of barges? 

And thus facilitate the downward passage of logs. 

[ Laughter. ] J 

There itis. That is the engineer’s report. It says further: 

In the present case I have to report that no survey is needed, as the prelimi- 
nary examination has developed all of the essential facts 

Indeed, all a man would have to de would be to go and survey that 
gorge by hiseye. [Laughter.] It is only fifty-seven miles long. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. GIBSON rose. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I should like tg say just one word more. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to strike out the last five words. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I desire to say just another word. 


























































































































Will the gentleman state what percentage of the esti- 

















lam a young 






























































No, sir— 
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Mr. GIBSON. 
five minutes. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Ishould like to hear the gentleman whose sense 
of propriety is shocked by appropriations for harbors on the Mississippi | 
River characterize in what he considers fit terms this appropriation for | 
Buchanan River to facilitate the passage of logs. 

Mr. GIBSON. In speaking on this bill on yesterday I said that the 
expenditure of money for the purpose of improving landings on the 
Mississippi River was calculated to shock the common sense of this 
country. I repeat that language now, and repeat it with reason for it. | 
Not one solitary dollar of this money proposed for the purpose of im- 
proving what they call these harbors is to be applied to giving one inch 
of water that any vessel may float upon it, not even that a log may 
float upon it; but every dollar of it is to be used for the improvement 
of levees and landings of parties engaged in trading in those towns. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Is that the case with the New Orleans ap- | 
propriation ? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is the case with every dollar of it. Not one dollar | 
is to be expended in digging out and deepening the channel. No ship 
is able to float better by reason of it. But it is to protect the property 
of those who are engaged in trading on the banks of the river. I pro- | 
test against the use of the public money for that purpose; and I appeal | 
to the common sense of this House and to the common sense of the 
country to sustain me in that protest. 

But the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON] undertakes | 
to criticise me very facetiously. That gentleman’s record in this House | 
shows how much he is in favor of releasing the people from public 
plunderers and from the burdens imposed on them and of improving 
the facilities for commerce and the interchange of commodities between 
the States. It is not for him to criticise my actions or the actions of 
any other member of this House who has sought to save the public | 
property and restore it to those who own it. 

But now as to West Virginia, and as to the gentleman’s talk about 
the Buchanan River, I have this to say 

Mr. VAN EATON. Perhaps the gentleman would like this engi- 
neer’s report to read from. [Langhter.] 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir; I have seen that report, and I am as wellac- 
quainted with that as I am with the record in this House of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton]. Although he may be 
**young’’ and ‘‘a new member,’ he has made a record, and I have 
seen it. 

Now, as tothe Buchanan River, I know nothing about that river; 
I have no personal knowledge of it; it is not in my district, nor have 
I anyinterest in it. 1 only know that the Engineer Corps of the United 
States Army, in charge of the commercial improvements of the rivers 
and harbors of this country, came to this Congress with a report 
strongly recommending that that river be opened, so that, as the en- 
gineers say, between fifty and ofte hundred million feet of oak timber, 
which is needed for ship-building along the Ohio and the Missouri and 
the Mississippi, can be gotten out, in order that the commerce of the 
great West may float upon its timbers. 

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman admit that that is the only com- 
merce of that river—the floating down of lumber? 

Mr. GIBSON. I declare to this committee that the only commerce 
that river has or can have isthe letting out of millions and millions and 
millions of feet of timber which is required for the building of vessels 
to float upon the Western waters. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Then there will be lots of “‘log-rolling ’’ there. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. 
pose. 

Mr. VAN EATON. There is $275,400 worth of ‘‘log-rolling’’ in this 
bill for the gentleman’s State. 

Mr. GIBSON. Well, sir, that only shows how much inferior I am 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton]. If he had been 
there perhaps he would have had several millions. 

Now, as to this stream, Buchanan River, I speak frankly, for I have 
no concealments to make. I based the recommendation for that im- 
provement upo. the report of the engineers. Colonel Merrill, who is 
on the Ohio River, and who is the engineer in charge, without any re- 
quest from me, without any knowledge on my part, recommended that 
this appropriation be made. 

Mr. HORR. Is there any appropriation made anywhere in this bill 
for improving a stream simply for the running of logs? 


I will yield to the gentleman if I shall then have my 





Yes, sir; and you understand ‘‘log-rolling,”’ I sup- 


Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; there are several such cases out West. 
Mr. HORR. There are none in Michigan. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 


Mr. HORR. Not a dollar for any such stream in Michigan. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Black Lake, just above Grand Haven; there never 
was any commerce there but logs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time that I have 


asked the indulgence of the House to say an: in regard to this 
bill. I had made up my mind to vote against the and therefore 
had determined to content myself with my vote as an of my 


opinion in regard to it. But, Mr. Chairman, I rise now for the pur- 


pose of saying this: The other day, when a motion was made that the 
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House take a recess until 10 o’clock the next morning, the assurance 
was given by the chairman of the committee having this bill in charge 
that before 12 o’clock next day should atrive he would move that the 
House should adjourn, so that the ordinary business of the House might 
be carried on after 120’clock. To-day, when the motion was made by 
the same gentleman that a recess be taken until 10 o’clock on Monday 
next, he declined to give any such assurance tothe House; and I have 
learned that it is the purpose of the friends of this bill, or at least of 
gentlemen that are pressing it, that on Monday next, if the House meets 
here in pursuance of the order for a recess, the House shall not adjourn, 
but shall go on with the consideration of this bil’ uext morning. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to remind gentlemen that we have three impor- 
tant appropriation bills ready for consideration—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know on which 
side of my amendment the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 
peaking. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. W1ILLis] 
will state his point of order. : 

Mr. WILLIS. My point of order is that the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is proceeding entirely against the rules in the 
remarks that he is making. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will proceed in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not hear the ruling.of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled that the gentleman was pro- 
ceeding out of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have perhaps stated 
sufficient facts as a basis for what further I have tosay. I have re- 
minded the House that there are three appropriation bills pending. It 
is already known that next Monday the bill making appropriations for 
the postal service—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I again raise the point of order, and 
I ask that the gentleman take his seat until he can p in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois[Mr. TownsHEND] 
will proceed in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then, Mr. Chairman, if I have not been in 
order heretofore, I make the motion that this committee do now rise. 
I make that motion with the view of making a motion that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn until Monday at 12 o’clock. 

The motion being taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND that the 
committee rise, there were—ayes 52, noes 98. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for tellers, 

‘A MemBer. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. A quorum is not on a motion that the 
committee rise, which is equivalent to the motion in the House to ad- 


ourn. 
’ The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ordering tellers. 

The question being taken, there were ayes 32—less than one-fifth 
of a quorum. 

The tellers were not ordered; and the motion that the committce 
rise was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs upon the amendment 
presented by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton]. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi being withdrawn, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the pending paragraph by strik- 
ing out ‘‘jurisdiction of the Mississippi River Commission’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘ direction of the — of War,”’ eae pe 
appropriation be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War 
Cneaie the Government's Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. Chairman, up to a comparatively recent date, some five years 
ago, all the public works of the country have been under the supervis- 
ion of the War Department, controlled and conducted by the Engineer 
Corps of the Army; and there are many arguments in favor of the re- 
sum and continuation of this policy, and of its application to the 
Mississippi River and the various improvements connected with it. 

I have not, I believe, heard any one call in question the integrity or 
capacity of this body of trained public officers—the Engineer Corps of 
the Army. In point of integrity and capacity certainly equa! any 


pea ne = in civil life who can be employed by the Government 
in with vo works. The of their being trained 


to this employmen ha no personal motives in connection with 
the public work, having only public interests in view, makes it in 
say fal a matter of the highest possible moment, in order to se- 
cure confidence in the administration of blic works, that 
the of the Army, under its ble chief, should 
be to and control them. anything in our history 
occurred to justify the belief that we can em upon, works of this 
character any body of citizens more eminently q for these duties? 

Mr. My friend will allow me to say that this is not a new 
departure. The improvement of the Mississippi has always been under 


such direction as is proposed in the bill. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I am, of course, aware of the fact that the improve- 
ments on the Mississippi River in recent years have been taken out of 
the regular order—not placed in charge of a body of men who have for 
years enjoyed the public confidence, but in charge of gentlemen not 
connected as a body with any department of Government—gentlemen 
differing with an engineer officer who is prominently connected with 
them. Thus you have the le of a regular engineer of your serv- 
ice advising against the plan of his colleagues on that commission. 

This commission stands by itself. One of the members is a very re- 

ble and intelligent lawyer of my State, who perhaps had no ac- 
quaintance with fhe Mississippi River until his recent appointment— 
a gentleman devoted to his profession, knowing nothing, I think, about 
engineering or hydraulics, knowing nothing about public works—a 
man of ability and integrity, I have no doubt, but wholly unacquainted 
with the business of managing great public works. Are you to dis- 
place competent and trained public officials who have been connected 
with the Government works for years, under a responsible head, and put 
in their places lawyers whose education has no relation to public works? 
I think, sir, that these works should be restored to the control of re- 
sponsible officers of the Government, to a responsible department, so 
that our people may have confidence in the capacity and integrity with 
which these public works are conducted and confidence in the proper 
expenditure of their money. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is so badly informed on this subject. This 
work at the city of New Orleans is being done, and has been done for 
years, under the control of Major Stickney, of the United States Corps 
of Engineers. He is the executive officer of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, the head of which is General Gillmore, of the Corps of Engi- 
neers. Other members of that commission are General Comstock and 
Major Suter, of the Corps of Engineers. Another member is Mr. 
Mitchell, of the Coastand GeodeticSurvey. When the gentleman from 
Indiana of theeminent lawyer from hisown State who isamem- 
ber of that commission he refers to Mr. Robert S. Taylor, who was ap- 
pointed, in pursuanceof the requirement of law that oneortwocivilian 
engineers be appointed and one person who was not an engineer. 

So that this money which isto be expended at New Orleans is to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accordance 
with plans, specifications, and recommendations of the Mississippi River 
Commission, just asit hasbeen done for years. Now, Isay, is there any 
more responsible body of men to which the expenditure of that money 
could be confided? In other words, the Secretary of War first, General 
Gillmore, Major Comstock, and Major Suter, and then the executive offi- 
cer in charge, being Major Stickney,of the Corps of Engineers. [Cries 
of ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to make asuggestion ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the present amendment is exhausted. 
* Mr. REAGAN. Imoveto strike out the last word. If amended by 
striking out ‘‘under the discretion,’’ in lipe 205, and insert ‘‘ accord- 
ing to the plan,”’ then it would be done according to the plans of the 
Mississippi Commission, as the work is now being done, the money be- 
ing expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

r. BLANCHARD. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HUNT. I have no objection either. 

Mr. HOLMAN... That is not what I am aiming at. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I desire to say this: I think the gentleman 
from Indiana is laboring under some mistake. He agrees in improv- 
ing thatriver. It has gone on for some years on the idea that the im- 

t was to be made under the plans of the commission com- 

of officers of the Army and of the Geodetic Survey and of civ- 
ilians, but chiefly under the control of officers of the Army, while the 
plan is to be furnished by the commission. The expenditures are 
made under the direction of the Secretary of War. If the purpose is 
to take this from under the plan of the improvement of the Mississippi 
River as presented by the commission, then it seems to me it would 
be a mistake, unless it has become the purpose to abolish that com- 
mission and to abolish the plan and fall back to where we were before, 
— that means no effort shall be made to improve the Mississippi 

ver. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

t. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. REA- 
GaN} me. But before referring to his observations I 
wish to say to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] that 


he, too, me. What I am complaining of is the plan and 
method of the Mississippi River Commission. I had the honor, as one 
of the members of the House of Representatives and as a member 


of the committee of the House, to visit that river and the improvements 


in and examine the works at Plum Point, at Lake Providence, 
at and wherever else those works of the commission were 


then in progress. And what I object to is the continuance of works on 
the present plan of the commission. It is the plan and method of the 
commission of which I am complaining. It is the absence of responsi- 
bility of which I complain. Millions have been expended with no sat- 
isfactory results up to this time, and yet no one can be called to account. 
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There is no responsible head to the body of citizens who were spending 
in their own way these millions annually. * 

What have been the results of this system up to this time? Gentle- 
men, I presume, are aware that a very large percentage of your expend- 
itures on these works have been simply for repair of works only par- 
tially completed, repairs from the beginning. The reports now lyivg 
before you state the fact that, notwithstanding the work done to the 
extent of hundreds of thousands of dollars at, above, and below Plum 
Point, the present indication is that ‘‘ Plum Point’’ will soon become 
‘*Plum Island.’’ The river, indifferent to these large expenditures, is 
working its way eastward to a new channel. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; a question. 

Mr. DUNN. Does not the gentleman approve the plan of John Cow- 
din, who is neither an Army engineer, a civil engineer, a lawyer, nor 
a man of any responsibility in any official sense ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thatis the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it not true? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a proper question and I will answer it. 

Mr. DUNN. Isit not true? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the outlet system for the protection of the 
valley of the Mississippi is the better and safer one, and perhaps the 
only practicable one. You closed up in part, by the expenditure of the 
public money, Bonnet Carré crevasse according to the plan of the com- 
mission two years ago. What was the result?. Will the gentleman 
from Arkansas answer that question, ifhe pleases? Well, what was the 
result? A region of country extending from the river to Lake Ponchar- 
train, which had been devastated for years by that crevasse, was not re- 
claimed, but the closing up of that crevasse in the east bank of the river 
by the expenditure in part of public money inured to the benefit of a 
railroad corporation, and then a new crevasse soon occurred below in the 
west bank, and the waters of the Mississippi rushed over an extended 
region of the most fertile portions of that great State of Louisiana. Yes, 
sir; another crevasse occurs which takes the place of the one closed up 
by the commission and carries desolation and ruin to a fertile region of 
vast extent. My belief is, and it isa belief entertained by many intel- 
ligent engineers, that a properly adjusted and regulated outlet system 
is the only satety to the great valley of the Mississippi. 

Mr. DUNN. I do not know of an engineer in the world who ap- 
proves it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I do not at this time propose to discuss that 
question. It will come up later. For the present I only insist on 
placing public works under a responsible department. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Excuse me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. You ask that the work should be placed 
under the control of responsible Government officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move te strike out the last three words, and 
I will detain the committee but a moment. I do this for the purpose 
of saying simply that the statement of the gentleman from Indiana that 
Bonnet Carré crevasse was closed in the interest of a railroad company 
is not in accordance with the facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Justa word now. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Louisiana if there is not now a railroad constructed on the dike that 
was constructed across the mouth of that outlet? Did not a railroad 


join with the Government in the furnishing and expenditure of the 


money for the construction and completion of the dike, and is not that 
dike to-day the track of a railroad, and was not the Government: fands 
expended on the dike that closed up the crevasse? I ask the gentle- 
man if that is not true? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will ask the gentleman for his authority for 
that statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, it is a fact well known. It is unquestion- 
able. There isa gentleman on the other side of the Chamber within 
sound of my voice, if he will give me his attention, who knows this to 
be a fact. 

Mr.-BLANCHARD. I will say to the gentleman that we have no 
such information. We know nothing of any crevasse that was ever 
closed under the circumstances he mentions. On the contrary, ! do 
know that this Bonnet Carré crevasse was closed in good faith by the 
commission, and was put in good repair long before the railroad to 
which he refers was built. I withdraw the amendment. [Cries of 
** Vote!’? “* Vote!’’)] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

I will inform my friend from Louisiana that his State and the rail- 
road corporation in question and the commission each furnished a por- 
tion of the funds which built the dike across the mouthof the Bonnet 
Carré crevasse and closed it up; and that the said dike is now a part 
of the road-bed of that railroad. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do we understand the gentleman to say that the 
levee is now used by a railroad company, and that upon this levee 
$150,000 is to be expended ? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
the closing gf the Bonnet Carré crevasse 
closed up in part by appropriations out of the public Treasury through 
this commission join 
pany, which company is now using this dike for a road-bed; and I 


think the gentleman from New York is aware of that fact and will bear 


out the statement. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Again I ask the gentleman for his authority. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from New York is aware of the fact. 
Mr. HISCOCK (from his seat). Yes, sir. 


Mr. HOLMAN. A portion of the railroad funds was applied to that 
subject, some money of the State of Louisiana was applied to it, and a 
part of the appropriations made by us for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi went into that work, which I regret is now, or was recently, used 


as a road-bed by this railroad which engaged inits construction. And 


after the Bonnet Carré crevasse was closed, as I have said, a crevasse 


which had done but comparatively little damage, involving only a lim- 
ited region, another occurred a short distance below that point, in the 


western bank of the river, flooding one of the most fertile portions ot 
the State of Louisiana, of vast extent. 

I say, sir, therefore that so far as I am advised—and such was cer- 
tainly the opinion of other members of the committee sent by this 


House during the last Congress to investigate the subject—a well- 
regulated system of outlets for the floods of that great river is the only 


solution of the important question of reclaiming from the floods that 
vast and fertile region. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question: Has my friend from Indiana at hand the opinion, or is he 
aware of the fact, that any engineer of ability has indorsed that plan? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes,I think so; more than one; and yet at this 
moment I do not recall them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I should be glad to know who. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not the name in my memory, but I think 
there are several could be named. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The universal authority of the best engi- 
neers is against that plan as destructive to the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not all, byanymeans. The gentleman is, 
I think, mistaken in saying that this is the universal opinion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have never heard of but one engineer 
who indorsed a scintilla of any such doctrine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The experience of many years in dealing with the 
river, in the judgment of many intelligent rivermen, 
the soundness of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do. 


Mr. LONG. Iask that the pending amendment be again reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn lines 205 and 206 strike out the words “jurisdiction of the Mississippi River 
Commission’’ and insert “ under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 71, noes 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 


[Cries of ‘ Vote!"’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 
Does the gentleman withdraw the pro forme 


I demand tellers. [Cries of “‘No!’’ “‘No!’’] 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon the demand? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. At the request of the chairman of the commit- 
tee I withdraw the demand for tellers. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to amend by inserting at the end of the 
paragraph what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ Secretary of War,” in line 206, insert: “Provided, That no 
portion of said $150,000 shall be expended in the repair, erection, maintenance, 
or paving of levees, or in the grading or revetment of the banks of the Missis- 
sippi River owned by private parties or municipalities.” 

Mr. THOMAS. I hope that will be accepted. 

Mr. HUNT. I ask for the reading of the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. : ° 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana desire to be 
heard in opposition to the amendment ? ; 

Mr. HUNT. I do, sir; I rise for that purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, I consider it my duty to correctthe misapprehensions 
which have been expressed here regarding this matter under debate. 
The $150,000 to be given is, strictly ng, a harbor tion: 
A harbor is a place for the shelter of ships—a nerh--osilt thd 150,000 
proposed to be appropriated is to be expended for the necessary 
tection and secarity of the great harbor at New Orleans, the Sind 
harbor in importance in the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the engineer officer says in spraking of the $1,400,000 
of property immediately involved: . 

But this does not represent the whole interest at stake, The river front here 
is being used for a of commerce and navigation, interests suf- 
el acid is oa oe than tlie value of Saupe densi eaek 
there, andl its value can not be estimated. ’ 


This refers to the Goldsborough bank. Further on the same officer 
says: 


In order to make the city of New Orleans secure from danger of breaks inthe 


Oh, no, sir; I am coasting of outlet system and 
above New Orleans, a crevasse 


with the State of Louisiana and a railroad com- 


has demonstrated: 








levee, and from bving gradually washed away, it isnecessary to protect the bank 
in this bend— 
The Carrollton bend— 


but the immediate importance of the work is small when compared with what 
it isat Goldsborough. 


There are two places, then, to be protected — one at Goldsborough 
bank and the other at the Carrollton bend—and the protection of both 
places is required for the security of one of the greatest harbors in 
America, near the mouth of the Mississippi River, second in commer- 
cial importance only to the port of New York. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentlemanallow me—— 

Mr. HUNT. Excuse aes 7 time. is ~~ -wpee In the report of 
the engineers it appears that i r protection is now go- 
ing on, and their estimate is for 000. This includes their plar'of 
revetment. It includesa plan of ens in accordance with the 
recommendations, specifications, plans of the River Commission, 
of scientific, symmetrical, and of general application under correct su- 
perintendence. It requires, evidently, proper liberty and discretion, 
and is an indispensable public harbor improvement in the strictest 
sense of the terms. 

The opinion that the diffusion of waters will increase and benefit navi- 
gation is not considered a respectable opinion in modern engineering 
science, and the attempt, Mr. Chairman, to prescribe limitations to the 
proper discretion of the scientific men connected with the civil service 
and particularly with the engineering corps, such as will prevent this 
improvement at New Orleans from being carried out in good faith, is 
the indulgence of a legislative liberty which, if successful, might_re- 
sult in the loss of interests of y and of commerce of the most 
general character and of the most important nature. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HEPBURN. These improvements are not on the east bank of 
the river, but they are at the town of Algiers; and the gentleman from 
Louisiana is entirely mistaken, in my judgment, when he indulges in the 
affirmation that they are in any way connected with the commerce of 
the Mississippi River-—— 

Mr. H - I read what the engineer said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Or with the safety of the vessels navigating the 
river. I venture the statement that these improvements are solely or 
mainly for the protection of the individual property of residents living 
opposite the city of New Orleans. 

Mr. HUNT. You are mistaken. It is not so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I appeal from the interested declaration of the 
gentleman to that better statement that I find in the report of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission. 

Mr. HUNT. What do you mean by ‘‘ interested statement ?’’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. I mean what I say, that*you are interested as a 
Representative in securin i lati ; 


g this app: on. 
Mr. HUNT. Interested—how? maine 
HEPBURN. Asa ive. 

r 


. HUNT. Do you mean as a man of honor and public spirit? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I mean as a man of the very highest honor. 
Mr. HUNT. Then I have no objections to your statement. 
HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, let me your attention to the 
language of this réport in regard to the importance of protecting 
Goldsborough bank. That is a part of the harbor that, with Carroll- 
ton bend, constitutes largely the harbor that is to be improved. The 
engineer says: 
IMPORTANCE OF PROTECTING GOLDSBOROUGH BANK. 

From my report of November 19. the value of land and improvements in 

the bend, which in . 

eee re nace tis ee ceeeee eee 


located there, and its value can not be estima’ 
COMPARISON. 
The caving of bank in Carrollton bend causesa very small loss of y 
comnpeees © wane Game Sea Sea in 
Carrollton bend are almost nothing, w they are very 


New Orleans secure 
breaks in levee and from ually washed away it is 
tect the bank in Carrollton ; but the immediate importance of the work is 
sma!l com to what it is at Goldsborough. 
lly submitted. 
W. G. PRICE, 
United States Assistant Engineer 
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are invested, they are where there is a possibility 

gen undoubt- 








NEW ORLEANS HARBOR. 


date report a mattress 400 feet in width was being laid in Carrollton 
a the ne material the rising river forced a suspen- 
— been completed and —_ and 
work been resumed, owing to the more pressing necessity of pro- 
aie pty Le Goldsborough eee teed en —_ will coneiat et 
series of sloping rs, 80 an as to move the 
0 serlenet ovine aver tem bank to be protected. These spurs rest ona 
mattress 200 feet wide and 350 feet long laid on the bed of the river and normal 
bank, atlow-water mark. The — themselves are built up 
ber with brush and loaded with stone. The width of the 
structure ote vottons is 60 feet, which diminishes by steps to 20 feet atthe top, 
the size and arrangement of the cribs being such that the top of the finished 
of oo to3 a feet | eaneeeee ak 

the river. The distance apart of the spurs will vary m 500 to 

Or coming to the curvature of the banks. ‘Gus spur isnow well under 
way and two more will probably be nearly completed with the funds now 
available ; 


Deer de cart Sead. The cxtimate for continuing thie work and for 
completing the revetment in Carrollton bend is $683,600. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to strike out the last two words. I do 
so because I do not wish the statements of the gentleman from Iowa, 
(Mr. HEPBURN] made, as I now they are, in good faith, to go unchal- 
1 The gentleman speaks of this improvement at Goldsborough 
caer Carroliton. Although these villages are within the limits of the 
city of New Orleans I will say, for my friend [Mr. Hun], that they are 
outside of his district. . 

Now, then, what we need at New Orleans is—I will be very frank 
with this committee—what we need there is not a deepening of the 
river, because the river is already sufficiently deep; but there enters in 
from the mouth of the Mississippi a vast amount of ocean shipping 
which finds its way to the wharves of New Orleans, extending four or 
five miles in length on both sides of the river, and is there moored for 

of commerce. The city of New Orleans, as gentlemen know, 
5 situated in a bend of the Mississippi—hence its name of the ‘‘ Cres- 
cent City.’’ It is well known to every one who knows anything about 
the Mississippi River that at times acres of land will fall into the stream 
as a result of caving. Within ashort distance of the bank of the river 
in New Orleans is located the custom-house of the Government, which 
cost, if I recollect right, about $2,000,000. Now, in order to prevent 
this immense caving in of the banks on both sides of the river in a city 
of nearly 300,000 inhabitants, a city with the greatest amount of ship- 
ping of any in the United States except the city of New York, we ask 
that this $150,000 be appropriated to be used for the legitimate purpose 
of the ation of the harbor of New Orleans. It is not to protect 
anybody’s private property. It is just as legitimate, I submit in all 
candor, to expend money in preserving a arbor as in maintaining the 
0 Mr. Chairman, these works that are being 
and at Carrollton, just at the upper edge 
of the city of New Orleans, are for the purpose of preventing the cav- 
ing of the baak there and for the purpose of deflecting the current 
which, on its way down along the city front, where the shipping is 
moored, will cause caving and the destruction of the harbor. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the amendment 


CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Add at the end of line 206 the following: 
. Thai no portion of said $150,000 shall be expended in the repairing, 
maintenance, or paving of levees, or in the grading or revetment of 
the banks of the Mississippi River owned by private parties or municipalities.” 
Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep- 
BURN] that he add to his amendment the words, ‘‘or for the protec- 


tion vate property.”’ 
Mr. WONT. Better not give the money at all. 


Mr. YOUNG. I would ask the gentleman whether he means this 
money to Y for the reclamation of overflowed lands or merely for 
the of cities? 


Mr. HEPBURN. I mean just what the amendment says. I donot 
—_ the money to be used for the construction, paving, or maintenance 
The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Hepsurn, and 


ona vote there were—ayes 61 60. 
Mr. BLANCHARD, I demand tellers 


Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend from Louisi ill not do that. 
Mr. KING. Yes; lat us have tellers. Boe as ate ee 


were ordered ; and the chairman appointed Mr. HEPBURN and 
Mr. BLANCHARD. : = P om 


Fondling the sencesmment of the vote, 
“ae, ITE, of ys peony gaa Chairman, would it be in order 
Me WHITE of K os Sietemees 
. @pause). Mr. Chairman, I ask for 
Gnaliaanetiae diavte decane is left with- 
out a quorum there are but two in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. It has not yet ascertained whether there is 
quorum or not. As soon as the Chair ascertains that fact he will act 


The reported—ayes 
Mr. BUDD. No quorum. o—— 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


——_——— 


OS 
rs 


1407 


The CHAIRMAN. Under therules of the House, it being ascertained 
that there is no quorum voting, the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that metion, I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Kentucky on the right [Mr. 
WILLIS] moves that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I move that the House donow 
adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Tuesday next. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
submit certain personal requests. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to the sub- 
mission of personal requests? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs], that when the House adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to mect on Tuesday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My motion has precedence. 

Mr. MILLS. It has not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to present a report for 
the sake of having it printed and placed on the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


If there be no objection, the Chair will 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title: when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (8. 1793) to amend section .4434 of title 52 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning commerce, navigation, and the 
regulation of steam vessels. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, is that privileged ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a matter of the highest privilege 
known to the rules. 

Mr. REED, af Maine. Against a motion to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Against a motion to adjourn. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] 
moves that when this House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does that motion take precedence of my mo- 
tion that the House do now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair certainly thinks it does. 
The House must determine the time to which it will adjourn before it 
adjourns, and the rule so declares. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, pending that motion I ask unanimous 
consent (as it is evident that the remaining time will be consumed) 
that the House now take a recess until 10 o’clock on Monday next. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. I call for the regulag order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILus}, that when 
the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, has not the House deter- 
mined to take a recess at 6 o’clock this evening ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the order of the House. The 
motion is now made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MIL‘s] that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILLs, there were— 
ayes 14, noes 66. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for tellers. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted, tellers are 
ordered; and the Chair appoints the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
WHITE, and the gentleman from Texas, Mr. MILLs. 

Ma WHITE, of Kentucky. This is not my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr 
TOWNSHEND, will act as a teller with the gentleman from Texas. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 2. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (before the tellers had announced the 
negative vote). Pending the count by the tellers, the Chair asks unan- 


imous consent tosubmit several reports from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 475) granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden; and 

A bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools. 

Mr. NEECB, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of H. G. P. White, Peter Hanger, and 
L. T. Green. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found traly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9577) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes. 

















































Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me just coaarond. Two of the general ap- 
propriation bills—the Post-Office bill the ve bill—are ready 
for consideration; and I do not believe that either of them will occupy 
the House more than a few hours. I think the Post-Office bill can be 
got through to-day and the legislative bill to-morrow; and then there 
will be no other general appropriation bill ready for immediate consid- 
eration. 

The sundry civil bill will be the next, and I think the interyal be- 
tween the Post-Office and the legislative appropriation bill can be well 
devoted to finishing up the river and harbor bill. Then we'can take 
up the sundry civil bill, and then the peril of unfortunate delay will 
be avoided. 

Mr. WILLIS. _I desire to say this committee has in good faith, as 
I think the House will bear witness, been as expeditious as we could 
to dispose of this bill. We have already passed several points in the 
bill which have been objected to, and the committee has amendments 
to other points objected to which I think will be satisfactory to the 
House and the Committee of the Whole. The only questions that re- 
main now are the reading of the bill and getting through with it. We 
are at the point of Galveston, and the committee has an amendment in 
regard to that which meets with the approbation of the committee, and 
I think will meet with the approbation of every member of the House. 
I believe so; at least I hope so. It will, I think, too, give rise to no 
debate. 

When the Mississippi River is reached I say to the gentleman from 
Indiana, who is interested in that, the committee has an amendment 
eliminating Captain Eads from any control and limiting the expendi- 
ture to the plan in the first and second Mississippi River Commission 
reports, which gets rid of the costly reyetment system to which several 
gentlemen here are opposed. The committee have in good faith en- 
deavored to take out of the bill everything objectionable, and it now 
remains whether this costly plant of the Government scattered over the 
country shall be u at a loss of hundreds of thousands of doilars, 
or whether we shall e the necessary provision for the great rivers 
and harbors of the country, which we can do in this session. The gen- 
tleman can make this issue at any time during the day if we pass the 
hourof 12 o'clock, and I submit in good faith, and as a matter of good 
sense, if we pass 120’clock to-day, the District of Columbia Commit- 
tee well have the day after 2 o’clock. The Journal will be read; the 
morning hour will take up another hour; the call of committees, which 
you can not get rid of, will take up another hour; then the wrangle be- 
tween these committees, if we have a wrangle—the contest between 
them will take the day. « 

In the interest of the expedition of the public business let us go on 
and pass these two hours which the House by an overwhelming vote 
has set apart, as the gentleman knows, for the consideration of the river 
and harbor bill, and not waste two hours now in fruitless contention; 
because we all understand we can easily tide over these two hours with- 
out any one being benefited by it. Let us go on in good faith and con- 
sider the bill, and when we pass 12 o’clock let the gentleman from 
Illinois get up and move the committee rise for the purpose of consid- 
ering the Post-Office bill, and we will have an end of the contest, and 
we will have the benefit of the whole day instead of allowing it to be 
wasted in the call of the States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can not the tleman consent before 12 o’clock 
is reached that the adjournment shall take place in the usual way ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Does not the gentleman know the motion emake is 
in the interest of saving time? If you do get the floor five minutes 
after 12 o’clock you can get up then, and if you can the majority 
of the House you will have the benefit of the day. we go on with 
the programme the gentleman suggests we will consume two hours; 
we will .only waste them. If we remain in session, what I mean is 
that when we pass 12 o’clock the gentleman from the Appropriations 
Committee can make the motion, and if a majority of the House sus- 
tains him, then they can go on with the Post-Office appropriation bill 
and save three hours. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from at must see we can not pass 
12 o’clock without adjournment, or we will lose the day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I Sealtobomny to Cioguatienen fon Kentucky, 
if he will give me his attention, I most desire he may use the 
two hours this morning in the consideration of his bill. If I could get 
an assurance then the would adjourn, and let the ordinary busi- 
ness of the House be proceeded with, I would take my seat. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will go further, to show my, pee eet faith. 
This House knows, Mr. Speaker, that this is the ‘Columbia 
Committee day, and that committee hasno businessto callup. The first 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 6 o’clock having arrived, 
the House now, in pursuance of its previous order, stands in recess until 
10 o’clock a. m. on Monday next. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the Honse at 10 o’clock a. m. (Monday, 
February 9) resumed its session, Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, as the House is very well aware, the 
recess which has just expired was taken for the purpose of resuming 
this morning the consideration of the river and harbor bill. If the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsSuEND] wants to waste public time, he 
has it in his power todo so. If his motion is voted down, I shall ask 
the House to continue the consideration of the river and harbor bill, 
with the honest purpose of finishing it. We have been delayed in the 
progress of this bill because of the want ofa quorum. As the Speaker 
is well aware, a good part of this House has been engaged in making 
up a Cabinet for the next President—and various members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, its chairman and several other members, have 
been included in that—and another portion of them have been engaged 
in festivities, and by their absence we have been frequently left with- 
out a quorum, and hence delay has occurred in the progress of this bill. 
But as they are all here now, and as the Cabinet, I hope, is made up, 
and as I hope we are now ready for business, I trust this House will 
vote down the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, and let us go on 
in good faith with this river and harbor bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, during the whole of the time that 
the river and harbor bill has been under consideration I have tip to Satur- 
day last voted every time with the friends of the biil to facilitate its 
passage. OnSaturday I asked the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to let the House understand that he would permit an ad- 
journment to-day just before 12 o’dlock, all the time till then being oc- 
cupied with this bill. But the gentleman declined to give any such 
assurance. 

Now, it was made known last week that the Committee on Appro- 
priations would not interfere during that week with this bill; but no- 
tice was given that they would to-day seek the floor for the purpose of 
bringing up general appropriation bills. I feel, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not interrupt my friend. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ijustaskone moment. It has been suggested to me 
that a remark I made just now in regard to the absence of members 
may be misconstrued, and I desire to withdraw it. 

Mr. GIBSON. And not have it appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. WILLIS. Have it considered as ignored. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I want to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky I would be willing again to do all in my power to facilitate 
action on his bill as he knows I have heretofore done until Saturday 
last. But I feel, Mr. Speaker, that now the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors should give way for the consideration of the general appro- 
priation bills, which are now ready. The Post-Office i bill 


and the legislative appropriation bill are ready. I wou my friend | business is the of States for the formal introduction of bills and 
to remember that when his bill goes over to the Senate the Committee | joint resolutions; and no one will introduce bills or joint resolutions at 
on Commerce will perhaps have no other bill to consider, whereas the | this late day, as there can be no expectation of getting at 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate will have to consider all | this period of the session. To show my perfect faith I will go 
SR ee pe ee = 
ate as soon as e. D a an shall the ques- 
extra session a euahe to tiie Ga Oa ville Ohi which are = ee ae 
ready and get them out of the way, and in intervals which may | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Let the hour of 12 o’clock be 

occur between these bills the gent from Kentucky can proceed | even for one minute and there will be no session of Monday, and it will 
with the river and harbor bill. be the continuation of the legislative day of Saturday. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield to me. 
I do not belong to either of these committees that seek to bring before 
the House their respective measures. I have endeavored to facilitate 
the Committee on Commerce in every way I could in consideration of 
the river and harbor bill. There is no doubt about the fact we are un- 
certain as to whether or not all of these bills can be passed before the 
4thof March. Whatever may be the opinion of several gentlemen com- 
posing these committees there is an unrest in my own mind as well as in 
that of other gentlemen as to whether they can be passed or not. 

It is a grave situation and we ought to proceed carefully in reference 
to it. The river and harbor bill is the only bill that the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce will have to.consider when it shall have reached 
them. The bulk of the appropriation bills proper have not been passed 
by this House. When we shall have passed them they will, of course, 

to the Senate and undergo the examination of the Senate commit- 
fee, come back into the Senate, and each in its turn will have to.go 
the process of examination, consideration, and amendment in 


i 


by TOWNSHEND. May I interrupt my friend from Georgia to say 
advised that the Senate-Appropriation Committee has no bill be- 
itatall now? I understand they are al! before the Senate, and that 
is nothing, unless this bill shall be sent to them, for that commit- 
tee to work upon. 

Mr. RYAN. I beg to correct my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam informed that they have no bill before 


Feee 


Mr. RYAN. That-is a mistake; there are bills pending now before 
that committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What bills? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is not a matter of so much consequence whether 
they have bills now to consider or not; one thing is certain, they have 
bills before the Senate which they are bound tolook after. If, however, 
that committee has bills before it, it is altogether likely that they will 
soon be disposed of, and the committee will have to wait on the House. 
These bills ought to go to the Senate committee at once. 

-Mr. er, I have had some experience, I may be permitted to say, 
at the 


close of a session of Congress as to the difficulties encountered by 
the Committee on Appropriations, and especially those who are placed 
on conference committees at such a time as this; and I do think in a 


that experience there has been nothing so straining to the pétience, 
time, and endurance of the individual members of this House as the 
overcrowding of work in conference committees at the close of the ses- 
sion. 
The very Post-Office bill which we are now seeking to consider is an 
illustration. Having been a member of that committee I know that 
on one night the conferees were in session until after 1 o’clock in the 
morning; and on another night, being the closing night of the session, 
they were continually engaged until 4 o’clock in the morning endeav- 
owng to ogee to a conference report. This applies to all the appro- 
tion ; and this will be the situation of the Appropriations 
‘ ittee of the Senate when we come to the closing hours of the 
session, while the Committee on Commerce of the Senate will have 
nothing but this bill all the while to take up and consider. It seems 
to me it is a very easy matter for us to take up the riwer and harbor 
bill in the intervals between the consideration of the other appropria- 
tion bills and send them over to the Senate, so that that committee can 
have time to consider.and report them to the Senate and bring the two 
Houses to a vote on any questions of disagreement that may arise. 

I do trust, sir, that these annual appropriation bills, which can not 
fail without involving an extra session, will command the first consid- 
eration of this House. 

.- HAMMOND. Will my colleague from Georgiaallow me a ques- 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The pointas I understand it now is how to avoid 
the hour that is for under the new rule for the consideration 
of business to which no objection is made, and also the call of States; 
and the Committee on Riversand Harbors say that at a quarter past 12 
o’clock they will allow the committee to rise and a test be made be- 
tween the two bills pending at that time. Would it not then be a pos- 
itive saving.of time — on for two hours and pass over the Monday’s 
session, by wai until half past 12 o’clock, and then test the qnes- 
tion in the House the consideration of these two bills? 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the two committees of the House are not them- 
selves agreed ds to what is the best thing to be done; and in the midst 
Sothing, 00 in al jeobablity the whole Time will be wactea. "Womans 

as ty whole time will be wasted. Noman 
can foresee the result. 


Mr. HAMMOND. But the suggestion that has been made will cer- 
Sonic meio: the saving of the two hours to which I have alluded, 
and ‘ns ight is it not better than anything else that has been sug- 

Mr. BURNES. Will my friend from Georgia permit me to interrupt 
him for a correction? 

Mr. . Of course, for a correction I will yield to the gentle- 
man. 


XVI——89 





























purpose. 


Mr. BURNES. 


Mr. BLOUNT. 
correction of my remarks. 


order of consideration. 


tucky declines to do. 


I understand the gentleman to say that the two 
committees were not agreed as to the policy that should be pursued. 
The Committee on Appropriations is unanimously agreed that at 12 
o’clock to-day this House shall adjourn and the Appropriations Com- 
mittee shall have the floor, and that every effort shall be made for that 
The Appropriations Committee has no dissenting voice in it. 
We are perfectly unanimous that the best interests of the country and 
the best interest of legislation demand that the appropriation bills shall 
be proceeded ‘with after 12 o’clock to-day. 
I do not understand the gentleman to have made any 
On the contrary, it is manifest from his owa 
statement that the disagreement I alluded to between the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and the Appropriations Committee does exist. 
gentleman from Missouri announces that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have agreed that they will endeavor to do a certain thing. 
is but a committee composed of fifteen members. 
sary for the House te interpose to accomplish what they desire and to 
determine for itself which of the two bills shall have precedence in the 
I understand the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] to propose to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] 
to take the two hours this morning for the consideration of the river and 
harbor bill, and after that to let the House go on with the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill, which the gentleman from Ken- 
On the contrary, he proposes to go on until 12 
o’clock perhaps, or until nearly 12 o’clock, or I believe his proposition is 
to go beyond 12, and then have a struggle as to which committee shall 
have recognition. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
vania suggests, an all-day fight. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





Which means an all-day fight. 
Which means, perhaps, as my friend from Pennsy]- 
And if the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors can not agree to take the two hours which the gentleman 
trom Illinois proposes to concede to them, I think the members of this 
House outside of those committees should decide which of them shall 
have its business considered. 


I eall for the regular order. 


Before the negative vote was counted, 
Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 
On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 19. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


Count the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


voting 139; as follows: 


Beach, 

Blount, 

Boyle, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Brown, W. W. 
Browne, T. M. 
Burnes, 
Campbell, J. E. 


Ferrell, 
Follett, 
Fyan, 
Hardy, 
Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Horr, 
Hutchins, 
Kelley, 
Le Fevre, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lyman, 
Muldrow, 


Blanchard, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Buchanan, 
Budd, 
a 


Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Carleton, 


other side. 


The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND], whomoves that the House 
do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 53, nays 131, not 


YEAS—53. 


Mutchler, 

O’ Neill, Charles 

Ranney, 

Reed, T. B. 

Rice, 

Ryan, 

Shively, 

Smith, H. Y 

Steele, 

Stewart, J. W. 

Stockslager, 

Storm, 

Swope, 

Townshend, 
NAYS—&. 

Clardy, 

Converse, 

Cox,8.8. 

Crisp, 

Culberson, D. B. 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Davidson, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, L. H, 
Davis, R. T. 


The regular order is called for. 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND }, which is that the House now resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of consid- 
ering general appropriation bills. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, there 
were ayes 36. 


The affirmative, ip the judgment of 
the Chair, is not a sufficient number to order the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
ing of the yeas and nays. 

The negative vote being counted, there were noes 67—the affirmative 
being more than one-fifth of the whole vote. 
I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, 46 members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. SPRINGER and 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 21, noes 76. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 


I hope business will not be delayed by the order- 


Turner, Oscar 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Winany, E. B. 
Yaple. 


Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Ellis, 
Everhart, 
Forney, 
Funston, 


The 


That 
It will be neces- 
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Mr. 
three to one that its order shall be respected, 





Gibson, Johnson, Pierce, Summer, C. A. 
Greenleaf, Jones, J. H. Poland, Taylor, E. B. 
Guenther, Jones, J, T. Post, Taylor, J. D. 
Halsell, Kean, Price, Taylor, J. M. 
Hammond, King, Pryor, Thomas, 
Hancock, Lanham, Pusey, Tillman, 
Hardeman, Lewis, Reagan, Tucker, 
Hart, McCoid, Reese, Turner, H. G. 
Hatch, H. H. McMillin, Riggs, Van y 
Hatch, W. H. Mills, Robertson Wakefield, 
Haynes, Marphy, Rogers, J. H Wallace, 
Hemphill, Neece, Rogers, W. F Ward, 
Henderson, D.B. Nelson, Rosecrans Warner, Richard 
Henderson, T. J. Nutting, Rowell, Weaver, 
Hepburn, Oates, Seymour Wellborn, 
Herbert, Ochiltree, Slocum Willis, 
Hewitt,G. W. O'Hara, Smalis Wilson, James 
Houk, Payne, Snyder Wilson, W. L. 
Houseman, Peel, Springer, Wise, G.D. 
Hunt Perkins, Stevens York, 
Hurd, Peters, Stewart, Charles Young. 
Jeffords, Pettibone, Strait, 
NOT VOTING—139. 

Adanis, J.J. Ellwood, Lamb, Ray, Ossian 
Aiken, Evans, Lawrence, Reid, J. W. 
Alexander, Fiedler, Libbey, Robinson, J. 8. 
Arnot, Findlay, Lovering, Robinson, W. E 
Barbour, Finerty, Lowry, Rockwell, 
Barr, Foran, McAdoo, Russel! 
Belmont, Garrison, McComas, Seney, 
Bingham, Geddes McCormick, Shaw, 
Bland, George Matson, Singleton 
Boutelle, Glascock Maybury, Skinner, C. R. 
Bowen, Goff, Millard, Skinner, T. G. 
Brainerd, Graves Miller, J. F. Smith, A. Herr 
Bratton, Green Miller, 8. H. Spooner, 
Breitung, Hanback, Milliken, Spriggs, 
Brumm, Harmer, Mitchell, Stephenson, 
Buckner, Henley, Money, Stone, 
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, A.8. Morgan, Struble, 
Campbell, J. M. Hill, Morrill, Sumner, D. H. 
Chalmers, Hitt, Morrison, Talbott, 
Clay, Hoblitzeil, orse, Thompson, 
Clements, Holmes, Moulton, Throckmorton, 
Cobb, Holton, Muller, Tully, 
Collins, Hooper, Murray, Valentine, 
Connolly, Hopkins, Nicholls, Van Alstyne, 
Cook, Howey, O’ Ferrall, Vance, 
Covington, James, O'Neill, J. J. Weller, 
Cox, W. R. Jones, B. W. Paige, Wemple, 
Craig, Jones, J. K. Parker, Williams, 
Curtin, Jordan, Patton, Winans, John 
Cutcheon, Keifer, Payson, Wise, J. 8. 
Dargan, Kellogg, Phelps, Wolford, 
Deuster, Ketcham, Potter, Wood, 
Dibble Kleiner, Randall, Woodward, 
Eaton, Lacey, Rankin, Worthington. 
Elliott, Laird, Ray, G. W. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 


The Clerk read the names of members voting. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. 
further notice. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
on this vote. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
declared by a vote of 
now move that the 


MORRISON with Mr. Howey, on all political questions, until 


SHAw with Mr. Lairp, until further notice. 

Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLOGG, until further notice. 
GARRISON with Mr. BARR, until further notice. 
LOVERING with Mr. GzorGE, on this vote. 

MITCHELL with Mr. JAMEs, on this vote. 

MURRAY with Mr. PHELPs, on this vote. 

Cook with Mr. Payson, on this vote. 

VAN ALSTYNE with Mr. Hotes, on this vote. 
THOMPSON with Mr. RocKWELL, on this vote. 

SprRieGs with Mr. SPoonER, on this vote. 

SINGLETON with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 

SENEY with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, on this vote. 
O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. PARKER, on this vote. 
PAIGE with Mr. MILLEr, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. 
MAYBURY with Mr. MILLARD, on this vote. 

Lowry with Mr. McCormick, on this vote. 

Hit. with Mr. CUTCHEON, on this vote. 

Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. HANBACK, on this vote. 
GEDDES with Mr. Gorr, on this vote. 

FORAN with Mr. ELLWoop, on this vote. 

CLEMENTS with Mr. Craia, for this day. 

CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, 


AIKEN with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

McApoo with Mr. HARMER, on this vote. 

MULLER with Mr. Lacey, for the day. 
THROCKMORTON with Mr. McComas, for the day. 
ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. Lispey, for the day. 
CLAY with Mr. STEPHENSON, on this vote. 

Hopkins with Mr. BrumM, on this vote. 


WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, the House ha 
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House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Jnion. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask if I have not misunder- 
stood the Chair as deciding that if this debate should continue unti! 
one minute past 12, and the House should then adjourn, the effect 
would be to lose the session of Monday entirely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand what 
decision the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wurré] is attributing to 
the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understood the Chair before the yea- 
and-nay vote was taken to say in answer to some gentleman upon the 
floor that if this debate should continue until one minute beyond 12 
o’clock Monday’s session would be lost. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so decided. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, Then, pending the motion of my col- 
league [Mr. W1LL18] that the House now resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of discussing 
the river and harbor bill, I move that the House adjourn, so that we 
shall not lose Monday’s session. 

Mr. WILLIS. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Wu1Te] is in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. If this motion to adjourn is voted down, wii! it be competent 
for the committee after 12 o’clock to rise and determine whether it will 
consider the Post-Office appropriation bill or the river and harbor bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Most certainly it will. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] moves that the House do now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union; pending which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wuirr] 
moves that the House do now adj 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask if we can 
not have the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to 


 — : 2 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no authority to answer 
as to any nt. 


Mr. WILLIS. There is no agreement about it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr 
WHITE] withdraws his motion. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union os HAMMOND in the chair), and resumed 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the 
construction, ir, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, en for other ee. 

The CHAIRMAN. When thecommittee rose on Saturday the pend- 
ing question was upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HersBuRN] and the House was dividing by tellers. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HersBuRN] and the gentleman from Lonisi- 


ana [Mr. BLANCHARD] will resume their places as tellers, and 
the Clerk will ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 20 insert: 

‘Provided, That no portion of said $150,000 shall be expended in the repair, erec- 


tion, maintenance, or paving of levees, or in the ing or revetment of the 

banks of the Mississippi River owned by private parties or municipalities.” 
The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 60, noes 105. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. ; 

bee? CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph of the 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving Aransas Pass and Bay, Texas: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 


The 
The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 
Im Brazos Texas: Contin im $25,000. 
Pesecis Bos ea Dery cere moose 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the 
last word of the first read by the Clerk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The has read two other paragraphs since 


a py my of Kentucky. Yes; but he did so when I was trying 
e * 

CHAIRMAN. The from Kentucky [Mr. Warr] 

rose, and the Chair recognized him. He then entered into conversation 


with the on his right (Mr. Joszpn D. Taytor], and the 


Clerk read on. 





1885. 


Mr. WHITE, of ar 4 Which the Clerk had no right to do. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLO I offer an amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After insert following: 
A led ae ate aooney appropriated in this act shall be paid out 
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for the purposes herein named until such payments shall be approved by the | 


Attorney-General of the United States as legal and constitutional.” 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR addressed the committee. [See Appen- 
dix. 

i. POST, of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, reluctantly I rise to beg the indulgence of this com- 
mittee. Not often have I claimed your attention; nor would I now 
did not the dictates of humanity require that some voice be raised in 
behalf of the much-maligned Committee on Rivers and Harbors. For 
them there is no couch of down, but each insatiate suitor for the peo- 

le’s coin upon their devoted heads pours forth the vials of his wrath. 
‘or days these gentlemen have been tortured and tormented by their 
associates with a relish and unction worthy of the cruelty inflicted by 
Parrhasius, the: painter of Athens, upon the aged Olynthian captive. 
With attentive ears we have listened to their plaints. Analyzed, they 
amount only to the conflicting claims of rival discoverers. The hith- 
erto undiscovered beauties and great possibilities of certain regions of 
our country as they are unfolded to us in the brilliant rhapsodies of 
upon this floor having pet schemes to foster at the public 
expense are indeed most marvelous. By their fervid eloquence in de- 
fense of the old flag and an appropriation, swamp lands and barren 
deserts become fertile plains and blossom as the rose. 

Shallow creeks and rivers whose elongated names are greater in ex- 
tent, I ween, than the streams themselves, are made to appear as vast 
deeps upon, whose placid bosoms the commerce of the world might ride 
in majesty and still have room for more. 

Hamlets as yet unnamed upon the maps flash upon the public notice 
with meteoric brilli , pictured as the future great trade centers of 
the country by the lurid oratory of the Representative whoseeks a mod- 
icum of the redundant revenues wherewith to render himself more solid 
with his confiding constituents. [Laughter and applause. } 

Historical, and scientific societies are ever and anon be- 
8 upon individuals for discoveries considered to be of value 
to the human family. Banquets are given, laudatory resolutions are 
passed, in fact eloquence runs riot in honor of men who by researcli, 
experiment, or exposure to the elements have added to the store of 
human knowledge. 

Sir, the title to this bill is a misnomer. Instead of being an ordi- 
nary appropriation bill it is in reality a bill of discovery, and the paltry 
sums recommended to be expended thereon are in the nature of an in- 
ducement from some of these streams to remain with us all the year 
round rather than ascend heavenward in summer-time responsive to 
ba nak Mr Chale of the ons torrid heat. 

. Chairman, shall the Congress of the United States prove 
= those of its membership who have, as recorded in this 
bill, rivaled the achievements of the most noted and eminent of the 
discoverers whose names have been inscribed upon theroll of fame? Be 
it notso. Butratherletus pause and pay homage to the men who have 
rescued from oblivion and elevated-to dignity of great national water 
ways diminutive rivers, which appear positively forthe first time in 
this country, and for a limited season only (unless properly cared for, 

of expense) in this wonderful aggregation brought together 
by the skill and untiring energy of our River and Harbor Committee. 
I appeal, therefore, to the members of this House to deal more tenderly 
with these deserving statesmen. Cease, I pray you, to revile them, and 
in no more against their lack of capacity. 

Is one among you who has done for his country, for the cause 
of education, for posterity, anything so commendable, so grand or pa- 
triotic, as to have discovered the absolute necessity to the perpetuity of 
our institutions of improving the Withlacoochee River or the widening 
of Wappoo Cut? If not, then hold your peace. 

Why, sir, some of the less thoughtful of our members have stood 
upon this floor and with wild gesticulations and in stentorian tones 
havecomplained because the members of this committee have held their 
sessions with closed doors and refused to be interrupted in their delib- 
erations by the murmurings of the common herd, who were actuated 
a! mercenary — = + agree m loquacious friend from 

yfora the rk,’’ as he heartless] 
aoe eee oat ; 

Is it unnatural that a body of men bent upon such a tremendous 

should withdraw themselves temporarily from the world, from 
the rude jostling of hungry suitors, that the serenity of their minds 
might not be disturbed by the jargon of the rabble? 

* THEIR LABORS ENDED. 

ow behold the glorious work which they have wrought—a pam- 
phiet bearing richest evidence of most profound erudition. I beg you 
to note in particular how the minutest detail has not been overlooked. 
We are not left to conjecture where rolls the Salkehatchie, or where 
limpid Tehifuncte winds its tortuous way, nor yet where the gur- 
waters of the Noxubee are wont to gurgle, but with conscientious 
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precision we are told exactly which of the sisterhood of States possesses 
each of these great natural channels of transportation. 

Imagine, Mr. Chairman, the irreparable loss to mankind if, as the 
grave and reverened signiors of this august committee were about to 
concentrate the power and ingenuity of their combined intellects to 
ascertain the source and course of the Chillysquawky River, the clam- 
orous demand of the gentleman from Saint Louis “‘ fora square divide *’ 
was to have thundered upon the declicately organized tympanums of 
their ears, or the irate gentleman from Wisconsin was to have flaunted 
the ‘‘ bloody shirt ’’ beneath their classie proboscides. 

I shudder, sir, as I think of what might have been the disastrous 
results of so rude an interruption of the lucubrations of this noble band 
of public benefactors. 

Having defended the committee as best I could in a general way | 
now desire to advert for a moment to a specific item in this bill. 

Many have been the expressions of surprise and harsh have been the 
criticisms because of the large appropriation recommended for the im- 
provement of Galveston harbor. Such strictures have been passed be- 
cause of ignorance as to the matchless splendor, the magnetic power, the 
God-given advantages over all others of the city of Galveston. I hold 
in my hand a map printed in the Galveston Daily News, which shows 
beyond doubt that what Duluth was but a few years ago Galveston 
now is—the hub of the universe. 

I confess, sir, that up to the moment that my desk was decorated with 
this all-convincing map, a reference to which demonstrates conclusively 
that the Creator intended that this great country should exist merely 
to pay tribute to the city of Galveston, I had entertained grave doubts 
as to the advisability of expending so much money in improving its 
harbor. Until my eyes rested upon this unanswerable chart, with the 
utmost nonchalance I would have voted ruthlessly to have stricken out 
the appropriation asked for, and viewed, without a twinge of remorse, 
the lamentations of its bereaved sponsors. 

But all is now changed. As I gaze upon this map, frescoed so artis- 
tically, my soul is stirred to its deepest depths, and I am well-nigh per- 
suaded to tap the fguntain of our nation’s wealth a /a the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], and permit the golden stream to gush 
forth unchecked to aid in furnishing a vent for the commerce which 
flows into Galveston with such ever-increasing force and volume. 

Mark you, Mr. Chairman, how monarch-like,. grand, gloomy, and pe- 
culiar, sits this metropolis of the sunny South; the waters of the Gulf 
coyly creeping in gentle wavelets to the shore, singing soft, sweetsongs 
of adulation, and again, with boisterous billows piling mountain-high, 
rushing madly to be obsequiously prostrated at her feet, to bear the 
story of the myriad crafts that sail upon Old Ocean, and which seek in 
vain the honor of mooring at her wharves. Yet look again, and see 
that as the earth revolves around the sun, so the whole of creation re- 
volves about this favored city and is but the halo which encircles the 
brow of the infinite. 

This map grows upon me at every glance. See how, far away upon 
the golden shores of the Pacific, the peopleimpatient long for an oppor- 
tunity to shower in profusion into the lap of Galveston the wealth of 
precious metals and semi-tropical luxuries of that remote region ! 

Even the polygamous Mormons of Utah with feverish anxiety only 
desire the excuse of this appropriation when they, too, will render 
generous tribute to this modern Tyre. 

Look whichever way you will, and there is visible a cord which binds 
the whole human family in closest sympathy with the welfare of Gal- 
veston. With such proof who can escape the conviction that upon the 
faté of this item hang the hopes, the fears, the happiness, and future 
prosperity of millions of souls who breathlessly await the action of this 
House. Who knows but in the fate of this item also hangs trembling 
in the balance the ultimate destiny of our nation. 

If what is here delineated be true, in my mind’s eye I see the dread 
results of a failure to respond favorably to this demand. Methinks 
even now I hear the wail of distress that will come up from Galveston; 
and which, according to the indications upon this map, will be echoed 
along the far western coast and re-echoed through the cavernous depths 
of the Yosemite. : 

Deny this boon, and the winds, as they sway the forests of the great 
Northwest, will moan piteously over the sad fate of this stupendous 
project; the overflowing granaries of the Southwest will burst with 
indignation, while the very heavens will frown with fiercest displeas- 
ure. At least I should judge so according to the map. 

Mr. Chairman, imagine the anguish of soul I suffer with these con- 
victions pressing upon my conscience, these lofty thoughts agitating 
my mind, and these emotions welling up in my bosom, to think that 
by my vote I can not assist in forwarding this humanitarian enterprise 
because of a craven fear of being held to an account therefor by those 
‘whom I represent upon this floor. 

Recently in a formal manner they requested me to quit public life 
after the 4th of March and return to their loving embrace, having 
elected another whom they could better spare than me for this work. 
They don’t understand this matter. They have not seen this map, 
and, in their benighted state, should I vote for this item, it might 
dampen the ardor of their love for me and throw a coldness over the 
meeting when I go home. [Laughter and applause. ] 
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Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote on this proposition. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. ’ 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Vicksburg Harbor, under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
$250,000. 


, i ransportation, and by the small rivers above mentioned 

— aoe, ica connections distributes these cheap rates Broughout 
the State. ta Reasnees - - great river the State has the regulating 
im Wve do not go too far when we assert that if the harbor be restored, Vieksbur, 
i i m » and i 
ee aetna al be arent rsogression and loss, and little chance 
of progress. 

For these cogent reasons I appeal to the judgment of Congress from 
the report of the Mississippi River Commission, and from the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, in behalf of this im- 
portant harbor. Shall it be preserved to the commerce of the country, 
or shall it be doomed, by niggardly parsimony, to destruction ? 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. OATEs took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the following bills, with amendments; in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

A bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson; and 

A bill H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the governmeut of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title, in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, namely : 

A bill (S. 1300) to authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck 
to his former rank in the Army, and to place him upon the retired-list 
of Army officers. | 

The message further announced that the Senate insists onits amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives to the bill (H. R. 
3258) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint Croix 
River at the most accessible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s 
Falls, Minn., and agreed to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Messrs. CONGER, MCMILLAN, and VEsT as conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on theamendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 729) for the protection of 
children in the District of Columbia, and for other pu 

Also, that the President pro icmpore of the Senate had appointed 
Messrs. HOAR and PENDLETON tellers on the part of the Senate for the 
purpose of counting the votes for President and Vice-President of the 
United States. pe 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

In seconding the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi for 
this appropriation I desire to say that I believe if there is an amend- 
ment that could be made to this measure which would have intrinsic 
merit it is the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
and now are before this committee. 

The harbor of Vicksburg is a clear and very distinct illustration of 
the harbors on the Mississippi River. It illustrates the fact that these 
harbors can be destroyed by the current of that stream. The Govern- 
ment has been for tenor fifteen years past operating extensive works to 
maintain the harborat Vicksburg. This bill has unfortunately left that 
harbor out and made no provision for it. Those works must suffer and 
that harbor must suffer still further from the neglect of Congress in 
making an pe for im The works have already cost a large 
sum of money. If there is no provision now made for their continu- 
ance and maintenance they must in a large degree perish. To com- 
plete them will require comparatively asmall sum in addition to what 
has been already expended, and if they are once finished they will be 
permanent in their character, and require but little expenditure in the 
way of repairs in future: 

Mr. ee city of Vicksburg is not a mere way,point on that 

iver. Itis the most important city between New Orleans and 
Memphis. It isa point at which several important railroads converge. 
It is a point where one of the most im lines across the conti- 
nent the river—the Sonthern c road, as it used to be named, 


Mr. BARKSDALE, A great statesman, not a resident of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley, but of the Atlantic coast, in advocating the claims of 
the Mississippi River to protection by the General Government, pro 
erly denominated it as an inland sea. Vicksburg Harbor is third in 
importance to all others on the Mississippi River between Cairo and its 
mouth. It has a commerce of $11,000,000. It is situated at the base 
of the Yazoo delta, embracing a region of two hundred and fifty miles 
in length and seventy-five miles in width, unexampled for its fertility 
either in this country or any other on the face of the globe. It lieson 
the line of two great transcontinental railways, one the most direct 
route from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and the other extending from 
Newport News to San Francisco by way of Louisville, Memphis, Vicks- 
burg, and New Orleans. It is the entrepdét, or the trade center, of a 
large portion of the agricultural region of the Northwest. There mill- 
ions of dollars’ worth of products are received and distributed through- 
out the interior. Hence, Mr. Chairman, it is not a local improvement 
I am asking anappropriation for; itis topromote a commerce in which 
not less than two-thirds of the States are directly interested. 

Now, sir, I have no reproaches for the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. They have performed their work faithfully. Within this 
short session it was literally impossible for them to hear the arguments 
of delegations from the several States in advocacy of the various objects 
proposed for improvement, but fhey have been addressed in writing by 
members and others who have felt it their duty to be heard by the 
committee. An address, signed by the Senators and a portion of. the 
Representatives from Mississippi, presenting the claims of Vicksburg 
and other harbors of the Mississippi River within the limits of the 
State, has been presented to the committee, and, ‘while its recommen- 
dations have not been accepted, there is reason to believe that it has 
been at least respectfully considered. From that portion of the address 
which relates to the harbor of Vicksburg I will submit the following 
extract: : 


The recommendation for Vicksburg Harbor is so insignificant in amount that 
we conclude that as to that necessary, even essential improvement, the com- 
mission is unwilling to undertake it without the direction of Congress. And 
this surmise receives support from the published declarations of at leas} one 
member of the commission. Certainly the commission do not mean to say 
that only $20,000 is needed to restore a safe and convenient harbor for the city 
of Vicksburg, as every one at all conversant with the subject knows that the 
gum recommended is who!ly inadequate for that purpose. We infer that the 
commission means that they intend only to preserve the present status of that 
= by preventing a further recession of the river from caving on the opposite 

k. This means to abandon that important city, and, to turn over the im- 
mense interests there to destruction. Against this we most solemnly protest. 
The amount needed to restore that harbor, though very considerable, is yet much 
amalier than Congress has granted to harbors in other States. And there is 
nothing which can justify this discrimination against Vicksburg and the State 
of Mississippi. The interests involved are not too insignificant to demand the 
favorable action of Congress or of your honorable body. These interests are 
not merely local, but are of great importance to the State, and in fact to a large 
section of the Union. 

Vicksburg is the most important point on the river (except Memphis and 
Natchez) between Saint Louis and New Orleans. It has a population of 15,000, 
which would have been largely greater but for the neglect of the national au- 
thorities in restoring this harbor. The real estate in Vicksburg is now worth 
more than $4,000,000, and this is to be destroyed if the harbor is not restored. 
There are situated there two large compresses on which cotton is pressed for 
shipment to New England and Europe. There are several large wholesale 
houses,as well as a great number of retail establishments. The largest cot- 
ton-seed-oil mill in the world is also there, and another of considerable size. 
There are also three large foundries, an ice factory, and afurniture and general 
woodenware factory. Many }ai lumber mills, with ning, turning, and 
grooving mills, and sash and blind factories attached. re are also situated 
there the large workshops of the Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad, which 
has its wstern terminus there. Vicksburg is also the commercial terminus 
of the Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacific Railroad, which ends on the western 
bank of the river. opposite the city, and is connected therewith by a steam 
ferry. The largest national cemetery (except one) in the Union is situated 
there. It is the coaling station, as well as the depot for ice and other supplies, 
of all the steamers that ply on the Mississippi River, every one of which use 
the harbor in ing up and down the river. The Louisville, New Orleans 
and Texas Railroad, which connects New Orleans with Newport News, Va., 
passes through the city, and there connects with the other railroads above men- 
tioned and with the Mississippi River. 

We have no specific statistics as to the commerce, but we can give some idea 
of its magnitude now and its immense proportions in the near future, if Congress 


ill only discharge its plain duty by restoring the harbor. tant transcontinental lines. On the ite side of the river there are 
“The ty is situated at ( ust low) the mouth of Yazoo River, which with ite wary iene waiiaybiien gemneenaal ty Geb 2 i River Com- 
tributaries, the Tal ie, Coldwater, Yazoo Pass, Yallabusha, Rolling Fork, for the improvement of the river I y desire to add 
Sunflower, Deer Creek, Steele's Ba ou, Silver Creek, Bear Creek, all navigable 
streams, traverse a country than which there is no other on earth more fertile, here, therefore, it be possible for the Committee on Rivers and 
or richer in natural resources. It isthe entrance to the Yazoo delta and the door- | Harbors to reconsider their action on this point I trust will do so, 
sovtnp Sanaa Goan to enormous proportions, : inte the commerce of the the approg by the g 
world. Vicksburg is the home port a large fleet of mall steamers which navi spp, for the > ee him, to go into the bill 
gate these streams, reachin delta. . call vote. 
the northern terminus of «line of steamers from New Orleans, the most nid-| Mr. JEPFORDS. Mr. Chairman— 

on estern waters. also home umber . . 
steamers plying between Natches and the.t ~~ tet Lo To The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted on the pending 
17a oa send Seles Lesisanie Gist ince : 
eae mene. Sy: Stit-undai | Mz. JEFFORDS. I move to strike out the last word. 


Mr. WILLIS. I to the friends of this bill to let us get along 


with 
Meridian and Jackson, both of which are railroad centers. And at these points 
as fastas wecan. As men I appeal to them. 


it gets connection with the whole Union. By the Mississippi River it gets the 
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_ Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, I am as earnestly a friend of this 
river and harbor bill as the chairman of this committee, and I ask to 
be heard for a few moments on this important measure. I have been 
endeavoring to be heard. Menem bee in my district and, as I think 
this question is presented,I should have the privilege of being heard 
briefly = the subject. : : 

Sir, I know that it is impossible for the committee to frame an ideal 
river and harbor bill. Thatcan never be done until all the navigable 
waters of the United States are embraced in one bill and the amounts 
to be given for the improvement of the navigable waters of the United 
States equitably distributed between all localities. Then you will 
have an ideal river and harbor bill. 

I do not question the motives of the committee, nor do I rise for the 
purpose of arraigning them for the bill which they have reported. IL 
do, however, di with the allotments and the apportionments that 
have been made under this bill. . 

Some statements, sir, have been made here in the course of this debate 
which if left unchallenged would create a false impression, and would 
establish a rule that would be detrimental to the interests of rivers and 
inland harbors. It has been asserted here that these harbors on the 
Mississippi River are mere steamboat landings; that they are not har- 
bors. Where is the authority for any such declaration as that? I grant 
you, sir, that from the ization of the Government in 1783 down 
to 1851, when the decision in the Genesee Chief case was pronounced, 
the fresh-water rivers and lakes were not regarded as within the admi- 
ralty jurisdiction of the United States; but since that decision every 
square inch of navigable water belonging to the United States is sub- 

to the admiralty jurisdiction of the United States and to the juris- 





diction of in making appropriations for the improvement of 
the rivers and of all our inland navigable waters. 
Let me say to those gentlemen who represent the lakes and the 


Western rivers that if this doctrine is.to be established, that the land- 
ings or harbors, as they have always been called, on the Mississippi are 
not harbors and are not subject to the jurisdiction of the United States 
— because they are upon fresh water instead of the open sea, that 
allow a precedent to be established which will strike down the 
improvement of the rivers and harbors on the lakes and the rivers. It 
would be a thing to allow this thing to be done. 
So faras thisimprovement of the Vicksburg Harbor is concerned there 
is an estimate. The Mississi River Commission have estimated 


$20,000 for the improvement of Vicksburg Harboror Delta Point, which 
is a part of the harbor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi has 
expired. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I take the floor and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 


Mr. WILLIS. I object. I again appeal to the friends of this bill 
to let us go on. : 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I can get in after a while, and the gentleman 
might as well let me finish now. ’ 


Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman isa friend of this bill—— 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I ama friend of it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I know he is. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Iam willing to do what I can to pass the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is because the gentleman is a friend of the bill 
that I to him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. 
nized, as I understand, by the Chair. 
man from Mississippi [Mr. JEFForDs]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. JEFFoRDs]} 
is entitled to the floor and can not be taken off it. If the gentleman 
from Kentucky desires it the Chair will afterward recognize him for a 
motion that the committee rise for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I will say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors that some of the friends of this bill insist it shall 
beamended. Instead of being an injury to the bill, it is a benefit to the 
bill to have its friends propose to amend and perfect it. The committee 
ought to listen totheir friends. As I said, I have no disposition to crit- 
icise their action, for I know that they have done the best that they 
could, or what they thought or believed was for the best. 


I was recog- 
I yield my time to the gentle- 


I 


I desire, Mr. Chairman, to know why New Orleans was put in this 
bill, while Natchez, (og Lennar elem Memphis, Hickman, and 
Columbus are all left out? gentlemen say because New Orleans 
is a seaport or something of that kind. The Mississippi River is navi- 
gable from the sea almost to its headwaters, and.if New Orleans is a 
harbor, then Natchez and Vicksburg and these other points are harbors 


Fi 


this discrimination? Why has this historic and heroic city 
been denied the pitiful sum of $20,000, which is included 
made by the Mississippi River Commission? I again 
discrimination against this spot? If ever a time comes 
to be commemorated by a monument erected 
American soldiers, and by this I mean the soldiers of 
in all this land for such a monument will 

. The river having left it some two miles, this 
to the sation to save her harbor. The 

bors see fit to ignore that appeal and to 
appropriation of $20,000 even, that is for the purpose 


arreptrs 
Hie! 
Hit 
Feses 
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of maintaining and preserving that harbor and holding the work already 
constructed by the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. May I ask the gentleman whether the 
Chief of Engineers has made a recommendation in favor of an appro- 
priation ? 

Mr. JEFFORDS. The Mississippi River Commission does so. Itis 
in the report of the Chief of Engineers, which embraces the report of 
the Mississippi River Commission, and they recommend this as much 
as they have recommended any other matter that is in the bill. They 
have recommended this appropriation of $20,000; and yet this city of 
such great historic renown is discriminated against in favor of the greater 
city of New Orleans. I trust the amendment of my colleague will be 
adopted. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I ask leave to extend my remarks as printed in 
the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, it is well known that the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, on account, as they said, of the shortness of 
the session, declined to hear oral arguments from any one; but they cour- 
teously agreed to receive and consider arguments and memorials in writ- 
ing. Availing ourselves of this permission, our Senators and the Rep- 
resentatives more immediately representing the river districts submit- 
ted to the committee the following memorial, which, as it embodies more 
clearly than anything I can now say arguments in favor of appropria- 
tions for the benefit of these river harbors, I herewith submit as part ot 
my remarks for the consideration of this committee and of the country: 


WASHINGTON, January 10, 1885. 
To the honorable the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
> of the House of Representatives : 


GENTLEMEN: Returning you our thanks for the courtesy extended in the 
promise to receive any suggestions we might see proper to submit in writing 
in relation toappropriations for rivers and harbors on the Mississippi River, we 
now proceed to submit this insufficient.statement on that subject. 

We regret that the time of the committee will not allow of the delay neces- 
sary to enable us to get a copy of the last report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, now in the hands of the Printer. Not having seen that paper, we have 
no other information of the recommendations of the commission than short 
abstracts relating solely to the amounts estimated, suchas have been published 
in the press. We learn in this way that the commission recommends $20,000 
for the work on the Vicksburg Harbor, $186,000 for Greenville, and $700,000 for 
Natchez. With the estimates for Natchez and Greenville we make no com- 
plaint, but join with the commission in their recommendation, and ask, for the 
reasons hereinafter to be stated, that these amounts be severally allotted to these 
harbors. 

The recommendation for Vicksburg Harbor is so insignificant in amount that 
we conclude that as to that necessary, even essential, improvement the com- 
mission is unwilling to undertake it without the direction of Congress. And 
this surmise receives support from the published declarations of at least one 
member of the commission. Certainly the commission do not mean to say that 
only $20,000 is needed to restore a safe and convenient harbor for the city of 
Vicksburg, as every one at all conversant with the subject knows that the sum 
recommended is wholly inadequate for that purpose. We infer that the com- 
mission means that they intend only to preserve the present status of that point 
by preventing a further recession of the river from caving on the opposite bank. 
This means to abandon that important city, and to turn over the immense in- 
terests there to destruction. Against this we most solemnly protest. The 
amount needed to restore that harbor, though very considerable, is yet much 
smaller than Congress has granted to harbors in other States. And there is noth- 
ing which can justify this discrimination against Vicksburg and the State of 
Mississippi. The interests involved are not too insignificant to demand the 
favorable action of Congress or of your honorable body. These interests are 
not merely local, but are of great importance to the State, and in fact to a large 
section of the Union. 

Vicksburg is the most important point on the river (except Memphis and 
Natchez) between Saint Louis and New Orleans. It has a population of 15,000, 
which would have been largely greater but for the neglect of the national au- 
thorities in restoring this harbor. The real estate in Vicksburg is now worth 
more than $4,000,000, and this is to be destroyed if the harbor is not restored. 
There are situated there two large compresses, on which cotton is pressed for 
shipment to New England and Europe. There are several large wholesaie 
houses, as well as a great number of retail establishments. The largest cotton- 
seed-oil mill in the world is also there, and another of considerable size. There 
are also three large foundries, an ice factory, and a furniture and general wooden- 
ware factory; alsomany large lumber mills, with planing, turning, and grooving 
mills, and sash and blind factories attached. There are also situated there the 
large workshops of the Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad, which has its western 
terminus there. Vicksburg is also the commercial terminus of the Vicksburg, 
Shreveport and Pacific Railroad, which ends on the western bank of the river op- 
posite the city, and is connected therewith by a steam-ferry, The largest na- 
tional cemetery (except one) in the Union is situated there. It is the coaling 
station, as well as the depot for ice and other supplies, of all the steamers that ply 
on the Mississippi River, every one of which uses the harbor in passing up and 
down the river. The Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Railroad, which con- 
nects New Orleans with Newport News, Va., passes through the city, and there 
a with the other railroads above mentioned and with the Mississipp 

iver. ‘ 

We have no specific statistics as’to the commerce, but we can give some idea 
of its ——— now, and its immense proportions in the near future, if Con- 
gress will only discharge its plain duty by restoring the harbor. ' 

The city is situated at (just below) the mouth of Yazoo River, which with its 
tributaries, the Tallahatchie, Coldwater, Yazoo Pass, Yallabusha, Rolling Fork, 
Sunflower, Deer Creek, Steele’s Bayou, Silver Creek, Bear Creek, all navigable 
streams, traverse a country than which there is no other on earth more fertile 
or richer in natural resources. It isthe entrance to the Yazoo delta and the door- 
way through which its productions—now already immense, and soon, with the 
levees restored, to arise to enormous proportions—go into the commerce of the 
world. Vicksburgis the home portofa large fleet of smal! steamers which navi- 
gate these streams, traversing and reaching every part of the great delta. It is 
the northern terminus of a line of steamers from New Orleans, the most mag- 
nificent that ply on the Western waters. It is also the home of a large number 
of steamers plying between Natchez and that point and the bends above and 
below, and ig the southern terminus of a tri-weekly line of steamers running be- 
tween that port and Saint Louis and all intervening points. By railit has direct 


connections with New Orleans, with Memphisand ali cities north of it, and with 
Meridian and Jackson, both of which are railroad centers. And at these points 
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it gets connection with the whole Union. By the Mississippi River it gets the 
cheap freights of water transportation, and by thesmall rivers above mentioned 
and its various railroad connections distributes these ci rates thro tthe 
State. By this connection with the great river the State the regulating in- 
fluence of that stream on freights. 

We do not go too far when we assert that if the harbor be restored Vicksbu 
is destined soon to be one of the most important cities in the Southwest, and 
this be neglected, there will be a great retrogression and loss and little chance 
of progress. 





We desire here to call attention to the necessity of Greenville for a specific 
allotment of the amount estimated by the commission. Greenville is already a 
flourishing and important city. It is the county seat of the largest cotton-pro- 
ducing county in the world. It hasarailroad connection by the Georgia Pacific 
for a considerable distance south, which road penetrates the richest country in 
the Southwest. It has, by the same road, a connection east with the Sunflower 
River,on which is situated a large district of the richest lands in the Yazoo 
delta. When this road is completed to Columbus, in Northeast Mississippi, it 
will have direct connection with Birmingham, Ala., and Atlanta, Ga., and 
all the roads coming to these important cities, besides cross connections with 
these great lines of roads running from the West to New Orleans, Mobile, and 
Texas. It also has connection by a branch with the New Orieans, Louisville 
and Texas Railroad. 


A year ago Colonel Percy, a citizen of Mississippi, addressed this committee 
in behalf of the claims of Greenville, and introduced many interesting sta- 
tistics pertaining to the city. Healso advanced arguments and reasons in favor 
of preserving the harbor. We understand these remain among the archives of 
the committee, and we ask that the committee will examine them again and give 
them the weight their importancedemands. The harbor is now caving, the 
very existence of the city is threatened. And here we may be permitted to add 
that Greenville is the only important town in the Yazoo delta, except Yazoo 
City, which is at the base ofthe hills. This delta is, tothe extent of three-fourths 
of the whole number, inhabited by the colored race. The whitesarefew. The 
necessity of maintaining a town of considerable size, in which the whites pre- 
dominate, in this district, is too obvious to need comment. We mention only 
that the conservative influence of the town in the past has been found of the 
greatest importance in preserving good order and safe local government in this 
district. 

In connection with what we submit in relation to the Vicksbu 
ville harbors we desire to add something in relation tothe Yazoo 
be remembered that Vieksburg is at the southern end of the delta, and is the 
natural water outlet of its actions, while Greenville is about the center of 
the delta, north and south, t ugh on its western bo . That both of these 
cities are destined soon to be of immense importance is evident. Thisdeltacon- 
tains over 4,000,000 acres of the finest land in the world. It is in the center of the 
cotton belt; as you go north or south of it, the cold on the one hand and the heat 
on the other renders cotton cultivation less successful. In this delta is found 
every favoring condition for the cultivation and production of this oa, 
besides being well adapted to the production of corn, oats, , and ot 
food. Thedelta of the Nile is less than 6,000,000 acres, on its bosom were 
su rted immense populationsand the greatesteitiesof the world. The Yazoo 
delta is five-sixths as large as the Nile delta. It is equally as fertile. It is 
dominated and occupied by the most progressive race on earth. From its rich 
soil can come and will come more cotton than is now produced in the whole 


and Green- 
ta. it will 


Union. It will also be of longer staple and r strength. It is now almost 
wholly undeveloped, not more than one-twelfth (if so much) of its area being in 
cultivation. The levees have been built at expense, and it may be consid- 


ered that from now henceforth the delta be exempt from destructive floods. 
As soon as it shall be ascertained and recognized that security from overflows 
is attained, there will be a speedy settlement of the whole delta. This large 

ulation thus secured and their immense productions will depend upon two 
cities for commercial marts. It is impossible to be extravagant as to w will 
be the outcome. 

In addition, we desire to press a most important consideration on the com- 
mittee. This land has been so favored by nature for agriculture, giving such 
ease and freedom in rural work, and the consequent extreme facility for acquir- 
ing independence by farming, and the obstacles there existing to successful man- 
ufacturing, such as want of coal and water power, will prevent the establish- 
ment of manufactures to any large extent in this delta. 
which it will contain will be consumers of the products of the other sections ot 
the Union. They will continue to buy their horses, mules, meat, flour, lard, and 
other provisions and agricultural implements from the West; 

oods, clothing,and other necessaries and their luxuries must come from 

tast. The whole or nearly the whole of their immense cotton production 
be spent in interstate commerce, which, being free, will benefit both sides. 
is the certain result in the near future. In view'of this, it would be the 
of all follies to refuse to improve these harbors, which are the means by which 
and through which this great commerce shall be carried on. These two cities 
will grow to be of importance if Congress will only allow to them, as it allows 
te all other cities,that aid in the of harbor improvements 
commerce. And, in relation to V’ , we trust we will be for 
ogting Sat from its natural advantages it been and still is the surest hope 
of the State for a large commercial city. As yet the State is without one. 
burg is situated about midway between its northern and southern border. It 
has the water and railroad connections and the splendid country for support we 
have hereinbefore pointed out. In view of these facts,a failare to restore her 
harbor, the abandonment of her fortunes, as seems to be proposed by the Missis- 

think 


sippi River Commission, would be a fatal blow to the State. We can not 
the committee will be a party to its infliction. 

The claim of Natchez =e It is the oldest city in the State. It 
has long been the seat of wealth refinement. Ibtaned end clwuyohanhern 
the center of a flourishing commerce. It has recently become a considerable 
manufacturing point. It has taken a lead in an ind so necessary to the de- 
velopment of the South. Already two cotton mills are in operation, It 
has an extensive commerce with the country in Mississippi and on the 
banks of the river both above and below. It has alsoa large commerce west 
a railroad running in that direction. It has connection by a railroad 
mainly by its own capital and that of the country through which it runs with 
Jackson, which is a railroad center. ts have been com 
make this road of standard gauge, and to extend it to Columbus, M 
extension, now certain to be in a very short time, will connect Natchez 
with the prairie section of the State, a very large district, only su in rich- 
ness by Yazoo delta. We might say more on this subject, but as the Missis- 
sippi River Commission, as we learn from the , has recommended $700,000 
for this harbor, we deem it u . We [cout enenaniiy that this sum be 
granted. If they should be longer delay the cost of the work will be 
and it may amount to a sum so as to make it difficult to obtain 


Es 


appropriation from and papers were laid before com- 
mittee last session by Judge Van Eaton, tative of that showing 
great and immediate danger of the river so its course as utterly to ruin 
the harbor, and to which we now ask your attention. This is as immi- 
nent now as ever, in fact more so, but this is shown by what we is the rec- 
ommendation of the river commission asking as $700,000 for Natchez 
Harbor. Since the war the citizens of Natchez have shown much commenda- 
ble public spirit in the building of the railroad and cotton factories above re- 


ferred to. Also cotton-seed-oil mills, iron factories, and various other manufact- 
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uring interests. All of which, as well as the city, are likely to be utterly ruined 
unless Congress acts very speedily. 

We desire now to enter our most solemn protest against leaving the improve- 
ment of these three harbors to the sole discretion of the Mississippi River Com 
mission. The harbors in other sections of the country are provided for spe- 
cifically by Congress, fixing the amount which shall be given to each. There js 
no necessary connection between channel improvements and the improvements 
of these harbors, so as to require that a gross sum shall be given for both har- 
bor and river improvement, leaving it to the Mississippi River Commission to 
make the allotment of the separate shares of each. 

The commission makes its estimates yearly ; Congress never grants but a sma!) 
per centum of the amount, The commission finds itself without the necessary 
means to do the work needed. It is led to select the work which it deems 
the most important. It hasso happened that in making this selection it has failed 
to give a dollar to Natchez or Greenville, and also ttically ot Vicks- 
burg. Thus the interest of these cities of the State of Mississippi have been sacri- 

. The insufficient sum granted for channel improvements has been eked 
out by taking what is due to these harbors, In this manner Mississippi's in- 
terests have sacrificed to the interest of other sections. Her quota of the 
funds for harbor improvements has been taken for other . Itis no 
answer to this just complaint to say that this is necessary tothe my and sym- 
metry of the system adopted for the improvement of the Mississippi River. If 


the a to do 

to w themselves 

and in systems 

be ished, 

interests, and which heretofore 

———— of river and harbor 

technicality. We ask 

that the sums vely recommended by the commission for the harbors of 

Greenville and Natchez be specifically allotted to them in the bill which the 

committee shall frame, and in like manner that the sum of $500,000 be allotted 
for the improvement of the harbor at Vicksburg. 


We of the Mississippi Valley believe we have just cause to complain 
that whenever we have asked Resear reon stem met as if 
we were mendicants seeking a ty of the Government, when we are 
really but demanding our just dues. 

It perhaps is not y known that the Government received a 
gross income of about $6,000,000 for the year ending June 30, 1884, de- 
rived from steamboats and other vessels engaged in the carrying trade 
of the Mississippi and its navigable tributaries. This vastsum ismade 
up of steamboat fees, assessments on the tonnage of vessels, licenses to 
captains, pilots, and others connected with, or engaged in the trade and 
commerce of, the rivers of the great Mississippi Valley. The gross sum 
thus received, ing the receipts at $6,000,000, for the past twenty 
years, would reach the enormous sum of $120,000,000. For the year 
ending June 30, 1884, after paying all fees, salaries, and , the 
Government derived a net income of $1,513,713.99, and which for a 
period of twenty years, assuming this to be a fair average, would yield 
a net aggregate for that period of $30,274,279.80. 

It does not seem to me as if we ought to be treated as beggars 
we eae Or a Seene of the Government ask that 
a of what we contribute may be returned to us for the 
a increasing our facilities in conducting the commerce of this great 
country. 


Is it presumptuous for us to ask some aid from the Government in such 
a cause and in behalf of such interests? 


Mr. Chairman, it is my conviction thatof all appropriations for the 
vement of the na ion of the Mississippi River one-third should 


Channel improvements, in my ion, should mainly consist in re- 
moving and obstructions. levees are erected and maintained 
80 as to the river at flood-tide within the banks of the levees, 


cusath al Se, Seay eae ae 
van 
and benefits to be derived from the construction of levees. I call at- 
tention to the extract taken from the of the river 
commission, to be on 13 to 20, inclusive, Executive Docu- 


to have seriously navigation, scour and fill are leas the result of abso- 
lute velocity than ee eaeiies Si elneel oe. In such cases 
the narrow and deep parts have areas of section, and therefore lesser 
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‘orm there is greater area and less velocity than in the pool sections above. 
Th : is discussed by Mr. R. E. McMath (Report Mississippi River Com- 
K, page 242). 

This condition isnot a necessary result of the flood in a regulated river, but 
rather of those irregularities of the water way the correction of which consti- 
tutes an of the plan of improvement projected by the commission. 
With equal widths there should be no such interchanges of velocity at adjacent 
sections in high and low stages, and no differences of depth and area except at 
reversion where less resistance makes lesser sectional dimensions equally 
efficient. A certain result of such uniformity of the elements of area as has 
always been insisted on by the commission will be the correction of this local 
bar building by the flood. : ai ’ 

To this bar growth at high stages there is a logical limit. When it has pro- 
gressed far enough to maintain, by contraction, the velocity of approach from 
above, it necessarily ceases. This is true as long as the volume of discharge 
finds no means of escape outside the bed of the stream. But when such 
opportunity is afforded, the bar growth is unchecked as long as a line of resist- 
ance is open through the outlet. In the case of a cut-off the entire river is de- 
flected in the direction of the increased slope through the new bed, and within 
a or two the abandoned channel is entirely closed. 
¢ Now, “when we consider that the slope of the river along its proper course 
averages scarcely one-third foot to the mile, while the banks slope away from 
the river four to ten feet to the mile, it is easy to see to what an extent, during 
floods, the river is tem to change its course,” and that in such proportion as 
this temptation pre , an effect similar to that of a cut-off in building a bar 
across the depleted channel is produced. * 
| As the direction of the surface slope affects the direction of the thread of mo- 
tion of the stream to all depths, so in case of both cut-off and crevasse the stream 


volving a loss of power in the impact against the bank, continuity 
or — teeken, velocity is reduced, and a source of bar-formation is intro- 
duced. In 


the case of the erevasse, by the loss of volume loss of velocity and 
ultimately of section is also b . 


' All proposed for the improvement of the river have for a common aim 
the of uniform conditions atthesame stages. As these conditions 
are interdependent, the securing of any one will tend to bring about the others. 


Thus uniform section will give uniform mean velocity, which in turn will induce 
greater of channel depth at any given stage. But,as an element of 
uniform section,the importance of uniform width by itself as a factor in pro- 
ducing uniform velocity is lessened so long as the escape of water from and re- 
turn to the unc auanianins varying twenty feet in height,as referred to the 
flood slope, allow  Sepaaiy f flood velocity and depth as great as results from 
ariation at the same flood 


ai 
Hi 


, in alternating parts of the river, 
feet per second, is as much an obstacle to stability 
of width ; and improvement is only at- 

the area and di e. 
therefore,as an element of uniformity of section 
depths, assumes the same importance as uniformity of 
extended and maintained over the entire length of the 


ks with reference to its earlier and normal con- 
F, page 122, report Mississippi River Commis- 
fore built, or as now recommended, can not 
on, or added to, what would have been the 

un ed to its natural limit; but as establishing, 
which the river in the free exercise of its functions 
and to which, under normal conditions, it has approxi- 
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ing on this subject made by the commission sustain these 
known as “Cubitt’s Gap” occurred in the left bank of 
miles above the head of t opens. It rapidly enlarged, 
34 cent. that of the nriver. The Say was 
. and 1877 by the United States Coast and Geo- 
have a full physical history of the changes, which are 
. Marinden, t in charge of the surveys: 
feature in front of the ‘gap,’ and one whichin a great measure 
as its is the Somation of a flat on the west bank, as 
contours—the 24-foot curve more especially. Starting at a 
000 feetabove the ‘gap,’ where all the curves run par- 
24-foot curve is two hundred and sixty feet from the 
taken asthe reference for convenience, being smoother 
parallel to it, the 24-foot contour abruptly 
river, till opposite the north point of the ‘gap’ 
from the 3-foot curve ; thenffollowing down- 
int itis nine hundred and twenty feet; then 
Cubitt’s Gap it retreats toward the shore-line, so 
south point it is seven hundred and sixty feet; 
it is seven hundred and twenty feet off, and 8,000 feet below the 
hundred feet off, notwithstanding the gradual expansion of 
upper limit is 3,720 feet w de, and at the lower limit, 
itis 4,315 feet in width, as measured between the 3-foot 
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com are one of 1866, and the other 1876, which give a mean shoal- 
16 toek in the ten years, or 0.16 foot : - 


r year. 

limit, 1 feet below the south’ point of ‘gap’ 
surveys for comparison, one executed in 1866 ty 
other by my party in 1877, giving an interval of eleven 


been a mean shoaling of 3.9 feet, or 0.39 foot 


the head of the passes, including all the space now 
covered by the works for the improvement of the channel-way into South Pass, 


we have two surveys ; one of 1866 by Assistant Gerdes, and one done un- 
der my direction in Toi ty ices Braid. These surveys show a decrease 


E 


in depth of 3.6 feet in nine years, or 0.4 foot each year. Where, however, the 
ee eee rem oe , there has been a decided 
so 


subsequentsurvey, under the direction of the commission, indicates the con- 


tinued progress of this deterioration of the channel, which already threatens 
weEe semanmeanese to the maritime sememmenae a6 — Orleans. a 

- The great loss section, e many miles ow Malone's, Riverton, 
Bolivar, and Mound Place, and these crevasses in 1882; and 


consequent upon 

also et ot Ge low-water section below Bonnet Carré, caused by 

the closing of crevasse in the same year, were fully described in the last 
commission (1883, page is, and Appendix D, part 4, page 


: such results are not only local but cumulative—throughout long reaches— 
is also by observations. The gauge records of ts and the 
facts connected with them are not extended or complete enough 

to authority. But if Mem and Natchez are vely selected 
as characteristic of and leveed fronts, and existing veseed 
at each point divided into two covering equal time periods and the means 

it shows that the along the unleveed fronts have become 
the latter half of the time covered by the record, while for the same rela- 
tive along leveed fronts they have been less. As there is no doubt of the 
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to greater flood heights along unleveed fronts meansa more than proportionate 
decrease of the depth. The reverse of this is the apparent inference along the 
leveed front 

These two points, Memphis and Natchez, have been selected as fairly repre- 
sentative, having the longest records (57 and 82 years, respectively), and being 
least affected by conditions not under consideration. An examination of the 
adjacent gauge records does not conflict with the inference drawn from those 
cited. 

Again, the greater oscillation between high and low water at the mouth of the 
tributaries than at intermediate points has long been observed. It is presented 
here in tabulated form for the gauge stations at the mouths, and one interme- 1 
diately located. It is represented graphically for all gauge stations in Plate 
No, L. 




















Mean of 
last fi ve 
years 


Location Extreme 


Cairo, mouth of Ohio......... 53. 17 43. 48 
I al creme 34.55 30.13 f 
Helena, mouth of Saint Francis..................cscccccssseecenceeeeees 47.20 33. 57 j 
Malone's, intermediate......................00s00. 34. 05 33. 91 { 
Mouth White River...... i 48.40 10.6 | 
Lake Providence, intermediate. 40. 90 32. 91 | 
I, SUING TORGIIGD... ....caccocounsececsecsescecsceere 51.10 39, 5 i 
ts sc ariennagenensbusbenmensbauatehe 50. 30 38. O4 4 
Mouth Red River....................+.. 48,50 


29. 39 





These differences of relative level have generally been attributed to abnormal 
local flood elevations, caused by incréase of volume at the mouths of the tribu 
taries. The reverse of this is the truth. The difference is in the extreme fal! 
and not in the extreme rise at these points, The bed of the river has adjusted 
itself to the annually recurring demands of the discharge by increasing its depth 
where they are greatest and diminishing it where the discharge is dissipated 
by successive outlets. 

It will be noted that, while by far the greater part of this difference of oscii- 
lation is in the depression of low water, yet there is some trace of abnormal 
flood-height. As the average considered includes three of the greatest floods on 
record, this would partially disappear were the term of years extended. 

As the low-water surface closely conforms to the controlling bars, it seems ob- 
vious that any such general elevation or convexity of bed as is found between 
the tributaries must make these bars more prominent and obstructive to navi- 
gation. Between the Yazoo and the Red Rivers where levees have been com- 
paratively well maintained, giving uniformity of bank-height and discharge 
this irregularity of low-water slope does not recur, and the navigation is three 
or four feet better. 

Since such levees as have been built have never restrained the higher floods 
in safety, it can not be expected that the “closing of existing gaps’’ will suffice 
to restrain volumes greater than those which have heretofore overwhelmed 
them; or to fairly test the principles upon which the recommendation of levees 
by the commission is They must be higher, stronger, and more con- 
tinuous than they have heretofore been built. * 

The grade of levees for the improvement of navigation should be at least the 
normal height of the bank of the river or the height to which the bank would 
be built by such floods as recur with sufficient frequency to exert an appreciable 
influence in bank building or enlargement of water way. This grade is approxi- 
mately indicated by points on or near the margin of the river, well above gen* 
eral overflow, where deposit has been carried to a natural limit, unchecked by. 
swift currents, and undisturbed by caving. This grade should be supplemented 
by such additional height as will protect it against frequent injury and destruc: 
tion. 

Preparations must also be made in the grade for such increase of flood elevaz 
tion as will at first and during the period of readjustment ensue from the intro-, 
duction of greater volume between levees when made more continuous. It is 
not possible to predict at present to what this will amount, and it is probable 
that an exact conclusion will only be reached by experience. Lt 

There are variables entering into the problem sosubtle as to require additional 
investigation and study. This is now being given. Numerous observed facts 
indicate that gauge heights for great discharge can not be predicted by extend: 
ing the curves constructed at low and medium stages with these elements as co- 
ordinates. 

Many of the discharge curves of the observations of 1881-’82 and other years 
show great irregularities in this respect. 

The high-water curve plotted on Plate I is of remarkable symmetry, whiie the 
brakes in the low-water curve, to which the profile of the bed conforms, are 
greater and more abrupt. The imprint of the flood’s power is on the bottom 
and not on the surface. The slope has proved more inflexible than the bed; 
The capacity of the river has increased as the discharge. 

This indicates that increment of volume will not be piled on top of the pres- 
ent flood heights, and that flood slopes can not be changed over long distances 
from 25 to 75 per cent. The material of the bed does not possess stability under 
the fractional resistance such increased slopes would indicate. Indeed, whichthoe 
impossibility of maintaining a slope greater than the average is indicated in tho 
— with which slope is readjusted at every cut-off, where within a few, 
hours the process of distribution is evident for very long distances, both above 
and below. 

It is believed, to the contrary, that if an increase of .50 to .75 of the dischargé 
can be arbitrarily and repeatedly withdrawn from and reinjected into the bed 
with very slight slope disturbance, it can be retained throughout the entire 
course of the river, and that even the maximum present discharge, by careful 
and judicious engineering, can be yet further safely increased, without ulti- 
mately raising the flood plane. 

The following tabulated extract from Plate No. [compares high and low water 
slopes between the tributaries and a single intermediate station 


— 
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Slopes per mile 

















Location. 
High 
water. 


Low 
water. 
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i scanogenaie 435 3) 
Fulton to Helena.. Seale lescdetan vanes eh . 426 490 
o_o cccc anata ntnocmeponvecsersesnesngnennsien . 400 . 302 
Malone’sto White River................ . 327 4% 
White River to Lake Providence. ............00ccc.ccccccceeeevenecssenrenees oat -278 
Lake Providence to Vicksburg... ....... hed .276 . 398 
rt i) ERUMUIEEL ..... .. .scossssabvonncenesssesesccasens iinet . 291 o2T7 
Natchez to Red River...................000« SEA LE AOR RE TEN E, -1% | 213 
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It is assumed that no argument is bere needed to attest the practicability of a 
levee system. It is thoroughly established by a large experience that faithfully 
constructed levees, of sufficient proportions and age enough to have settled and 
become sod-covered, will resist any pressure, Of one hundred and forty-nine 
breaks in the Yazoo front in 1882, one hundred and forty-seven were caused by 
water running over the levees and eroding the rear slope. Caving of banks 
destroys far more than all other causes combined ; but such loss will be reduced 
as caving is prevented, and permanence of bank will make the maintenance of 
levees of inconsiderable cost 

We therefore conclude that levees, such as have been herein described, are, 
in connection with an equalization of width and the prevention of caving, an 
important part of any general and systematic plan for the improvement of the 
navigation and the prevention of destructive floods; and wedo recommend the 
construction of new and raising of existing levees along —— of the river 
where the highlands are too remote to check the passage of large volumes of 
flood water outside the bed of the river; or, in other words, on the entire right 
and also on the left bank below Baton Rouge, and from the Yazoo River to 
Horn Lake, below Memphis 

As this recommendation extends to levees below Red River, where excellent 
facilities for navigation now exist, special reasons therefor seem necessary. It 
is not important here to repeat at length the prineipleson whjch are formed the 
regimen of a river so strictly alluvial as the Lower Mississippi. It has algeady 
been stated in the discussions of the commission that the dimensions of the 
river are of its own creation; thata larger volume collected in one bed is dis- 
charged with less friction, other things being equal, and therefore with less 
slope, and more beneficent results to navigation and riparian interests ; while 
subdivision of volume, on the contrary, meets proportionately more resistance 
in each minor ehannel, and therefore requires more slope. 

It follows from this law that every step in the improvement of the river, in- 
cluding its delta, which begins at the junction of the Mississippi and Atchafalaya, 
should be in the direction of the assembling of its many outlets into one chan- 
nel, while subdivision in passes or dispersion through crevasses is —— error. 

Besides these general reasons, there are others, loca] in character but of 
importance, which will appeat on examination of the physical condition of this 
region why the work of improvement should include this part of the river. 

As has just been said, the point where the Atchafalaya diverges from the Mis- 
sissippi is the true head of the delta, of which the ee. Atchafalaya, and 
La Fourche are the only remaining passes or natural outlets. The ca of 
discharge of neither of these channels is normally equal to that of the river 
above, just as in the subdelta neither the South nor Southwest Passes or Pass a 
Outre has the capacity of the river above their joint head. But it is known 
that the Mississippi and Atchafalaya together can not now discharge the vol- 
ume of a great flood without disastrous overflow in the region they traverse. 

Thus, in 1882, the total flood discharge from the drainage basin above the head 
of the delte reached 2,200,000 cubic ‘feet per second, divided approximately as 
follows: Down the Mississippi, 1,450,000; through the Tensas n as overflow, 
500,000; and down the Red and Black Rivers, 250,000 cubic feet per second. 
this, 1,595,000 escaped down the Mississippi below Red River, and 281,000 down 
the Atchafalaya. The balance of 324,000 cubic feet per second entered neither 
stream, but escaped broadcast to the Gulf oyer the country. 

The redistribution of a similar flood discharge, as effected by the completion 
of the levees above Red River, would be 1,950,000 from the Mississippi and 
250,000 from the Red and Black. 

Under the circumstances, one of two results is inevitable, and either would 
necessitate precautionary work. 

In the first case the volume discharging down the Mississippi below Red River 
would be largely increased. This would require the temporary raising and 
strengthening of the levees on that part of the river. In the other case the water 
which now escapes in floods through crev in the Tensas front and re- 
turns in part to the Mississippi through Old River would reverse this move- 
ment if kept in the Mississippi, and would seek the lower levels of the Redand 
Atchafalaya through Old River with such force as not only to arrest the filling 
which now annually occurs in this channel, but also to deepen it and connect 
the deep water in the Mississippi with that in the Atchafalaya. This must be 
prevented at all hazards by work preceding the exclusion of flood water from 


the Tensas Basin. 
vely 1,595,000 





and strengthened to restrain and apply effectively such power as resides in the 
mass of water now necessarily Ghakensing and to be discharged between them 
before greater servitude is imposed, otherwise the treatment of the river be- 
comes merely local, of partial measures inconsistent with a general plan and 
general improvement. Such a plan must protect any and all parts of the river 

nst the direct consequences of its oppliention to other paw. spoviding for 
the safe conduct to the Gulf of a more rapid discharge of the volume flowing 
from above. : : 

Therefore, it is the opinion of the commission that the building of levees for 
the improvement of navigation in the obstructed ion of the river can not 

roceed indefinitely without involving damages the proprietary interests 
Satow; and if this portion of the improvement to navigation is to proceed, pro- 
vision must be made for strengthening and raising the levees in the lower por- 
tion of the river where navigation is now et ‘ 

This recommendation is not based on conditions which will be continually 
increasing or even permanent. No reason is ae why the law that a larger 
volume of water flows through a bed adjustable by its own forces to its own 
needs, with less resistance and slope, should not ultimately be fully operative 
here. 

During the transition period unquestionably the increase of work will be in- 
dicated by increase of slope, which will disappear as the equilibrium is re-estab- 
lished. 

The following genera! order is believed to be judicious in the completion of a 
levee system. As its object is generally to enla the water way, a common- 
sense anal is found in the homely art of ditching. It should begin at the 
lowerend. Each bottom, the Manchac, La Fourche, and Atchafalaya, constitut- 
ing Lower loutuna ee Tensas, Yazoo, White, and Saint Francis, should be in- 
closed in order from below upward. 

In each bottom,as it is reached in the foregoing order, the most important 
levees, as restraining the greatest escape of water, should be first constructed. 


Mf Chairman, sooner or later the Government of the United States 
will be compelled, for the protection of its citizensand their property, to 
assume control of the Mississippi River with a view to securing the 
alluvial districts from inundations and the great loss of life and destruc- 
tion of property which have been of such frequent occurrence in recent 

ears. 
. The magnitude and importance of this subject have been so well and 
often stated, that it is useless to reiterate them at this time. 

Nothing less than the adoption and inauguration of a national levee 
system under the direction of the Federal Government will satisfy the 
public demand. Therewill be ceaseless agitation on this subject until 
the Government does its duty by its citizens. It has been, and is now, 
and will continue to be for all time to come a national necessity. The 
farmers of the North and West and the manufacturers of the North and 
East find the most profitable markets for the products of their farms and 
factories in the lower valley of the Mississippi. One-half of the settled 
portion of the national domain and one- of the population of the 
entire nation is embraced within what is termed the Mississippi Valley. 
Whatever benefits this half of our common country will inure to the 
‘welfare and prosperity of the other. All that vast area of territory lying 
between the Alleghenies on the east and the Rocky Mountains on the 
west is directly interested in this question. The States of Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Kentucky, and Ten- 
nessee are all ostenie interested in the inauguration of a national levee 
system as are Arkansas, Mississippi, and Louisiana. 

The Senators and Representatives of these States can compel appro- 
priations to build our levees, if properly united. There isno longer any 
question or doubt as to the constitutional power on the partof the Gov- 
ernment to make the necessary appropriations. There may be a few 
hoary Bourbons of antediluvian times who look owlish and draw] about 
consti 














































These discharges of the Mississippi and eee (respecti 
and 281,000 cubie feet per second) are maintained for but a very short distance 
from the junction. Their capacity is rapidly reduced as they descend * re- 
peated loss of volume over insufficient levees. Thus, while the Mississippi has 
a capacity at the gauge just below the mouth of Red River of about "300,000 




















cubic feet per second, at Carrollton, just above New Orleans, it does not exceed tutional doubts, but no man abreast of the of the age 
1,000,000, as established by the following gaugings and computations: any doubts the power of Congress on this su We all un- 
isl, Humphreys and PME a hi to be “a Gov 2 bef the | : by the people, for 
1858, Humphreys and Abbot............ oe 1) 188. 000 the peop Let it be In practice what it professes to be in theory. 
1880, Mississippi River Commission..... 987,000 | The Co of the United States should give the what they 
ee ee ae ee 792,000 | need, if it does not do this then the people to blame it 
18853, Mississippi River Comission... aeeteoe | they do not elect: Senators and Representatives who will. With the 





Representatives of the lower valley let this question be paramount to 
all other issues. This has become with us a life-and-death question. 
Local county or State aid will no longer suffice. . 

Both before and since the civil war very large sums of money have 





The surplus power of the flowing water is wasted over and through levees not 
sufficient In grade orstrength toconvert it into work. They offer less resistance 


than the bed of thestream. Thus, in 1884, the discharge at River ga’ was 
upward of 1,400,000, and at Carrollton about 1,000,000 cubic feet per second. while 







between were the following crevasses: 









been expended by the local authorities. State and county systems 
Monga... nmnnnnsnsnsnsnnnininsnnmnennnninnee 21,009 | BBVE been thoroughly and honestly tried by means of local taxation. 
Waterloo .......-0-20+: .... 46,000 | Local taxation has had the test of a hundred years. Ithas always failed 
SE ennecermennny ’ and must always fail to accomplish the object desired, in view of the 
Bela er eee vast destruction of caused by the floods within the past few 












and ‘istricts of have repeated] Sear uatamaets ty which 

i country have y , by whic 
eee eal eek ieee omnianed ae aeatc 
ions of property oyed ; ya ty people 
of seventeen States and three Territories demand that the National 
Government shall grant them relief against the floods of the 

issi River. There should be no further tem: ing with this 
question. The Federal Government alone can furnish adequate aid 
and afford permanent and certain relief. 

This is not’a political question, nor is it sectional in the least degree. 
I sincerely trust that neither politics nor sectionalism will carry any 
weight in this discussion. The riparian States—the States bordering 
on the River—have neither the power nor the pecuniary 
ability to deal satisfactorily with this great question. This is not a 
State river; it is a United States river, and the United States Govern- 
ment alone possesses the means and the power to afford full relief and 
protection. No other nation in existence, or which has ever existed, 





Similar breaks occur whenever the discha: past Red River largely ex- 
ceeds 1,000,000 cubic feet per second. It is literally true that these levees. are 
awash in every flood of magnitude for hundreds of miles. For long distances 
the waves from storms and steamboats overrun them, and a continual outflow 
isonly prevented in many places by boards set on edge and sand bags. It is, 
therefore, impossfble safely to increase the slope even by a few inches in three 
hundred miles, and without this the velocity can not be increased nor the resist- 
ance diminished. 

The mere introduction of additional volume into the upper end of a channel 
is not a practical compliance with the principles undertving the plan of the 
commission, The condition of affairs just described has been substantially un- 
fag - upward < A <n aes ee of levees up to Red 

tiver—and yet the volume disc! point, and recurring approxi- 
mately with every flood, has not wrought out for iteclf below, in these many 
years, a sufficient water way. It has run vagrant over the fields, rather than 
work. Therestraint and concentration of the present supply of energy logically 
precedes its increase. Without this, additional volume only means waste of 
power and disaster from overflow. 

While the enlargement of me outlet, natural or artificial, should be 
and finally arrested, the levees from Red River down should be sufficiently 
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bas ever been so remiss in its duties toward its citizens where interests 
of such magnitude have beeninvolved. Noother great nation of either 
ancient or modern times has ever shown such apathy in relation to a 
subject of such paramount interest to so large a portion of its popula- 


or the ancients the Egyptians were among the most advanced and 
enlightened. No higher evidence is afforded of the civilization and de- 
velopment of ancient Egypt than her improvement and control of the 
river Nile, in the interests of her people. 
In t proper we are told that it never rains. And yet Egypt is 
ome the Nile, and yet again the valley of the Lower Nile was 


subject to periodical floods and inundations until a general system of 
levees and reservoirs was established and maintained thousands of 


years ago. Weare told constantly that the Mississippi, said to be very 
similar in many of its characteristics to the Nile, can not be controljed, 
and that all money spent in its improvement will be thrown away. 
Shall it be said that what Egypt could do thousands of years ago, 
with its limited resources, we, with all our boasted intelligence, al- 


most boundless resources, and more advanced civilization, can not ac- 
complish? “The floods of the Nile were circumscribed and held in 
check, and Egypt became in ancient times the granary of the Oriental 
world. The famine-stricken nations of the Orient were fed from the 
superabundant harvests gathered from the levee-protected valley of the 


Nile. 


When we reflect what Holland, Germany, and Italy—mere garden 
patches in extent of territory to the. vast area embraced within the 
Mississippi Valley—have done, a feeling ofdisgust tinctured with shame 
A large appropriation 
will be required to carry on and complete the undertaking, and doubt- 
So 
will attempt to stigmatize it as a ‘‘job.’’ 
Let them. ‘The idle and surplus labor of the nation will be employed 
and the country itself developed; over 15,000,000 acres of the best corn, 
sugar, and cotton land on the globe will be reclaimed, and the wealth 
of the United States increased beyond the power of figures to compute, 
and the whole civilized world will be benefited. No Government en- 
gineer, nor the most distinguished engineer in civil life, has ever esti- 
mated the cost of a national levee system above $50,000,000. Suppose 
it should take $100,000,000? “What of that to a country and a people 
as rich as ours? And what would even this sum be, large as it is, in 
I have seen the statement 
that in 1861, after the breaking out of our civil war, a general railroad 
system was inaugurated in India which contemplated the construction 
of 5,000 miles of new railroads to stimulate the growth of cotton in that 
country, and the British Government agreed to pay the interest on the 

to be thus em yed. The Mississippi River is the greatest in- 


eomes over us. The work will be a vast one. 


less some one will make money out of the work as it progresses. 
mote it be. Those opposed 


com with the benefits to be derived? 


capital 
land highway on 


prosperous 
levee system under the control of the National Government. 


derness. 


The heart grows sick and the mind becomes morbid in contemplat- 
rain and desolation wrought by the floods of the 


ing the 
ver in the recent 


Let us then, ignoring all former differences, forgetting all feelings of 

thing of the dead and buried past by laying aside all 

party distinction, unite with our brethren from every locality in favor 

of the most necessary improvement of any age or any country, which, 
stupendous 


sectionalism as a 


when completed, so will be its proportions, will be justl 
classed as the eighth wonder of the world. epLe 
The amendment was withdrawn. 
Mr. - 1 move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, as upon this question I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to of the Mississippi River Commission in relation 


to the harbor of Vicesbarg, which will be found on page 249 of the 
document. The commission there report that the balance available 
i of Vicksburg Harbor on November 1, 1883, was, 
in round numbers, $55,000; that there was allotted to that improve- 
the $25,000; that there was expended of that 
$27,000, and that of this fund available for the 
of Vicksburg the commission transferred to 
Providence reach a portion amounting to $22,000, evidently con- 
that no sum in excess of the amount expended was necessary 

for the Vicksburg improvement. They probably were moved to that 
things which is shown by their report. The 


for the 


i 


sum 
sum, in round num! 
of the 


| 


action by the condition of 


engineer in charge, in discussing the Vicksburg Harbor, says: 


The work here consists of improvement of the harbor p r and the main- 
tenance of Delta Point, in Louisiana, ite Vicksburg. e former [Vicks- 
burg) is local in character, would add nothing to the general im- 
provement of work. 


{Cries of **Vote!” ““Vote!”»] 


question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. BARKS; 


DALE, and it was rejected. 
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; teeming millions of inhabitants along its bor- 
ders; great wealth is theirs; the soil is of unsurpassed fertility, and the 
climate genial and inviting, and nothing is needed to make it the most 

and ishing portion of the habitable globe but a general 
If we do 
not get it, all this vast alluvial region will in the course of time, and 
that at no distant period, become an abandoned waste and howling wil- 


LA17 


Mr. NICHOLLS. I offer an amendment, to come in after line 212, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For building and keeping a dredge-boat and operating said boat for one year 
in the improvement of the harbors of Savannah, Charleston, and the Saint 
John's Bar, $100,000, 


Mr. NICHOLLS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read, in 
connection with that improvement, a communication from the mayor 
of Savannah. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the communication. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Mr. Chairman, on the suggestion of a memberof 
the committee I withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia withdraws his 
amendment. The Clerk will report the next paragraph of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Galveston, Tex.: The Secretary of War is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to construct such permanent and sufficient jetties and such 
auxiliary works as may be necessary to create and permanently maintain a 
channel between the thirty-foot contour-lines of said harbor and the Gulf of 
Mexico thirty feet deep atlow water and not less than two hundred feet wide at 
the bottom; and all the works within the harbor that may be necessary as a 
means of procuring and maintaining said channe! shall be constructed so as not 
to diminish the area of twenty-six feet of water in said harbor, and, so far as 
practicable by said works, said twenty-six feet area shall be increased. Said 
works shall be constructed according to the plans, specifications, and estimates 
to be submitted by James B. Eads, as hereinafter provided for, and shall be of a 
substantial and enduring character, not inferior to those at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, and so made as to be protected against teredo and other ma- 
rine insects. 























































Mr. Waite, of Kentucky, and Mr. SPRINGER both rose. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, [ rise to a question or order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the paragraph just read, and 
upon that I desire to address the committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is 
recognized and moves to strike out this paragraph. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that motion, Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
can not obtain the floor while the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. SPRING- 
ER] has it, arguing in favor of his proposition. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his question of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the Chair if mine is not 
a privileged motion before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ] 
qffers his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
did not make his motion before the gentleman from Illinois offered his 
amendment, and therefore the Chair need not answer the question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] has not yet offered his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois rose to address the 
Chair, and stated that his motion was to strike out the paragraph just 
read by the Clerk, and he now has the floor and is proceeding to debate 
that proposition. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I had desired before the debate upon 
this bill concluded to sabmit some remarks upon the paragraph which 
has just been read. It is true that the committee has already devoted 
much time to the discussion of the question of the improvement of Gal- 
veston Harbor, but so far that discussion has been either under the rule 
for general debate or has been introduced out of order upon other sec- 
tions of the bill. The committee having now reached that part of the 
bill making provision for the improvement of Galveston Harbor, I de- 
sire to submit some views in relation thereto. It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in recommending 
the appropriation provided for in this paragraph has departed widely 
from the usual manner of making appropriations for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors. The employment of a particular person, or the 
requirement of the employment of a particular person, to carry on a 
particular work is such a departure from correct principles and well- 
established usage as I hope this committee and this House will not make 
without very serious consideration. 

Having moved to strike out this paragraph, I will state that I am 
not actuated by any desire to defeat the appropriation for Galveston 
Harbor. On the contrary, I regard that as a very important harbor, 
and one deserving the attention of Congress and worthy of a liberal ap- 
propriation. But I am utterly opposed to farming out appropriations 
that are made for the improvement of rivers and harbors to be con- 
trolled by any particular individual or individuals, however eminent 
they may be as engineers. The particular engineer mentioned in this 
provision is to be paid $5,000 a year for his services and $3,000 a year 
for each additional foot of navigable water that is obtained there. I 
have seen it stated in the newspapers that the city of Galveston has 

roposed to pay him, in addition to this, the sum of $10,000 salary and 

5,000 a foot for each additional foot of navigable water; making in all 
@ salary of $15,000 a year cash and $8,000 for each additional foot of 
navigable water obtained below the present line. If he should be en- 
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gaged ten y 
sum of money heretofore estimated by him, the Government and the 
city of Galveston will have paid this engineer at least $27,000 a year as 
salary and for the contingent amount to be allowed for increased depth 
of water. 

How much additional might be made by the skillful manipniation of 
contracts it is, of course, impossible to estimate. Iam utterly opposed 
to the employment of any individual in this way; I am utterly opposed 
to making an appropriation dependent on the employment of a particu- 
lar individual. If this gentleman should die pending this work, your 
appropriation should lapse. If heshould become non compos mentis, or, 
through sickness or disease, should become unable to carry on the work, 
everything would stop and this harbor improvement would be at an end. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SpRinGEeR]. The gentleman proceeds 
upon the erroneous assumption that the provision which he opposes is 
to be permitted to remain in the bill. Now I desire to say to him and 
to the Committee of the Whole that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, at a meeting subsequent to the one at which they to 
report this provision, determined, after consultation in regard to the 
Galveston improvement, to offer as a substitute for the provision now 
in the bill the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Galveston Harbor, $500,000; and the harbor board herein provided for are 
directed to proceed at once to examine, survey, and report to the Secretary of 
War for his approval plans, specifications, and estimates for said improvemen 


t 
and when said plans, specifications, and estimates shali have been approved, said 
work shall be carried forward with all possible expedition. 


Mr. WILLIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that Mr. Eads is 
entirely eliminated from the provision in regard to Galveston Harbor. 
He is not given the control of the work; he is not to be paid an annual 
salary; nor is he to be paid a fee for securing additional depth of water. 
In other words, he has nothing to do with Galveston Harbor. 

We believe that the Committee of the Whole will be ready to accept 
this proposition; and the Committee on Rivers‘and Harbors have in- 
structed me by a unanimous vote to offer this as a substitute for all of 
these four or five provisions touching Galveston. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the part of the bill for which this is 

roposed as a substitute—from what line to what line? 

Mr. WILLIS. Itbegins at line 213 and ends at line 305—embracing 
the whole three pages with reference to Galveston Harbor. 

Now as to the appropriation which the committee recommend, we 
propose $500,000 instead of three-quarters of a million dollars. The 
Committee of the Whole will bear in mind that when the last river 
and harbor bill was presented it contained an appropriation of $250,000 
for Galveston, but upon the motion of the gentleman representing the 
Galveston district [Mr. OcHTLTREE] that provision was stricken out, 
so that in the last river and harbor bill the harbor of Galveston re- 
ceived nothing. Under the present estimates, according to the rule 
we have adopted, this harbor would have been entitled to another 
appropriation of $250,000; but in view of the fact that in the last bill 
this harbor received nothing, the committee have supplemented the 
ordinary appropriation of this year with that which they put in the 
last bill, but which was strack out on motion of the Representative 
from Galveston; so that, taking the two bills together, $500,000 for 
Galveston Harbor is no more in proportion to the estimates than any 
others of the great harbors of the country have received at the hands 
of the River and Harbor Committee. 

I not only trust, Mr. Chairman, that this matter will be satisfactory, 
but I may say (going in advance a little) that in regard to the Missis- 
sippi River the committee have authorized me to offer 21 amendment 
which I believe will commend itself to all sound-thinking men on this 
floor—a proposition that hereafter the improvement of the Mississippi 
River shall be confined to the plans as detailed in the first and second 
reports of the Mississippi River Commission. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Just one word more. If this is done, this costly re- 
vetment system is done away with, and the objections urged on this 
point will be obviated. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. MOULTON. Oh, yes; it ought to be done. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the friends of this bill to vote down the motion. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 119, noes 85. 

Mr. WILLIS and Mr. GIBSON called for tellers. 

. Tellers were ordered—more than one-fifth of a quorum voting there- 
or. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise te a parliamentary inquiry. 

_ RANDALL. If there is to be debate let us have it on both 
sides. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish tomakea parliamentary inquiry. IftheCom- 
mittee of Whole should now rise—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wiil state that no debate is in order 


except by unanimous consent. 
Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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Mr. WILLIS. If the Committee of the Whole should now rise and 
the House should adjourn would not the legislative day of Monday be 

ne? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question to be determined in the 
House. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want to go onwith the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers have been ordered on the motion that 
the committee rise. TheChair appoints the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. WIL11s, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND. The 
tellers will take their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 129 
noes 98. 

So the motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and barbors, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

Mr. RANDALL. It may be in order, intervening business hav- 
1 ——_— 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is my purpose. 

Mr. Wurre, of Kentucky, rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentacky. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order pending the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it a question of personal privilege 
to which the gentleman rises? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Georgia consents to nothing 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that, but wishes 
to hear the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. In the remarks of the gentleman from 
Kentuck y—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That, in the judgment of the Chair, is 
not a question of privilege. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the Chair let me state—— 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The Chair can not let the gentleman 
have unlimited scope. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to repeat the language of my 
colleague. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman refer to the lan- 
guage of his [ Mr. WiLLIs]? ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will state if the Chair will allow me. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point this is not in order pending 
the motion to adjourn over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr 
HAMMOND] that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Tuesday next. 

The motion was disagreed to. ‘ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. If that motion is voted down I hope I—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Debate is not in order unless allowed on both sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order except by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS» If that motion is voted down will it not be in order 
then to move to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


Mr. RANDALL. That same motion can be made after the other 
Len SN on 1 3 
tempore. It is the opinion of the Chair if this 
adetahis 


motion is gen can move to go into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the sfate of the Union and to state what his 
object in so doing is. 

Mr. WHITE, of K . I rise toa question of personal privi- 
lege. I have the *s notes of what my colleaguesaid this morn- 
ing and I will read them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman rise to a question 


r, WHITE, of Kentucky. Idoso far as the remarks of my col- 
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league [Mr. WILLIs] are concerned in the speech which he made this 
morning, and so far as they apply to me I desire tomakeadenial. He 
used the following language. [Cries of‘ Regular order!’’) This is 
what he said: 

- 7 red i rress of the consideration of this bill because 
——.. ee is well aware, a good part of this 
House has been in making up a Cabinet for the next President, and 
various members of the Committee on Appropriations, its chairman and sev- 
eral other members, have been included in that—and another portion of them 
have been engaged in festivities, and by their absence we have been frequently 
left without a quorum, and hence delay has occurred in the progress of this 
bill. 

[During the reading of the above there were constant cries of ** Regular 
order !”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to this. ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I deny that I have been engaged in 
any of these festivities. [Laughter and cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”’} 

The SPEAKER pro oe . The gentleman from Kentucky is out 
of order and will resume his seat. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say—— 

The SPEAKER pro “ye The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that 
the order of the Chair is obeyed. : 

Mr. Hic, assistant [oem (without the mace), proceeded 
up the aisle and took hold of Mr. Wurrr, of Kentucky, Mr. WHITE 
resisting. The assistant sergeant-at-arms returned to his desk and 
came again = g the mace, toward Mr. WHITE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize no gentle- 
man until all the members resume their seats and order is restored. 
{After a pause.] The question before the House is the motion the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appropria- 
tions Dills. ; ‘ 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask, Mr. Speaker, if there is—— 

Mr. RANDALL. If we are to have debate let us have it on both 


sides. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the yeas and nays be taken at once in order to 
save time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are the yeas and nays called. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. I desire to state, sir, that when I was occupying my place on 
this floor, the assistant sergeant-at-arms came to me, he a citizen, 
without any authority, without any semblance of authority—came to 
me for the purpose of arresting me on this floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !”’ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He went to discharge his duty under 
the direction of the Chait. The Chair ruled that the gentleman was 
not in order, and having requested him to take his seat he persistently 


refused to do so. [Applause on the Democratic side of the House. } 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to debate the question I have 
raised. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have the right to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks differently, and de- 
clines further to hear the gentleman on his question of privilege, holding 
it is not a question of mal privilege. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask in reference to that question of per- 
sonal privilege whether a person without any insignia of office can place 
violent hands on a member and push him from his seat. I deny that 


such a can be done. 

Mr. OND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has heard no appeal from 
his decision. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this is a ques- 
tion of the very highest personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair differs from the gentle- 


Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Aad it seems to me that it is hardly compe- 
tent—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to a question of order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [I raise the question oforder that, the Speaker hav- 
ing decided the question and no appeal being taken, all of these re- 
marks are out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. ° 

The question is on ordering the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 


The gentleman from Georgia has risen 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 117, not 
voting 57; as follows: 

YEAS—149. 

Aiken, Bland, peowen, “i M. a 
Bagley, Boutelle, Buckner, Clardy, 
Beach, rete F.B Campbell, Felix Collins 
Belmont, Broadhead, Campbell|J.E. Connolly, 
Bingham, Brown, W. WwW. Candler, Converse, 
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Cosgrove, Hiscock, Poland Sumner, D. H. 
Covington Hitt, Post Swope, 

Cox, 8.8 Holman, Price Talbott, 

Cox, W.R Hopkins, Pusey Taylor, J. D. 
Crisp, Horr, Randall, Tillman, 
Curtin Howey, Ray, G. W. Townshend, 
Deuster, Hutchins, Reed, T.B Tully, 
Dingley Jones, B. W. Reid, J. W Turner, H.G. 
Dockery, Kean Reese, Turner, Oscar 
Dorsheimer, * Keifer, Rice Valentine, 
Dowd Kelley, Riggs Van Alstyne, 
Eaton, Ketcham, Rogers, W. F. Vance, 
Eldredge, Lamb, Rosecrans, Van Eaton, 
English Lawrence Rowell, Wadsworth, 
Ermentrout Le Fevre, Russell, Wait, 
Everhart, Long. Ryan, Wakefield, 
Ferrell, Lyman, Seney, Wallace, 
Follett McCormick, Seymour, Warner, A. J. 
Funston, Matson, Skinner, C. R. Washburn, 
Fyan, Millard, Skinner, T. G. White, J. D. 


Glasscock, 
Graves, 


Mitchell, 
Morgan, 


Siocum, 


Smith, A. Herr 


White, Milo 
Whiting, 


Greenleaf, Mor ie, Smith, 1. Y Wilkins, 
Hammond, Moulton, Spocner, Winans, E. B.. 
Hardeman, Murray, Spriggs, Winans, John 
Hardy, Mutchier, Springer, Yaple, 
Harmer, O'’Neill,Charles . Steele, York, 

Hatch, W. H. Paige Stevens, Young 
Haynes, Patton Stewart, J..W. 

Henley, Payson, Stockslager, 


Hill, 


Adams, G. E. 





Pettibone 


Storm, 


NAYS—I117. 


Ellwood, 


Jones, J.T. 


Robertson, 

















Anderson, Findlay, King, Rogers, J. H 
Ballentine, Finerty, Kleiner Shively, 
Barbour, Foran, Lanham, Singleton, 
Barksdale, Forney, Lewis, Smalls, 
Bennett, George, Lore, Snyder, 
Bisbee, Gibson, Lowry, Stephenson, 
Blackburn, Goff, McCoid, Stewart, Charles 
Blanchard, Green, McMillin, Stone, 
Bratton, Guenther, Milliken, Strait, 
Breckinridge, Halsell, Mills, Struble, 
Breitung, Hanback, Money, Sumner, C. A. 
Budd, Hart, Muldrow, Taylor, E. B, 
Burleigh, Hatch, H. H. Murphy, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Hemphill, Neece, Thomas, 
Caldwell, 4 Henderson,D.B. Nelson, Thorapson 
Culbersorf# D. B. Henderson, T. J. Nichols, Ward, 
Culbertson, W.W. Hepburn, Nutting, Warner, Richard 
Cullen, Herbert, Oates, Weaver, 
Cutcheon, Hewitt,G. W. Ochiltree, Wellborn, 
Dargan, Hoblitzell, O' Ferrall, Williams, 
Davidson, Holmes, O'Hara, Willis, 
Davis, G. R. Houk, Payne, Wilson, James 
Davis, L. H. Houseman, Peel, Wilson, W. L. 
Davis, R. T. Hunt, Perkins, Wise, G. D. 
Dibble, Hurd, Peters, Woodward, 
Dibrell, James, Phelps, Worthington. 
Dunham, Jeffords, Pierce, 
Dunn, Johnson, Pryor, 
Ellis, Jones, J. H. teagan, 

NOT VOTING—57. 
Adams, J. J, Craig Libbey, Ray, Ossian 
Arnot, Elliott, Lovering, Robinson, J. 3 
Atkinson, Evans, McAdoo, Robinson, W. E. 
Barr, Fiedler, McComas, Rockwell, 
Belford, Garrison, Maybury, Shaw, 
Bowen, Geddes Miller, J. F. Throckmorton, 
Brainerd, Hancock, Miller, 8. H. Tucker, 
Brewer, J. H. Hewitt, A.S. Morrill, Weller, 
Brumm, Holton Morrison, - Wemple, 
Campbell, J. M. Hooper, Muller, Wise, J.S. 
Cannon, Jones, J. K. O'Neill, J. J. Wolford, 
Chalmers, Jordan, Parker, Wood 
Clay, Kellogg. Potter, 
Clements, Lacey, Rankin, 
Cook, Laird, Ranney, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the reading of the names 

Mr. WILLIS. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wanted to save time for the House. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the names of those voting. 

Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending the announcement of the vote 
I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in thechair). The gen- 
tleman car not, unless it pertains to the calling of the roll; until the 
announcement of the vote, which announcement can not be made until! 
the roll-call is completed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thought it was completed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not completed. 

{TheSpeaker pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN) here resumed the chair. } 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending the announcement of the vote 
I desire to rise to a question of the highest personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the vote hav- 
ing been ascertained by call of the yeas and nays, the first thing in order 
will be the announcement of that vote to the House, after which the 
gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
that then it will be too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
after the roll-call is completed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But if the vote shall have been an- 
nounced will the Chair not then have announced the fact that the House 


I desire to raise the question of order 


The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
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has resolved to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and will it not then be too late to rise to a question of privilege? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. TheChairthinksnot. The Chairthinks 
the vote should first be announced, and that will be done unless the 
gentleman from Kentucky rises to correct or change his vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
determined to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union; and moved to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And pending that motion I rise toa 
question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania as pending, and recognizes the 
gentleman from Kentucky as rising to a question of personal privilege, 
which he will now state. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have said, sir, that I rose to a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of this House to what oc- 
curred on this floor a few moments ago relative to myself. I was ad- 
dressing the House—the Speaker—in regard to a question of privilege. 
I ask that the Clerk now read Rule IX, to show that I was addressing 
the Chair under a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair does not understand the gen- 
tleman to have taken an appea! from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But I now risetoaquestion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isaware of the rule to which 
the gentleman refers,and,as the Chair hassuggested, no appeal was taken. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But I am nowseeking to presenta ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the gentleman presents a question of personal privilege by the state- 
ment of what took place a few moments ago, when the gentleman de- 
clined to take an appeal. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But I am rising to a question of per- 
sonal privilege as to what occurred with reference to myself at that time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the Chair does not care to hear the 
rule read I will call the attention of the Chair to what occurred. 

While I was stating, as I thought, a question of nal privilege, 
and before I had completed what I desired to say, the Chair ruled me 
outof order. Numbers of tlemen were standing around me upon 
the floor and in front of the Speaker’s desk. The Chair ordered the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to preserve order upon the floor, and now, in order 
that I may not be mistaken in stating what occurred, I shall ask the 
Clerk to read from the notes of the Official Reporter as to what transpired. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will read what the extended 
notes show. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Wurre, of Kentucky, having concluded reading an extract from the 
speech of Mr. Wi1118, made this morning. [Cries of “ Regular order !”’) 

Mr. Sprincer. I o t. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. Wuite, of Kentucky, continued reading. [Cries of *‘ Regular order!’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky is out of order and 
will resume his seat. . 

Mr. Wurre,of Kentucky. Mr. ker, I wish to say—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the order of the 
Chair is obeyed. 

Mr. HILL, assistant sergeant-at-arms, without the ee Ses up the aisle 
and took hold of Mr. Wurre, of Kentucky, Mr. Warrr ing. 

The assistant se nt-at-arms returned to his desk and came again, carrying 
the mace, toward Mr. Waits. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize no gentleman until all re- 
sume their seats and order is restored. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. ‘That is all that I wish to have read. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to this fact, that while I was 
addressing the Chair there were numbers of gentlemen on the floor, 
and when the Chair ordered the Sergeant-at-Arms to preserve order, a 
citizen, without any symbol of power, as is required by paragraph 2 of 
Rule [IV— 

The symbol of his office— 

Referring to the Sergeant-at-Arms— 


shal! be the mace, which shall be borne by him while enforcing order on the floor. 


I say, while I was addressing the Chair and while the Chair was at- 
tempting to preserve order, a citizen without any semblance of power 
came to me and demanded I should take my seat; and when TO- 
tested with the palm of my hand, without any violence, he laid violent 
hands on me and in an offensive manner demanded I should take my 
seat. He had passed numbers of gentlemen standing on this floor. 
Why should I be singled out? 

If he was carrying out the order of the Speaker, if that was the inten- 
tion of the Speaker, then like Cromwell this Speaker can put his foot 
down and say, ‘‘Go, begone.’’ He can doas the speakerof the pseudo 
parliament at Constantinople did a few years ago when the Sultan was 
attempting to throw dust in the eyes of the civilized world to make 
them believe there was a parliament sitting for the Se If 
any member dared to do what the speaker did not wish, the 
sergeant-at-arms arrest that member and thrust him out of the house. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 7, 


If acitizen without any symbol of power can come here and lay hands 
on me, then he can take hold of the venerable gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania [Mr. KELLEY], who called attention to this matter in such elo- 
quent Jan ; he can take hold of any man on this floor. The coun- 
try will take note of the fact. ; ; 

I was reading what the chairman of a committee of this House had 
said of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations: 
that he had been away forming a cabinet; that members of that com- 
mittee had been away forming a cabinet; that there was no quorum 
here because we were going out for festivities; and I desire to say for 
my part I had declined to go to that oyster or clam bake although the 
invitation was presented to me. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I call the gentleman to order. This has 
nothing to do witlr any question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not see that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is confining himself to the question of privilege. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. He evidently wishes to make a political 
speech. I object to his proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks the gentleman to con- 
fine himself to his question of privilege. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am not making a political speech. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. That is what you are doing. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman should address his re- 
marks to the Chair. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I address them to you. I address my re- 
marks to thegentleman from Kentucky;and I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks the gentleman from 
Kentucky to confine his remarks within the proper limit of what is a 
question of privil 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The question I raise is that if any per- 
son comes to a member on this floor, acting for the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
by fhe sanction of the Sergeant-at-Arms—comes to a member and at- 
tempts to arrest him without bearing the mace, and lays violent hands 
upon the member, he is unworthy to be an officer of this august body. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. MILLS. Suppose the Sergeant-at-Arms sees a member involved 
in a difficulty with another member, and there is a likelihood that one 
or the other will receive great bodily harm, should he wait to go down 
and get his mace before taking measures to restore order ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That has no relevancy to this case, 
where a citizen comes to a member on this floor without bearing any 
symbol of power and lays violent handsonhim. I do not desire to dis- 
cuss a hypothesis. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. This identical matter was passed upon by the 
Chair and no appeal was taken from his decision. .My point of order 
is that this argument is out of order without any regard at all to what 
may be its merits. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. WHITE, of oder Mr. Speaker, the facts are these—— 


[Cries of ** oe order !”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would very gladly indulge 
the gentleman from Kentucky, but thinks the point of order taken by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] is well taken; and the 
regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to make a ees inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Some gentlemen would like to know what the 
point of order is which the Chair has sustained ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not the fault of the Chair if the 
gentleman from Maine did not hear what was the point of order sus- 
tained by the Chair. ' 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I submit it isthe fault of the Chair if it does 
not give a respectful answer to a question which I have respectfully 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think he is bound 
to answer the question, but out of politeness he will say the point of 
order was made by the gentleman from Georgia that the question that 
was being submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky had already 
been raised, and had already been decided by the Chair not to present 
a question of privilege, and no appeal was taken from that decision, 
although the Chair asked if the decision of the Chair was appealed 
from. The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the Speaker ind me? [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ‘‘ Regular order!’’] At the time to which the 
Chair has referred we were Soe ne ree eee eee, bone 
poned the appeal until the call been completed. I now appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. [Cries of ‘‘Too late !’”’ ‘“‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. a en nega. The 
regular order is the question on the motion of the gentleman from 
P lvania [Mr. RANDALL] to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House determined to go into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
general appropriation bills. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon what point does the gentleman 


1? 

= WHITE, of Kentucky. Upon the point raised by the gentleman 
from ia [Mr. HAMMOND}. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I think the appeal comes too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks there can be 
any difference of opinion upon that subject. The effort of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] to appeal now from that decision of 
the Chair is clearly too late under the rule. The Chair therefore sub- 
mits the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
to lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House determined to go into Committee of the Whole to consider appro- 
priation bills. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House. is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. The Clerk 
will report the first bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objectidn, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill isnow before the committee for general 
debate, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] is recog- 
nized. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question of the gen- 
tleman-in charge of this bill; I desire to know when he proposes that 
general debate it shall close. 

Mr. TOWN D. Mr. Chairman, I am unable at present to say 
what will be the lengthof time desired for general debate. I can only 
say for myself that lam anxious to expedite the passage of this bill as 
much as.is practicable. There are several new features in the bill. 
Some important new legislation is proposed by the committee, and 
it will take some time to properly explain that new legislation so that 
the Houseshall vote upon itintelligently. I will say to thegentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. W1L11s] that inmy judgment it would be best to 
allow the debate to run on forsome time, because I think we shall then 
be able moreeasily to ascertain how much time may be needed. I say 
to the gentleman farther that I will join with him in restricting debate 
within the closest limits that may be found to be compatible with the 
interests of the public and the explanation of thisbill. Thisisa 
bill which appropriates over $52,000,000, and it certainly ought to 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not yield the floor, Mr. Chairman, but I 
am ing that the gentleman shall ask me a question if he desires to. 

Mr. WI . Idesire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on 
Rivers and Har after one test vote (to which they were entitled, as 
being in of the river and harbor bill), made no opposition to the 
will of the House to take up this appropriation bill; but it was an- 
nounced then, and it is understood now, that the time for the considera- 
tion of all these important bills is quite limited, and therefore, in no 
captious spirit, but in the interest of the promotion of the public busi- 
ness, and with a view to the consideration of other important public 
measures after this one shall have been disposed of, I move that after 
this — have been debated for an hour and a half the committee 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I do not yield the floor for any 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
can not make any motion at this time. He can give notice of a motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well; then, Mr. Chairman, I give notice that at 
the expiration of that time I will make that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it would be better to allow the bill to re- 
main in charge of the gentleman from Illinois; and in that connection 
I want to say, for one, that in my judgment the general debate on this 
bill should not extend over to-day. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not think it will. 

Mr. GIBSON (to Mr. RANDALL). I thought you said you wanted 
to the bill to-day. 

HOLMAN. Two hours ought to be sufficient. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought that two hours would be sufficient, but 
the other side demand two hours. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I now desire to resume the floor. 

Mr. HORR. I think this side of the House will be satisfied with 
Oe erent stall fer the diecunsion of this bill. rts 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The tleman.from Ilinois ; 
TOWNSHEND] is entitled $e the Stat and declines to yield, and he is 
hour under the rule. 


s 
2 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I hope this discussion does not 


come out of my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. It must come out of the gentleman’s time. 

















Mr. RANDALL. Well, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 


SHEND] has time enough, at any rate. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Horr] desires to make a statement, and I think that if the com- 
mittee will listen to him the effeci will probably be to shorten the de- 
bate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The appeal must be made to the gentleman in 


charge of the bill. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it will not come out of my time, I am will- 


ing to yield to the gentleman [Mr. Horr] for a statement. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman from 


Michigan [Mr. HorR] will be heard out of order. 


Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, upon consultation Iam satisfied that 


two hours and a half will meet the wishes of gentlemen upon our side 
of the House. That is the best I can do, and it is a very short time for 
the discussion of this bill. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think gentlemen had better consent to that prop- 


osition, rather than excite any factious opposition. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, what is the proposition that is 


made? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain any proposition in 


regard to limiting the debate in committee. The Chair has been simply 
listening to suggestions made upon that subject by unanimous consent! 
All motions to limit debate must. be made in the House. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know if it is the 


wish of the gentleman from Michigan [| Mr. Horr] that two hours and 
a half shall be allowed to that side of the House for the discussion of 
this bill? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has 


so stated. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. If that be allowed, proper courtesy, I sup- 


pose, would require that two hours and a half should be accorded to 


this side also. 

Mr. HORR. Of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will understand that although they 
make informal agreements upon this subject here in committee, when 
it comes to an actual motion to limit debate that must be made in the 
House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, at the request of some gentle: 
men around me I would say I am willing to accept the proposition 
made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] and let general 
debate on this bill be limited to two hours and a half on each side. It 
is possible that the entire time awarded to this side of the House may, 
not be consumed, but I would not like to bind myself by an agreement 
that gentlemen ou this side will not wish the ‘entire time. I will ask 
an understanding that the limit I have just named shall be the limit 
upon this debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I shall object to that for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether there is no-way by which debate can: be closed at an’ 
earlier period. It seems to me that with all these appropriation bills 
hanging we had better vote than talk. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have always found it better to accede to a rea- 
sonable request of either side as to general debate than refuse and then 
have more time taken by reason of the bad temper resulting. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
to move to limit general debate on this bill to two hours, or I will say 
three hours ? ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
can entertain no motion tolimit debate. The Committee of the Whole 
can not regulate that matter except by unanimous consent, and objec- 
tion having been made—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
SON] will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] that all general debate on this 
bill be limited to five hours? 

Mr. REAGAN. There is objection. In view of the conditionof busi- 
ness Iam surprised that gentlemen should desire to occupy so much 
time in general debate on this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
need not express any astonishment. We are compelled to meet the 
views of the House as a whole. 

Mr. WILLIS. Why not submit the question to the House ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because it is not in order to do so now. 

Mr. REAGAN. | It is not necessary to waste almost two days on gen- 
eral debate at this stage of the session. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, this Post-Office bill isan important measure. 

Mr. REAGAN. All the new legislation in the bill will have to go 
out on points of order at any rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisdebateisnotinorder. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before this Com; 
mittee of the Whole carries an appropriation of $52,253,200, a sum 
twice as large as that contained in any other appropriation bill except 
the one providing appropriations for the payment of pensions. It au- 
thorizes an aggregate expenditure exceeding all the appropriations for 
the support of this Government in 1854. It provides for the payment 
of salaries of more officers of this Government than any other of the great 
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money bills. It isa bill which affects the entire business and industrial 
interest of the whole country. Its influence is felt in every village, yea 
in every neigborhood, of the land. All localities, all interests, all the 
people are directly interested in it, and it reaches into American inter- 
ests in every civilized foreign country. It does seem to me, therefore, 
that a bill of such magnitude is entitled at least to five hours for expla- 
nation and general discussion, which is asked for. 

The river and harbor bill, in which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN | feels such an interest, occupied the attention of this House 
last week in general debate for several days; and that bill does not 
provide expenditures exceeding $12,400,000. I repeat, it does seem to 
me a reasonable request when gentlemen representing both sides of 
this House on the Appropriations Committee ask that debate on so im- 
portant a measure as this shall not be restricted to less time than five 
hours for explanation and general debate. But, Mr. Chairman, in ad- 
dition to the large appropriation this bill carries it contains some very 
important new legislation. Considering the amount appropriated and 
the character of this new legislation, it is in my judgment the most 
important postal appropriation bill that has ever been a 
this House. And I will say to the gentleman from Texas when 
he makes examination he will discover that some at least of the im- 
portant new legislation in this bill is not subject to a point of order; 
so that he and others will be called up to vote upon their responsibility 
as Kepresentatives whether some of these provisions shall be retained 
in the bill or not. 

I wish to say further that the Committee on Appropriations has had 
no desire to introduce this class of legislation upon this bill unless it 
believed that public interest demanded such action. We would have 
much preferred to confine the bill strictly to the appropriations for the 

tal service; but in view of the fact that the Cal is crowded with 

usiness, and there is no possibility, perhaps, of any independent bill 
on those subjects securing final action during this session, the commit- 
tee, looking to the general interest and necessities of the public and the 
economy in the use of public money, have thought it wise that we 
should meet some of the existing emergencies by introducing in this 
bill provisions which have been here inserted. 

Much patient labor has been bestowed by the subcommittee in the 
preparation of the bill, and the general committee has given careful con- 
sideration to every item it contains, either of appropriation or new legis- 
lation. Our postal serviceis necessarily growing. It annually demands 
increased expenditures. In this more than any other Department of 
the Government there is a necessity for increased appropriations. The 
development of the country, its growth in population and commerce, 
require that we should recognize the necessity for increased postal fa- 
cilities. Indeed if no increase of the postal service was required, such 
a condition of things would indicate national decay instead of progress. 
The Committee on Appropriations in a liberal spirit have responded to 
this necessity and recommended expenditures fully large enough to 
meet every want of this branch of the public service; but at the same 
time we have sought to avoid an extravagantexpenditure of the people’s 
money. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that this com- 
mittee has been more liberal in its appropriations for the postal service 
on this bill, with few exceptions, than the Appropriations Committee of 
any Congress which has preceded it. 

I have in my hands a table of the aggregate appropriations for the 
postal service since 1882, to which I wish to call attention: 


Appropriations for the postal service for the figeal years 1882, 1883, 1884, 
1885, and amount recommended for 1886. 

Papeete TER cnet cmenizeremmnnsineeimanadnntininindls 

SIE Cis cncin vasinveasnsesteresiogntinencnevibenninnnbdainiaianaiitimdna ty 

eS Se crnnsteneevecenerstemaidenninbciansneniniennntinmandaabediin ah 
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Recommended 1836 























Aggregate increase 1833 over 1882, $3,686,468; increase 1833 ove; 
1882, 9 per cent. 
decrease 1884 under 1883, $154,380; decrease 1884 under 
1883, 4 per cent. "a 
increase 1885 over 1884, $4,550,880; increase 1885 ove: 
1884, 10! per cent. 

Aggregate p' increase 1886 over 1885, $3,212,800; proposed 
increase 1886 over 1885, 64 per cent. , 

It will be seen from these figures that in 1884, the second session ot 
the last Congress, instead of increasing the appropriation, as absolutely 
required by the increasing demands of the postal service, actually re- 
duced the appropriations below those made for the year previous. | 
am merely mentioning this as a matter of fact, and not for the pur- 
pose of inspiring criticism on the action of the last Congress; but | 
do feel that I am warranted in urging this as evidence that this Con- 
gress has not dealt with the necessities of this service in an illibera! 
or niggardly spirit. It will be seen from this table that in 1883 the in- 
crease of appropriations was 9 per cent. In 1884 the appropriations 
were reduced one-third of 1 per cent. below the appropriations of the 
previous year. The appropriations at the last session of this Congress 
were increased 10} per cent. over the year before, and the appropriations 
of this year, as authorized by this bill, increase the appropriation 6} pe: 
cent. 

I will remark here, Mr. Chairman, before I go further, that the reduc- 
tion of postage which occurred neary two years ago did not diminish the 
receipts of the Department. There was no loss of revenue by the act 
of Congress which reduced the postage to 2 cents per half ounce; there 
was actually an increase of revenue. The deficit which occurred the 
year following was due to the fact that the expenditures were greater, 
and I am willing to confess that large expenditures were necessary to 
meet the wants of the service. 

The Department this year estimates that an aggregate appropriation 

of $56,099,169.50 should be made. The Committee on A iations 
have reduced the amount appropriated below the estimate, to $52,253, - 
200, which is $3,845,969.50 less than the estimate, but which is 
$3,162,800 more than the amount appropriated for the current fiscal 
year. 
This estimate of over $56,000,000 included an item of about $1,100,000 
which would result from a change in the method of accounting between 
the Pacific railroads and the Government. Heretofore the Government 
has not made an appropriation to meet the charges by the Pacific rail- 
roads for carrying the mails, but has charged it up against the account 
the Government held against them for interest on bonded indebtedness 
due the Government by the bonded roads. . This year the Postmaster- 
General recommended the appropriation of a sum directly from the 
Treasury to pay the accounts of the Pacific railroad companies, which 
would swell the priations to the extent of about $1,100,000. The 
committee deemed it to be the best policy to adhere to the plan here- 
tofore followed, which necessarily reduces the estimates of the Depart- 
ment over $1,100,000. I ask attention tothe report of the committee, 
which is as follows: 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to accompany bill H. R. 8138: 


In pes a al year ending Sune 30 for oe cumen of the seeeeie 
Departmen fiscal year une 1886, Committee on - 
priations submit the following i es nal 

The estimates the 


ne : 

upon which , bill is based will be found on page 173 of the 
Book of and amount to $56,099,169.50, of which sum committee 
recommend $52,253,200, which is $3,845,969.50 less than the estimates and $3,162.- 

800 more than the amount for the current fiscal b 
ear 1896 from the postal service is $51,272.- 
820.24, or $980,379.76 less than the amount recommended to be appropriated. To 
deficiency as may occur in the postal revenuesa sum sufficient 


riated from the Treasury. 
The following table exhibits in detail opposite each title the estimates for 


= as recomme’ for 1836, appropriations for 1835, and expenditures 
or : 


Estimated, Recommended, Expended, 
1886. 1886. = tT 

ASO OM 

OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL. } 

M - depredations and post-office inspectors and fees to United States marshals and 
RORY G ooreccerecnncnvecnceosectonsnnenpscnespsmmpensounbreppeveeneannesamnyweeseeownintasin asin od $250,000 00 $200, 000 00 $200, 000 00 $187, 686 79 
RB VOIIND occ. secnentionineeveadeean eae haiiecabmmiiagisantinnaiatasntntee de 20,000 00 20, 000 00 20,000 00 18,915 09 
NN civicccecsthninlihctiatrcmabaaiesecsaaiatbislntiagninnsventntie i 1,500 00 1,500 00 1,500 00 1,151 39 

OFFICE OF THE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 

Compensation to postmasters. 13, 000, 000 00 12, 000 00 1 000 00 iL 283, 530 87 
Compensation. to clerks in post-offices 5, 300,000 00 5, 100, 000 90 4.900: O00 08 4,735,058 42 
Letter-carriers and expenses free-delivery service 4,535,000 00 4, 00 4, 050, 000 00 8, 504, 206 52 
Weg ERG GAGE canenceusnteregniinntiinighinteinmmiabies inealinnipencnivensathidesdieiashethihiesand 35,000 00 35'fo0 00 30,900 00 24, 988 18 
Marking, rating, and canceling ~~ ink and pads.. nhnctiiitiibiincaniil } 000 00 20,000 00 25,000 00 10, 670 32 
Letter-balances, test-weights, and 20,000 00 20,000 00 25,000 00 19, 998 35 
Rent, light, and DAEL....9chsenaniieeiaeialinen ‘ 500, 000 00 490, 000 00 430, 000 00 430, 294 58 
La. i, sioaetaiemea aie 80, 000 00 80,000 00 80,000 60 57,318 9 
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1885. 
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OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
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Table showing estimates and amount recommended for 1836, appropriation for 1835, and expenditures for 1884.—Continued. 














Estimated, Recommended, | Appropriations, | Expended, 
6 | 1385, } 1834, 


1886 | 1836, 


| 

-| $15, 634, 205. 00 
‘| 
' 

















ED | $15,265,000 00 | $12,750,000 00 | $12, 131, 950 35 
— mail tcanmportation—steamaboat,... wocinniiy 615, 000 00 615, 000 00 | 625, 000 00 | 576,270 41 
Inland transportation—star routes... o- na 5, 900,000 00 | 5,700, 000 00 | 5, 600, 000 00 | 5, 074, 164 16 

post-office car service..... iebseddieenedsaadapsnuiatpiaavsesbesnneetsonsen 1, 875,000 00 1, 625,000 00 1,575, 000 00 
Ta wecry and special facilities © trun caval aiilhdnististerinteeecdiadiidennebesceses 266, 764 50 250, 000 00 | 184, 821 24 
Railway postal clerks............ 4, 682, 300 00 4, 300, 000 00 | 3,971. 357 20 
Mail messengers.......... 975, 000 00 975, 000 00 | 975, 000 00 | 824, 839 70 
Mail locks and keys.............. wiiibananioes he ade We 20,000 00 | 20, 000 00 25, 000 00 18, 226 00 
Mail-bags and -bag catchers... as ee il 275,000 00 275, 000 00 | 250, 000 00 217,052 09 
Miscellaneous items....... eels ssa rasa nntincenn een ebieouabennnsesennnenetenesecteti 1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 00 396 94 
a < } i i 
OFFICE OF THE THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Pp PPB...esersocsessnseosersvesestereneeesssrsesssaseasesssnsanenssssersassecsanesenssnsersnasesse seb easenteceses $174, 000 00 | $174, 000 00 $146, 000 00 47 
P IMP BGBOTICY........-eere-eerererereseneneeeerseeees 8, 100 00 8, 100 00 8, 100 00 7 49 
Stamped envelopes and newspaper wrappers... 749,000 00 749, 000 00 644,000 00 | 21 
Stamped-envelope Agency ..........-.crscccereereee eres 16,000 00 16, 000 00 16,000 00 15, 351 72 
P SII liesasnancantnsne 239, 000 00 239,000 00 232,000 00 197, 466 83 
Postal-card ag Cac nsmoaneocents 7,300 00 7,300 00 7,300 00 | 6. 822 70 
aelenee. locks, seals, post-office and dead-letter envelopes sacieneaaall 140, 000 00 140, 000 00 140, 000 00 102, 830 88 
Ship, steamboat, and way letters. .........-.00+.--.s-seecereerseeereeneeeeeneeeeeaeenaceecenenenesneneeneenens 2,000 00 2,000 00 1,500 00 | 1,614 88 
Engraving, printing, and binding drafts and warrants.. inahiakedinds 2,000 00 2,000 00 2,500 00 1,962 85 
Miscellaneous items .................-.c0ecceneeeeenenerencneenereneeceeneees 1,000 00 1,000 00 1,000 00 | 201 05 
OFFICK OF SUPERINTENDEST OF FOREIGN MAILS. | 
rtation of foreign mails 425, 000" 90 970,000 00 425,000 00 | $22,994 12 
iene due foreign poe mn EEE AACN 75, 000 00 75, 000 00 75,000 00 1,804 04 
Expenses of delegates to postal union CONGTESS ........0..--..-.ssereeereeeseenenserseseetnenenecescnen| soseenseeseneeeeeeetacenganens|sesnennaessnenenenerseescreets hn tacit cine dietitian ° 
inletimaeniail 56, 099, 169 50 52, 253, 200 00 49, 090, 400 00 46, 402, 956 43 
I itetascinictnpiivetinseninendnenpiemassanisemdenenveceseve ciledilciiadhtiaecastbdacttinde int saiiaiibidngaadiae : $51, 272,820 24 





Salaries of postmasters............ eninaaie i ial ER a peasinceengeenn secavespocapoay $1, 300, 000 
Clerks in post-offices .. iatbhbeiaies ovedvensestiovses oe 200, 000 
Letter-carriers a 50, 000 








Ww ow on 5, 000 
ens” seeniniakdaane ae 
nt, , and fuel..... on ates . 
Railroad ¢ dintabannes 2,515, 000 








Star-route service 100, 000 
Postal clerks ............... 5 182, 300 
Mail bags and catchers... ake 25, 000 
Postage-stamps............ ‘ 28, 000 
Stam envel 105, 000 
ee eee teimwolll i enahicetietbeneatinigesete 7,000 
Stip, Steamboat, and way lettors....... ............000....ccccecceccseesssscssessecsereees 500 

ES cal cepiocncaien mesenagenss Riana inn daiiadhlbeenadiepibeonntyiociacsaqveunsencoenn 5, 092, 300 

ITEMS DECREASED. 

Marking, rating, and canceling stamps................6.........cccecccseeeseeeecesenee 5, 000 
Offiee furniture................. 20, 000 
ae clades hiintesocemnnsdeoes comusveoneseseteactoe 10, 000 
cs ceccarlabbgetntntieninchcaseubimensst iuheseses exeioess vécesectwisenceess 1, 625, 000 
Spentel at ala hein teint sna ntennsenatnnisinsndtasenetennis 250, 000 

| ces 7 5, 000 
Delegates to UNION CONVENELION ............0.seeeeeeenererees sendaeeieauapanite 4,500 


New nee © contained in the bill as follows. On page 3, lineg 43 to 53: 
“ That the Postmaster-General may lease premises for use for post- 
offices of the firstand second classes at a reasonable annual rental, to be paid 
quarterly ; but no lease shall be made for a term exceeding five years; and 
whenever any building or of a building under lease becomes unfit for use 
asa no rent s be paid until the same shall be put in a satisfactory 
or the owner thereof for occupation as a post-office, or the lease may 

be canceled, at the option of the Postmaster-General; and a lease shall cease 
and terminate whenever a post-office can be moved into a Government build- 


g 


> * . ~ * > 


* 
On 4 to 7, lines 67 to 158: 
" the Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to readjust the com- 


pensation to be paid for the transportation of the mails on railroad routes n 
the condition and at the rates hereinafter mentioned, and which shall take effect 


July 1, 1885: 
“* First, That the mails shall be carried upon any train at the request of the 
; and railroad companies shall provide necessary depot- 
rooms, with heat and same, receive the mails from and deliver 
ee. icone, bail ‘the ei and 
t , 3 ut mails into 
of the shall transfer the mails between trains at depots, and shall trans- 
the Superintendent and assistant superintendents of the railway mail serv- 
and post-office inspectors upon the exhibition of their credentials, and rail- 
clerks over the lines upon which they may be assigned to duty. 
That compensation for carrying closed mails in baggage cars 
and for ae post-office service, the minimum car width in every case being 
hereby fixed feet and six inches (inside measurement), or its equivalent 
~eomeseee. © not exceed the following rates, namely: For cl mails, 5 
foot of — Seen r mile run; and fortwo hun- 
pounds of mail olan equivalent of six linear inches shal) be required, 
poundsone foot, and foreach additional five hundred pounds one 
foot. For railway post-office service, at a rateof speed of twenty or less miles per 
hour trom terminus to terminus, five mills linear foot of space (inside meas- 


te antes wot tee eras two miles per hour to and in- 
éluding — hour one-tenth of a mill, and for each additional mile 
a 


af 
E 
8 
F 





mill. And the adjustment of space by linear feet for. 


en 
——— 


railway post-office service shall be as follows: For a daily average of from 
twenty-five to five hundred pounds of mail, not to exceed thirteen feet; from 
five hundred to 1,000 pounds, not toexceed fifteen feet : from 1,000 to 2,000 pounds, 
not to exceed twenty-five feet ; from 2,000 to 4,000 pounds, not to exceed forty 
feet; from 4,000 to 5,000 pounds, not to exceed forty-five feet; for 6,000 pounds; 
fifty feet ; 8,000 pounds, sixty feet; the weight to be ascertained by a weighing 
of not less than twenty-eight consecutive days; and in all’railway post-offices 
the load shall not exceed double the greatest weight for the respective lengths 
as herein provided; and for any gross weight, if carried on two or more trains 
daily, the space may be subdivided upon the basis of amounts of space for lower 
weights as the nature of the service may require; and no additional space shall 
be required or paid for unless found to be necessary: Provided, That the pay for 
the transportation of mails upon any railroad route forsix round trips per week 
shall not be less than $35 per mile per annum; and at any post-office contigu- 
ous fo a railroad route, and where trains do not make regular stops, the Post- 
master-General may require that the mails shall be exchanged directly with the 
railway post-office at the nearest available point upon the track ; and in the case 
of all special mail trains no more time shall be consumed at terminal points in 
transferring mails between different lines of railroads at such terminal points 
than is absolutely necessary for such purpose, and there shall be no delay in de- 
rture of any special mail train after receiving the mail from the connecting 
ine thanis absolutely necessary ; and at post-offices located not more than one- 
fourth of a mile from railroad stations, railroad companies shall also provide for 
carrying the mails as often as may be necessary between such post-offices and 
railroad stations; but the Postmaster-General may provide mail-messenger or 
contract service at terminals: Provided further, That railroad companies whose 
railroads were constructed in whole or in part by land grants made by Congress; 
on the condition that the mails should be transported over their roads at such 
price as Congress should by law direct, and the railroad companies incorporated 
under the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to se- 
cure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses,’ approved July 1, 1862, shall hereafter receive for the transportation of the 
mails over their respective railroads only 80 per cent. of the compensation au: 
thorized by this act; and the said act approved July 1, 1862, and all acts amend- 
atory thereof, are hereby amended to conform to the foregoing provisions; but 
the right of the United States to further amend said act, or any act amendatory 
thereof, is expressly reserved. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent or in con- 
flict with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed.’ 
* * ~ . = > * 

On page 7, lines 156 to 62: 

“The Postmaster-General is authorized to contract for inland and foreign 
steamboat mail service, when it can be combined in one route, where the foreign 
office or offices are not more than two hundred miles distant from the domestic 
office, on the same terms and conditions as inland steamboat service, and pay 
for the same out of the appropriation for inland steamboat service.” 

On page 8, lines 181 to 202: 

“That upon all matter of the first class, as defined by chapter 180 of the laws of 
Congress, approved March 3, 1879, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 
and for other purposes,’ and by thatact declared subject to postage at the rate 
of 3 cents for each half-ounce or fraction thereof, postage shall be charged, on 
and after the Ist day of July, 1885, at the rate of 2 cents for each ounce or frac- 
tion thereof; and upon all matter of the second class, as defined by said act and 
by that act docioned evbtedt to postage at the rate cf 2 cents for each pound or 
fraction thereof, shall be charged, on and after the Ist day of July, 1855, except 
as provided in section 25 of said act, approved March 3, 1879, 1 cent for each pound 
or fraction thereof; and all acts, so far as they fix adifferent rate of postage than 
herein provided upon such first and second class matter, are to that extent hereby 
repealed on and after July 1, 1335.” 

- a e ~ * «* . 

On pages 10 and 11, lines 224 to 252, in lieu of the usual paragraph providing for 
the transportation of foreign mails, there is inserted the following : 

“For transportation of mails on foreign steampships and for foreign adminis- 
tration for intermediary, territorial, cata transit of foreign mails, $370,000. 

“ For transporting the mails of the United States in American steamships be- 
tween any port of the United States and any foreign port, or between ports of 
the Atlantic and ports of the Pacific touching at any foreign port, an amount not 
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exceeding $600,000 of the net revenues of the Post-Office Department of the United 
States on mail matter sent to foreign countries during the fiscal year next pre- 
ceding the date of the contract for said service: Provided, That the con for 
said service shall be entered into by the Postmaster-General, only after legal 
advertisement with the lowest nsible bidder, for aterm notexceeding four 
years, and at a rate not to exceed 50 cents per mile on the trip each way of act- 
nal nautical miles traveled between terminal ports for each trip actually made, 
which shall not be in on account of expedition or i number of 
trips: Provided further, That the general laws regulating the transportation of 
inland mails shall be applicable to such contracts except as herein provided: 
And provided further, T vessels en in this service shall be of American 
registry, and shall in time of war be liable to charter or purchase by the United 
States at reasonable rates, and all laws and parts of laws in ict with the 
provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed ; and this act shall 
take effect from and after July 1, 1485.” 
* > a * . . . 

On pages 12 and 13, sections 3 to 6: 

“Sec. 3. That a special stamp of the face valuation of 10 cents may be provided 
and issued, whenever deemed advisable or ex ient, in such form bearing 
euch device as may meet the approval of the Postmaster-General, which, when 
attached toa letter, in addition to the lawful postage thereon, the delivery of 
which is to be at a free-delivery office, or at any city, town, or village containing 
a population of 4,000 or over, according to the last Federal census, be re- 
garded as entitling such letter to immediate delivery within the carrier limit 
of any free-delivery office which may be des by the Postmaster-General 
as a special-delivery office, or within one mile of the at any other 
office coming within the provisions of this section which may in like manner 
be designated as a elivery office. 

“Sec. 4. That such specially stamped letters shall be delivered from 7 o’clock 
ante meridian up to 12 o'clock midnight at offices designated by the Postmaster- 
General under section 3 of this act. 

** Sec. 5. That to provide for the immediate delivery of letters bearing the 
stamp, the postmaster at any office which may come within the provisions of 
this act may, with the approval of the Postmaster-General, employ such person 
or persons as may actually be required for such service, who, upon the delivery 
of such letter, will procure a receipt from the party ad , Or some one au- 

rized to receive it, in a book to be furnished for the purpose, which shall, 
when not in use, be kept in the post-office, and at all times subject to examina- 
tion by an inspector of the rtment. 

“Spc. 6. That to provide for the payment of such persons as may be employed 
for this service, the postmaster at any office des by section 3 of this act 
shall keep a record of the number of letters received at such office beari: 
specia)] stamp, which number shall correspond with the number entered in the 
receipt-books heretofore specified ; and at the end of each month he may pay to 
euch person or persons employed a sum not exceeding 80 per cent. of the 
value of all such stamps received and recorded during that month: \ 
That in no case shall eompensation so paid to any one person exceed $30 per 
month: And provided further, That nothing in this act shall in any way in re 
with the prompt delivery of letters as now provided by law or regulation of the 
Post-Office Department.’ 


Mr. Chairman, I am convinced if this bill be adopted in its present 
form it will carry every dollar that is needed for the public service— 
every dollar that will be required to conduct the postal service efficiently 
and up to the full requirement of wants of the people. 

There may be a difference of opinion by gentlemen as to how much 
may be needed under specific items in this bill as to whether in some 
instances we have allowed enough.or not, but my investigations have 
convinced me that every dollar properly needed for the postal service 
is provided in this bill. But aside, Mr. Chairman, from the fact that 
this bill carries the large amount I have indicated, much of the impor- 
tance of this bill is due to the changes it provides in our postal laws. 

The committee would have much preferred, as I have already stated, 
that such legislation should have been left to separate and independent 
measures, but the glut of important business before this House renders 
it necessary that these provisions should be placed in this bill, or they 
will undoubtedly fail of enactment during this Congress. com- 
mittee, regarding most of these provisions as being essential to an eco- 
nomical and proper administration of this service, have therefore author- 
ized them to be incorporated into this bill. 

The greatest change in the law which this bill seeks to accomplish is 
that of the method of compensation for the railway mail service. This 
is the most difficult problem which ever perplexed the officials in the 
Post-Office Department. Ithas puzzled the Department for over forty 
years. The present and former laws on this subject have been found 
crude, incongruous, and in many instances extravagant, glaringly un- 
just to the Government, while in some instances injustice has resulted 
to the railroad companies. 

Congress for the first time recognized the railways as carriers of the 
mails in 1838, when it enacted a law authorizing the Postmaster-General 
to cause the mails to be transported by railroads, provided he should 
not be required topay more than 25 per cent. over what was being paid 
~ the s os was the earliest recognition of the element 
of speed in fixing the compensation for carrying the mails, it being 
then determined that higher pay at the rate of 25 per cent. should be 
allowed for the more expeditious mode of transporting the mails than 
by the slow coach. 

I shall not now detain the House witha discussion of former laws, as 
I shall present a document which will furnish a full and clear history of 
the nature and operations of the former as well as the present and pro- 


posed law. It isa report that was bya commission ted 
in pursuance of the act of March 3, 1883. is document with 
the whole subject ably and exhaustively. It furnishes evidence of 


tient, laborious, and thoughtful work, and should be read and studied 
every member of Co 

A stad of the former and of the present law shows that the compen- 
sation for conveying the mails on the railways is dependent largely upon 
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the discretion of the Postmaster-General. Under the exercise of that 
discretion gross injustice both to the Government and the roads has 
resulted. In some instances the compensation is much larger than it 
should have been, while in others ithas been toolow. Nodoubt much 
of this has been due to mistake, but often to pressure from individua) 
railroad companies, and perhaps in some instances to favoritism. The 
act of March 3, 1873, now in force, brought about much improvement by 
prescribing even rates of pay for a like daily average weight of mai! 
carried, but it is defective in essential particulars. It leaves unwise 
discretion to the Postmaster-General, which is subject to abuse and mis- 
take, and is not thought to be much in advance of the previous law. 

The law at present makes the following provision for compensation 
to railroads for carrying the mails: 





| 


| am 
|e | 8 
3 Ss 
| se | 22 
Average weight of mail whole distance per day. e. | 3% 
| ga | $8 
Bok ; <3 
fae | Fs 
= 
$5000) $42 75 
75 00 64 13 
100 00 85 50 
125 00 106 88 
150 00 128 25 
175 00 149 63 
200 00 171 ® 





COMPENSATION FOR RAILWAY POSTAL CARS. 


Railway post-office cars, 40 feet, per daily line... 
Railway post-office cars, 45 feet, per daily line... 
Railway post-office cars, 50 feet, per daily line... 
Railway post-office cars, 55 to 60 feet, per daily line ................cccceseseseescceceeeenee 





From this it will be seen that under the present law the only element 
considered in fixing railway-mail pay is weight, with an additional 
allowance where a large daily average of mail requires it for rent of 
postal cars. 


The commission to which I have referred in their report set forth 
the practical objections to the present law as follows: 


First. The great volume of postal transportation is performed in carsor apart- 
ments and accompanied by clerks. Under the law there is no discrimination 
between service so rendered and closed mails Garried in bulk in cars. 
It is therefore to the interest of the railroad to provide the least pos- 
sible space accommodation for the mails. 

matter of frequency is covered by the indefinite expression ‘‘ due 
y.” Practically there is no discrimination, where the same weight of 
is carried, between cars or wae lee iven clerks, ran six, seven, twelve, 
or fourteen round trips per week, the less uent securing the same rate as 


the most frequent. 
Third. The matter of is disposed of in the expression ‘‘ due frequency 
and .” Under this law the with which the mails are carried, though 
a feature of value to the public, has no effect on the rate of pay. 
Fourth. size of cars or apartments to be used is provided for by the fol- 


lowing phrase : 
“Sufficient and suitable room, fixtures, and furniture, in a car or apartment 
properly lighted and warmed, shall be provided for route-agents to accompany 


All of this is insufficient and too indefinite to be continued as the expression of 
the Post-Office Departmen 


requirements De it with regard to the 115,000 miles 
jam service. 
¥ a for railway post-offices is an entirely unreasonable 
pees compensating for the service required. There is no reason known 
why fifteen. 


twenty-five, or thirty feet of interior car space used for mails and 
iotun Gngaltass tie cantp tin celeste of allowance. if forty, fifty, and 
sixty feet cars, used in precisely the same manner, are so treated. 


* * . * * > . 


present method of the great in- 
equality existing in many cases between the weights carried and the apartments 


, will reveal such incongruities as the following : 


ions for the railway mail 
largest single item of penal he 
i tem of ex iture bei 
railroads. 











Siar ———— 885. 


cost of about $400,000. In 1853 


there were about 12,000 miles of Oe | compen service, 
r 1883 shows a railway postal service 110,000 miles in 
cost of about $13 000, the increase in 1883 being equal to the en- 
ple oe og et the the a service from its establishment, and if 
the present rate of increase should be maintained, and the present methods of 

4 continued, the year 1900 would show a serv ice by rail of at least 200,000 
ick, ‘at an annual cost of not far from $25,000,000. 


costing $1,600,000. The yea 


length, ata 


It exceeds the total annual revenues of the Federal Government un- 
der the administration of John Quincy Adams. 

Now what is desired is to establish a basis of competition which will 
secure efficiency at such a rate of pay as will be just to the railroads 
and the Government. 

The commission report that a rate of pay which will, in general, 
yield the railroad companies carrying the mail « return per car per 
mile run not differing materially in amount from the returns now re- 
ceived by these corporations for ranning their passenger trains can not 
be other than just and reasonable. I think such a rate too liberal, be- 
cause the accommodations, expense, and liabilities of the mail cars are 
far less than the passenger, and approximate nearer that of express. 
The commission says a careful analysis of the returns of all the railroads 
in the United States shows that the average receipts from passenger 
i rate of twenty miles per hour between 
terminals is about 5 mills for each linear foot of car space per mile run, 
or 26 cents mile of a car fifty feet in length. It also recommends 
that for wt -office service only this rate be increased one- 
tenth of a mill for each two miles increase of speed per hour from twenty 
to thirty miles, and one-tenth ofa mil] more for each mile per hour in 
excess of thirty miles. 

The only objections which have been found to exist in this scheme 
are that the rates agreed upon by the commission would result in giv- 
_ roads and not enough to the smaller lines. 

the committee has recommended that the rates be re- 
a linear foot per mile, and that the rate for speed 

es per hour be made uniform with that allowed for 
between twenty and thirty miles per hour; or, in other 
1 mill for each additional two miles of speed per 
well as between twenty and thirty miles per hour, 
to provide le compensation to the smaller roads we 
that the minimum compensation to any road shall not 
thon = 300 per mile. 

Tn loo! over the table of rates of compensation per mile of rail- 
roads of the United States, I find that not more than some half dozen of 
them receive a com: lower than $42.75 per mile per ton. We 
have made the minimum limit $40 per mile. We think that sum will 

prepa # osamese the smaller saat and give them ample remuner- 
provision in this bill providing increased compensation for 
cae speed above twenty miles per hour supersedes the necessity 
for any specific allowance for fast-mail facilities, as you will dis- 
cover the tables which the officials of the Post-Office De- 
partment have furnished to me, and which will be appended to my re- 
marks, with directions for making proper computations under the terms 
of this bill. 

This new scheme will secure efficiency in the service and present a 
uniform and systematic plan of compensation, which will be just and 
equitable tothe railroads, and will at least result in an annual saving 
to the Government of over $1,500,000. 

The late Second Assistant Postmaster-General Lyman, in a letter to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, said: 


Having Peeteintes fo the apeneention of the scheme embodied in the recom- 
mendations of with some degree of positiveness con- 
cerning it, te have to say thas the the rate of pay adopted as the initial basis of 
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co mpensatio n, , 25 cen ts per mile run for cars fifty feet in le ngth, is 
opinion, not only a fair pro position, but isa 
sis of payment for the pecul lar service required by the Post-Office Department 

Under the plan proposed, compensation would be made according to the 
amount and character of the service rendered i in eac h ease ; and the result would 
be to decrease the cost of transportation by railroad per annum $1,687,980 





i. € in my 


iso the only just and practicable ba- 


The change which we make of rates recommended by the committee 
will result in a much largersaving. As I have said, the allowance for 
speed renders specific appropriations for special fast-mail facilities unnec- 
essary, and therefore we have omitted such from this bill 


Lil, 


This undeniably presents a principle which will be just, uniform, 
efficient, and economical. The only question to be solved is to estab- 
lish proper rates. The recommendations of the commission in its re- 
port are: 


The committee would, in conclusion, respectfully recommend as follows 

(1.) That the compensation to the railroads for carrying the mails shall be de- 
termined upon the basis of the space used and the frequency and speed with 
w ich the mails are conveyed. 

-) That the space factor shall be determined by the Postmaster-General, in 
view of the needs of the service, modified by the weight and frequency of the 
mails; that the speed factor shali be determined by the schedules of the various 
railroads, in connection with the official reports of the railway mail service 

(3.) That the pay for all mail transportation shall hereafter be at a fixed rate 
per linear foot of car per milerun. This rate to cover the entire cost of the serv- 
ice, furniture and fixtures in the car, transportation of postal clerks, &e. 

(4.) That the Postmaster-General may at any time order an increase or a re- 
duction in the amount of space to be paid for, if,after a weighing, it be found 
that there has been a sufficient increase or diminution in the amount of mails 
transported on any railroad to require the same. 

(5.) The closed or pouch mails, now carried in express or baggage car, with- 
out postal clerks accompanying them, re quiring no space for distribution en 
route, shall be paid for on the following basis, viz: the aggregate weight of the 
closed or pouch mails carried on any road on all trains for twenty-four hours 
shall be made the basis of pay, and this aggregate weight reduced toan e quiva- 
lent in linear feet of car space in the following proportions: 

Two hundred pounds of mail or less shall be rated as the equivalent of six 
linear inches to be paid for at the rate of 5 mills per linear foot per mile run. 

Five hundred pounds of mail shall be rated as one linear foot, and for each 
additional five hundred pounds one linear foot of car space shall be allowed, 
with the proviso that the pay for transportation of mails upon any railroad 
route for an round trips per week shail not be less than $35 per mile per annum. 

(7.) That the pay for railway post-offices, at a speed of twenty or less miles per 
hour between termini, be 5 mills per linear foot, inside measurement, of car 
space per mile run,and for each increase of speed amounting to two miles per 
hour up toand including thirty miles per hour one-tenthof a mill; i. e., twenty 


two miles per hour, 5.1 mills; twenty-four miles per hour, 5.2 mills; Santmels 
miles per | hour, 5. 3 mills; twenty-eight miles per hour, 5.4 mills; ‘thirty miles 


5 


per hour, 5.5; and for each additional mile per hour, one-tenth of a mill. 

And it is further recommended that in the adjustment of space by linear fe« 
for railway post-offices a daily average of 500 pounds of mail or less shall be en- 
titled to pay for space not to exceed thirteen feet. From 500 to 1,000 pounds, 
space not to exceed fifteen feet. From 1,000 to 2,000 pounds, space not to exceed 
twenty-five fect. From 2,000 to 4,000 pounds, space not to exceed forty feet. 
And we recommend that no change in the allotment of space shall be made 
until the average weight reaches 6,000 pounds. For 6,000 pounds, fifty feet; for 
8,000 pounds, sixty feet—the weight to be ascertained by a weighing of not less 
than thirty consecutive days; and no additional space shall be paid for unless 
it is found to be necessary. 

In all railway post-offices the load should not exceed double the greatest 
weight specified for the respective lengths, and for any gross weight carried on 
two or more trains daily the space may be subdivided upon the gradients of 

space for lower weights, as the nature of the service may require; with the fur- 
ther provision that the Postmaster-General may increase the compensation 
upon any railroad route not to exceed 50 per cent, per annum for special mail 
trains pe rforming service upon schedules fixed by him. In all these estimates 
the minimum car width should be fixed at eight feet six inches, inside meas- 
urement, 


In order that gentlemen may make proper investigation of the cost 
of the service under the proposed law and be enabled to readily make 
computations with the data furnished in the reports accompanying that 
of the Postmaster-General, I will now call their attention to a rule for 
computation and tables of comparison of the cost of the service under 
the present and proposed law at the rates of 4 mills per mile run and 
5 mills per mile run and rates of speed as therein specified: 


Cost of carrying the mail on railroads on basis of 4 mills per mile run at twenty miles or less per hour, with an allowance of one-tenth of a mill for 
every two miles per hour additional speed, maensiite with cost under present law. 
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Cost per mile per annum, at various rates of speed, for six round trips per week. 
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Cost of carrying mail on railroads at rates fixed by bill H. R. 8138. 








FEBRUARY 7, 


Cost per mile per annum, at various rates of speed, six rounds trips per week. 
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extend the terms of the lease. And therefore we have authorized him 


To ascertain the cost per linear ot ger eons en 
linear foot per mile run being given, multiply the rate linear foot 
per mile run by 2 (which uct is the rate for one and back), 
multiply that product by 313 (the number of round trips in a year), 
and the product will be the cost per linear foot per mile per annum for 
six times a week service at twenty miles per hour speed. 

To ascertain the —_ per annum of any given road, mul- 
tiply the cost per linear foot per mile per annum by the number of lin- 
ear feet of space furnished 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall not occu y further time in describing | those 


the new plan that has been suggested. It is not a new thought. Itis 
a subject that was introduced in the Forty-fourth Congress—a propo- 
sition somewhat like this, though materially different in important 
details. It, however, would have resulted in larger expenditure and 
lacked the degree of order and system of the proposed plan. It was 
then discussed, but was rejected. 

The necessity for a change in the present law induced Congress to 
Sa March 3, 1883, appointing a commission of experts to 

evise a plan which would cure the defects of the present law. 

That commission consisted of D. A. Elmer, the late Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General; W. B. Thompson, the late Superintendent of the 
Railway Mail Service, and now Second Assistant ; 
and Mr. Isaac C. Slater, all of them gentlemen of 
well qualified for this service. Thatcommittee had at their command 
a large force of very capable and i clerks. They entered into 
a correspondence with others who had experience and most knowledge 
on the subject. They sought and obtained a vast amount of statistics 
and information from railroad officials, and after they had gathered in- 
formation and statistics from every quarter where it was obtainable 
they labored upon the problem for some eight months and formulated 
this proposition which we have i in this bill. Those gen- 
tlemen then declared and still declare that if this scheme is adopted in 
the shape they recommend it will result in an annual saving to the 
Government of over a million and a half of dollars. 

che ee ee” 
perts, and recommended by every officer of the t, 
from the Postmaster-General down to the lowest who has todo 
with this branch of the postal service. It has been studied and recom- 
mended by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the Sen- 
ate and House. In the last session, when preparing the bill of 
that session, I was called on to investigate this scheme with a view to 
recommending it to the Committee on Appropriations. But I did not 
have time to ascertain what would be its effects; and fearing it might 
result in an increase rather than a diminution of the of the postal 
service I declined to recommend it. Since then I have 
portunity te study it, and I feel now convinced it will be well for 
Government and the facility of the service that it should be adopted. 
It is true that we can not fully determine what may be its exact re- 
sults. It is probable that by experience we may discover 
But we can never find out the or value of any scheme for this 
purpose until we test it by rience. Therefore I have concluded it 
is the best policy that it should during the next year be put in opera- 
tion, and as we hereafter may discover defects they can be remedied. 

How much further time have I? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ied thirty minutes. 
en ee I wish now to speak of some other features of 
plil. 
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limited to a term of one year. It is believed by all who have consid- 
ered the question that it will be in the interest of economy and greatly 
to the interest of the Government to allow the Postmaster-General to 


5 


under ions of this bill to make contracts for leases extending 
to five years, believing he can thereby obtain better terms for the Gov- 
ent. 

Another feature of the bill to which I wish to call attention is in pur- 
suance of a recommendation of the and that is to 
increase the t of letter mail to one ounce for 2cents postage. Un- 
der the present law, as is well understood, the weight of a letter carried 
by a stamp of 2 cents is limited to one half-ounce. It is believed by 

connected with the Post-Office Department who have studied the 
question that this will probably not result in any material loss of reve- 
nue. On the they believe that circulars and other matter now 


carried open will be put under seal, swelling our receipts. The 
change will undoubtedly result in great convenience to the people. 
Another new feature in this bill is a i which reduces the cost 


eee eee offices 
of publication. the last I introduced a proposition which 


put them on the same basis with the newspapers circulated in the county 
ee ee ene nrnes 
well as the county where published. It 


eahouhd eionduann tiene ta es estes neomanembed co 
newspaper county w i , it cer- 
tainly would not be unjust to allow it to circulate beyond the boundary 
line of the county. I further believed it was inthe interest of public 
education and the dissemination of knowledge, and I therefore intro- 
duced a bill for the purpose of amending the law which confined the 
a ec 
the and Post-Roads have taken up the 
ee a bill reducing the rate 
postage on newspapers one- present rate, or to 1 centa pound. 
hav ingrafted it u il This such a ae 
ve upon puts upon the 
ae ere ee oe Ttdoes see to 
me playing-cards ae sent through the mails 
and periodicals Sotmeneertad ben athe. 
iw to at the same rate. 
>, betes las that question, that I do not believe that any 
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Complaint 


has been made by the companies that that compensation 
insufficient; and it is feared that those companies may after April 
next, when the compulsory law expires, refuse to take the mails for 


such insist that when the compulsory law was 

enacted in 1873 the rates of postage to the countries visited by Amer- 

ican lines of steamers were much higher than at present, ranging in 

some instances as high as 30 to 40cents per letter. The companies say 

that they were satisfied at that time with the rates of compensation 

thus received, becanse the ocean postage was sufficient to pay them for 

the service; but they insist that when the international postal union 
in 1878 reduced the rate of at 5 cents throughout and between 

nearly all the countries of the civilized world their compensation was 
greatly reduced, in some instances so much so as to make it a burden 
and loss to them rather than a benefit to carry the mails. I have oc- 
cupied so much of my time on other features of this bill that I will be 
unable to enter into a full discussion of this question, but I see before 
me gentlemen who have stuclied it, who served upon the committee 
which the bill of which this provision-is substantially a copy 
and who procured the e of the compulsory law at the last session, 

and who doubtless to be heard upon this question. I will leave 
this discussion to those more familiar with thesubject than myself. The 
subcommittee which this appropriation bill did not recom- 
mend this provision when they prepared it for the general committee; 
they concluded to leave this question for the determination of the House 
on the bill now on the Speaker’s table, and known as the Hunt bill, of 
which this is a substantial copy, except that this bill reduces the limit of 
rate of one-half. For that reason the subcommittee did 
not change the estimate of the ment for that service; but the 
general committee by amendment inserted this provision in this bill 
and recommend its adoption. 

I willonly say further on this subject in passing—as I have no time for 
details—that it is absolutely necessary that something shall be done to 
insure the carriage of our mailsto theSouthernand Pacific countries. If 
nothing is done in this respect before the adjournment of the present 


session @ serious interruption of our commerce and communications | 


with those countries may follow. The compulsory law which forced 
American steamers to carry the mails having been repealed, they could 
now refuse to take them, and as they furnish about the oaly steamers 
making regular trips tothe ports of Mexico, Central and South America, 
West Indies, and trans-Pacific and Australasian countries, itcan be seen 
that the interruption of our mail communication with those countries 
would be very serious. I merely desire to call the attention of the 
committee to this feature of the bill, leaving the discussion of it for 
other gentlemen more familiar with the question than I am. 

Now as to another matter. A bill was introduced some time ago by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] for the purpose of pro- 
viding an additional 10-cent postage-stamp to be known as the “‘ special 
mail-facility stamp.’’ The object was to provide a force of messengers 
who, immediately upon the arrival at the office of destination of letters 

ing such stamps, would deliver them to the parties to whom they 
should be addressed. In other words, the idea is, that at any time 
from 6 o'clock in the morning until 12 0’clock at night (if I remember 
the hours correctly), as soon as a letter bearing a stamp of this kind is 
received at the of destinationa messenger shall be at once dis- 
to deliver it at the residence of the party to whom it is ad- 
The bill ides thatthe amount necessary to be paid for 
service 1 not exceed the amount collected by means of 
10-cent special-facility stamp—which is, of course, in addition to 
the ordinary postage-stamp, and that the pay of the messengers shall not 
exceed $30 per month. But as the gentleman [ Mr. SKINNER] is here 
i will doubtless be heard upon the proposition, I shall not 


F 


discuss it at this time, except to say that, having given it some exam- 


ination, I can see no objection to it. I believe it will afford great con- 
to the public, and, as it will cost the Government nothing, I 
why it should not be enacted in this bill. 
as amounts appropriated, I have 
found ve appropriated in this bill for 
Department asum large enough to promote 
conduct this branch of the Gov- 
estimates in the office of the Second As- 
Postmaster-General have been reduced. There is no reduction 
of the office of the Third Assistant 
to say that in reducing the estimates 
Assistant Postmaster-General the committee 
officer w those estimates, but 
between that officer and the ma- 
i on Appropriations as to how 
service. I believe the last retiring and 
it Postmaster-General to be capable and up- 
th them as to the amount required for por- 


wi 

office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
no reduction at all, but have accepted his estimates 
to office. In the investigation I have 
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heretofore submitted by this officer I 
exceedingly careful, very judicious, and economical in 
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making his recommendations. Indeed, sir, since he has been in office 
the cost of the service under his charge has been greatly reduced; and 
as I wish to give credit where it is due, I will say I have nodoubt this 
reduction has been largely due to the care and ability of this officer. 

I find here a statement showing that the articles furnished to the De- 
partment in 1877 numbered 1,075,000,000 at a cost of $817,382; the 
articles furnished in 1884 were 2,205,000,000—miore than double the 
number furnished in the former year; and the appropriation amounted 
to only $1,055,000. Thus it will be seen that the increase in the num- 
ber of articles furnished was 1,130,000,000 and the increased cost $238,- 
000, the increase in the number of articles furnished being more than 
105 per cent. and the increase of cost only 29 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe I am now through with the general discus- 
sion of the bill. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to reserve us much of that as possible. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I could not hear what the gentleman said as to 
legislation in the bill respecting the Pacific railroads. Do I understand 
that the bill makes a direct appropriation to those companies for carry- 
ing the mails? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On the contrary, we have refused to make a 
direct appropriation. I continue the present method of compensation. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman explain why the provision author- 
izing the Postmaster-General to pay rents of post-offices should not be 
applied to third-class offices as well as those of the first and second 
classes ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The committee did notconsider that question. 
Any change in that respect would involve a change in the existing 
law, and a very large increase of expenditure. The subject was not 
brought before the committee, and therefore we did not take it into 
consideration, leaving the question to be considered by the House upon 
the bill reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. OATES. I understood the gentleman to state that the amount 
allowed by the committee to railroads for transportation of mails was 
$40 a mile. I see the figures in the bill are $35. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That has been changed by the committee since 
the bill was printed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless it is understood that the general debate 
shall be limited to five hours, I move that the committee rise for the 
purpose of limiting debate; but I hope the committee will agree to the 
limit which has been named. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to five hours’ debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8138) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the tiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous consent to 
submit at this time several executive communications. 

There was no objection. 


DETECTION OF REVENUE FRAUDS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of special customs agents 
employed to detect frauds in the customs revenue, showing changes 
made and reasons therefor; also referring to the duties of such agents 
and the authority for their appointment; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Attorney-General, submitting a statement of amounts now available 
for expenses of the United States courts; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN KANSAS AND ILLINOIS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, inclesing a communication from the 
Supervising Architect, askingan extension of the limit of cost of public 
buildings at Leavenworth, Kans., Peoria, [ll., and Quincy, [il.; which 
was oe to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 





STATEMENTS FROM BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with an inclosure, a com- 
munication from the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics relative to print- 
ing certain statements discontinued under provision of act of July 7, 
1884; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BIDS FOR POSTAGE-STAMPS, ETC. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
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Mr. WILLIS. The demand for tellers is withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the previousquestion is ordered. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the de- 

mand for the previous question was ordered; and also moved that the 

motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND’Ss motion was then agreed to for the limitation of 
the debate on the Post-Office appropriation bill in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union to five hours, including the time 
already expended. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of — with the consideration of the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the stateof the Union, Mr. Srrincrer 
in the chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Havelnottwelve minutes of my time remain- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has still twelve minutes of his 
time left. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, this bill appropriates about fifty-two 
and a quarter million dollars on estimates made by the Department of 
$56,000,000 in round numbers. But in the $56,000,000 is included 
$1,100,000 of the Union Pacific and its branches, an item which is put 
in the estimates simply as a matter of book-keeping. So really the es- 
timates of the Department are $55,000,000, and the bill attempts to 
meet the needs of that service with $52,250,000. 

As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] has stated, this 
bill has incorporated into it a large amount of new legislation, some of 
it very important and very wise and some of it important and I think 
very unwise. 

It attempts to change the present method of payment of the railroads 
of the United States for carrying the mails, and pro to base their 
compensation upon a new and untried plan, and in doing it the gentle- 
man from Illinois states to the House that in his opinion it will save 
at 5 mills per linear foot about $600,000, and at the proposed rate, for 
he intends to amend the bill by fixing it at 4 mills a linear foot instead 
of 5, it must save $1,500,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know if the effect of this plan, if there is 
any saving, will not be by decreasing the compensation of the small 
roads of the country. 

Mr. HORR. I will come to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And if it is not admitted that in the operations of 
the bill the great trunk lines will get increase of pay. 

Mr. HORR. I will come to that if the gentleman from Georgia will 
wait a moment. Let me say, however, that’ I desire to have any one 
ask mé any question as I proceed that may occur to him, because it is 
a ical problem that I am working at, and I hope to make it 
plain to this House, first, that this new plan instead of decreasing the 
compensation of the railroads will increase them on the 5-mills basis, 
and secondly that it is unjust in its distribution and in its applica- 
tion, and as the gentleman from Georgia just intimated by his ques- 

ion, i the long poor roads and short poor roads 


the Postmaster-General, transmitting a communication from the Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General, with inclosures, recommending a pro- 
vision in the Post-Office appropriation bill relative to the submitting of 
bids for stamps, stamped envelopes, and postal cards; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
HUNTINGTON HARBOR, LONG ISLAND, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a lettér from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers 
of a survey of Huntington Harbor, Long Island, New York; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 












LOSSES OF PROPERTY BY ARMY OFFICERS, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent the bill (H. 
R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of claims of officers and enlisted 
men of the Army for loss of private property destroyed in the military 
_ gervice of the United States was taken from the Speaker’s table, the 
amendment of the Senate non-concurred in, and a conference with the 
Senate requested. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. RosE- 
CRANS, Mr. MuRRAY, and Mr. CurcHEON as conferees on the part of 
the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
FOLLETT. } 














APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOLLETT. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of asking by 
unanimous consent the bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, ret 
from the Senate with sundry amendments, be taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and the bill and amendmenet ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PENSION ATTORNEYS’ FEES. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I move by unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that the bill (S. 2511) relating to claim agents and attorneys 
in pension cases, returned from the Senate with amendments, be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from Arkansas that he 
also include in his motion with leave to report it back at any time. 
It is a bill, I will say to the House, that cuts off the fee business. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the committee 
shall have leave to report at any time. 

There was no objection, and the motion as modified was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
indefinitely, on account of the dangerous illness of his miother. 


DRAWBACKS ON IMPORTED MATERIAL, 


Mr. GEORGE, by unanimous consent, had leave to print remarks in 
the RECORD as part of the debates on the bill (H. R. 7651) toamendsec- 
tion 3019 of the Revised Statutes, relating to drawback on duties on 
imported material when manufactured and exported. 


ADIX ISRAEL HEBREW CONGREGATION. 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8181) for the relief of the Adix Israel Hebrew congregation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Imove, Mr. Speaker, when the House resumes 
consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill general debate there- 
upon shall be limited to five hours, inclading the time already consumed 
in discussion; and on that motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me to let this House 
express its will on the amendment to limit the debate to one hour and 
a half additional to what has already been given. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman occupied a solid week on the river 
and harbor appropriation bill, and here isa bill involving $52,000,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. It was not the will of our committeethe House occn- 
pied the time, as we asked to reduce the time for general discussion. 
This committee asks to increase the time. We want to pass the river 
os harbor appropriation bill, and they seem to want to delay their 
pill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to this discussion, as I havedemanded 
the previous question on the motion to close debate. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I give notice if the demand for the i 
y nen is voted down I will submit the amendment which I have in- 

icated. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only state the metions 
before the House. 
The question recurred on the demand for the previous question. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 4 geome 41. 
Mr. BLANCHARD demanded tellers. 
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We ingrafted this into the bill with my assent also, because 
a a gt ne A ey a , taking 
as I did the estimates of men who had examined and the bill. 
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reau for figuring out the apportionment in the last Congress which 
was perfect in its mathematical bearings, but when we came to examine 
it we found that the result was that it gave more members to States 
that ought not to have had them and took them away from States that 
ought to have had them. So the result is what we want to get at in 
this matter before we change the law affecting an appropriation of about 
$15,000,000. The real question is, what will be the outcome of this 
change? How much do the roads get now and how much will they 
get then? : * eee 

So I directed my attention to this proposition: What effect will this 
bill have upon the different_railroads of the country if adopted? And 
to do this I selected at random, I think, perhaps two hundred roads, 
and with the aid of my friend from Illinois [Mr. RowELL] we worked 
out their present compensation and their compensation under this new 
plan. The result which we arrived at I desire now to give to the 
House to show what in our judgment will be the effect of this change. 
I do not propose to show the result in all the two hundred different 
cases, but in a few cases, selected I trust, so as to fairly illustrate the 
question here involved, and I hope to be able to show to the House 
where the difficulty in this bill lies, for it is a mathematical question, 
and is capable of a mathematical solution. 

Take the Lake Shoreroad from Buffalo to Elyria, through Cleveland. 
That route runs from Buffalo to a town twenty-five miles west of Cleve- 
land, called Elyria. 

It is two hundred and eight miles long. It carries a large mail— 
89,031 pounds each day. Under the present rate the road from Buffalo 
to Cleveland gets $1,398.75 per mile. That is the amount it receives 
per year foreach mile of its road measured between the terminal points, 
Cleveland and Buffalo. 

Let mestateright here—for some members of the House may not have 
given it any attention—we pay the roads now by weight per mile of 
track $200 for the first 5,000 pounds, and then $1 more per mile for 
every eighty pounds over the 5,000 pounds. Then, in addition to that, 
roads that furnish post-office cars get for a car forty feet long $25; for 
a car forty-five feet long, $30; for a car fifty feet long, $40; and fora 
car fifty-five long, $50; and for a car sixty feet long they get $55, if my 
memory serves me aright. Understand me; they get those sums for 
these post-office cars in addition to the amounts paid for weight just 


Now, as I said, from Cleveland to Buffalo, one hundred and eighty- 
three miles, they get $1,398.75 a mile; from Cleveland to Eiyria, twen- 
ty-five miles, they get $1,434.37 a mile. That is, that route now pays 

t railroad company $279,063.65 for the whole year. Now let us 
see how much they will receive under the new plan, allowing them 5 
mills per linear foot for the car space now used. This bill, you will see, 
allows 5 mills per linear foot for each mile run, and all roads carrying 
less than 500 pounds of mail can not use more than thirteen linear feet 
inaear. It may carry that amount in a less space, in which case they 
would get less pay. But they can not go above it. For a daily aver- 
age of 500 pounds to 1,000 pounds they get not toexceed fifteen feet; 
from 1,000 to 2,000 pounds, not to exceed twenty-five feet; 
from 2,000 pounds to 4,000 pounds, not to exceed forty feet; from 4,000 
pounds to 5,000, not to exceed forty-five feet; for 6,000 pounds, fifty feet; 
for 8,000 pounds, sixty feet. 

Right here let me make this statement in addition. The above rates 
are fora oftwenty milesanhour. For every two miles of speed per 
hour in tion this bill gives them an increase of one-tenth of a mill per 
linear foot. For twenty-eight miles per hour five mills and four-tenths 
of a mill would be the rate per linear foot. After it gets above thirty 
miles then one-tenth of a mill for every single mile is added. But the 
subcommittee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] and the 


tleman from Indi [Mr. HoLMAN], propose to cut out the last’ 


so that as they propose now to amend the bill it will only 
give one-tenth of a mill for every two miles from twenty up to forty 
miles an hour. 

Now, then, let us get back to our illustration. Under this new plan, 
as the bill was reported by the committee and as it now stands, this Buf- 
pon aie $301,529.35 for the entire year. That 

$22,465.75 over t pay. Under the new plan they 
$1,487.05 a mile from 0 to Cleveland and $1,683.11 per 

Cleveland to Elyria. At 4 mills per linear foot, which is 
ae eee cenerenent, there will be a loss to this road 

a year. 
the road from Charleston to Savannah. This road is one hun- 
long. It carries 7,194 pounds of mail per day. 
It gets a total during the year of 
at 5 mills, it would get a gain of 
_ the rate of 4 mills instead of 5 per linear foot it 

; t rate brings that road down to 
getting now. 


the road from Atlanta to Chattanooga, a distance of one hun- 
ight miles. That road carries a daily average of mail 
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has a speed of twenty-four miles per hour. Their 
present pay is $293.49 per mile. get now a total of $30,549.56 
per year. Under the new plan, at five mills and two-tenths of a mill 





for twenty-four miles speed, they would get $37,194.26; a gain of 
$6,644.70. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I presume in that comparison the amount under the 
present law is not only for the weight but for postal-car service too? 

Mr. HORR. It is the amount all together. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allincluded. 

Mr. HORR. It is theamount all together. Inall these cases I give 
the total amonnt each road gets for weight and postal cars. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I supposed you did. 

Mr. HORR. Ifyou should reduce it to four mills and two-tenths, 
that road would get $2,430 less than it gets now. 

Again, take the road from Milwaukee to La Crosse. They have a 
daily average of 35,167 pounds of mail, and run a distance of one hun- 
dred and ninety-eight miles, at a speed of thirty-four miles per hour. 
Their present pay is $668.34 per mile. They get ina year $132,296.30. 
Under the new plan they would get $170,480.70, ora gain of $38,184.40. 
At the 4-mill rate they would still make a gain of $4,505.86. 

Take the Michigan Central road from Detwoit to Chicago. I give this 
large number of instances in order that you may see that the outcome 
is the same in substance, and so as to have cases enough to get at the 
principle. That road gets now $360.83 per mile for a distance of two 
hundred and eighty-five miles and runs thirty miles per hour. They 
get $102,836.55 a year. At 5.5 mills a linear foot they would get 
$120,013.50—a gain of $17,176.95 to that road. It would be a loss, if 
you reduce it to 4.5 mills, of $4,643.16. Understand me, this bill as 
now proposed by the committee would give this road that amount less 
than it receives under the present law. 

Take the route from Elkhart to Chicago. That road carries on an 
average 63,780 pounds daily. The distance is one hundred and one 
miles; speed twenty-eight miles per hour. The pay now is $912.83 a 
mile. Under the new plan, at 5.4 mills, they would get $1,143.85 a 
mile, and the total would be $115,518.85 as against the present total of 
$92,185.83; a gain of $23,333.02 over the present plan. At 4.4 mills 
per foot this road would still gain $11,790.64. 

The route from Columbus to Cincinnati would gain by the new plan 
$9,986.40 at the 5-mill rate, and at the 4-mill rate would lose $530.40. 

Now take the road from New Orleans to Cairo; that is a long route-- 
five hundred and fifty miles. Itcarries a daily average of 4,317 pounds 
and runs twenty-four miles per hour. At present that road gets alow 
rate, only $185.74 per mile. At the new rate, 5.2 mills, they will get 
just about what they get now; but if you reduce the rate to 4 mills 
instead of 5, then there will be a loss to that road of nearly $27,000a year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Have you the figures for the Pennsylvania Centrai? 

Mr. HORR. - Yes, sir. I have just received them; but I have not 
had time to look them over. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman [Mr. Horr] state whether 
he has got the figures for the Pacific railroads? 

Mr. HORR. Iam now coming to them. Take the road from San 
Francisco to Ogden, which is one of the Union Pacific system. The 
length of line is 834 miles; speed, 20 miles per hour; average weight of 
mail per day, 20,046 pounds. It now gets on 784 miles $381.74 a mile, 
and on 50 miles, a short route from San Francisco to some other city, it 
receives $406.74a mile. The total amount is $319,621.16 per year. 
Now, mark; on this plan, at 5 mills, this road would get only $219 a 
mile on the 784 miles distance, and $438 per mile on the 50 miles. It 
would get only a total of $193.596 for the year as against $319,621.16 
under the present law. 

* That is a total loss of $135,762.16. Then the bill comes inand under- 
takes, in spite of the charter of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, to 
cut that amount down, and say that it shall have only 80 per cent. of 
that sum, which will reduce the amount $38,719 more, making a total 
loss of $174,481.36, and if you should make the reduction to 4 mills, 
as is now proposed, then they would get only $123,901.44 where they 
now get $319,621.16, so that they would then geta large sum less than 
half the amount they get.now. The route from Omaha to Ogden, a 
distance of 1,034 miles, carrying 29,665 pounds of mail daily, is in almost 
the same position. They get now for 374 miles $509.34 per mile, and 
for 660 miles $484.34 per mile; making, for the entire 1,034 miles, 
$477,091.56 per year. Under the new plan at 5 mills there would be a 
loss there of $53,638.54, and 20 per cent. more off would make the loss 
$138,329. At 4 mills they would get only $340,423.82 as against $477,- 
091.56, a loss of $136,667.74, to which add the 20 per cent. reduction 
made by this bill on account of its being a land-grant road, and the loss 
would be $204,751.90 a year. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. I have heard frequent mention in the gentleman’s 
uaa of a reduction to 4 mills; is there any proposition of that sort 

ere ? 

Mr. HORR. Mr. TowNSHEND gave notice that the committee had 

to recommend a reduction from 5 to 4 mills. 

Mr. MONEY. It is not in the bill. 

Mr. HORR. It is not in the bill yet; but it will be when the com- 
mittee comes to amend it; that he will offer as an amendment proposed 
by the committee. 
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Mr. RYAN. What committee proposed that? 

Mr. HORR. It was done by the subcommittee, but with the au- 
thority of the full committee. The full committee authorized the sub- 
committee to amend the bill as to this new plan as we might consider 
best 


Mr. RYAN. But there has been no ratification of that action? 

Mr. HORR. No; there has been no ratification of it. My plan— 
there is no secret about it—was to strike this new plan all out. The 
other members of the subcommittee undertook to evade the increase of 
pay, the irregularities and discrepancies of the bill, by putting in ‘‘4”’ 
mills instead of ‘‘5,’? I suppose because they became convinced that 


the very roads which under the present plan get a good deal would get 
very much more under the new plan if. the rate should remain at 5 
mills. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to state this proposition, and I am sorry 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is not now in his 
seat, but I observe that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 
is. I affirm that under this new plan every road that runs only one 
trip a day, six or seven trips a week, no matter whether a long ora 
short route, I do not care where you find the road, nor what may be 
the amount of mail that it carries, it will be cut down by this bill. 
Most of the roads which run only one trip a day carry but a few pounds 
of mail. On the other hand, wherever you find a road that makes a 
large number of trips per week this bill increases its compensation, and 
gives every such road a good deal more than it gets now. If you will 
figure it out you will find that the result is invariably the same. The 
lowest that any of the roads (with the except'on, perhaps, of half a 
dozen one-horse roads) get now is $42.75 per mile. The law gave at 
first $50 per mile to roads carrying from twenty-five to two hundred 
pounds per day. Afterward that was reduced 10 per cent. And then 
still later another reduction was made of 5 per cent. on what the rail- 
roads then received, which leaves a large number of routes paying only 
$42.75 per mile per year. 

Some gentlemen are asking me for the New York Central and Penn- 
sylvania Railroads. I am sorry I did not get these reports earlier, be- 
cause I do not know that I can master them here in the limited time 
I have at command, but I see at a glance enough to justify me in mak- 
ing this statement—the roads running from New York city to Phila- 
delphia, and the road from New York city to Buffalo, the New York 
Central. 

I find that the new plan largely increases the compensation that those 
roads now get; but I can not give exact figures without more time to 
examine them; but you will find they are no exception to the rule 
laid down, and I will show you why in a moment—I will demonstrate 
that this plan increases the pay on account of the increased number of 
trips, while every railroad that only makes six or seven trips a week is 
slaughtered. Thusthe bill strikesa blow at the Southern and Western 
roads, while it is a regular ‘‘bonanza’’ for the great Eastern lines. It 
is scriptural in the extreme, as it verifies the statement that ‘‘to him 
that hath shall be given and from him that hath not shall be taken 
away even that which he hath.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state 
whether the Treasury of the United States, as well as the weak roads, 
will have to respond to make up the “ bonanza’’ for these larger roads? 

Mr. HORR. Inmy judgment—I have to run counter to the experts 
who have figured on this matter, but I have made the best estimate I 
can—I think that this rate of 5 mills, instead of saving a million of 
dollars to the United States Treasury, will make the cost of railroad mail 
transportation a million and a half dollars greater than it now is; and 
every dollar which the Government thus loses will go into the treasury 
of the roads, which now receive large sums for carrying the mails. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Besides robbing the poor roads. ~ 

Mr. HORR. Under this bill all the roads that now receive $60 per 
mile or less will be cut down to $35 per mile, or rather $40, as the other 
members of the subcommittee now propose to make it. It looked so ter- 
rible, when they came to think it over, that they have decided to change 
their figures in the bill; instead of striking out the plan altogether they 
propose to strike out $35 and insert $40. But the result will be that 
every road in the United States now getting not more than $60 a mile 
will be cut down to $40, except the roads running two trips a day, 
making twelve to fourteen trips a week; and these will be held upjust 
about where they are now. 

Now, what is the trouble with this new plan mathematically, practi- 
cally? It is not a very abstruse proposition. If I had a blackboard I 
could make the matter plain in a few moments, but perhaps I can get 
along without that. This bill proposes to pay 5 mills, and when 
amended will pay 4 mills for every linear foot occupied in the car 
until you get up to the full car, and then the price is still the same, so 
much a linear foot for carrun. This is the wording of the bill; it was 
intended to be the wording of the bill. Consequently the road gets 
this pay for every single mile run, and ifit makes fourteen trips a week 
it gets twice as much pay as when it runs one trip a day, whereas 
under the present law the mail may go over the twenty times in 
one day, and the company will not get anything extra, unless it carries 
more pounds of mail or takes more 
at so much per year per mile of . 






























get small results, and a large 
therefore, roads that carry but little mail and go through sparsely 
populated portions of the country, where the passenger business does 
not warrant running more than a train a day or six trips a week, will 
be compelled to do the work for Jess than they do it now; and these 
very roads do it now, as I shall presently show, for a great deal less 
than it is worth. 


bill seems to be in the right direction. 
weight, speed, and frequency, and these elements one would think 
ought to be taken into account; but the difficulty is that it overlooks 
this great fact—that where roads carry enormous quantities of mail 
and make an enormous number of trips, they can afford to receive less 
per linear foot per mile than roads that make but one trip each day and 
use but small space. Consequently this bill is in the interest of corpo- 
rations that do not need help, while it sacrifices the poorer roads that 
can not afford to be cut down. 








-office cars, which are paid for 


Consequently, under this new plan all roads making a few trips will 
number of trips give large results; and, 


At the same time this plan gives increased compensation to the rich 


roads, whose treasuries are already filled by their large outside work 
and this Government pay besides. These roads which use from one 
hundred and fifty to three hundred linear feet of space get the same 
price per foot as those using only twenty to thirty linear feet; in other 
words, it pays retail prices for wholesale work. 


I do not claim that these roads get amy more than they earn. This 


It takes into account space, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I suppose when the gentleman speaks of 


“*roads that do not need it,’’ he means roads that can not afford to carry 
the mails at the compensation proposed. 


Mr. HORR. Yes; roads which are now carrying the mails for less 


than the service is worth, but which are compelled to do the work be- 
cause it accommodates their customers all along the line. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I would like the gentleman to give his opinion 


about the aggregate under the 4-mill plan. He has said that the 5- 
mill plan would cost a million and a half dollars more than the present 
cost. 


What would be the aggregate under the 4-mill plan? 
Mr. HORR. My impression is that the 4-mill plan would save the 


Government considerable money. 


Mr. ANDERSON. A million or two? 


Mr. HORR. Perhaps a million or oneand ahalf millions. It would 


leave the roads which get large pay now with little change; but it would 
take all this saving out of the roads that the 5-mill plan reduces; in 
short, it will compel the roads that get small pay now to take still less, 
and will leave the great New York, Pennsylvania, and Eastern roads 
generally about where they now are. To be local in the statement, it 
will reduce the pay of the roads long 
lated West and South, and will increase or not affect the pay of the 
thickly settled Eastern and Middle States. 


and short in the sparsely popu- 


The question now arises as to whether this railroad service is too high. 


Are we paying an unreasonable amount for this work to-day? If we 
are, then it should be reduced; if we are not, then we should appropri- 
ate the necessary amount and stop there. I shall now attempt toshow 
that this railroad service is not at the 
compensation as we have been led to believe. I ask members to give 
me their close attention, because I would like to disabuse the minds of 
the men here who think these roads are getting enormous prices for 
their work at this time. 
tain and figure out just what several roads do get for carrying the mail 
as compared with 


t time getting any such 


I have taken a good deal of trouble to ascer- 


ir other work. 


The mails are carried on trains; fast trains. This is as it 


should be. People can not get their mails too soon. Let us examinea 
few routes and see what the com ion is. Take the route from 


Bowling Green, Ky., to Memphis, Tenn., two hundred and sixty-two 
miles; it carries 7,693 pounds of mail per day, receiving $199.22 per 
mile. This is the amount of pay the road would receive for carrying 
eleven passengers the same distance at 3 centsamile. Understand me, 
eleven passengers running over that road the entire distance would pay 
just the same amount of money that this road now gets for carrying the 
mail. But furnish space for the mail which would suffice for sixty 
carry the weight of fifty-three passengers, and yet 


passengers. 
only get pay for eleven 
Take the road from Portland to Wallula, in Oregon; they carry 6,596 


of mail. They get $187.25 per year per mile of track. That 
is, they get pay for carrying the mail, which is less than nine passen- 
gers would pay for the same distance. Understand me, nine passen- 
gers riding where the mail passenger now rides would bring more money 
than the railroad gets for carrying him all this 6,596 pounds of mail 
a mile. They furnish space for nineteen rs. ey carry the 

of forty-five passengers, and only get the pay for about nine. 


Is that extra t pay? 
ne ow much would it be putting it on the basis of 
8 ? 

Mr. HORR. We could not do that; steers do not occupy the place 
of not gothirty miles anhour. Noman will claim that 
the mails should be carried at the rates for heavy freight on slow 
trains. A the road between Atlanta and Chattanooga gets $293.49 
& mile. get pay for less than fourteen That road 
furnishes space for the mail, which would carry one hundred and twenty 
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ngers, and carries the weight of sixty-one passengers, and only gets 
the pay for fourteen. The road from Springfield, Mo., to Memphis, 
Tenn.—two hundred and eighty-six miles long—that road runs seven 
trips a week, and it gets now $72.86 a mile. When I say seven trips, I 
mean over the road and back seven times a week. Four passengers over 
that road would bring more money than they now get for carrying the 
entire mail. 

Mr. ROWELL. You mean four passengers per trip? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. At3centsamile. I take it for granted it 
would be 3 cents a mile. There are no roads in the Southern States 
where they carry -passengers for less than 3 cents a mile, are there? 

Mr. AIKEN. None. 

Mr. HORR. ‘The roads do this mail work in the South for about the 
amount that would be paid for carrying three passengers,and they furnish 
the space for from ten to sixteen and carry the weight of from five to 
seven. Now take the large road from Buflalo to Cleveland. We will 
dllow only 2 cents a mile there. Sixty-two passengers would pay for 
what they get for carrying the mails. They furnish a space that would 
accommodate over five hundred passengers, and they carry the weight 
of five hundred and thirty passengers and only get the pay for sixty- 
two passengers. You see the large roads figure that way because they 
carry an enormous amount of weight, this road averaging daily over 
89,000 pounds, which figures up faster for them than for the small roads. 

The road from Washington to Evansville carries only one hundred 
and twenty-six pounds of mail, for which it gets $42.75. 

I wish you would look to this carefully; because this applies to the 
small roads all over the country. They get the pay now for just two 
passengers, that is, on nearly half the railroad routes where the mails 
run two passengers would bring the roads as much as they now get 
for carrying the mails. They carry a weight of from two to eight pas- 
sengers over these small roads, and they furnish a space of from six to 
ten and sometimes as high as eighteen. But none of them get any 
more per mile than would be paid for carrying two passengers over the 
route. That is tosay, these railroads furnish from six to thirteen linear 
feet of space; under this bill they can not go above thirteen. Some fur- 
nish as low as six. A linear foot is a space one foot long and the width 
of the car. These small roads furnish apartments of different dimen- 
sions. Six by twelve is a common room, but I reduce them all to the 
equivalent of linear feet, which is one foot by eight and one-half feet, or 
eight and one-half square feet—but it amounts to that when figured. 
Now, the roads to-day which get $42.75 only get the pay for carrying 
two passengers, and they carry one, the post-office messenger. So they 
furnish—now mark you—they furnish this space, run the car, heat it, 
light it, deliver the mails to the post-offices on the route and bring it from 
the post-offices back to the cars unless it is over a quarterof a mile dis- 
tance, and for that whole work they can only get what they would get 


for carrying one 4 
Mr. RYAN. Two passengers. 


Mr. HORR. No; they carry one man, the post-office messenger. 
They get what one passenger would come to, and this bill steps in and 
takes out of that class of roads a million of dollars. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 
pil ANDERSON. Have you made any comparison between freight 

rs? 

Mr. HORR. I have not, nor would it be fair todo so. I have, 
however, compared it with rates received by railroad companies from 
express companies, and it is less than one-half what the express com- 
panies pay the railroad companies. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Well, then, it ought to be divided by about four 
to get it down under the limits of grand larceny according to the rates 
in my part of the country. But the small roads get this rate for carry- 
ing is mail in the 

r. HORR. Yes; the mails are carried in the baggage-car on the 
routes which carry but little, but the car is run on the passenger train 
and run at thesame speed as passengers. I do not care how you figure 
it, if you will be accurate you can not help seeing that the small roads 
are inadequately paid. 

) Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in this 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not conceded that on the great trunk lines, 
the larger lines of road, there is an increase of pay by this provision ? 

} Mr. HORR. Yes; it is so conceded by the commission who placed 
the rate at 5 mills per foot. 

. Mr. BLOUNT. Is there any dispute in the committee that on a 
few of the lines where the largest mail is carried there is a considera- 
ble increase? 

Mr. HORR. There is no doubt about it-whatever under the 5-mill 


: 


rate, and under the 4-mill it is about even; esme of them would get 


more and some get less than now. 
BLO . 


fe 


gp ele lita ewer I undezstand my friend to say 


country, 


there is an increase ? 


the fast-Mail service of the East 
settled country in the South that fast mail saves at least one day in 
business. 


But on the largest is it not true that there is an in- 
the Pennsylvania Central, which is one of the largest in the 


Mr. HORR. Yes, sir. Andso there would be on the road from New 


York to Philadelphia, and also over the New York Central. 


Mr. BLOUNT. 


Then if there is an increase on the larger lines there 


must be a decrease somewhere. 


Mr. HORR. Undoubtedly. Ihave tried tostate with mathematical 


exactness that this falls heavily on those roads thatrun but six or seven 
trips a week. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iam agreeing with the gentleman, for it seems to 


me the conclusion is inevitable. 


Mr. HORR. There is no doubt about it in the world. That is just 


what I am trying to demonstrate here; there is no other conclusion that 
can be reached. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for another ques- 


tion ? 


Mr. HORR. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. At present the law provides for what is known as 
West, and South. In our sparsely 


How will this bill affect that fast-mail service on our roads ? 
Mr. HORR. As the bill came to us from the Committee on Post- 


Offices and Post-Roads it provided for fast mails by permitting the Post- 
master-General to add 50 per cent. to the regular rates for securing that 
service to which the gentleman alludes. 
could be extended over the entire United States in the discretion of the 
Department. 


That was a permission which 


I opposed that provision, because I thought the lativude was too great, 


and suggested to our subcommittee that it would be better to strike 
out that clause and leave in the $250,000 which we appropriated for 
that purpose as being a much safer and more feasible plan. 
agreed with me, and so we struck out the 50 per cent., but when we 
got to the $250,000 they struck that out also. 
we have now nothing whatever in this bill for the fast-train service re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from South Carolina. 


They 


{[Laughter.] So that 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman from Michigan say that 


there is nothing to give an inducement for the fast-mail service to these 
railroads ? 


Mr. HORR. 


For what is called the daily fast-mail service, for which 


we gave $250,000 last year, there is not a shilling of provision made in 
this bill. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. But does not the gentleman admit that the 


provision which proposes an increase of one-tenth mill for each two 
miles additional speed over the ordinary rate of twenty miles per hour 


is an inducement to the roads to increase their speed ? 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman will bear me out in this, that that 
amounts to but a small part of what the roads get for carrying this 
fast mail. I will tell you what the exact amount is, and then I will 
show you why this bill does not cover this fast service which we were 
talking about at all. 

Under the present law the road from New York to New Haven gets 
$17,647.06; the New York Central and Hudson River road gets $25,000 
out of the $250,000. These are the only two roads in that section of 
the country that get anything. Then comes the Wilmington and Bal- 
timore road, $20,000; Baltimore and Potomac road, $21,900; Quantico 
and Richmond, $17,419; Richmond to Petersburg, $14,197.50; Peters- 
burg to Weldon, $11,680; Weldon to Wilmington, $29,565; Wilming- 
ton to Florence, $20,075; Florence to Charleston Junction, $17,337; 
Charleston Junction to Savannah, $19,062; Savannah to Jacksonville, 
Fla., $30,358; and the line put on last year from Baltimore to Hagers- 
town, $15,758. 

Now, I wish my friend from Illinois to give me his attention, because 
he undertakes to make us think that this bill provides for this same 
fast service. True, this bill allows one-tenth of a mill for every two 
miles of speed run over the ordinary rate of twenty miles per hour, so 
that if a road runs forty miles an hour it would get 1 mill extra; that 
is, 5 mills instead of 4 per linear foot. 

Mr. MONEY. Five mills for thirty miles, is it not? 

Mr. HORR. No; it is five-tenths up to thirty, and 1 mill up to forty. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes; one-half a cent up to thirty. 

Mr. HORR. No; one half a mill up to thirty. 

Now here is the difficulty: When you add that speed on these roads, 
all except these two Northern roads, and figure their pay, you will find 
at 4 mills they will still get less than they are getting now for carrying 
the ordinary mails. You will cut them down to this point; and still 
the gentleman says we are providing for this fast mail when these roads 
will not get as much for carrying it at forty miles an hour as they now 
get for carrying it at the ordinary rate of speed. 

I hope the gentleman will explain then how this bill provides for 
special fast mails. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I neglected a moment ago to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to another additional element which enables the roads 
under the new system to get larger compensation than under the old; 
and that is the element of frequency. The figures the gentleman from 
Michigan gave me the other day as to the Charleston and Savannah road, 
which is one of the longest in the southern line of special mail-facility 
roads, were that under the old law that road got $259.09 a mile, but 
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under the new law they would get $321.20; a gain of $62, without one 
tingle dollar of appropriation for special mail facilities, 

Mr. HORR. Certainly; but you have cut that down one mill, and 
#0 cut out the very money you are talking about. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know that. But the additional appropria- 
tion is produced by two eclements—speed and frequency—and that road, 
according to the gentleman’s figures, gets $62.11 more than under the 
present law. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] is not that estimate based on the assumption that the road 
makes two round trips a day ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir; that is what they do make under the 
present arrangement. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is in consequence of their being paid to run 
one fast mail traina day. If you stop what is known as the fast mail 
on the poor roads that do not make but seven round trips a week, I 
would like to know what inducement the railroad companies would 
have to make two trips. 

Mr. HORR. I hope the gentleman will hurry. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will answer the gentleman from South Car- 
olina, if lam permitted todoso. I have mentioned the inducement we 
give the roads—an additional compensation for every two miles of speed 
above the ordinary rate of twenty miles an hour. And then there is 
the frequency of carrying the postal ears over the line, which, as the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] figured it out, on the basis of 
5 mills, will give the Charleston and Savannah road $62.11 per mile 
per annum over and above the present compensation. 

Mr. HORR. Now, if the gentleman from Illinois will give his atten- 
tion, I will show him where he fails mathematically. This road now 
gets $259.09 a mile. If you figure on the basis of 5 mills, then it will 
get $321.20. Thatis, they would have gained under that rule $6,001.85. 
They now get $19,000 for fast-mail service. But you have cut down 
the rate per foot to four mills and five-tenths of a mill for speed. So 
that at that rate, adding the speed, they will get only $262.80 per mile. 
And if the bill passes they get just about the same as they are getting 
now, and have not a shilling to carry the mails with on the fast trains, 
just as I stated in thestart. It is a matter of arithmetic, and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois knows very well that when he struck out the 50 
per cent. discretionary power given the Postmaster-General in the bill 
proposed by the commission he purposely failed to provide for this spe- 
cia] fast-mail service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want tosay to the gentleman from Michigan 
his arithmetic is wrong. In the first place his figures are wrong. I 
made an investigation last night from the tables accompanying the re- 
port of the Superintendent of the railway mail service. He has esti- 
mated the amount of the present compensation per mile for that road 
considerably higher than what it is. The figures show it amounts to 
only $212.06 under the present law. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman is mistaken. I took my weights car- 
ried from the Postmaster-General’s report, and my calculation is correct. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I took minealso from the Postmaster-General’s 
report; but you have made a mistake in your figures. 

Mr. HORR. The book is right here, and I can show the gentleman 
that my calculation is correct. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Allowing for postal-car service and present 
weight, it amounts to only $212.06. The gentleman from Michigan 
says on the basis of 5 mills a mile it amounts to $312.20 under the 
law; a difference of about $110a mile. 

Mr. HORR. Will not your bill, when amended, cut down the rate ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oar bill will cut it down one-fifth, and with 
that cutting down they still get $100 a mile more. 

Mr. HORR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. His results are not cor- 
rect. I have been interrupted, Mr. Chairman, and I desired tobe; but 
I trust the committee will allow me to complete my remarks. My time 
must be nearly exhausted. 

My friend from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] seems very anxious to have 
me talk longer about the big roads which have frequent trips. By one 
of these rates they will gain a little. By the 5-mill plan they will gain 
a good deal. Of the Western roads through the gentleman’s State, 
the Santa Fé road will lose largely by this bill. The Union Pacific 
lines will lose, as I have shown, several hundred thousand dollars if 

this bill becomes a law. It takes the money away—and that, I know, 
will please my friend from Kansas—from the Gould roads. But how 
would he like to have it put it into the pockets of the Vanderbilt 
system? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think the gentleman did not understand my 
question. He has given us some interesting statistics in regard to sev- 
eral roads, and stated he would give us the statistics in regard to the 
effect of these several propositions upon the leading trunk lines. Now 
I am very anxious or at least desirous to hear those statistics showing 
what effect this will have on the Vanderbilt system, the Gould system, 
the Chicago road—all those big fellows. 

Mr. HORR. I have shown the facts already. 

Mr. ANDERSON. What I want is the statistical statement as to 
those roads. 


Mr. HORR. Iam compelled to say to my friend from Kansas that 


— 


the report of the New York Central has just reached me, and it is not 
in such shape that I can state exactly the results. 

Mr. ANDERSON. All right. 

Mr. HORR. But I do know philosophically, mathematically, that it 
will increase the compensation of that road enormously at the 5-mil) 
rate and considerably at the 4-mill rate. It must do so on account 
of the great number of trips made over that line. I know that wher- 
ever a road makes only one trip a day, six trips a week, this plan will 
be ruinous to it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I want the figures. That is what I am after. 

Mr. HORR. I have given enough figures to establish the principle. 
But, Mr. Chairman, there are some other features in this bill upon which 
I desire to make some comment. I am in favor of continuing the fast- 
mail service through that sparsely settled country in the South. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the gentleman will permit me a suggestion I 
will remind him that the poor roads through the sparsely settled por- 
tions of the country will be compelled to make two trips a day if they 
are to carry a fast mail, because their local business compels them to 
stop at every depot. With the pay heretofore given for fast-mail serv- 
ice they have been able to run a fast-mail train. 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. I say that under this bill you will get no 
fast mail in that part of the country, and moreover it was not the in- 
tention that you should. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. HORR. There can not be any doubt about that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that gentlemen may understand and 
appreciate the importance of this bill I wish to submit a few more fig- 
ures. The whole number of railroad mail-routes in the United States 
is 1,634. Thenumber of routes that receive less than $43, or $42.75, is 
605. The number that receive less than $51 is 168. Therefore this bill 
reduces 773 routes down to $35 per mile, though the commiitee tell me 
that they are going toraise itto $40 per mile. Every road now receiving 
$80 per mile will get only $35 or $40 under this plan, except a few that 
make over seven trips aweek. There are only 861 routes that get over 
$81. If this bill now stands at 4 mills per foot one-half of those will get 
about what they are getting now. ‘Those are the large routes, which 
are now getting pretty good pay. Thesmaller routes will be reduced. 
So that nearly every dollar saved by this bill will come out of the poor 
railroads that are now getting for carrying the mail no more than they 
get for carrying one passenger, for they carry a railroad mail-clerk all 
the time anyway. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? How much less would the majority of the small roads get 
under this bill than under the present law? 

Mr. HORR. If you put in your amendment of 4 mills and of $40 
the small roads will get $2.75 less. But there ave over three hundred 
roads that get between that and $80, every one of which your bill will 
cut down to $40. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Buta majority of the roads get only $42.75. 

Mr. HORR. Yes; a majority of the small roads get only $42.75. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And some of them do not get as much as $35 
under the present law. 

Mr. HORR. Onlya half-dozen orso, which does not amount to any- 
thing in the discussion of this bill. To the roads that now get $42.75 
this bill proposes to give $40; but there is a large number of roads that 
get from $50 to $80 which this would cut down to $40; also roads that 
carry now four hundred, five hundred, six hundred, seven hundred, or 
eight hundred pounds of mail. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, if I can be ized now I will yield 
a portion of my time to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] to 
enable him to finish his speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ry An] is rec- 


ized. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield so much of my time to Mr. Horr as he may 
need to finish his remarks. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I will say that the commission that was appointed by the Post- 
Office Department to prepare this bill made the minimum limit $35. 
We have raised that minimum limit to $40 a mile. It is true that we 
have lowered the rate per mile from 5 to 4 mills, but that does not af- 
fect these roads. This $40-limit protects all those roads, and we have 
raised the limit from $35 to $40. I wished to make that statement in 
justice to the committee. 

Mr. HORR. If $42.75 is such a meager amount, such a mere pit- 
tance, for the service now, why do you propose to cut it down at all ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In reply to that, Mr. Chairman, I will say 
that I do not think that $42.75 is a very meager pittance for the amount 
and characterof the service. Furthermore, we leave open the opportu- 
nity for these small lines, as they grow and as the business of the country 
——- which they pass grows, to get a highercompensation than $40 
per mile. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, having, as I believe, shown clearly that 
the present plan of compensating the railroads for their service had bet- 
ter be adhered to, at any rate until we can devise a plan that will be 
better understood than this new plan seems to be, and having also 
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shown that the roads are now doing their work at a low price, I desire 
now to speak briefly‘of some of the other provisions in this bill. 

In the first place, the committee here cut down the estimate for the 
railway clerks. They have cut down that appropriation until it is 
wholly inadequate for the serviceduring the next year. There are now 
56 of those clerks who get $1,400 a year; there are 519 that get $1,300; 
there are 518 that get $1,150; there are 1,408 that get $1,000; and there 
are 800 that get from $900 down to $810, and there are 740 that get 
from $800 down to $100, but 497 of those get $800 per year. Under 
the provision of the law the maximum salary of these clerks is fixed. | 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the worst thing that this country can do, 
or rather the worst thing this House can do for the country, is to cut 


down the mail clerks and cut down their salaries, because they are 


really the key to the whole railroad-mail system. 

1 know that my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] differs with me | 
as to the amount that these clerks should receive. Iam frank to con- | 
fess that I prepare a bill of this kind with different feelings, different | 
emotions, from my friend from Indiana. We view this work from dif- | 
ferent standpoints, we carry into it different habits of thought, differ- 
ent notionsof publicduty and public expediency. The question which 
always occurs to me when I am preparing the appropriation for so im- 
portant a service as this is, first, what is the work that we call upon 
these men to do; second, what salary will procure for the Government 
the best and most perfect service? It is not only arduous work, it is 
dangerous work these railway clerks are asked to perform. Ifmy mem- 
ory serves me right, seven of these railway postal clerks have been 
killed by accident within the last year; about fifty of them, perhaps, 
have met with injuries more or less severe. Yet, when we come to 
form the appropriation bill for the payment of these clerks, my friend 
from Indiana insists that they get too much pay for their work, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did I understand the gentleman to state that 
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we had cut down the amount of appropriation for postal railway clerks ? 

Mr. HORR. Yes; it is cut down below the estimate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not below the appropriation for the present 

ear ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We give an increase of nearly $200,000 upon 
the present year. 

Mr. HORR. But that increase is so small as absolutely to prevent— 
and the gentleman from Indiana intended todo it; he will not disavow 
it—to prevent these clerks from getting the amount of pay that the law 
allows them. But, as I was saying, while I always ask the question, 
‘What is this service worth?’’ my friend from Indiana always seems 
to be asking ‘‘ Is it not possible to get some fellow to do this job for a 
few cenisless? Can we not cut off 5 cents from each of these men and 
yet not touch the starvation point?’’ [Laughter.] 

Now, the appropriation for railway clerks in this bill is so small that 
you can not pay the present service of the men now engaged at the 
salaries fixed by law. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That is practical repudiation, is it 
not? 

Mr. HORR. There have been built this year 6,000 miles of new rail- 
road upon which this service ought to go. 

No more faithful men live than these hard-worked railway clerks, 
and of all the men in the public service they are the last who should 
be reduced in this way. 

Mr. Chairman, the next reduction I will call the attention of the 
House to is the star-route service. In this item there is a reduction of— 
$200,000, is it not [turning to Mr. TOwNSHEND] ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On the estimates; not on the appropriations of 
last year. 

Mr. HORR. I am talking about the estimates—the amount the 
men who have this work in charge say is needed to meet the proper 
demands of that branch of the postal system. 

Now, an increase of the railroad service does not, as a person might 
at first think, decrease the star-route service. It is assumed by some 
people that as we increase service by rail the service by horses dimin- 
ishes. But this assumption is not true; it overlooks the fact that when 
you run a railroad through a country intersecting post-routes come into 
existence by the dozen from little towns springing up all over that sec- 
tion of the country. Thus the increase of the star service always keeps 
pace with the railroad service. And this bill is so drawn as to prevent 
the natural increase of the star-route service in these sparsely populated 
places. : The people living in these towns need their mail—their letters 
and their ne 's—just as much as those who live in the large cities. 
These horseback mails should be provided for with the greatest care. 
They reach the pioneers of this country, the men who crowd our civil- 
ization out into the wilderness, perhaps only once a week, but that once 
a week is a good deal to those brave, hardy people. I would provide 
amply for this service. This bill lacks $200,000 of doing that. 

Again, the Committee on Appropriations has cut down the estimate 


for carriers something more than ,000. Idid everything I could 
a it. At the last session we had this same fight in this House. 
r. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman will allow me to correct him. 
We have cat down the estimate only $50,000, and we have given for 
letter-carriers $50,000 increase on the appropriation of last year, 
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Mr. BINGHAM. The estimate is four and a half million of dollars. 

Mr. HORR. The committee has cut down the estimates for the let- 
ter-carriers $435,000. Now, this work, as everybody understands, is 
done by men who labor as faithfully and work as hard as any men in 
the United States. The amount which the committee propose to ap- 
propriate is more than $200,000 less than is needed to keep the service 
right where it is to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know the gentleman does not want to do in- 


justice to his own committee, and I wish to show that he is mistaken. 


The amount asked for letter-carriers and free-delivery service was 
$4,100,000. We have given $4,050,000—a reduction of only $50,000 
below the estimate of the Department. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman is mistaken. I can not see how you 


| can claim any such thing. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. In this comnection I wish to state that the ex- 
penditure last year for this service was only $3,504,000. We increase 
the appropriation for the next year half a million dollars above the ex- 
penditure of last year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOowNSHEND] 
will read his own report he will see that the Department asks for 
$4,535,000 for the letter-carriers and expenses of free-delivery system, 
while this bill recommends an appropriation of only $4,100,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iadmit the gentleman’s correction as to the 
estimate; but we give over $500,000 more than was expended during 
the year ending the 30th of last June. I was mistaken about the es- 
timates. 

Mr. HORR. I donot like to takeso much time; but since the gentle- 

man has brought up this letter-carrier business, and seems so strenuous 
about it, let me give him some exact information. There are now 2,236 
sarriers, at $1,000 a year; 1,084, at $850; 333, at $800; 684, at $600; 
making 4,337, who reveivein the aggregate $3,834,200. Of the 684 re- 
ceiving $600 each now, 337, under the act passed a few years ago, will 
receive an increase up to $800 per year, which will take $75,400; and 
307 will be increased to $850 each, making $76,750. Three hundred 
and thirty-three go from $800 to $1,000 a yecr, which takes $66,600. 
Then add for increase in cost of service on account of vacations given 
them by law last year, and it takes $115,000 to provide for that. Then 
add for incidentals $130,000, and it takes to keep the force just as it 
now is $4,297,950; that is nearly $200,000 more than this bill carries, 
and less than is needed, if we do not put another carrier on or do any 
thing to increase this service. 

But, Mr. Chairman, New York city has already applied for increase 
of a large number of carriers. Several hundred carriers scattered all 
over the country are actually needed in addition to those now em- 
ployed in order to bring the service up to where it will be good and 
efficient, and yet this committee undertake to run this important serv- 
ice with $200,000 next year less than it will take to make legal pay- 
ments if we do not add another carrier to the force. 

Now, this bill has cut down the entire estimates over $3,000,000. 
If my friend from Dlinois will look at it, he will see how absurd it is. 
This bill only appropriates about $700,000 in the entire bill more than 
it will take for the entire post-office service this current year. The 
post-office service increases every year about 8 per cent.; that would 
call for some $4,000,000 of increase for this year over last year. It is 
idle for anybody to talk about doing this extra 8 per cent. work for 
nothing. It must be paid for. Seven hundred thousand dollars can 
not supply an increase of $4,000,000. This country will rue the day 
when we get so we can make ag small an appropriation for the post- 
office service in one year as we did the year before, because that will 
bea sure indication that decay has set in, that progress has stopped, that 
growth is at an end in this nation of ours. 

The appropriations for the postmasters are cut down here below the 
estimate some $700,000. The gentleman will remember I labored hard 
to get this House to fix an amount for the postmasters and an amount 
for the railway service last year up to the estimates. You voted me 
down. The Senate put it in; we did not yield; they yielded. We 
struck it out, and the gentleman from Ilinois well knows the deficien- 
cies are already known for this year to be just about the amount cut 
out in that bill last year. 

I wish to say one additional word and then I will be done. In pre- 
paring this appropriation bill I have sought only to give such amounts 
as will be needed for good service in this department of the Government: 
We are not going on this side of the House toexpend thismoney. You 
gentlemen are going to have the control of it. If you think you can do 
this work for three or four million dollars less than the men who have 
been managing this business for twenty-five years tell you it will take 
to run it try it on, but do not say I came in and undertook to give you 
inadequate means with which to perform this work. I desire the ap- 
propriations to meet the wants of the people. The people pay for this 
service. The estimate of the Department this year is that we shall raise 
$51,000,000 by postage alone. 

Yet on the eve of the change to lower postage they reduce the service 
to about $52,000,000. The gentleman from Illinois| Mr. TowNSHEND] 
must know, and my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] must know? 


.| that this bill simply means a deficiency of $2,500,000 next year. It 


means either that, or it means such a crippling of this service aa the 
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people of this country do not wish, nor will they submit to it in any 
degree of quietness or good feeling. The people pay for this service 



















directly. ‘The men who use the mails pay for the work. 

Then, I say, give them such sums as will make it a perfect service. 
It has come to be very common to criticise and ridicule any work done 
by the Government. People, and some members here, seem to take 
great pleasure in defaming any management of national affairs. Still, 
the postal service of the United States, in my judgment, is one of the 


best managed and most successful business institutions known to the 
world. When you take into account its vast machinery, its immense 
number of operatives, the nooks and corners of the continent it must 
search out and serve, the innumerable number of packages it must 
care for and send in the proper direction, the precision of its deliveries 
and the accuracy of its every-day transactions become truly wonderful. 
I assert that private enterprise never excelled in perfect work at so low 
a price the labor that is being daily performed by our 80,000 post-dffice 
officials and employés. 

No doubt that now and then there have been grave irregularities. 
Corrupt rings have probably been formed from time to time and frauds 
perpetrated. What vast work in this world has ever yet been free from 
such incidents? Such crimes should always be exposed and the per- 
petrators speedily punished. But these exceptions do not invalidate 
the statement that our postal service is one of the most perfect systems 
that human intellect can devise and human energy and integrity ex- 
ecute. Such perfection can not be reached in a day. It is, it neces- 
sarily must be, the outgrowth of years of intelligent management, of 
patient, severe labor, and in all this complicated work the duties of the 
postal railway clerk are exceptional. Not every man can fill that posi- 
tion. Natural adaptability to the work, opportunity and experience 
alone can do this work well. Hence it is a class of work that should 
command good pay. 

It matters not whether the employés of this Department be Democrats 
or Republicans, they should be compensated for the work performed. 
You gentlemen are about to assume the responsibilities of this service. 
My hope is that you will perform its duties well, for it is a service that 
affects every family fireside in the land. It is pre-eminently the serv- 
ice that touches all the people; and, for one, I am determined that the 
means shall be adequate for the work to be performed. 

Mr. Chairman, I have detained the House much longer than I in- 
tended. Permit me to thank the members for their kind attention, 
and, in conclusion, to express the hope that after this bill shall have re- 
ceived careful consideration by this Committee of the Whole it will be 
amended and passed in such shape as will meet the demands of a great 
service, that now requires over $50,000,000 to meet its honest necessities. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WorTHINGTON in the chair). The gentle- 
man has forty minutes remaining. 

Mr. RYAN. I reserve that time, and permit the gentleman from In- 
diana to take the floor if he desires to be heard now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. AITKEN]. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Chairman, familiar as I am with the working of 
the third-class post-offices of this country, and with the necessity they 
have for clerical hire, I had determined after reading this bill to pro- 
pose to the House to increase the amount allowed for clerical service 
in such offices. 

But, sir, having examined carefully the annual report of the Post- 
Office Department, Iam clearly of the conviction that if the present 
amount which is appropriated were more equitably distributed we 
would have more clerks in the third-class offices, and the postmasters 
themselves would not be required to take their own salaries to pay for 
clerical help. 

I have looked, sir, somewhat critically over the Postmaster-Gener- 
al’s report for 1884, which is the last public document we have from 
that Department, and I find that the money appropriated for clerk- 
hire is distributed with a discretionary power that seems to me to have 
no rule or regulation connected with it. 

I should probably first call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that these post-offices throughout the United States are classified. We 
have first-class, second-class, third-class, and fourth-class offices. There 
is no statutory requirement that either one of these classes shall have 
80 much or so little clerical help, or that any specific amount shall be 
allowed each for clerk-hire; but the law does require that the we 
ters in these respective classes of offices shall -have a specified salary. 
In the third-class offices the salary must be one thousand dollars and 
less than two thousand; in the.second-class the salary must be two 
thousand and less than three thousand; and in the first-class the salary 
must be three thousand and less than four thousand dollars, with one 
or two exceptions, which have been fixed by law. I learn from the 
Postmaster-General’s report that this law has not been complied with. 

Finding this to be the case, I was induced to examine the disburse- 
ments of the appropriations for clerk-hire in these three classes known 
as the Presidential offices. Selecting some of the first-class offices, 


where the amount of mail matter to be distributed can not vary very ma- 
terially from different States as well as from the same State, and com- 
paring them, I find as follows: At Sacramento, Cal., the clerk-hire 
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amounts to $9,920, while at Bridgeport, Conn., the clerk-hire is only 
$7,671, or $2,300 less; and yet when I look at the gross receipts I find 
that the receipts at Bridgeport are $8,000 more than at Sacrament, 
and that it pays into the Treasury $7,500 more of net revenue to the 
Government than Sacramento. 


I find that at Evansville, Ind., the amount paid for clerk-hire js 


$7,180, while at Peoria, Ill., it is $6,440 only ; and yet Peoria has a 
gross income of $30,000 more than Evansville, and pays into the Treasury 
of the Government a net revenue of $27,000 more than Evansville. 


Mr. HORR. Letmeask the gentleman from South Carolina whethe: 


he knows how these two points compare in the distribution of the mails? 


Mr. AIKEN. That is a point which I tried to examine, but could 


not arrive at any conclusion from the report. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from South 


Carolina that I do not think the receipts of the office are any test at all 
for the amount paid for clerk-hire. 
amount required for the distribution of the mails. 


The only test, in fact, is as to the 


Mr. AIKEN. I understand that to be the case generally, but in these 


first-class offices there must be additional clerical help, for the post- 
master of a first-class office could not possibly handle the mail received 
at the office without assistance, and the gross receipts in a degree indi- 
cate the amount of mail matter handled in the office, even though it be 
no distributing office. But all these first-class offices are alike distril- 
uting offices. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I know that in some ofiices in my own State 


the postmasters have to pay for clerk-hire for distribution of the mails 
out of their own salaries. 


Mr. AIKEN. Why? 
Mr. VALENTINE. Because Congress does not furnish the money 


to pay it. 


Mr. AIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me to state what I get 


from the annual report of the Post-Office Department, he will see there 
is some irregularity about it. 
class postmasters and the third-class offices in my judgment. 
not get what is due them. 


There issome imposition upon the third- 
They do 


Mr. VALENTINE. I believe that too. 
Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, none of the third-class post- 


offices get clerk-hire. They can only get an allowance for separating 
the mails, and that is limited, whereas from $2,000 up they get clerk- 
hire. 


Mr. AIKEN. What, then, is meant by clerk-hire? As set forth in 


this report there are 1,620 third-class offices that get clerk-hire. 


Mr. CANNON. That is for separating the mail. But they get noth- 
ing for clerk-hire proper. 
Mr. AIKEN. Why, sir, there are some of these third-class post- 


offices that get more for clerk-hire than they pay revenue to the Gov- 


ernment. 
Mr. CANNON. For separating the mails. 


Mr. AIKEN. I do not care what it isfor. It is work under the 
Post-Office ment. But this report of the Postmaster-General 
calls it clerk-hire. 


Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me I will state this: 
Take two offices. One pays $1,900; the other $2,000. The $2,000 
office, suppose it takes one extra man, gets an allowance for clerk-hire 
for that extra man. The $1,900 office does not get a cent of allowance 
and can not get under the law. That is all I say. 

Mr. AITKEN. You mean the office with $1,900 salary? 

Mr. C4NNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AIKEN. Then no man that understands the English language 
can read that book and getanidea fromit. But let me give this House 
some furtner little statistical di cies on this point; and it will 
all tend to show this distribution of money should not go in bulk. It 
should be divided among these various classes of offices. 

I take the post-office of Syracuse, N. Y., which] take it is a distrib- 
uting office. Syracuse has $122,000 of gross receipts. Then I take 
Troy, N. Y., which has $92,000 of gross receipts, a difference in gross 
receipts of $30,000. And yet they have identicaily the same amount 
for clerk-hire, $3,000. And Syracuse pays $33,000 more of net income 
to the Government than Troy does. put it to any man of common 
sense whether Syracuse has not more necessity for clerical help than 
Troy. Yet the sameamount is paid for clerk-hire, while the one pays 
$33,000 more of net income to the Government than the other. 

Now take Portland, Oreg., and Harrisburg, Pa. Portland, Oreg., 
has. $75,000 of gross receipts; Harrisburg, Pa., only $45,000. Yet at 

i more is paid for clerical help than at Portland, Oreg. 

Mr. HORR. There are a great many roads which meet at Harris- 

bang, and it supplies a thickly settled country. 
. . AIKEN. I know that a thickly settled country is supplied 
there. But go farther South to a sparsely settled country. If it isa 
thickly settled country in the vicinity of. Harrisburg, and more is re- 
quired there for clerical help, we will go to the State of Texas. At 
Austin, Tex., there are $38,000 of gross receipts; at Dallas, $44,000. 
Both are central points where railroads meet; and yet Austin, with 
$6,000 less of gross receipts and $4,000 less of net receipts, gets $300 
mere for clerical help. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is easily explained. 
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Mr. AIKEN. I have not time to yield to the gentleman. It is not 
explained in this book. I understand what a distributing office is. I 
have been in them and know all about them. 

Take Norfolk, Va.,and Wheeling, W. Va. Norfolk, Va., ought in 
my judgment to be considered more of a distributing office than Wheel- 
ing. Wheeling ison a line of railroad going north and south and east 
and west. We have similar roads centering at Norfolk. 


alarge section of country. Norfolk has $28,000 0f net revenue. Wheel- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1435 


that second-class postmaster gets a salary of $3,000. How is that? 
The law provides that the salary of the postmaster at a second-class 
office shall be $2,000 and over, yet here is a postmaster in an office of 
the second-class who gets a salary of $3,000. Little Rock, Ark., pays 
a net revenue of only $16,684, but it is a first-class office, and the post- 


| master gets a salary of $8,000; Los Angeles, Cal., pays almost twice as 


It supplies | 


ing has $20,000; but Wheeling gets $10,000 for clerical help and Nor- | 


folk gets $7,000—a difference of $3,000. 

These are all first-class post-offices. I will only instance one from 
the second-class. I will take Waverly, N. Y. Is it a distributing 
office? The gross receipts are only $7,338. It gets but $370 for clerk- 
hire. I suppose that is for a man to assist indistributing. Penn Yan 
has $7,351 of gross receipts; only a few dollars more than Waverly. It 
gets $1,216 for clerk-hire, nearly $1,000 more. 

Mr. SKUNNER, of New York. They have more to do there. 
is right. ee 

Mr. AIKEN. Now, I will say one thing further. In examining 
this report I was bafiled when I attempted anything like a mathemat- 
ical calculation. The Postmaster-General says that on the 30th day of 
June, 1884, there were eighty-four first-class post-offices in the United 
States. In another part of his report he enumerates them, and there are 
but seventy-eight, making a difference of six. He says there are four 
hundred and four second-class post-offices. Iran over the list, counted 
them, and there are but four hundred and one. He says there are 
2,323 third-class offices, and he refers you tothelist. I went over the 
list and found the number 2,161, being one hundred and sixty-two less 
than the number stated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that led me to another idea. 

A MEMBER. May there not have been changes since those figures 
were given ? 

Mr. AIKEN. No, sir; there can not have been any changes. - These 
figures are all of the same date, and the Postmaster-General refers you 
to the section of his report where you will find these figures. He 
states that the gross receipts from these (as he says 2,323, but as I say 
2,161) pdst-offices are over $33,000,000. I have added them up, aggre- 
gated them by States and individual offices, and I find that they do not 
aggregate $32,000,000. 

Now I come to a point which I wish to impress upon the House, 
and it is the point which suggested these remarks. The clerical help 
in the first-class offices amounts to $3,465,859, which is 18 per cent. of 
the gross receipts of those offices and 26 per cent. of their net receipts. 
The clerical help of the second-class post-offices amounts to $820,592, 
which is only 14 per cent. of their gross revenue and 24 per cent. of the 
net revenue. But when we examine thethird-class post-offices we find 
that their gross receipts are more than $500,000 in excess of the gross 
receipts of the second-class offices, and they pay $2,690,897 net revenue 
to the Government; yet their clerical help amounts to only 7 per cent. 
of their gross receipts, and less than 17 per cent. of their net receipts. 


That 


Now I think I am warranted in saying that that is not an equitable | 
distribution of this money which is given to the Postmaster-General for | 


his discretionary disbursement. 

I notice another fact, sir; that the clerk-hire recorded in this report 
averages $575 to each office, taking the entire list; but of that total num- 
ber there are one hundred and seventy-three third-class post-oftices 
that receive for clerical hire $100 or less than $100, while five hundred 
and eighty receive nothing at all; and I know of my own knowledge 
of more than half a dozen offices that are distributing offices where the 

master has to work both day and night; and I know of one or two 

ces where money is paid directly from the salary of a third-class 

postmaster for help, because he finds it impossible otherwise to perform 
the duties required of him. 7 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is the case all over the country. 

Mr. AIKEN. Why should it be so? Itis wrong. There ought to 
be a sufficient appropriation made to put an end to that state of things. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is what I propose to help you to do. 

Mr. AIKEN. Now a few words about salaries, and then I shall sub- 
mit the amendment which I propose to offer at the proper time to this 
bill. I begin with the Sacramento office, California. The net receipts 
of that office were $22,342, and the salary of the postmaster is $3,075; 
while Oakland, Cal., which gives a net return of $12,000 more, is only 
a second-class office and the salary of the postmaster is $2,925. There 
is no distribution in that case. That is regulated by law. The law 
provides that every post-office shall have a certain standing in its 
class, and that according to its standing in the class the postmaster 
shall receive a salary of $1,000 or over, $2,000 or over, or $3,000 or over. 
Here, then, is the case of an office where the postmaster gets a salary 
of over $3,000, yet which does not do much more than half as much 
business as is done by another which is put in the second class, 
Again, take Quincy, Ill. The net revenue of that office is only $20,000, 

ile Rockford, Ill., yields $29,000; yet Quincy is ranked as a first- 
class office, while Rockford is only a second-class office. Again, Evans- 
ville, Ind., yields a revenue of $19,000 a year and ranks as a first- 
class office with a salary of $3,000; Lincoln, Nebr., yields a revenue of 
$5,500 more, but it is only a second-class office. Still, strange to say, 


much revenue to the Government, yet it is put down asa second-class 
office, and the salary of the postmaster is only $2,800. 
{ Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. AIKEN. Iask the committee, as they have indulged the gen- 
| tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr], to give me ten or twelve minutes 
more. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
Mr. AIKEN. To continue the comparison of these offices, Harris- 


| burg, Pa., is put down as a first-class office, with a salary of $3,150. It 


pays only $24,000 net revenue, while Wilmington, Del., pays $1,000 
more net revenue, yet the salary of the postmaster at Wilmington is 
$150 less than that of the Harrisburg postmaster. But still the post- 
master at Wilmington gets a salary of $3,000, although the office is re- 
corded as belonging to the second-class. What right has that postmaster 
to draw a salary of $3,000 when the law provides expressly that no 
postmaster shali draw that salary unless his is a first-class oflice? Again, 
take the office of Kankakee, Ill.; it is put down as a second-class office, 
with a salary of $2,250, while Joliet, another little town in that State, 
is put down as a third-class office, with a salary of $1,800; but Joliet 
yields $1,500 more revenue to the Government than Kankakee. Again, 
take Natick and Amesbury, in Massachusetts. One is set down as a 
second-class office and the other as a third-class office, but both post- 
masters get the same salary, $2,000. 

Mr. VALENTINE. May not those apparent discrepancies be ex- 
plained by the returns of gross revenue ? 

Mr. AIKEN. No,sir. The gross revenues are invariably less where 
I have stated the net revenues as less, but the salary is sometimes 
greater. Geneva and Glens Falls, N. Y., are both recorded.as third- 
class offices, yet the salary of the postmaster in each is considerably 
over $2,000. What right has the Postmaster-General or anybody else 
to appropriate a salary of $2,000 to a postmaster of the third class in 
violation of the law? Again, Gloversville, N. Y., with net and gross 
revenues less than either Geneva or Glens Falls, is registered as a sec- 
ond-class post-ofiice. 

There are three second-class offices in Colorado whose gross receipts 
do not reach $6,000 each, and whose net revenue to the Government is 
each less than the salary paid the postmaster. The clerk-hire in one of 
these is more than its net revenue. 

In Nevada there are two second-class offices, in each of which the sum 
of the salary of the postmaster and the clerk-hire exceeds the net in- 
come to the Government, and a third office of the second-class where 
the salary of the postmaster and the clerk-hire are each more than the 
net revenue to the Government. 

Carthage, N. Y., with a gross income of only $3,535.69 and a net 
revenue to the Government less than the salary of the postmaster, is a 


second-class post-office, while Geneva, N. Y., with a gross income of 


$16,901.84 and a net revenue of $12,325.84, is a third-class post-office, 
though the postmaster has a salary of $2,575. 

Meadville, Pa., with a gross income of $16,487.30, is a third-class 
post-office, though the salary of the postmaster is $2,500; and Sharon, 
Pa., with a gross income of only $7,809.92, is a second-class post-office, 
and the salary of the postmaster over $2,000. 

Mr. Chairman, after considering all these irreconcilable inaccuracies 
it does seem to me we ought not to allow the sum of $5,100,000 to be 
xppropriated in bulk to be distributed for clerical hire. Therefore, at 
the proper time, I propose to submit an amendment to add to the clause 
of the bill which I have been discussing the following: 

Three million five hundred thousand dollars of which shall be paid to clerks 
in first-class offices, $900,000 to clerks ‘in second-class offices, and $700,000 to clerks 
in third-class post-offices. 

I return the floor to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], to 
whom I am much obliged for his kindness. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor not so much for the 
purpose of discussing the provisions of this bill as to call the attention 
of the House to the exact status of that business which this House must 
transact, if it would avoid an extra session of the Forty-ninth Congress 
I have reference to the appropriation bills; and if I can have the atten- 
tion of members and can make them thoroughly understand the status 
of their business, I believe we shall be in a better frame of mind to fa- 
cilitate the passage of the appropriation bills remaining unacted upon; 
and if I should accomplish this result, I shall not have occupied the 
time in vain. 

I doubt whether within the experience of the oldest member of the 
House the appropriation bills at a corresponding stage of any session 
of Congress have been in such a state of immaturity. Only one of 
the thirteen general appropriation bills has gone tothe President. We 
have remaining but nineteen legislative days of this session, including 
the last day, the 4th of March. The fortification appropriation bill, 
the estimates for which are over $7,000,000, is still in the hands of a 
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subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations of this House, so 
that in fact the Committee on Appropriations has not considered it at 
all. The naval appropriation bill, the estimates for which are over 
$30,000,000, is still in the hands of a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations of this House, not having been acted on atall by the 
committee itself. 

The sundry civil bill, the estimates for which are over $32,000,000, 
remains still in the hands of a subeommittee of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of this House, the committee itself not having considered 
itatall. The deficiency bill, the estimates for which are over $8,000,000, 
remains still in the hands of a subcommittee of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the House, not having been acted on at all by the com- 
mittee. 

So that here are four of the most important of the general appropriation 
bills which have not yet been considered by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The Post-Office bill now under consideration must, as every 
member can foresee, occupy considerable time if it is to be fairly con- 
sidered. The legislative bill, already reported, is next to be considered 
by the House. 

Now a word as to the condition of the other appropriation bills. The 
pension bili has passed both Houses, and is now on the Speaker’s table, 
the Senate amendments having yet to be considered. 

The Military Academy bill is the only one, a little bill of $310,000, 
that has gone to the President. The consular and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, I believe, is ready for conference. The Indian appropria- 
tion bill is still in the hands of the Senate committee, not having been 
reported to the Senate at all. The Army appropriation bill is in the 
same condition. I ought to say, in passing, the pension bill to-day is 
under consideration in the Senate; but the Army appropriation bill is 
still in the Senate committee. The District of Columbia bill was re- 
ported back here to-day, and has been referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House, that the Senate amendments may receive 
consideration. The agricultural appropriation bill is still in the Senate 
committee. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the condition of the appropriation bills to- 
day, and it would seem that the peril of an extra session is imminent, 
and this House, in order to avoid that and all its disastrous conse- 
quences to the business of the country, will be compelled to press on 
so rapidly that it can not give that consideration to these bills carry- 
ing over $200,000,000 they ought to receive at. the hands of the repre- 
sentatives of the people. At the last session of Congress we were ob- 
liged to pass one of the most important of the appropriation bills, the sun- 
dry civil, undera suspension of the rules—a most reprehensible practice. 

Now I want to call the attention of the House to the time we occu- 
pied at the last session of Congress in considering the bills which we 
are yet to consider in this House. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. RYAN. Letme conclude this, and then I will answer questions. 
We occupied two days in the consideration of the deficiency bill. I 
have explained the status of that bill. It has not yet been acted on by 
the Committee on Appropriations. We occupied with the fortifications 
bill three days. We occupied three days in the consideration of the 
legislative, executive, and judicial bill. We occupied five days in con- 
sidering the naval bill. Weoecupied five days in considering the Post- 
Office bill. We occupied, of course, but one day in considering the 
sundry civil bill, which in fact, we did not consider at all, having passed 
it under a suspension of the rules. Thus we occupied nineteen days at 
the last session of Congress in considering those bills which we have not 
considered at all at this session, and we have but twenty days remain- 
ing of the session. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Not working days. 

Mr. RYAN. Twenty legislative days is all we have remaining of 
the session, including the 4th of March. 

Mr.VALENTINE. But you have to take out the day for the elect- 
oral count and the 22d of February. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Really only eighteen days left. 

Mr. RYAN. Now the Senate requires as much time in considering 
these bills as the House. In justice to themselves and to the country 
they must consider every item of these appropriation bills—consider 
them in the committee, consider them in the Senate—and after that 
has been done they come back again to the House to receive consider- 
ation at least on the amendments which are made to them. 

Much new legislation is upon many of these bills, and agreements 
are likely to take a considerable time. 

I have thought it my duty, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of 
the House to these important facts, that we may no longer than is neces- 
éary delay action on those bills which we must pass if we would avoid 
an extra session of Congress, and which I believe every man on this floor 
desires to avoid. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty minutes. 

_Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

tion? 

Mr. RYAN. With pleasure. 

_Mr. HAMMOND. (Is it because the necessity was so great that-we 

limited general debate on this bill to five hours ? 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 7, 


Mr. RYAN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Georgia that th: 
policy of pushing a bill through the House carrying $52,000,000 with- 
out debate is reprehensible in the highest degree, and any policy that 
compels the necessity of such a course on the part of the House is 
equally reprehensible. 

I will reserve the balance of my time for the purpose of yielding it 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] when he desires 
to take it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the gentleman state tothe House the facts about 
the delay of these appropriation bills—state to the House where the 
trouble is—who is to blame. 

Mr. RYAN. The House is ascompetent to judge of that as I am. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, as a great deal ofthe new legislation 
in this bill has been prepared by the Committee on the Post-Oftice and 
Post-Roads, I desire the attention of the House for afew minutes until 
I can put forth, in as clear a manner and as briefly as I may be able, 
the reasons which actuated that committee in their report. It is im- 
possible in the time allowed by my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Eitis] 
to do more than touch upon the salient points of this bill. It will be 
impossible for me to go further than that provisioy in reference to the 
compensation of railroads for carrying the mails. 

In the first place, it seems to me, from the speeches that I have list- 
ened to here to-day and heretofore on this floor, that the whole pur- 
pose of the great postal service of this country is entirely misunderstood. 
We have been told heretofore that the Post-Office Department of this 
country, by gentlemen who have debated the question, is conducted 
as a business. 

We have been told that in some sections of the country this business 
was a great charge upon the people, because of the fact that the partic- 
ular section of country in question did not pay in postage the expense 
of handling and transporting the mails. 

We have been told that in other sections it was a lucrative business 
productive of revenue, and that it was a profitable business because 
that particular section paid more to the revenues of the country in the 
shape of postage than was expended for conducting the service. 

In my view, sir, the Post-Office Department or the postal service of 
this country is one of the functions of this Government, and is notcon- 
ducted as a business oracharity. Inmy judgment there should be no 
arrest of the development of the service because of the insufficiency of 
the revenue derived from postage. There is no country on the face of 
the earth that has a postal service at all that does not conduct it as a 
function of the government; and there is just as much right to assume 
that the other great functions of this Government are run as business 
enterprises, and that they should pay their expenses, as that the postal 
service should be required or expected todoso. For instance, it would 
be just as proper to say that Congress should pay all of its own expenses, 
that the judiciary should pay the expense connected therewith, and 
that the Army and Navy or any other branch of the Government should 
be required to pay its own expenses, as that the postal service should. 

The only excuse for fixing postage at all is that it isa tax levied upon 
those who use the mails for the general purposes of Government, and 
not to conduct the Post-Office; that it is a tax of universal application 
and distribution, and that it is a tax of which no complaint has ever 
yet been made as to its levying. It is a tax levied for the general pur- 
poses of Government just as excise taxes and imposts are levied for the 
general purposes of Government, and the Post-Office Department is a 
function of the Government administered for the good of the whole 
people of this country, because it has been found necessary that the 
communication that built up the social and commercial relations of 
the several sections should be developed to the highest possible de- 
gree. And I say that there should be no limit to the revenues derived 
from this service. I mean that every single dollar expended in the 
service should be made to procure just as much as possible of the serv- 
ice demanded by it. , 

Now, in that view I undertake to address myself to this particular 
provision—the compensation allowed to railroads for mail transporta- 
tion. The bill just submitted differs in some material respects from 
the law as it stands; and it is not a question, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr], of robbing the little roads or increas- 
ing in an inordinate degree the earnings of the larger roads, but it is 
simply a question of paying for the service which the Government gets. 
If the small railroad does not carry a large mail they should not get 
the pay for carrying a large mail. 

Mr. HORR. It does not now. 

Mr. MONEY. It does not now, because it does not carry the large 
mail, and therefore it should not get pay for that which it does not do. 
The railroads are not to be treated as objects depending upon the sub- 
sidy of the Government; and the Government should not be taxed to 
support a small road, nor should it withhold from the large roads that 
which they actually earn. 

Now, the basis of pay, as formerly and now determined, is fixed by 
weight supplemen y space. It is complained of this bill or this 
amendment of the old law that frequency and speed are also items that 
enter into the caleulation. That is exactly as it ought to be. If you 
have a star-route mail service running three times a week and you in- 
crease it to six times a week, it is a law that doublecompensation shall 
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be paid for the increase; and is there any reason, if speed is valuable in 
a single instance on a star route for the transportation of a small por- 
tion of the mails of the United States, that the same reason should not 
be applied to railroads which convey 90 per cent. of the entire mails of 
the Union? In other words, is there any reason why the railroads 
transporting 10,000 pounds of mail per day should have as much pay as 
the road transporting 10,000 pounds twice a day? Not only that, sir, 
but in expediting the schedule, which has been the subject of investi- 
gation and also the cause of corruption in the administration of the con- 
tract office, there is the same element to be considered. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is the result of an investigation into the 
whole railway system of the United States by a commission of compe- 
tent experts appointed by the Postmaster-General. In their investiga- 
tion they took the average earnings of the railroads of the United 
States. Then they took the average earnings of the six great railway 
States of the United States, and they had correspondence which they 
had invited from almost all the great lines of the country. 

It was ascertained that about 264 cents per mile per car run was the 
cost of the passenger trains of the United States. That was the aver- 
age. In the great State of Ohio, according to a late report by her com- | 
missioner of railroads, the earnings were 29.4 cents per mile; which is 
perhaps a fair sample of the business of the United States. 

It was desirable that a just and reasonable compensation should be 
paid to the railroads for their services. This was particularly incum- 
bent upon the Government, because it had not permitted a bidding by 
these roads; but by force of public opinion it exercises a compulsion upon 
them, and they are compelled to carry at whatever rates we pay. Hav- 
ing then both sides of the bargain in our own hands, we are under 
double obligation to be just and reasonable tothem. It certainly would 
not do to pay these roads the price earned per car per mile run for freight, 
as suggested by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ] ina ques- 
tion tothe gentleman from Michigan; because all the expenses are differ- 
ent; thespeed is different, delivery is different, and everything isdifferent. 
But itis reasonable and itis just to pay to the roads the same price paid 
for passenger cars, because the cars supplied by the companies are ex- 
pensive; they are better lighted and better heated and they run upon 
the same ‘trains on which the passengers are carried. It is just and 
reasonable therefore to make the pay for the railway post-oflices the 
same as for passengers. And it has been calculated that 25 cents per 
mile per car run is a just compensation, because it is a certain business, 
and while not quite as large as the average earnings, as shown by the 
reports of these several railroads in their passenger business, there is 
enough in the regularity and certainty of the compensation to make 
up for that. Besides that there is the additional feature which per- 
mits extra pay for every two miles up to a speed of thirty miles per 
hour, and every one mile up to forty miles per hour. This more than 
makes up the difference. 

So I again say, Mr. Chairman, that the bill as reported was a fair 
one. Iwasunaware tillan hour ago that the subcommittee had changed 
their views as to the relative rate of pay, and had fixed it at 4 mills in- 
stead of 5 mills per linear foot. In my judgment that is not sufficient. 

I de not say anything about the clause as to the Pacific railroads, 
the land-grant roads. In my opinion they should be paid precisely 
what other roads are paid; and if they are indebted to the Government 
for assistance given in their construction, that does not at all release us 
of the obligation to treat them justly and fairly. ‘They should be made 
to pay their debts to the Government, and they should be paid a fair 
compensation for services rendered to the Government, to be credited 
to their account. 

I find, then, in this bill all the elements that are required in the 
postal service. First, the space occupied, and that space fixed by the 
weight carried. The next element is the frequency with which the 
service is performed. The next is the speed with which the mails are 
carried. In every branch of the service we have been accustomed to 
have frequency, and to-day there is no excuse for any bill that leaves out 
this element of compensation. If it is a benefit to transport the mails 
from one point to another in twelve hours and we have thought it ex- 
pedient and proper to offer other inducements in larger pay for quicker 
mails, why should it not be embodied in one general law, that will in- 
duce the railroad companies of the United States to increase their speed 
and the frequency of their mail trains? 

Why, sir, we have leaving New York every day four great trains that 
carry nothing but mail—neither passengers nor express nor baggage. 
Of course these companies must have extra inducements, because their 
trains have to leave at hours fixed by the postmaster at New York. In 
the British system the postmaster-general has the right to fix the sched- 
ule of departure and of arrival, the time of delay at the several stations, 
and the time for arriving at and leaving stations; but the postmaster- 
general fixes 2 compensation commensurate with this extra service, 
something that is just and reasonable, to compensate these roads for the 
facilities they extend to the government. In any system of service 


rendered by citizens of the United States to the Government they should 
be paid exactly for what they do. Ifasolitary company to-day receives 
ia the United States for this service rendered in carry- 
ing its mail, this 

no more. 


bill proposes to give them exactly what they earn and 





It is unjust to the Government that the sympathies of the House 
should be appealed to to pay more to a small road because it is small 
or poor, when it does not earn the money by the service it renders to 
the Government. Thereis but one standard that this House, in justice 
to itself and in justice to the railroads of the: country, can adopt, and 
that is a uniform reasonable rate of compensation for all roads for the 
service rendered. When we go beyond that, we undertake to subsi- 
dize thesmall roadsto put a life into them which they have not in them- 
selves. On the other hand, we do not propose—to use the language of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr]—to rob the big roads of 
money to which they are entitled by reason of their services. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Willthe gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY ] 
permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why is it that the compensation on the small star 
routes is much greater in proportion to the weight of the mail car- 
ried than on the routes where there are heavier maiis? 

Mr. MONEY. I will answer that with pleasure. The star routes 
are open to the world, and every man in the country is at liberty to bid 
for that service, the Government taking the lowest bidder. The Gov- 
ernment can not compel a man to carry the mails by his wagon, his 
horse, or his stage-coach, but the railroads are compelled to carry the 
mails—compelled not by law but by public opinion, A railroad that 
runs through a populous country, connecting great cities, bound to- 
gether by domestic ties and by the thousand ties of business and poli- 
tics, can not afford to decline to carry the mails, because if it does its 
competitors will take all the trade. So in dealing with the railroads 
the Government fixes the rate at which they shall be compensated; it 
does not invite competition between them, it simply fixes the rate that 
it will pay. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wishtoask thegentlemananother question. Can 
not a road running between large cities and carrying with many passen- 
gers large amounts of freight and making several round trips a day, 
afford to carry the mails for much less than a poor railroad can, run- 
ning through asparsely settled country and making but one trip a day ? 
I ask the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] if in his judgment 
the compensation ought to be on the same basis for a poor road having 
but little freight or travel and making but one trip a day, and a large 
road between two great cities? Ought not the poor road to have more 
pay in proportion than the other ? 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman’s question is an argument against his 
own position, because this bill fixes a uniform standard rate of compen- 
sation based upon weight, frequency, and speed. If a railroad does a 
large business, its space is valuable in proportion, and therefore the 
Government ought to pay for it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Butis not the element of frequency entirely elemi- 
nated on the poor road? 

Mr. MONEY. If aroad runs through a sparsely settled country, and 
does not do much business, it follows that its space is not very valuable. 

Mr. HORR. That is not the point. 

Mr. MONEY. Let me finish my answer to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. He says that frequency ought not to be con- 
sidered in regulating the pay on a small road. Now, it costs just as 
much to run a car at one time in the day as at another, and if two 
trains are run, the space upon one of them is presumed to be just as 
valuable as upon the other. 

Mr. HORR. Butthisisa point tobe considered. A little road takes 
a small number of linear feet, from four and ahalf up to thirteen. It 
can not takeover thirteen until it gets over five hundred pounds of mail. 
Can not a road afford to sell one hundred and eighty or three hundred 
and sixty feet of space every day at a cheaper rate per foot than it can 
afford to sell nine, ten, or up to thirteen feet? Yet you give them all 
precisely the same rate per foot, no matter how much or how little space 
they sell. 

Mr. MONEY. When a road gets into that position which my friend 
from Michigan and my friend from South Carolina describe, it is pro- 
tected by the provision that it shall not receive less than $35 a mile. 
Such a road as gentlemen describe is not worth more than $35 a mile 

to the Government or to anybody else, and whenever the value of its 
space increases there will be more frequent trips. But the cost of a 
certain amount of space is just as great upon one train as upon another; 
and if the Government demands a certain space upon any train, it 
ought to be willing to pay for it. In every other department of the 
service we pay for frequency and speed, and we doso properly. If we 
can save twelve hours between Chicago and New York, how valuable 
that is to the merehants of these great cities! Why, sir, a merchant in 
New Orleans has informed me that the value to the merchants of the 
fast mail between that city and New York would pay the whole cost 
of it, and a merchant of Denver states that a fast mail between New 
York and Denver, passing through the great cities of Chicago and Saint 
Louis, would save a thousand dollars a year to him alone. This mail 
service is for the benefit of all the people of the Union. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have a very compassionate feeling for the 
small roads, because the roads that ran through my country are gen- 
erally of that class. The greatest road that runs through my State 
carries only 4,000 pounds of mail per day. I allude to the southern 
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ment from the Post-Office Department showing the sums paid for the 
ocean conveyance of mails between the United States and Mexico and 


South America during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, by the 
lines of vessels therein employed. The table is as follows: 


Statement showing the sums paid for the ocean conveyance of mails exchanged between the United States and Mea ico and South A merica during the fis al 
year ended June 30, 1884, and the lines of vessels employed in the conveyance of said mails 



















MEXICO. 
Lines. Termini of services Amount 
paid 
New York, Havana, and Mexican Mail Steamship Company........... New York to Mexico salideunniiaieii ; iene $4, 264 54 
Tins cieicacenndinentnuensinserecepricbeydenscecbevevestessatbouscscoovens cocecessesnces New Orleans to Mexico.............+++ 873 80 
California and Mexican Steamship Company. San Francisco to Mexico silat a : 2783 42 
New York and Cuba Mail Line........ eieiadiiaaeeees New York to Mexico ; asian 43 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company. OS eee i alias 47 31 
Peonccenecoseuasstoepenssvecccesscoes | San Francisco to Mexico...... — sptiailhiaaibel sceimeiaen ; ‘ 914 74 
Morgan Line. oof FOOW Ovbenmee to MemIGs..........crcrecscccesascoenccese secces sence ccesoncsecsucevesssovcesosossosses 832 
Bo Dcccescersecocsrnsncreccescoces .-| Galveston to Mexico.. ; ; eakehaaneiaie yisab nanphulepnaniniennens 33 T? 
Steamer Estado de Sonora. ..| San Francisco to Mexico............... siniscbsininianstapeanmaniaitennvinidakeieaenmaiigininiiaill 12 37 
acc iaicccmncesesasonnscsqcescnaseossevenosenensncnssineonccosssbococcouccesscceses New Orleans to Mexico......... abana vei walle 84 
Total...... eco ° 7,271 37 
SOUTH AMERICA. 
Atlas Steamship Company...........cscensreneseessnneenssnnsecs ses ennenanencesseaneessaaseres Mae Wark: $0 UWrtiedd Bintan. of CalamnBle.....cccccccccccesceesevesess ccoscesccccencocsessense 466 31 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company.. ..| New York to United States of Colombia......... a minthesibeniibaighaaiandaatil 1,960 
rvascsttuncenbeebestmentohpasein, canes sdieiddiieiciponniote ..| New York to Colon for Chilli...................0...e008 Rierannaiplineeuaemicdenpeienedauiaal . Aarne 
I ie Siti dda heh linaiaenntienipeiaaneninns Goeuncepeoneeceeconsenaresocccecoceeseee ..| New Yerk to Colon for Ecuador....................++ ‘ ‘ ‘ 330 42 
. secalasihitliitiatatatinbtdeidatha teniiebaiiathl New York to Colon for Peru..................- a alacant cetnenieteateiddaiaaimmaianns me 
ate ..| New York to British packet agent, Colon ae leat eae 5 04 
owas ...| New York to British packet agent, Panama..................... ; 45 58 
saint | San Francisco to United States consul, Panama : sunainenenneeidanmitald 63 78 
peeene ...| San Franciscoto United States of Colombia............... : 04 84 
.| San Francisco to Panama for Chili...... oni enliehimiidanentuaiagguectachal 143 98 
..| Sam Francisco to Panama for Ecuador sseigieusnennanin canara 7 97 
i coslieihicaeaneiididaeadadneinteanand sagnatiiensbadtiontectescansecetreeces ...| San Francisco to Panama for Perw..............c000.cecseesceseseeeeeenes 74 76 
ween . ios a: UP ED, III... csncncaseusesnccesoeeoesncnsnsccnsouscoeseucectie 32 12 
New York to Venezuela.............0+.-.++ — ‘aieeian ‘ 76 05 
in ct epemneenngasinsaninanesueees 69 
...| New York to Brazil.................. sidecianchidaavamslie aeaaeeel il ciaaaedteadaamabel 3,567 65 
. exeeee .-| Baltimore to Brazil.................... aacinncenienitemineians ais auaieie 143 71 
_ SC .| New York to Rio de Janeiro for Argentine Republic, & encanincenmaeligiaeis 1, 234 84 
Booth Steamship Company. | New York to Brazil Saaladinghedil ae 219 20 






Red Cross Line................. ab 
Red Croas Line.... 
Steamer Mendoza 
Steamer Jennie... 


.| New York to Brazif jainniiae ; 
-| New York to Rio de Janeiro for Argentine Republic, &c 
| New York to Argentine Republic................. anaineen van 87 52 


hemmansenenia 24 7i 


dace : 41 


New York to Brazil.. ‘ sesieniiaiinetuaanuninediaainn : ; 87 75 

iii dethipsccnenccunsenaenniscahe Aentiiininn New York to Rio de Janeiro for Argentine Republic, K€. .............cccccceeeeeeees 65 10 
United States and River Plata Line.. New York to Argentine Republic, Uruguay, &c....... els “ 1% 70 
Simpson, Spence & Young's steame' ad «| New York to Brazil all s ‘ 277 37 
BE scscec covcosonsnnnenapudapannnietenss cocccees diblesttinmheasece seocesepnecbanpune souypocensoneccssiqnecntes New York to Rio de Janeiro for Argentine Republic, & seinen “ 9 74 

i ee 

Total ioasnmndiinie jenni tpeaaneiiis seseee] 13,324 43 





If we turn from this view of the case of carrying the mails to Mexico 
and South America to the amounts paid for the whole foreign mail serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, the results are equally sur- 
prising and discreditable to the liberality of the Government and its 
sense of justice. The total sum so expended is $327,207.91. The 
table is as follows: 


Amount paid for the whole foreign mail service during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1884. 


i loath ic ai ceenetn ea alisicaisa bai eaaeentndopentwed sa catesesanevedi 270, 949 44 
Trans-Pacific TT 125 78 
Miscellaneous. 





37,132 69 


Total stseeeneenevene severe ePuneannseouasetosovenccasensesun cseteneesoes cerces seceesoseees conees 327, 207 91 
Amount paid to American and amount paid to foreign lines during the fis- 
cal year ended June 30, 1884. 











Service. | American. Foreign. Total. 
ee ns — —— — _ ——<———— ——— 
NG ii cetkstiscdlsccnenscsincineens $2,833 20 | $268,116 24 $270,949 44 
Trans-Pacific... 16,883 97| 2,241 81 19,125 78 
Miscellaneous.................. 30, 259 33 6, 873 36 | 37,132 69 
WOR sic ctccicecccastsrensesnsoncts ilatalaaisiine 49,976 50 | 277,231 41 | 327,207 91 





mount paid to the Pacific Mail Steamshi uring the fis- 
esl yentended June's ingens svonmmnia Company daring the Oe ay 
mount paid merican line (Philadelphia to : 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 188 Ps“? Queenstown) 
If from this statement we turn, Mr. Chairman, to the coastwise and 
steamboat mail service of the country we find a contrast, and a striking 
contrast, which I desire to present as one of the strongest arguments in 














favor of the bill now before the committee. By steamboat from San 
Francisco, Cal., to Eureka, Cal., we paid $6,500 a year, or at the rate 
of 58 cents a mile; from Portland, Oreg.,to the Dalles, $7,487, or 21 
cents per mile. From Seattleto Sehome, Wash., we paid $8,439.83, at 
32 cents per mile. From Port Townsend, Wash., toSitka, in Alaska, we 
paid at the rate of $1.23 cents a mile, or $16,000 annually. From San 
Francisco, Cal., to Portland, Oreg., we paid $22,000, or 69 cents per 
mile. From New Tacoma, Wash., to Port Townsend, in Washington 
Territory, we paid $29,700, or 97 cents per mile, while during the 
same period we paid 3 cents a mile to the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company and 3 cents to the Philadelphia and Queenstown line. What 
difference is there in the nature of things between the mail service of 
the country on the routes which I have now enumerated and the mail 
service of the country upon the ocean of which I have just spoken? Is 
it ‘not performed under circumstances strikingly similar, except in re- 
gard of greater risk, greater adventure, and the concern of greater capi- 
tal on the ocean routes ? 

Upon what system of correct reasoning, or upon what considerations 
of a wise and expansive public policy, can the Legislature insist upon 
the continuance of liberal rates such as I have spoken of in connection 
with steamboat routes, and refuse at the same time like compensation 
to steamships engaged in the transportation of the mails of the United 
States on the ocean? 

Now, if we turn from the steamboat lines to the star-route service we 
find that also enumerated in the official tables. From Cedarville, Cal., 
to Reno, Nev., 20 cents a mile is paid, or $11,328 a year; from Bieber, 
Cal., to Lake View, Oreg., 27 cents a mile, or $11,500 annual pay, and 
80 on the table goes, showing pay all the way from 20 cents per mile 
up to 45 cents. The table is as follows: 


—— ee 
a 











No. of ! l 
= | Pay per . | Annual 
route. From To— mile Miles. Trips. pay. 
os 77 | Six times a week ; $11, 328 00 
37116 115} | Seven times a week 11,500 00 
42121 153) | Seven times a week...... ‘ . 13,000 69 
46153 267 | Seven times a Week..............cccceerseeees } 26,700 00 
41111 2007 | Seven times a week | 84,572 03 
544i | Seven times @ WEEK... ..........-..ccccccceceee 57,665 97 
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Again, Mr. Chairman, if we tarn to the exhibit of the Post-Office 
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FEBRUARY 7, 


According to the statement thereis a net excess of expenditure up to 


Department regarding the inland service of to-day we find that there | date of over $3,000,000. 


are only ten States in the Union the mail service of which is self-sus- 
taining. 


The table is as follows, and is accompanied by the annexed communi- 


cation of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General: 


Statement of the excess of postal receipts and expenditures of the United States by States. 


1882. 
ai 
States and Territories. 


over expendi- itures over 


tures. ceipts. 
Maine......... ear ee is raipcnkidinneil $84,084 54 
RoW Bam pabeire .....0000000.scicseccsccccsesercsseccssssesseses | 72,947 74 |... 
Vermont......... sisésbelidoaieel . | 19,595 69 
Massachusetts 1, 080, 588 10 
Rhode Island 154, 641 41 


Connecticut......... 5 2 shiSedsbadeatt Reroaaanels 201, 910 39 
New York...... il 2, 601, 409 90 
New Jersey soil 174,214 & 
















1883. | 1884. 


| Excessof receipts Excessofexpend- Excess of receipts Excess of expend- Excess of receipts Excess of ex- 


re- over expendi- jtures over re- over expendi-| pendituresover 


tures. ceipts. tures. receipts. 
944, GIB FG |...ccccce.ccccerccccscccsccres | copocescescoess-eccesessecooss | $48, 328 31 
63,065 20 ... $18,058 40 |......0ccec...eeee : 
BB GED OB -hocccccssvvarscovcoccntey eres focvenesenpeneneneisesoonesssie 33, 909 75 


1,111,461 12 |.. 
149, G18 5k |. 
238, 548 23 

, 813,729 82 
249, 603 62 | 


> aa 
124,638 22 |... 
135, 463 91 |. 
2, 312, 695 24 |. 
143, 517 59 |. 


to 













Pennsylvania ' 1,017,439 55 |... 987,170 58 |..... 560, 677 81 |.. 
NE Da LOREEN Fe 19, 159 65 22,301 47 8,162 90 
Maryland.... ’ $2,148 60 AGED Chtnncocdtosccseconbivoce oove] 125, 862 44 
Virginia........... oneness 312,734 81 331, 636 19 ».. inte 

STi TIIIIL,..... cccssosencoepsossansuoeneandesubecessecsecnrens Lbegubaigebenpiianedae stunt 18, 030 30 33,199 06 |... 

North Carolina................. is 135, 698 37 155, 481 23 .. Be 

South Carolina 104, 7 65 109, 758 18 |............. 
Georgia........... 208, 945 47 198, 968 98 ..... 

Florida picieasetane 111,174 O1 108, 357 50 ..... 
SD sescnappnensseneunt 240, 494 41 GED, BED BB «haces dnc écccdsdscsioccccescds 
Michigan. SR eee ee eee 

Indiana...... 7 ee Se ee ly RARE Se BO GB hiciccesesste cbisiisdidinstsceve 
IID... cccgseansssunepnnssoneubeseoscsnseabeseceenbaneseeboosneel ». _ MENAEEEED WE, Rengpaneiinasocenetbcsnaennane GD, GRD BB fea vcciccsccesteter cvessd ssese 








Wisconsin ... 








coqesee 115, 854 63 |... 














160, 835 < 



















Sh odintveneneunors sosnseensinetiiian RR SP Tetitivescc cencsd sosvtvevscccesshisee ; cas 371, 407 62 
Missouri.... one : sannslasinnsumandanebitnn emttbbbaaee 107,973 18 |..... Sod 108, 477 45 : 490, 383 04 
Kentucky............+++++. 90, 460 27 |... exh 112,944 O1 171, 089 63 
Tennessec .......... ‘ 19, 459 24 |..... cael 21,136 41 111, 210 62 
Alabama ............00000+ 183, 430 24 wee} 177, 202 65 238° 494 5 
RING co cccsespnecsccwecreansecstinnee $4,183 06 |..... ad 101,477 78 ©... 186, 082 +7 
Arkaneas............ BE GE BF skcccsiccectissees sesstecsscce 165, 972 823 |... 208, 602 2 
Louisiana .............. FN RididicstcdedBsbceta cvebie=teéne 79,487 59 120, 660 75 
0 a 59,019 34 | 302, 437 67 431,334 02 
California .. 508, 351 28 |.. | 277,016 91 417,188 #) 
Se 123, 981 O1 DOSE BG 4s ict8 eee dvscscencesiesicsetle 133, 308 85 
Minnesota ......... ‘ pecccnccsccessacdacbion eed "Sa aE Un Eainentions seleckstbesst + ARB BD 1 .cccncscccccenenetesisb testes icseciseontsbeccccszcbteeniere 299. 369 54 
SET. ee ; 20, 167 21 283, 084 56 362,276 4: 
SIN Gclddetuhininesesmvebeensninscedobeanenbes 501, 801 79 |.... 545,451 59 |. 596, 411 8° 
| SS Se 137, 935 11 106, 720 60 |. 113, 108 91 
REOMEEED csncksbes concede ich 179, 234 87 |.... 145, 600 10 |... 277,615 && 
SER secudsasicasnticbetiate ue shesenceus dppanbapedecunaindaniiad = 2, 210 53 154, 640 19 |......... — ov 180, 996 73 
New Mexico 68,417 37 |.... 51,808 G7 |...........ccccrcereere - 111, 366 5¢ 
Washington . 05, 466 36 93,933 43 |... oe o 110, 892 6« 
a GO, GTB BD BA ETS BG | .nvccccccveccsccccvcesscceccesivce - je 39.007 22 
 cocecsapenennsamrvenuest 225, 320 51 118,019 35 |... diliieiinpiiners | 149, 819 77 
Idaho. ‘ 141,712 3% |.... 88,488 87 |... a 105, 356 24 
Wyoming.. iatenabaiadiins 32,684 52 |.... GOR. ODL cccnecocnetneensreceee 45,907 1 
SI a csbdorrnadeneds 133, 556 29 45, 470 97 | “ 62,553 34 
EATEN onncccensqcenssemngpocnscnecesese tecetenecemmoenensstbecsaianess ==. == i(“(t”:C«O# PD Enenasuennetaneeeetienel etiactsginteeanesbines 1,600 33 
District of Columbia sepnavetaee 58, 003 26 69,358 12 |... 109, 141 43 
Dentin Der ai ccscessecqutiticecsenerdusinceneestnangy adnan tediaialaimecanbeaines 84,300 78 85, 143 44 alti ate 42,086 °6 
Total .......... pe 6, 740, 24 48 5, 184, 996 58 7,122,402 15 4,707,277 & 4, 606, 982 69 8, 291, 942, 40 
} SBE IOOS GD I cdaccrccctiicotccccsessinscninit OE Aicetaedarvicancsiegesesinnnemndbninsinn n<vsechiandrmsor, 4, G06, 982 69 
it GBI. cnrecenscbratitemnpiinntiminginenianl Dee OE lnciepeetctncanqusecboqngeiin 2,415, 124 30 sect 3, 684, 959 71 


, Post-OFFicE DEPRARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASstsTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 5, 1885. 
Sir: In compliance with the verbal request made by you, I herewith transmit 
a statement showing the postal receipts and expenditures in the respective 
tates and Territories of the United States during the years 1882, 1883, and 1884. 
Fora statement of the cost of service on six of the largest steamboat routes I 
would refer you to the statement furnished by this office, January 8, 1884, appear- 
ing in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of May 1, 1884 (page 3651), there having been 
no material change in the cost of steamboat service since that date. 
Very respectfully, 
W. B. THOMPSON, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 


Hon. CARLETON Hunt, 
House of Representatives, 


If, then, we consider the condition of the country, now that it can no 
longer insist upon the carriage of the mails, as it were, for nothing; if 
we compare the carriage of the foreign-going mail with the sums paid 
for the steamboat and star-route service; if we look at the sums paid 
for the carriage of the mail to South America and Mexico; if we regard 
the amounts paid to the coastwise service; if we bear in mind that the 
liberality of the Department is extended, for example, to a line from 
Morgan City to Galveston, or in that neighborhood, at the rate of $38,000 
a year; if we recall at the same time the nature of the ocean service, the 
difficulties therein involved, the enterprise concerned, and the capital 


of our citizens invested, there can be no justi whatsoever for 
witholding larger compensation. 
The present view is made and I am b near to a close 


in connection with it when I ask the consideration of the committee to 
what is proposed to be dome by the bill. I hold in my hand a state- 





ment showing the net revenue of the Post-Office Department on mail 
matter sent to and received from foreign countries during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884. The total receipts are $2,157,622.63; the 
total expenditures are $1,431,893.77, and the net revenue, $725,728.86. 
This net revenue is reached necessarily after making all deductions, and 
especially a deduction upon the highest estimate of the cost of interior 
mail service. 

The bill proposes of this net revenue to devote $600,000 in payment 
for the carriage of the mail. And it proposes to doso under al! the re- 
straints which are usual in other branches of the service. 

The statement is as follows: 


Statement showing, approximately, the net revenues of the Post-Ofice 1+- 
partment of the United States on mail matter sent to and received fro 
Soreign countries during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1884, based upon 
the tabulated estimate of mail matter exchanged during that period give 
on page 639 of the Postmaster-General’s report for 1884. 


Amount of pestages propeld op beter cont abroad..... $1,511,947 80 
Amount of postages prepaid on postal cards sent 





a I a ae 19,902 16 
Amount of postages paid printed tter t 
Forty per cent. on $7 407 of mail matter ageeeeet 134,481 17 
percent. on registration fees on ~ 
sent abroad—this being esti- 
as net profit on registration........ sossanssenenneens 22,993 04 
FD cicstrciicetichew escnensevecensovsccnntecrensensensventesisosnaitoasins: ty 157,082 63 
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1885. 


a 


Prought forward—Total receipts ......... . $2, 157, 622 63 


EXPENDITURES, 


Amount paid for sea conveyances, other 
than intermediary or transit, namely......... $932,221 21 
Amount paid foreign administra- 
tions for intermediary, territo- 
rial, and sea transit of United 
States mails........... ssiiaunotesabaneden $30, 379 00 
Less amount received for similar 
service performed for said ad- 
ministrations by the United 
SEALED .....crccerencserccerceracccesceseveroose 2,756 09 
aa 27, G22 1 
Net cost of maintaining the Shanghai and 
Panama postal agencies.... ; 
United States share of support of interna- 
tional bureau and subscription for“ union 
POSTAL] ” .......ceeceeceeecereerenscaree seecsteeeenees 
| 





62,283 15 


b6i6 


$362, 804 22 





Estimated cost of interior (domestic) mail 
service on 61,732,049 letters sent and re- 
ceived—three letters to one ounce=20,577,- 
349 ounces, 2 cents per half-ounce.......... £23,093 96 
2,961,131 postal cards sent and received, at 1 
GBMB. CROM 0.5. cevcccece vocsescccccvcsnccccsovecececes ose ; 
42,460,248 packets of fruits, &c., 816,699 pack- 
ets of samplessent and received=43,276,557 
ounces, atl cent for two ounces...............+ 216, 384 28 
——- 1, 069, 089 55 


29,611 31 





_-- 


. 1,481,898 77 


725, 728 86 


Total expenditures...........ccccceeeceeeeree 


ei. sialic mancaabneblesequiesubecescesmietaceoree sec seueee 


Net revenue, without charge for estimated cost of interior service 7 . 
as above, viz: $1, 069,089.55 ($2, 157,622.63 — $362,804.22) ............... . 1,794, 818 41 | 


(a) Transit accounts for the year only partially adjusted and settled. When | 
settled the netamount of expense tothe United States will probably read $90, 000. 
(b) These expenses were not included in the similar statement made for 1883. 


It is hardly necessary, Mr. Chairman, to say anything further in 
support of the view that I have laid before the Committee of the Whole. 
But I will conclude by calling your attention to the recent statistics | 
published by the State Department to show how our commerce is af- 
fected by the prevailing penurious policy of the United States toward | 


Table of subventions accorded by various Europec 








BS S3 
3 ES 
3 =% 
States, tial a s 
get & S se 
“‘s& «> im Per 
} 3a 2° @ 
Az < fag 
Years. Franes. 
Austria......... ! 10 #5, 000, 000 
Hungary... 1} 10 375, 000 
Englan 10 | i 15, 430, 145 
France .. 3 | 15 to 24 32, 414, 457 
Spain...... 7 | 8 to 10 5,000, 000 oo... 
Belgium 3 15 
Holland 4 10 to 15 
Germany 4 10 
| gnenaplifivalbunecainuiimestil | 2 12 


* Other advantages. 


The table proves that Austria, Hungary, England, France, Spain, 
Belgium, Holland, Germany, Italy, are all engaged in a course of liberal 
encouragement totheir merchant marine. Sothat the fact is that while 
all the countries of the world that are civilized are engaged in encourag- 
ing ocean steam navigation we alone have neglected our opportunity. 
A review of the debates upon this question in foreign countries will in- 
deed establish that the ocean-going steam vessel is considered the herald 
of civilization. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. HUNT. The gentleman willexcuseme. I wil! yield presently. 
It is the herald of civilization; it is the bearer of correspondence between 
merchant and merchant; it is the vehicle by which contractual rela- 
tions are introduced, and the means by which in the end those contract- 
ual relations are brought to rich results. 

The policy pursued by Great Britain, with characteristic enterprise 
and by the use of her almost boundless wealth (in the way of the circle 
of voyages which I have described), has been followed by a success which 
has brought to all Americans who have reflected, and who would have 
the policy of America liberal and flourishing, the deepest regret for our 
own shortcomings in this respect. In this connection, Mr. Chairman, 

I will ask the Clerk to read to the House an extract from a message of 
Governor Cleveland, of New York, whose attention as an enlightened 
statesman had been brought to this very subject. He has formulated 
views which are similar to those that I have expressed upon the floor 
to-day, and his early accession to the first office in the Republic gives 
hope that the country is about to have in the Executive chair a Chief 
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the ocean-going mail service. From a table just compiled in the State 
Department, it appears that the exports from England, France, and 
the United States to Mexico, Central and South America, the Spanish 
West Indies, Hayti, and San Domingo, of cotton goods, iron and steel, 
machines and implements of hardware and cutlery, &c., are as follows: 
From England, $112,183,000; from France, $77,213,000; and from the 
United States only $64,000,000. 

It appears farther, as to the trade of Brazil, while we import from 
that country products to the value of $53,000,000 against $29,000,000 
imported therefrom into England and $29,000,000 into France, we ex- 
port thither goods to the value of only $8,000,000, while England sends 
to Brazil goods valued at $34,000,000 and France goods valued at 
$15,000, 000. 

Of our total imports from South America the value of the goods 
brought in American vessels is $25,000,000, against a valne of $49,000- 
000 bronght in foreign vessels. It is only in our imports from the 
Spanish West Indies, Mexico, and Central America that American pre- 
vailsover foreign tonnage, to wit: American vessels $53,000,000, against 
$22,000,000 in foreign vessels. Thus it appears that foreign vessels 
bring to the United States from those countries double the imports 
brought by American vessels. The imports into the United States from 
South America in foreign vessels are $49,000,000, in American vessels 
$25,000,000. The exports from the United States to South America 
in American vessels are $19,000,000, and in foreign vessels $11,000,009. 
Our total imports from South America in foreign steam vessels were of 
the value of $32,000,000, against $900,000 in American vessels. 

This result, it appears, is brought about by the foreign policy in re- 
lation to commerce by steam sea-going vessels. 

The round trips of the great European lines of steam vessels are ex- 
pedited according to the following order: From Europe laden with Eu- 
ropean manufactures to South America; from South America laden 
with South American products to the United States; from the United 


| States laden with our products to Europe; thus completing the circle to 


the advantage of European trade alone, only very few steam vessels car- 
rying American products to South America. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I incorporate in my remarks a table showing 
the course of the foreign civilized countries in this regard: 


tn states to international sleam-navigation lines. 
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t According to the line. 


| Magistrate who will insist.upon principles that are enlightened and 
| liberal. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Fifty yeags ago a most distinguished foreigner, who visited this country and 
studied itstondition and prospects, wrote: 

“When I contemplate the ardor with which the Americans prosecute coin- 
| merce, the advantages which aid them, and the success of their undertakings, 
I can not help believing that they will one day become the first maritime power 

of the globe. They are bound to rule the seas as the Romans were to conquer 
the world * * The Americans themselves now transport to their own 
shores nine-tenths of the European produce which they consume, and they also 
| bring three-fourths of the exports of the New World to the European consum 
ers. The ships of the United States fill the docks of Havre and of Liverpool; 
| while the number of English and French vessels which are to be seen in New 
York is comparatively small.” 

We turn to the actual result reached since these words were written with dis 
appointment. 

In 1840 American vessels carried 82,%, per cent. of all our exports and imports; 
in 1850, 72,%;; in 1860, 664;; in 1870, 35;%;; in 1880, 174); in 1882, 15,%,. 

The citizen of New York, looking beyond his State and all her efforts in the 
interest of commerce and national growth, will naturally inquire concerning 
the causes of this decadence of American shipping. 

While he sternly demands of his home government the exact limitetion of 
taxation by the needs of the State, he will challenge the policy that accumulates 
millions of useless and unnecessary surplus in the national Treasury, which has 
been not less a tax because it was indirectly but surely added to the cost of the 
people's life. 

Let us anticipate atime when care for the people’s needs as they actually 
arise, and the application of remedies as wrongs appear, shall lead in the con- 
duct of national affairs; and let us undertake the business of legislation with 
the full determination that these principles shall guide us in the performance of 
our duties as guardians of the interests of the State 
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The time of the gentleman 
from Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of making a motion that the House take a recess until to-morrow 
at 11 o'clock, and I state to the House that I am willing that just be- 
fore 12 o’clock te-morrow the committee shall rise so that the House 
may get out of Saturday’s session. My object in moving a recess is to 
save an hour for debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Seaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of certain eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late William A. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies of the inau- 
guration of the President, and for other pu : 

A bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1335) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of the late 
John V. B. Bleeker, a paymaster in the Navy. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and had found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Mary A. Knawber; 

A bill (H. R. 760) granting an additional pension to Watson 8. 
Bentley; 

A bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner; 

A bill (H. R. 1171) granting a pension to Isabel Campbell; 

A bill (H. R. 1256) increasing the pensien of Ben Morgan; 

A bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Millia Stapies; 

A bill (H. R. 2002) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to John D. Rickards; 

A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Young; 

A bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Frank 8. Marsh; 

A bill (H. R. 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to James McManus; 

A bill ir R. 2920) for the relief of John Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 2987) restoring Rebecca Walcott to the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 3527) granting a pension to George A. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to William Eurele; 

A bill (H. R. 3612) granting a pension to Hayden Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 3703) granting a pension to James W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 4041) granting a pension to Zelica T. Danlap; 

A bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 

A bill = R. 4238) granting a pension to Sallie Ingham; 

A bill (H. R. 4248) granting a pension to William Harbeson; 

A bill (H. R. 4379) for the relief of Maj. W. W. Freybarger; 

A bill (H. R. aoe granting a pension to William Herring; 

A bill (H. R. 5004) for the relief of William B. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of Benjamin F. Amos; 

A bill (H. R. 5565) granting a pension to Theodore Ahregs; 

A bill (H. R. 5630) granting a pension to George W. Rugg; 

A bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer; 

A bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired-list for privates and non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army who have served for 
a period of thirty years or upward; 

A bill (H. R. 5776) granting a pension to Louis D. Petty; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Ellen A. Vance; 

A bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Ruth Stratton; 

A bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to John Maloney; 

A bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to George Ziefle; 

A bill (HL. R. 6084) to restore the name of Walter H. Crow to the 
pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. snl} to place R. W. Duncan on the pension-roll; 

A bill i R. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson; 





A bill (H. R. 6461) granting a pension to Nelson Gammons; 
A bill (H. R. 6480) granting a pension to Margaret G. Halpine; 
A bill (H. R. 6594) ting a pension to Russell F. Dimmick ; 
‘ = \H. - ar for the relief of James Slack ; 

ill (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Margaret A. Maguire; 
A bill (H. R. eae} iene ine 
A bill (H. R. 6927) granting a pension to Merit M. Oakley; 
A bill (H. R. 6934) granting a pension to Ann J. Williams; 
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A bill i R. 6956) granting a pension to Maria H. Sargent; 
A bill (H. R. 6997) granting a pension to Henry Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 7046) granting a pension to Alonzo Cornwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7141) granting a pension to Daniel W. Adams; 
A bill (H. R. 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons. 


LEAVE TO PRINT TESTIMONY. 


On motion of Mr. LYMAN, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
given leave to have printed for the use of the committee the testimony 
taken by it on the subject of armor-penetrating breech-loading cannon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House now take a recess unti! 
11 o'clock to-morrow. 

ELECTORAL COUNT. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

Tho SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to gentlemen 
that there is a matter which affects the convenience of members and the 
counting of the electoral vote on the day after to-morrow, in relation to 
which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] desires to offer a 
resolution and the Chair was about to ize him for that purpose. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Wednesday, February 11, the whole of the east gallery and 
such portion of the south gallery as lies east of the reporters gallery shall be 
reserved for the use of the families of Senators, Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and Delegates, and their visitors. The Doorkeeper shall strictly en- 
force this order. The Speaker shall issue to each Senator and member of the 
House of resentatives two cards of admission, and only persons holdin; 
these cards 1 be admitted. 

Mr. FINDLAY. This resolution is drawn in strict accordance wit! 
the resolution adopted without dissent on the occasion of the last elect- 
oral count. I hope there will be no objection. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered adopted. 

Mr. FINDLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider-be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the House of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, 

a oe 


A bill (H. R. 1339) increasing the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Tyler, in the State of Texas; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res.327) providing for printing the eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late John H. Evins, late a Representative 
in the Forty-eighth Congress from the State of South Carolina. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested, namely: 

A bill (S. 2441) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State of [lli- 
nois,’’ approved May 9, 1882; 

A bill (8. 2542) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of 
a public building at Quincy, IlL.,’’ approved May 9, 1882; and 

A bill (S. 2617) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real 
estate embraced in square No. 406 of the city of Washington for the en- 
largement of the Post-Office Department building and for the accom- 


modation of the city post-office. ; 


WIDOW OF MAJ. THOMAS T. THORNBURGH. 


Mr. WOLFORD, by unanimous consent, referred back favorably from 
the Committee on Pensions the bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase 
of pension to the widow of Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the 
United States Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House now take a recess til! 
11 o'clock to-morrow morning. I will state I shall be willing that just 
before 12 o'clock to-morrow the Committee of the Whole may rise ani 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. NEECE. I move to amend the motion for a recess by striking 
out *11°’ and inserting ‘‘ 10.” 

Mr. DUNHAM (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p.m.) I move that the 
House adjourn. , 

The motion of Mr. DUNHAM was not agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Is ittheintention, if this recess be 
taken till 10 o’clock to-morrow, that the two hours before 12 shall be 
devoted to a continuation of the general debate, no other business t 
be done? [Cries of ‘‘No!” “ No!’’] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isnot inforraed of the pur 

of the gentleman from Illinois. : 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
he intends to run this legislative day through to-morrow ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not. I intend to move just before 12 
o’clock to-morrow that the committee rise and the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NeEEcE, there 
were—ayes 70, noes 46. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. Iam opposed to doing business without a quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. NEECE and Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 
were appointed. . 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 
51. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky insists 
on the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that, I move the House do 
now adjourn. Iam opposed to proceeding without a quorum. We 
met this morning at 10 o'clock, and not a dozen members were present. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Tuesday next at 12 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the House when it 
adjourns would meet at 12 o’clock on Tuesday. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Does not the record show that we are now 
proceeding in the legislative day of Saturday? __ a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct; this is the 
legislative day of Saturday. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
any rate, would it not’? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. In the opinion of the Chair, the effect 
would be.substantially the same, whether the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri be agreed to or not. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, 
it was agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the motion of Mr. Wurre, of Ken- 
tucky, ‘that the House adjourn, there were—ayes 45, noes 53. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now renew my motion that the House take 
a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow, Tuesday. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Does the gentleman from IIlinois, speak- 
ing for his side, say that we shall adjourn to-morrow morning before 
12 o'clock, so that the House may operate for an hour under the new 
rule? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Speaking for myself, and also I think for my 
side of the House, I do so state. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois for a recess. 

Mr. NEECE. What became of my motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It failed for lack of a quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I submit to the gentlemen from Illinois whether 
the form of his motion should not be for a recess until Tuesday morn- 
ing at ll o’clock. - 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the form in which I have stated it. 

: Mr. HISCOCK. I thought the gentlemen said ‘‘ to-morrow morn- 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND for a recess was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 
to-morrow (Tuesday) morning at 11 o'clock. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 11 o’clock a. m. (Tuesday, 
February 10), resumed its session, Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore, 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of proceeding with the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, atid for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House all general debate 
will expire in one hour and five minutes, of which time the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BIxGHAM] is entitled to thirty minutes, and 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HotMAn] is entitled to thirty-five 


The House would meet on Tuesday at 


minutes. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I believe tleman from Pennsylvania was en- 
titled to the floor last evening. general debate is to be closed in one 


hour and five minutes, I hope there will be some und tanding as to 
how the time is to be consumed on each side. - “ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated that under the order of the 


House the time for general debate will be exhausted in one hour and 
five minutes. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. This side of the House is entitled to thirty-five and 
the other side to thirty minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This side of the House, in my judgment, is en- 
titled to one hour. There has been consumed on this side but one hour 
and a half. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
to an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no order made in regard to the divis- 
ion of the time between the two sides of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. By no agreement, but by an understanding to 
which there was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has been unable to determine by the 
line of argument taken whether gentlemen were for or against the bill. 
Some were in favor of some particular parts and opposed to others; and 
some suggested propositions of future amendment. Therefore there 
can not be said to be sides, so far as has been developed in the gen- 
eral debate which has already taken place. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The general debate was limited to five hours, and 
it was understood that two hours and a half would be used by this side 
of the House and two and a half by the other side of the House. Now, 
this side of the House has only had an hour and a half. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And that time on the part of this side of the House 
has been used by the two members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ry AN] and the gentleman from 
Michigan [ Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there will be any objec 
tion to allowing the other side of the House the time desired. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the general debate has been limited by order 
of the House. 

Mr. KING. 
consent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
has been consumed. 

Mr. KING. lIask unanimous consent to extend the time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I suggest that the gentleman from Pennsy}!- 
vania [Mr. BINGHAM] proceed, and in the mean time we can arrange 
this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated there was an hour and five 
minutes left of time for general debate on this bill. The Chair has not 
undertaken to allot the time between the two sides of the House, but 
has followed the usual course of taking the names handed to him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the Chair will refer to the REcorD it will be 
found that the debate did not commence until 2 o'clock, and the House 
adjourned at five minutes after 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. The general debate commenced at five minutes 
after 1o’clock. The Chair is positive about that, as he noted it himself 
at the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserved thirty-five minutes of my hour and am 
willing to yield a portion of that time to the other side, but I wish 
twenty-five minutes myself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How long did the gentleman from Kansas occupy ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Half an hour, and he yielded thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], which would make, 
when occupied, two hours and twenty minutes for that side of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] took 
an hour in his own time, when Mr. Ry An then obtained the floor and 
yielded to him twenty minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the position exactly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes} that is the fact. 

Mr. YORK. What time remains of the five hours for general debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and five minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Chair announced when Mr. RYAN left the 
floor he had thirty minutes of his time left, which he yielded to me, so 
the RECORD states. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated thatthe gentleman from Kan- 
sas had thirty minutes left, which he yielded to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BinGHAM]. Now, the order of the House must be 
obeyed so far as the time for closing general debate is concerned, and 
of that time only one hour and five minutes remain. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much on either side ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to decide whether gentlemen 
who occupied the floor were for or against the bill, but has recognized 
them in the order in which their names were given to him. 

Mr. KING. What isthe wish of the gentleman from Pennsy!vania ” 

Mr. BINGHAM. So far as I am personally concerned I have ample 
time: but my friend from Maine [Mr. DrxGLey] desires an opportu 
nity to discuss one of the paragraphs of the bill, for which purpose ho 
will require at least half an hour. 

Mr. KING. I hope that time will be granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed 
for thirty minutes, after which time gentlemen can determine how the 
other thirty-five minutes will be divided. 

Mr. BINGHAM addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires tocorrectastatement which he 
made before the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Brna- 

HAM] began as to the time remaining for general debate. The Chair 


If that is so, that side of the House is entitled 


The extension asked for can be granted by unanimous 


I think the Chair is in error as to the time that 
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was then informed by theClerk that but one bour and five minutes re- 
mained. The Chair has since examined the record of the time occupied 
yesterday by each gentleman, and finds that up to this time gentlemen 
on the minority side of the House have occupied two hours, and gentle- 
men on the other side two hours and thirteen minutes, leaving forty- 
seven minutes, of which the Chair will award thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much will be left 
House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seventeen minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I had reserved twelve minutes from the hour 
allotted to me. I wish to say I will yield my time to my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] if he desires it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana yes- 
terday called the attention of the Committee of the Whole to the im- 
portance of,early action by Congress on the subject of the foreign mail 
service of the United States. I desire to emphasize the conclusions of 
that gentleman, and to add such considerations as my time will permit. 
The twenty-third section of the shipping act, approved June 26, 1884, 
repealed all laws and parts of laws that compel vessels of the United 
States to carry our mails to and from foreign countries for the small 
compensation allowed by law, the repeal to take effect on the Ist of 
April next. This repeal was just and proper, for there was obvious 
injustice in requiring the owners of American vessels in the foreign 
trade to carry our mails arbitrarily for a grossly inadequate compensa- 
tion, while not only the owners of foreign vessels entering and clearing 
from our ports, but also the owners of American coastwise vessels and 
land conveyances, were left free to make such arrangements with the 
Government for transporting the United States mails as were mutually 
satisfactory. 

So far as mail communication between the United States and the 
countries of Europe are concerned, the repeal of these compulsory pro- 
visions of our laws can cause no difficulty. The immense carrying 
trade between this country and Europe and the necessity imposed on 
the nations of Europe of maintaining frequent and rapid postal and 
commercial communication with the United States have built up a 
large number of lines of steamships. These lines, to be sure, are all 
foreign since the withdrawal of the Philadelphia American line a few 
months ago; yet all are willing to make contracts to carry our mails 
for the postal-union rate, for the reason that the immense amount of 
mail matter carricd between this country and Europe makes this rate 
yield a considerable compensation, and for the further reason that as 
these lines of steamers are maintained by other business and by the mail 
subsidies of the nations of Europe, whatever additional pay can be ob- 
tained of our Government is so much gain. 

But so far as direct mail connection with the countries of Central and 
South America, Mexico, the Sandwich Islands, the Australian colonies, 
China, Japan, and some of the West India islands, is concerned, the 
repeal of the compulsory provisions of our law, unless some provision 
shall be made for adequate compensation, is in danger of depriving our 
people of the facilities of postal communication now offered by the 
lines of American steamers which make regular trips between the United 
States and these countries. I do not by any means desire to intimate 
that the owners of these American steamship lines will take any im- 
proper advantage of the fact that after the Ist of April next they will 
have the same right to control theirown property that every other citi- 
zen of this country-possesses. But noreasonable man will expect them, 
for any considerable time after that date, to continue to carry the mails 
of the United States many thousand miles for so paltry a compensation 
that the amount received from our Government for this service by one 
of our largest steamship companies has barely paid for the expense to 
which the company has been subjected in delivering the mails at the 
post-offices at the termini of the routes, 

Indeed, there has been so marked a discrimination against American 
vessels in the foreign trade inour postal legislation and administration 
that a simple statement of its nature is a convineing argument against 
its continuance. Under the compulsory law requiring the master of an 
American vessel in the foreign trade to receive, convey, and deliver all 
mails tendered him by the Post-Office Department, for which he shall 
be entitled to receive 2 cents per letter, our Government in a recent 
year paid five important American steamship lines, which traveled 
1,181,309 miles, and maintained regular postal and commercial commu- 
nication with Australia, China, Japan, Brazil, Cuba, and Mexico, $31,405 
for carrying the mails of the United States, or the munificent compen- 
sation of 2} cents per mile! 

In the same year, under the laws applicable to coastwise vessels and 
inland conveyances, that give contracts for carrying the mails to the 
lowest voluntary bidder for such transportation, the Government paid 
five small lines of coastwise steamers, which traveled only 247,960 miles 
and connected several minor domestic ports, the sum of $142,706, or 57} 
cents per mile. 

As an illustration of the discrimination against American vessels in 
the foreign trade, I ask the committee to observe that while the small 
voastwise steamers which carry the United States mail between Gal- 

veston and Brashear, received $50,000 per annum for this service, a 
distance of a few hundred miles, the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 


for our side of the 
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received only $14,849 for conveying the United States mails between 
San Francisco and Australia, China and Japan, a distance of 12,000 
miles, 

I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that no fair-minded man will care to have 
this unjust discrimination continued. I desire tu bring this state of 
things to the attention of Congress, in order that there may be legisla- 
tion before the adjournment authorizing the Postmaster-General to give 
such compensation for carrying our mails to the countries of this con- 
tinent and the countries of the East which lie nearer to us than to Eu- 
rope as will not only maintain the present postal and commercial com- 
munication afforded by American lines, but will also encourage the 
establishment of new lines directly connecting the United States with 
other countries of South America with which we have no steam com- 
munication except by way of England. The President, in his annual 
message, and the Postmaster-General, in his recent report, both call the 
attention of Congress to the necessity of legislation on that point. 

Mr. Chairman, tomy mind the provisions incorporated into the postal 
appropriation bill by the Appropriations Committee, if enacted intolaw, 
will tend to accomplish this result; and accomplish it, too, simply by 
the extension to foreign mail service by American steamers of the same 
system of contract to the lowest bidder which has worked so success- 
fully on the land in the case of inland conveyances, and so acceptably 
on ocean routes where the mail is conveyed by coastwise steamers he- 
tween our own ports. 

The provision recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, 
and in substance unanimously indorsed by the Select Committee on 
Shipping Interests, although the latter recommend a larger appropri- 
ation, simply authorizes the Postmaster-General to invite proposals for 
carrying the mails in American steamers between the United States 
and foreign ports to which he may regard it desirable to extend postal 
and commercial communication, and, if he shall deem it proper, to enter 
into contract for not exceeding four years, with the lowest respon- 
sible bidder, fora sum not to exceed 50 cents per nautical mile traveled 
each way, the entire amount to be expended for this not to sx- 
ceed the profit which the Government makes on its foreign mail serv- 
ice, and not more than $600,000 for the next fiscal year. It will be ob- 
served that not a dollar of the revenue obtained by ordinary taxation 
is to be appropriated to maintain and extend postal and commercial 
communication with foreign countries. The rule which has always 
prevailed in our domestic postal service has been to make expenditure 
and revenue as nearly equal as possible. The plan of the committee 
extends the same principle to our foreign mail service, and proposes to 
use the excess of receipts from this source above expenditure, deduct- 
ing even the cost of inland service, in improving and extending postal 
and commercial communication with foreign countries. Even if we 
should appropriate the gross‘revenue of the foreign mail service, esti- 
mated at $1,700,000, in maintaining and extending postal and com- 
mercial communication with foreign countries by means of American 
steamers, as recommended by the Shipping Committee, we should fal] 
far short of what England does in the same direction, for in the last 
fiseal year she paid British steamship lines over a million and a half 
of dollars more than the gross amount received for foreign postage, and 
but a few years ago her expenditure for this object in excess of receipts 
exceeded three millions annually. 

From the last annual report of the British postmaster-general re- 
ceived at our Post-Office Department I take ‘the following statement 
of the amounts paid by Great Britain to steamship lines, almost en- 
tirely British, for foreign mail service, and the amounts paid each line 
by the Government in excess of the receipts for postage: 


| 

| Excess of pay- 
ments over 
postal re- 
ceipts. 


Steamship lines. Payments. 














amaica . 
Panama and ae 13, te 
West Indies and Mexico.............svesessesseeeseessneeessnvens 420, 115 | 265, 000 
ate elect eal heeessconcnniant 3, 039, 830 | 1, 707, 000 
* Paid by Australia. + Paid by colony. 


Previous to 1875 the British Government paid annually from $4,000, - 
000 to $5,000,000 to steamships for ocean mail service; an amount from 
two to three millions in excess of her revenue from foreign postage, 
Nearly all of this sum was paid British steamship lines. pays 
her mail over fourand a half millions annually; Italy nearly 
two millions, Austria one million, Spain one million, and even little Hol- 
land over $300,000. 











1885. 





Compare with these figures the sums paid to steamships by the United 
States for foreign mail service in the last fiscal year, as follows: 


Service. American. Foreign. Total. 


$270,949 44 
19, 125 78 


69 
327,207 91 


$2, 833 20 
16, 833 97 


Tramsatlantic...........cccccccerserescecceeesecssreecenes $268, 1 16 34 
Trame-PaciGic...........0.:sercccccsescseseceserseses sonees 2 241 81 


South and Central America and West In- 


or 199 


30, 259 33 6, 873 36 37, 152 


277, 231 41 








49,976 50 
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The aggregate amount paid to steamships for foreign mail service in 
1884 by the United States was $327,207, of which only $49,976 was 
paid to American steamers, while Great Britain paid for the same object 
an te of $3,039,830, of which about $2,900,000 went to British 
steamships. Until within a year and a half the little colonies of Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand and New South Wales paid the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company $400,000 annually to maintain postal and commer- 
cial communication with the United States, and since November, 1883, 
the amount paid has been $250,000, of which New Zealand has con- 
tributed $156,000 and New South Wales $94,000, while the United 
States paid for the same service only $11,000. Finding that the United 
States was disinclined to pay its proportion of the cost of maintaining 
this service New South Wales withdrew last December, and unless this 
country comes to the aid New Zealand will soon follow, and steamship 
communication with Australia will be discontinued. 

Observe the great difference in compensation awarded for carrying the 
mails by Great Britain to her steamers and that paid by the United 
States toour steamers forsimilarservice. Great Britain paid her Brazil 
line $60,825; the United States paid our Brazil line $5,249. Great 
Britain paid her lines to the West Indies and Mexico $420,115; the United 
States paid our Cuban and Mexican lines $9,800; Great Britain paid 
her China and East India lines $1,793,000; the United States paid our 
China, Japan, and Australian line $14,849. 

The simple statement of these facts, when it is borne in mind that with 
twoor three exceptions the figures of the past year illustrate the indif- 
ference of our Government for nearly thirty years to the extension of 

and commercial communication with foreign countries by means 

of American steamship lines, goes far toexplain our humiliating position 

on the ocean and ought to arouse the attention of Congress to the im- 

of preliminary legislation looking to the adoption of that pol- 

icy of encouraging the establishment of steamship lines by liberal mail 

pay which was so successfully inaugurated by Great Britain more than 

forty years ago, and which nearly every European commercial nation 
has within a recent period begun to imitate. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, it issometimes claimed that Great Britain 
has been indifferent to the national character of the vessels which car- 
ried her mails, and that her sole object has been to secure the transmis- 
sion of postal matter with celerity, regularity, and at the lowest cost, 
regardless of the flag which floated over it and the nationality of the 
ports from which the steamers took their departure. Noone can trace 
the history of the development of England’s postal and commercial com- 
munieations without reaching the conclusion that the two have marched 
abreast. . 

Wherever there seemed to be an opening for British trade she has 
hastened to encourage the establishment of steamship communication by 
tendering liberal pay for carrying her mails. She has not been content 
to send her mails by any foreign steamship line when it has been pos- 
sible to secure equal dispatch by a British line. When the Collins line 
of American steamers seenied about to distance the British Cunard 
line, England did not say that it made no difference to her whether her 
mails were carried by British or American steamers, but she promptly 
came forward to the aid of the Cunard line by increasing her mail pay. 
She could have dispatched her mails to Brazil by the French line of 
steamers at a nominal cost, but instead of doing this she came forward 
to aid in the maintenance of a direct British line, not simply by liberal 
mail pay, but by a guarantee of 8 per cent. interest to encourage mer- 
chants to maintain a British line to Brazil. She continued this policy 
until the British steamship lines had possession of the routes of foreign 
or and there was no necessity of more than ordinary compensa- 

ion. 

The policy of Great Britain has been to maintain direct postal and 
commercial communication by means of British steamships with all 
foreign countries which offered opportunities for trade. As strikingly 
stated by Capt. Bedford Pim, a well-known English statesman, in a 
recent address in Washington, the British hold that ‘‘ trade will follow 
the flag.’’ Trade follows the flag which opens and maintains direct 
postal and commercial communication. It is in part by means of Brit- 
ish steamship lines connecting directly and regularly foreign countries 
with the ports of Great Britain, and ing prompt and regular means 
of and of ise, that Great Britain 
se able to seize and hold to such an extent the markets of the 
wor 

One of the important problems which is commanding the attention 
of the American people at the present time is how to obtain possession 
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of a large share of the trade of the non-manufacturing countries of this 
continent, which purchase of us only sixty-four millions, but of France 
seventy-seven millions, and of Great Britain one hundred and twelve 
millions. The present Congress has regarded a successful solution of 
this problem so important that it has authorized a commission to visit 
Mexico and the countries of Central and South America and report such 
measures as seem to these gentlemen best calculated to secure thisend. 
The commission have not yet completed their labors, but they have 
already obtained suflicient light to make public some of their conclusions. 
They represent in the strongest terms possible that one of the first things 
to be done is to establish direct and regular steamship connection for 
postal and commercial purposes with such countries in South America 
as we wish to reach with the products of our industries. 

At present we have no regular direct steamship connection with most 
of the countries of South America. Our mails and our goods must 
largely go by the roundabout way of England. Jn these days when 
purchasers demand conveniences for swift communication and quick de- 
livery it is impossible for us to think of largely reaching the markets 
of South America unless we have steamship lines regularly running be- 
tween our ports and the leading ports of that country by which mails 
and goods may be transported promptly and regularly. 

The growth of our trade with Australia, Mexico, and other countries 
with which we have established regular steamship connection affords 
evidence of the commercial importance of regular American steamship 
lines. Our exports to Mexico have increased from $3,716,599 in 1866 
to $14,370,992 in 1883; to Central America, from $121,534 to nearly 
two millions; and to Australia, from $3,419,973 in 1870 to $9,638,997 
in 1883. 

It is idle, however, to expect that the existing American steamship 
lines to Australia, China, Japan, and Brazil can be long sustained, or 
new lines to South American ports be established, unless the United 
States shall feel sufficiently interested to extend liberal mail pay for 
postal service. No nation of Europe has ever originally established 
steamship lines to connect with foreign countries without liberal mail 
pay from the government. It has been frequently asserted that this 
has not been the case with Great Britain. The official reéords, how- 
ever, prove that England was the pioneer of this policy on the most lib- 
eral scale. To settle this point beyond question, however, I addressed 
a note of inquiry to Capt. Bedford Pim, reeognized everywhere as an 
English authority on all matters relating to the British marine, and I 
received from him # prompt reply on this point, in which he says: 

It has been the policy of the British Government toestablish or rather encour- 
age the establishment of British steamship lines by the annual payment of a 
postal subsidy, and this withthe most gratifying result as regards the expansion 


of British commerce. I know of noinstance of a British postal line of steamers 
originally established without a subsidy for earrying the mails. 


Now that Great Britain has obtained possession of most of the im- 
portant lines of steamship communication with foreign countries she 
has no need of dispensing her largesses with so liberal a hand as for- 
merly; but the mail compensation she still gives so many of her steam- 
ship lines shows that she continues to jealously guard this important 
agency in the development of her foreign trade. 

Mr. Chairman, there remains one other consideration which it is im- 
portant that Congress should not overlook. ‘The plan to which I am 
calling attention provides that in case of war all American steamers, un- 
der contract to carry the mails of the United States, shall be subject to 
purchase or charter by this Government at reasonable rates. This is 
substantially the condition on which Great Britain has for years en- 
tered into contract with her mail steamships. In this way she has con- 
stantly had at hand a large fleet of swift steamships at comparatively 
Slight expense to her treasury, which she could take possession of at a 
day’s notice in case of war, and use as transports for troops and sup- 
plies, and even as light-armed swift cruisers to sweep an enemy’s com- 
merce from the sea. 

By encouraging the establishment and maintenance of steamship 
lines employing large and swift vessels, through liberal compensation 
for carrying our mails to foreign countries, it is in our power, ata com- 
paratively small expense, to build up a fleet of steamships and large 
private ship-yards, which will be of inestimable value in case of war. 

The chief objections to the plan proposed by the committee, which 
have been suggested, are that it gives the Postmaster-General too much 
power; that it involves too great expense; that it will inure largely to 
the benefit of the few existing American lines which will have no com- 
petition, and that it will not measurably add new lines running to other 
countries. 

These objections are entitled to careful consideration. If no new 
lines of American steamships shall be added to our present fleet, no ex- 
pense would be incurred in that direction. If new lines tosome of the 
more important ports of South America can be secured even at the max- 
imum compensation provided, I think there would be little difference 
of opinion as to the wisdom of the appropriation. 

The United States paid to foreign steamers in the last fiscal year 
about $268,000 for carrying her mails to Europe, and will pay nearly 
$300,000 in the next year. Iam informed by gentlemen who have 
practical acquaintance with the subject that if this sum was annually 
placed at the disposal of the Postmaster-General, with authority to make 
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a contract for four years for carrying our European mails, American 
capitalists would without doubt enter into a contract with our Govern- 
ment to establish a semi-weekly line or lines of American mail steam- 
ships, equal to any in the world, between New York and Liverpool, on 
the assurance that they would receive the same sum annually for car- 
rying our mails to Europe that is now paid in the aggregate to foreign 
steamers. And this sum, it is worthy of note, is almost exactly the 
maximum of 50 cents per nautical mile, estimating the mileage made 
by a semi-weekly line of steamships between New York and Liverpool. 
Would it not be far wiser to use the $268,000, or the $300,000, a& the 
amount paid to foreign transatlantic steamers will unquestionably be 
the next fiscal year, in establishing an American line of swift first-class 
mail-steamers, that would bear the American flag and be available for 
Government uses in case of war, than to pay it to maintain foreign steam- 
ships, which would be turned against us in case of trouble between the 
United States and the nations under whose flag these steamers sail? 

Such a change in our policy would add very little to our expenditure, 
so far as our transatlantic mails are concerned, on the basis of semi- 
weekly mails between Europe and the United States. Certainly, we 
could well afford to increase our expenditure for foreign mail service 
$550,000 annually, as contemplated by the provision recommended by 
the Committee on Appropriations, or even $1,700,000, as recommended 
by the shipping committee, if thereby we could secure and maintain 
prompt and frequent postal and commercial communication by Ameri- 
can steamships with the countries of South America, the Australian 
colonies, and China and Japan—countries whose trade we are seeking to 
draw to ourselves in larger measure. 

Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, the objection which has most weight is that 
under the plan proposed existing American steamship lines, running 
to the West India islands, Mexico, Central America, a few countries of 
South America, the Australian colonies, and China and Japan, might 
all be able to secure the maximum amount provided, without regard to 
the value of their service, and thus appropriate to themselves the most 
ofthe sum placed at the disposal of the Postmaster-General without 
adding anything to the facilities we now have. This objection assumes 
that the Postmaster-General would administer this measure, if itshould 
be enacted into law, without due regard to the publicinterests. Why 
should there be fear of this in his administration of the laws relating 
to foreign mail service, with a limitation of the maximum expenditure 
by-law, when we have no hesitation in intrusting to him the expendi- 
ture of many millions in the domestic mail service by land and sea 
without any limit to thesum that he may pay for transportation of the 
mails? Why this extraordinary distrust the moment that any measures 
are proposed to promote postal and commercial facilities with foreign 
countries and encourage the American merchant marine? 

It is to be observed that there is nothing in the measure proposed 
which requires the Postmaster-General to pay a single dollar to an 
American line of steamers. He may invite proposals for carrying the 
mails by American steamers to any country that he regards it proper 
to do so, and when he has received bids for this service he may reject 
any and all proposals which in his judgment it is not for the public 
interest to accept. If he can not obtain a proposal satisfactory to him 
he may send our mails by foreign competing steamers or by way of 
England. The absolute discretion vested in him in the foreign, as in 
the domestic mail service, limited, however, in the case of the foreign 
service to the maximum sum of 50 cents per mile and the aggregate of 
$600,000, would make the Postmaster-General master of the situation 
in the case of the adoption of the measure pro . 

Moreover, with the exception of the lines from the Sandwich Islands 
to Australia, San Francisco to Panama, and San Francisco to British 
Columbia, there isalready competition by foreign steamship lines, which 
would be ready to carry our mails if American lines asked too much, 
or by American companies owning foreign steamers which would be 
ready to dispose of their foreign steamers and purchase American ves- 
sels in order to secure the contract for our mail service. 

The following list of ocean mail-routes on which American vessels 
now carry the mails of the United States to foreign countries, with the 
number of miles traveled by steamships on each route and the amount 
paid each line by this Government for mail service in the last fiscal 
year, omitting the Philadelphia line now withdrawn, will be of inter- 
est in this connection: 



































Lines of service Miles Amount 
traveled. mail pay. 
a | 
* Pacific Mail Steamship Company, San Francisco toAus- 
SURI, Mo :nsncurseetbiienciiiniinainaininneieeend innate 156, 000 $11, 184 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, San Francisco to China 
OG FOR wins nctsnemvdintienindetianiaenmenmnianhia os edatl 65, 620 3, 665 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, New York to Aspin- | 
*Pacitic Mail Steamship Company, San Francisco to Pan- | i 
gp qttM.-.--ervereereteeencesees senses sunssessesesseaes senenesensenees ness i 158, 688 | 1,597 
San Francisco to British Columbia.....................cc0-:sese00-+ 83,000 | 387 
New York, Havana and Mexican Mail Line, New York ! 
_to Cuba, Porto Rico, and Mexico...............c0ccceccceeeceseees 200, 000 | 8, 101 
Now @rieans to Vert Orei..ccccesscscesevesssscivsessonssedlbavadedss 16, 000 | S73 
Bow York and Bengll $hm0 ccccnsierinins seineaibaaadiend 162, 060 | "(5,249 
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Liat of ocean mail routes—Continued. 





ine service Miles Amount 

Lines of service traveled. | mail said. 

New York and Cuba Mail Line, Cuba, Porto Rico, and 
SEITE cnnconeveatenartinstarbedumpenmmniiaerenrsemaehaahinnnonmiumbpnes 101, 500 $2, 957 

Morgan Line, New Orleans to Cuba and Mexico, Key 
West to Cuba, Galveston to Mexico... Sod aeeeaenl 85, 000 o4 
New Orleans to Honduras and Guatemala.....................! 61, 200 512 
pg 4) OS re . ‘ 35, 496 13:3 
New York to Venezuela..... 79, 716 1. 046 
Baltimore to Bermuda................. 4,200 14 
Boston, Halifax and Prince Edward 81, 600 14 
Boston to Yarmouth, Nova Scotia. ..........0...:0..:000+ 75, 600 14! 
Ne C0 BID occ ered oncicdioresecensnseceseresseopeoeanenen 39, 840 278 
Oceanic Steamship Company, San Francisco to Hawaii 83, 200 1, 852 
87 


Steamship Mendoza, New York to Argentine Republic 26, 000 


The above lines, with a few irregular trips by other steamers carry- 
ing the mail, apparently make an aggregate mileage of about 1,750,000 
miles. But the service from San Francisco to Hawaii, New York to 
the West India islands and Mexico, and several other points, is dupli- 
cated; several lines run to countries with which we are connected by 
raliroads; and onall the routes but the three indicated by a star, thus (*), 
there are competing lines. On one of these three, that from San Fran- 
cisco to the Australian colonies, there is competition to Hawaii, which 
leaves routes covering only about 300,000 miles on which there is but 
one steamship line. Although the miles traveled by the steamers of 
the four lines of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, which carried 
the United States mails in the last fiscal year, were 624,380, yet there 
are competing lines, either foreign or American, over all portions oi 
their routes except 231,488 miles; and mail matter may be dispatched 
even to these points by longer indirect foreign routes. 

It will be seen, therefore, that there is no more reason to suppose that 
any sum which may be appropriated on the plan proposed for foreign 
mail service will not be wisely and economically expended by the Post- 
master-General than there is that the much larger appropriations for 
domestic mail service puts in the hands of that officer will be misap- 
propriated. 

Mr. Chairman, I have dwelt on the objections urged against any prac- 
ticable plan of increasing our postal and commercial communication 
with foreign countries and of encouraging the establishment of Ameri- 
can steamship lines because many gentlemen have given undue impor- 
tance to them. I am sure that when gentlemen rise to the national 
importance of these ends they must feel that Congress will do itself 
and the country great injury if it allows objections which can have no 
force except on the supposition that the Postmaster-General of the ad- 
ministration soon to be inaugurated will be unfit for the position, to 
stand in the way of an earnest effort te secure postal and commercia! 
communication with foreign countries by means of American steam- 
ships. 

A nation of 56,000,000 of people, occupying so high a place among 
the powers of Christendom, and proudly boasting of a future of which 
no other country ever dreamed, ought not to be content until her mails 
are carried to other nations by steamships floating her own flag. Our 
commercial interests demand this, for in the multiplied presence of 
American vessels in the world’s waters there would come to us a com 
mercial as well as moral advantage. The steamship is the great agency 
of foreign trade; and the commercial history of the world shows that 
trade follows the flag which floats at the masthead of the ocean carrier. 
What the devices of advertising are to the merchant who solicits trade 
our merchant fleets upon the seas are to this country. 

Patriotism unites in the appeal for the extension of American steam- 
ship lines. A nation is known and felt abroad more by the flag floating 
over her shipping in foreign ports and on the great ocean highways than 
by any other agencies. If we would have our Republic more highly 
honored and abroad, we can secure this result in no other way 
so successfully and cheaply as by multiplying American ocean tonnage 
and encouraging the establishment of American steamship lines to the 
leading ports of the world. Thesame policy of liberal mail pay which 
has built up British steamship lines on all the t routes of ocean com- 
merce, and nothing else, will, if persistently followed, secure to the 
United States similar results. 

The instinct of self-preservation admonishes us to multiply swift mer- 
chantsteamships, which in time of war may be laid hold of by our Gov- 
ernment as transports and commerce-destroyers, and ship-yards whicli 
in time of need may be resorted to for the prompt construction of war 
vessels and engines of war. The nation whose boendaries and chief 
commercial cities are touched by the sea is almost defenseless unless it 
can cope with its enemies on the ocean. In modern times the seat of 
—_ of every nation is on the rocking waves as well as on the solid 

d 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Maine yields to me te 
the purpose of moving the committee rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 11 o'clock | 
and 55 minutes a. m., February 10, 1885) adjourned. 





| 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under.the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Petition of Mary C. Stames, asking a refer- 
ence of her case to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. i 

By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial of R. S. Waring and others, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of Indian schools—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, and Seventh 
United Presbyterian churches of Allegheny, Pa., praying that the edu- 
cational facilities recommended by the Secretary of the Interior be in- 
corporated into law by Congress—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the faculty of Western University of Pennsyl- 
vania and the professors of various colleges, praying that the educa- 
tional facilities recommended by the Secretary of the Interior may be 
incorporated into law by Congress—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of Samuel Barnes, D. D., pastor of Fourth Baptist 
church of Pittsburgh, representing 496 members, praying that the edu- 
cational facilities recommended by the Secretary of the Interior may 
be incorporated into law by Congress—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Port Jervis, N. Y., in reter- 
ence to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of Custer Post, No. 6, Department of 
Washington Territory, for publication in Official Records of the War of 
the Rebellion of photograyfhic illustrations—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 73 citizens of Rushville, Ind., 
praying the passage of a bill for the abolition of polygamy, &c.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Samuel 
and David Wilson—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Hester A. Weitinger, widow of John 
Weitinger, deceased; of John A: Masteller and Elizabeth A. Moody, 
administraters of Andrew Masteller, deceased; and of David Murdoch, 
of Bartow and Chattooga Counties, Georgia, asking compensation for 
property taken and used by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Walworth Manufacturing Company 
and others, in favor of legislation to carry into effect the treaty with 
Mexico—Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rev. John Wright and others, citizens of Boston, 
Mass., in favor of additional legislation on the Mormon question—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRISP: Petition of John A. Cobb, S. B. Hawkins, C. W. 
Hancock, and other citizens of Sumter County, Georgia, asking further 
aid to the World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition at New 
Orleans—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr.G. R. DAVIS: Petitionof C. M. Keys &Co. and 25 others, lead- 


ing shippers and dealers in live-stock, of Saint Louis, Mo., against the |. 


passage of the Hopkins resolution relating to the shipping of live-stock— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petition of T. C. Eastman and 18 others, leading shippers and 
dealers in live-stock, of New York city, against the passage of the Hop- 
kins resolution—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Memorial and petition of John A. Palmer, index 
clerk House of Representatives—to the Committee on Accounts. 

4 By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the claim of St. Andrew’s Lodge, 
No. 18, of Free and Accepted Masons, Cynthiana, Ky.; also of James 
S. Frizzell, of Cynshiana; of Joseph B. McClintock, of Harrison County, 
Kentucky; of the estate of Thomas V. Stirman, deceased; and of Marcus 
L. Broadwell, of Harrison County, Kentucky—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of citizens of Oregon, for the further im- 
provement of Coquille River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Resolution of the Board of Trade of the city of 
Sacramento, Cal., asking for ratification of treaty with Nicaragua, and 
_ construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Foreign 

irs. . 

' By Mr. GREENLEAP: Petition of B. F. Wil 
D. Burr, and others, citizens of Geneseo, N. Y. 
shall acquire the title to the two canals 
Michigan, with LakeSuperior—to the Committee on Rivers and rs. 

Also, petition of Mrs. H. Otes, Mrs. M. Hayes, C. Roby, and others, 
citizens of the United States, asking that the Mormon question may re- 


ber, F. S. Upton, John 
, that en States 
connecting t —— Lake, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1447 


ceive the attention which its importance demands; also of 5S. D. Bent 
ley, W. F. Cogswell, Edward Harris, citizens of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Petigion of Ferdinand Mullan, administrator 
of Charles N. Mullan, deceased, late an employé of the Forty-fourth 
Congress, for an allowance for necessary funeral expenses of said de- 





| ceased—to the Committee on Accounts. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., upon the subject of railroad discrimination and pooling— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWEY: Petition of J. L. Roberts and others, of Bernards- 
ville, Somerset County, New Jersey, praying for the suppression of 
Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. , 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Petition of Rev. A. J. Fennel and others, of 
Glens Falls, N. Y., for legislation on the Mormon question—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Memorial of newspaper publishers of the 
West and Northwest, asking reduction of newspaper postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, asking 
the United States to take control of Sturgeon Bayand Lake Michigan 
Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of State Grange of Wisconsin, asking legislation to 
the end that manufacturers and agents shallalone be liable for infringe 
ment of patents—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of citizens of Jamesburg, N. J., urging 
action by Congress upon bills for the suppression of Mormonism—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Springtield, N. J., urging action by Con- 
gress upon bills for the suppression of Mormonism—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of the Soldiers’ and Citizens’ National 
League, for pensioning all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of 
the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of Rev. H. Calhouse and 108 citi- 
zens of Lawrence County, Ohio, against Mormonism—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Petition of citizens of Montana, for a pension 
of $8 per month for all discharged soldiers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

sy Mr. MATSON: Petition of Professor W. T. Axtell and 45 others, 
of Monroe County, and of J. A. Woodburn and 20 others, citizens of 
Monroe County, Indiana, for legislation to remedy the evils of Mor- 
monism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MULDROW: Petition of Daniel Peel, of Tishomingo County, 
Mississippi, asking for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims to 
correct error in finding of late Southern Claims Commission—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of citizens of Elk County, Kansas, 
favoring the opening of the Oklahoma country to settlement and con- 
demning the employment of soldiers to evict the settlers therefrom— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

3y Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Comanche County, Kan- ! 
sas, asking for passage of an act to make valid certain acts of notaries 
public taking final proofs on pre-emption claims—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of James O. Broyles, of Washington 
County, Tennessee, praying for pay for two horses taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. POLAND: Petition of Rev. A. L. Cooper and others, of 
Springfield, Vt., praying for legislation upon the Mormon question 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAYMOND: Petition from citizens of Brulé County, Dakota 
Territory, asking for the passage of the bill (S. 1755) for opening a part 
of the Sioux reservation to settlement—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, relative to the purchase of the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, relative 
to the Sturgeon Bay and Lake Michigan Ship Canal—to the same com 
mittee. 

Also, petition of E. C. Daniels and 26 others, of Sturgeon Bay, Door 
County, Wisconsin, praying for an increase of widows’ pensions—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr.STONE: Petition of Andre Thissell, of Essex County, Massa 
chusetts, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Judson S. Post, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Petition of Rev. H. E. Stanton and many 
others, citizens of Albany, N. Y., asking Congress to pass a law suppress- 
ing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of James Taylor, for settlement of accounts 
as delegate of Eastern band of North Carolina Cherokees—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 








1448 


— 





Also, petition of Joseph Hensen (Bull Frog), a Cherokee Indian, as 
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upon the Committee on Transportation Rontes to the Seaboard the Sen- 


to certain Jands in North Carolina—to the same committee. | ator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 


By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of James N. Chamberline and 
others, against the repeal of section 4419, Revised Statutes—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WINANS: Petition of veteran soldiers of Michigan, for an 
increase in the pension allowed Jane Brent, widow of Captain Brent, 
late of the regular Army—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Resolution of the State Grange of Wisconsin, 
urging amendment of patent laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of A. E. Knapp and 62 others, citidens of 
Kalamazoo, Mich., for legislation to check the increase of the evil of 
Mormonism—to the same committee. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Of citizens of Wayne County, Tennessee. 

By Mr, BREITUNG: Of citizens of Platte, of Traverse City, and of 
Omena, Mich. 

By Mr. CULBERTSON: Of 121 voters of Catlettsburg, Ky., and of 
472 citizens of Fearis, Ky. 

3y Mr. CURTIN: Of citizens of Elk County, of Clearfield County, 
of Mifflin County, of Centre County, and of Philipsburg, Pa. 

3y Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Coffeyville, of Ransomville, of 
Empire City, of Louisburg, of Ottawa City, of Oswego, and of Paola, 
Kans. 

By Mr. HART: Of M. W. Spargur and 114 others, soldiers of High- 
Jand County, Ohio. , 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of Theodore Smith and 115 others, of Madison 
County, Ohio, and of H. M. Cline and 62 others, of Bellefontaine, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Leopold, Ind. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of Charles 8S. Daskam and 42 others, of Albion, 
Mich., and of A. D. Goodrich and 61 others, of Olivet, Mich. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Of 62 citizens of Ligonier, Noble County, Indiana. 

3y Mr. LYMAN: Of citizens of Somerville, of Pepperell, of Shel- 
burne Falls, and of Charlemont, Mass. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of Mrs. M. Salsgiver and 20 others, citizens of 
West Lebanon, Indiana County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. RAYMOND: Of citizens of Union, Day, Hughes, and Yank- 
ton Counties, and of Denver, Dak. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Of Madeline E. Carr and 39 others, of Stew- 
artstown, N. H. 

sy Mr. RYAN: Of 184 citizens of Kansas. 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of 38 citizens of Perry, Dallas County, Iowa. 

By Mr. STONE: Of citizens of Lawrence, Essex County, Massa- 
chusetts. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, February 9, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HunTLey, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 


proved. 
CREDENTIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of DANIEL 
W. VOORHEES, chosen by the Legislature of Indiana a Senator from 
that State for the term commencing March 4, 1885; which were read, 


and ordered to be filed. 


Mr. MORGAN presented the credentials of JAMEes L. PuGH, chosen 
by the Legislature of Alabama a Senator from that State for the term 
commencing March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. PENDLETON. 1 am requested by the Senator from California 
[Mr. FARLEY] to ask that he be excused from service upon the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and the Committee on Transportation Routes to 


the Seaboard. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, on behalf of 
the Senator from California [Mr. FARLEY], asks that the Senator from 
California be excused from further service upon the Committee on Com- 
merce and the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection, and the Senator from 


California is excused. 


_Mr. PENDLETON. I now move that the Chair have authority to 
fill the vacancies on those committees occasioned by the retirement of 


Mr. FARLEY. 
The motion was agreed to by unanimous consent. 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will appoint upon the 
Committee on Commerce the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER], and 








EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting recommendations of 
theSupervising Architect to extend the limit of cost of the public build- 
ings at Leavenworth, Kans., and Peoria and Quincy, Ill.; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the joint 
resolution of February 13, 1884, a detailed report of the expenditure 
of the appropriation for the Greely relief expedition; which, with the 


| accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Aflairs, 


and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Sylvester F. Scord, presi- 
dent of the Worcester University, in Ohio, and other members of the 
faculty of that institution, praying for the passage of laws providing for 
the education of Indians: which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented petitions of the Block Publishing and 
Printing Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio; the Times-Star Company, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio; the United Brethren Publishing House, of Day- 
ton, Ohio; the Cincinnati (Ohio) Furniture World; the Publishing 
House of the Evangelical Association, of Cleveland, Ohio; the Iron 
Trade Review, of Cleveland, Ohio; L. Hirsch & Co., of Columbus, Ohio; 
the Jeffersonian, of Cambridge, Ohio; and Will C. Turner, of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, praying for a reduction of the postage on second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of the trustees and paster and 
congregation of the East Washington Colored Methodist Episcopal 
church, of the District of Columbia, praying compensation for damages 
done their church property by certain public works. When that order 
is reached I shall introduce, hy request, a Dill for the relief of these 
parties. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of citizens of Charleston, South 
Carolina, favoring the adoption of certain amendments to the patent 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a letter from William P. Craighill, Lieutenant- 
Colonel of Engineers, United States Army, suggesting that the unex- 
pended balance appropriated for the monument at Yorktown, Va., be 
used for the erection of a small building and the employment of a 
watchman at that place; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 


i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1339) to increase the appropria- 
tion for the erection of the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa., reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, N. Y., re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2542) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection of a public 
building at Quincy, Ill.,”’ approved May 9, 1882, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2441) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Peoria, in the Stateof IMlinois,’’ approved 
May 9, 1882, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MAHONE. I desire to call the attention of Senators to the re- 
port accompanying the bill (S. 2617) to authorize the acquisition of 
certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 406 of the city of 
Washington, for the enlargement of the Post-Office Department build- 
ing and to provide accommodations for the city post-office. The report 
is now being distributed, and I give notice that I shall call the bill up 
during the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 489) to extend the laws of the United States over 
certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas, reported it 
without amendment. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBUBGH. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask unanimous consent that the bills just re- 
ported by me from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
may be taken up and considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the first bill will be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 1339) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa. It proposes to increase the 
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| 
amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of a public 
building by the United States Government at Pittsburgh, Pa., to 
$1,500,000. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY. 


The bill (H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, 
N. Y., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT QUINCY. 


The bill (S. 2542) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the erection 
of a public building at Quincy, Ill.,’’ approved May 9, 1882, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to extend the lim- 
itation of $175,000 to $200,000, for the purpose of adding a third story 
to the public building now in course of erection at Quincy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PEORIA. 

The bill (S. 2441) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State of 
MIlinois,’”’ approved May 9, 1882, was considered as in Committee ot 
the Whole. It proposes to extend the limitation of $225,000 to $245, - 
000, for the purpose of adding a third story to the building at Peoria, 
and of changing the first story according to plans and specifications to 
be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON CITY POST-OFFICE. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 


2617, providing for the Washington city post-office. The notice given | 


by the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
[Mr. MAHONE] that he would call it up to-morrow, was made in con- 
sequence of the report not having been laid upon the desks of Senators 


at that time; but it is so important that the bill should pass the Senate | 


and reach the other House, that I venture to ask that it be considered 
this morning. I think any Senator on reading the report will not hesi- 
tate to vote for the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks | 
unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2617) to authorize the acquisition | 
of certain parcels of real estate embraced in square No. 406 of the city | 


of Washington, for the enlargement of the Post-Office Department 
building and to provide aecommodations tor the city post-oflice, be now 
taken from the Calendar for present consideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. Will that require any debate ? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; the report fully explains it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. In lines 8 and 9 of sections I move to fill the blank 
by inserting the words ‘‘ten thousand;’’ so as to read: 

And for that purpose the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move an amendment, to correct the exhibit on | 


page 6, opposite to ‘* $55,000,’’ by striking out the name ‘‘C. Moore”’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘C. T. Wood;’’ and in the same line by 
striking out the second word ‘‘ Moore ’’ and inserting the word ‘‘ Wood;”’ 
so that the line will read: 

Cc. T. Wood, agent fer Mrs. A. Wood. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed to the exhibit attached to and by reference made 
a part of the bill. ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia how 
much property in this square remains not covered by definite offers 
mentioned in Exhibit A. : 

Mr. MAHONE. One hundred thousand dollars—three lots. 

Mr. INGALLS. Three lots valued at $100,000” 

Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 


_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE EVINS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. On behalf of the Committee on Printing, I re- 


port back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 327) providing for 
printing the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the late John H. Evins, 


late a Representative in the Forty-eighth Congress from the State of | 


South Carolina. I am directed to ask for the immediate consideration 
of the joint resolution. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 


proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
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The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLICATION OF TREATIES. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back a concurrent resolution for printing treaties and con- 
ventions, and I ask for its present consideration 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate ‘the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 9,500 additional copies of the Treaties and Conventions transmitted to 
the Senate by the President in his message of January 23, 18%5,of which 1,500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate; 5,000 copies for the use of the House; 
4,000 copies for the use of the Department of State ; and 1,000 copies for distribu 
tion by the Department of the Interior among public libraries not depositories 
under existing laws, each Senator, Representative,and Delegate in Congress 
to designate two libraries to whom copies of the work shall be thus sent. And 
the Public Printer is also autho~ized to print and have bound 2,000 additional 


copies to be sold at actual cost and 10 per cent. added. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TYLER, TEX 


Mr. VEST. | am instructed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to report favorably the bill (H. R. 5674) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Tyler, in the State of Texas, and I 
am also instructed toask for its present consideration. This completes 
the reports from that committee of bills for public buildings 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2622) for the relief of the trustees, 


| pastor, and congregation of the East Washington Colored Methodist 


Episcopal church of the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill is introduced by request. I know nothing of 
the contents of the bill, except as shown in the petition relating to the 
subject which I presented this morning. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8. 2623) to remove the political disabili- 
ties of Alexander W. Stark, of Virginia; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER intreduced a bill (S. 2624) to appropriate money for 
the purchase of a steam-dredge to be used in Government work on the 
coast of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2625) to make appropriation for continu- 
ance of improvements in Charleston Harbor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 120) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to loan arms to the Richland Volunteer Company, of 
Columbia, 8. C.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Post-Office 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL LONGITUDE CONFERENCE. 


The PRESIDENT prolempore. ‘* Concurrent or other resolutions ’’ are 
now inorder. The Chair lays before the Senateaconcurrent resolution 
offered on a former day by the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER]! 
authorizing the President to communicate to the governments of other 
nations the resolutions adopted by the international conference for fix- 
ing a prime meridian. However, the resolution was reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, the Chair observes. It belongs on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better be considered now. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If there is no objection I should like to 
have the resolution considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was reported on a for- 

, mer day, and it was laid on the desk of the Chair as a resolution offered 
to which objection had beenmade. Resolutions reported from commit 
tees goon the Calendar. The Senator from California asks unanimous 
consent that the resolution, the title of which the Chair has read, be 
now considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read subject to objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 
| The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
| as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That the President be authorized and requested to communicate to the govern 


ments of all nations in diplomatic relations with the United States the reselu- 
tions adopted by the international conference held at Washington, in October 
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1844, for the pu: pose of fixing a prime meridian anda universal day, and to invite 
their accession to the same 


PROPOSED CHANGE OF REFERENC! 


Mr. MORRILL. [ask that the Committee on Finance be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2615) to authorize medals 
commemorating the completion and dedication of the Washington Mon- 
ument, which was erroneously referred to that committee, and that.it | 
be referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not care to which committee the bill is re- | 
ferred, but the Committee on Finance have always dealt with ques- 
tions relating to coinage at the Mint, &c. I think the reference to the 
Committee on Finance was proper 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Finance be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not see why a bill of that kind should go 
to the Committee on the Library 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the proposed change of reference 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made 








MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7551) admit- 
ting free of duty an altarand church regalia for the Catholic church at 
Carrolltown, Pa., in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon. signed by the 
President pro tempore 

A bill (S. 475) granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel; 

A bill (8S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools; 

A bill (8S. 1793) to amend section 4434 of title 52 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, concerning commerce and navigation and 
the regulation of steam-vessels; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden; 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of R. G. White, Peter Hanger, and L. 


A bill (H. R. 7577) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING TRADE. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the resolution which 
I offered on the 4th of December relative to the American shipping 
trade be taken from the table and read, and I wish to submit some re- 
marks on it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; which was read, as follows: 

Whereas the shipping trade in American vessels is, and has for years been, 
depressed, and the export trade in American produce is languishing for want 
of a market that might be reached if the shipping trade was in the hands of citi- 
zens of the United States: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
quire whether it would be expedient to expend the surplus revenue of the United 
States, or any portion thereof, for the purpose of reviving the shipping and ex- 
port trade by allowing a rebate from tariff duties on foreign 8 imported in 
ships built and owned in the United States, and by also allowing a premium on 
American-grown products and articles of American manufacture exported in 
American vessels, and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the most impor- 
tant question before the country to-day is the depressed condition of 
business, and my object in introducing this resolution is to direct at- 
tention to the means by which I firmly believe that business can be 
revived. I do not claim to havea plan perfected in all its details, and 
I do not think that any one man can devise such a plan. But I think 
that I see the direction through which relief can and must come, and 
by agitation and discussion and mutual consultation I hope that from 
the general ideas which I shall suggest a practicable working plan may 
be elaborated, by means of which the country may resume its march 
of prosperity. 

My belief is that relief cam be obtained only by applying and extend- 
ing the principle of the protective tariff in such manner as to secure for- 
eign markets for our agricultural and manufactured products, and the 
best method of doing this is on the principle adopted ina recent French 
law, of which I shall present a full translation, namely, to pay a bounty 
both for the building and the running of American vessels—so much a 
ton for their construction and so much a mile for every ton transported. 
If our ship-building and ship-carrying interests are protected and fos- 
tered in this manner they can underbid the ships of Great Britain and 
other countries in the carrying trade, and we can find markets in every 
quarter of the globe for the supplies we are capable of prodacing over 
and above the needs of the home market. 

iu brief, then, I propose that we use ten, twenty, or, if necessary, 
thirty anillions of our surplus revenue every year to protect the carry- 
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ing trade, and thereby find markets for two hundred to three hundred 
millions of our surplus products. 

I believe this method to be much simpler and more feasible than the 
system of rebates which I had in view at the time I introduced this 
resolution. Since thattime I have conversed with those who are famil- 
iar with the detailsof the question. I have also consulted some of the 
most prominent statisticians in the country, and have used very freely 
the facts and figures obtained from them. : 

With these preliminary remarks, I will endeavor to explain as briefly 
as possible why I think the present an opportune time to call the atten- 
tion of the country to the necessity of a practical measure looking to 
the restoration of the American carrying trade, and why, under the 
existing condition of affairs, such an agitation is likely to be prolific 
of good results. 

In these times of business depression, when troubles are falling thick 
and fast uponour manufacturers; when the grain of the country is being 
stored in granaries because it will not pay to transport it to a distant 
market; when there are various estimates that from 500,000 to 1,000,000 
of our working population are out of work; when capital lies idle for 
the want of useful employment, and when the cry comes from labor 
organizations throughout the land that work must be found for the un- 
employed, it is about time we turned our attention to measures of relief. 
In the midst of this suffering for the want of employment there is on 
all sides a great plenty. The granaries of the country are, as I have 
said, overflowing with the product of our fields. The mills and facto- 
ries of the country are closing down for lack of orders. For the time 
being production seems to have overtaken consumption. We can raise 
in one year more grain and cotton and meat than we can consume in 
two years, and it has been said that we can manufacture in six months 
more than we can sell ina year. Stored away in our warehouses are 
millions of dollars’ worth of goods for which we can find no purchasers. 
The national Treasury of the country partakes of the same plethori 
condition as the nation at large, and the question is asked on all sides, 
What shall we do with the surplus revente? 

We have the means at hand in the surplus revenue that annually 
accumulates in our Treasury—a surplus revenue, by the way, that in 
a few years we shall not be able to apply to the abolition of our debt, 
unless we go into the market and purchase our own bonds at a premium. 
Then, why not turn a portion of this surplus revenue into a practical 


ator from New York [Mr. MILLER] made an estimate last May that 
the total subsidies paid to vessels en; in foreign commerce by all 
the nations of the earth was less than $25,000,000 annually. I am in- 
formed upon competent authority that less than one-fifth of this sum 
steadily applied would establish an American merchant marine that 
would in a short time create for us a great industry, aid in finding new 
markets for American products, and place us on an equal footing with 
the other nations of the world in our foreign carrying trade. 

If, however, it requires more than this, if it requires an amount 
equivalent to our entire surplus revenue, I claim that the proposed 
object of expenditure would be just and right. Other nations would 
undoubtedly struggle against it, but in such astruggle the nation with 
the greatest resources would win. That nation is the United States, 
and time has come for her to assert and win her commercial suprem- 
seo ocean in the same manner and by the same means that in 
the ist forty years she has established her commercial supremacy in 
the home market, by building up her own resources instead of being 
content to pay tribute forever to the foreign producer. 

Great Britain would not give up this great source of wealth—the car- 
rying trade—without a commercial struggle any more than she gave up 
her American colonies without a war. She would increase her sub- 
sidies, and to that extent we must be prepared to increase ours. 

But in such a contest the United States will prove the stronger powe 
and will survive. The people of England are now ground down under 
a system of taxation which enriches the few and impoverishes the many. 
Hoyle, the great authority on the English poor law and its workings, 
has estimated that 7,000,000 people of that island are, to use his ex- 
pression, ‘‘ toeing the line of pauperism.’’ Anincrease of a million or 
two dollars in her budget has to be met with anincrease of the income 
tax, while with our present taxation we have a large surplus which can 
be used. in the struggle. We have paid more of our national debt in 
ten years than England has paid in sixty years. England is dependent 
upon other nations for the food her population consumes, while so 
boundless are dur resources that we can live and flourish independently 
of the rest of the world. 

Our system of taxation, which bears lightest upon those least able 
to pay, now brings us almaually a surplus far greater than can possibly 
be needed. Tosecure for the United States pre-eminence in the world’s 
carrying trade would complete hercommercial system and make hei 
the first commercial nation in the world. This is an object worth at- 

ini We have the means at hand, but we must apply them with 
boldness and vigor in order to succeed. It was only by decided meas- 
ures, like those I shall that England wrested the commer- 
cial supremacy from Holland. it is of no use to nibble at the ques- 
tion, and it is of no use to advocate anything but old-fashioned, vig- 
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orous, protective methods. The condition of our foreign shipping 
shows the blighting effect of free trade and the wonderfully prosperous 
condition of our coastwise shipping shows the beneficent effect of pro- 
tection. 7 ae 

The measure proposed is a measure for the benefit of the entire coun- 
try. It is not intended for the ship-builder along the seacoast. It is 
not intended for the capitalist, who puts his money into ships after they 
are built. It is not intended for any class, but is merely the extension 
of the policy of protection to this one industry which we have left un- 
protected, and a rounding or completion of the American system. It 
grants no subsidies. I¢ is free to all. The railroads of this country 
annually carry nearly 300,000,000 tons of merchandise. Nearly one- | 
third of this ‘amount is the product of the farm, a large proportion of | 
which is dependent upon ocean transportation before it reaches the con- | 
sumer. 

It has been clearly demonstrated that the protection giver to Ameri- 
can manufacturers has ultimately reduced the cost of all kinds of goods 
to the consumer until he, in many instances, pays less than the present 
foreign price for an article of equal quality, and much less than the for- 
eign price would have been had we been dependent upon foreign coun- 
tries. We paid the English manufacturers for steel rails $100 per ton, 
delivered at English seaports, when we imported them. By thedevel- 
opment of our own steel industry the cost of those rails has been re- 
duced to $30 per ton. We have reduced the price of wool because, by 
protection, we have increased its production from 60,000,000 pounds an- 
nually, when the Morrill tariff was enacted, to 325,000,000 pounds at the 
present time. We have reduced the price of our cotton goods so rapidly 
to the consumer that the common grades are cheaper here than in Eng- 
land. Thesameis true of our manufacture of silk, carthenware. china, 
porcelain-ware, plate-glass, and, in short, every manufactured article 
consumed in the United States. 

The agricultural interests have been benetited in two ways by this: 
the value of land and the value of product have been enhanced, as hun- 
dreds of centers of manufacturing energy have been started and built 
up in the midst of agricultural districts. The farmers have alse been 
benefited by the decrease in the cost of what they buy 

The encouragement of the American carrying trade would stimulate 
the shipping interests in the same way as the States forty years ago 
stimulated the building of canals, and as the United States has stimu- 
lated the building of railroads and the manufacture of steel rails and! 
textile goods. And it would as surely decrease the cost of freight from 
the seaboard to foreign ports as these other protective measures have 
ultimately decreased the cost of internal transportation and the cost of 
manufactured goods. 

It would also benefit the American farmer just as all other measures 
creating home industries have benefited the farmer. -It would enlarge 
our ship-building interest and increase the number of people employed 
in it. And by this I do not mean the ship-building interest on the 
Delaware and of New England alone, but all along our seaboard. 
The iron of Alabama and Tennessee could be profitably converted into 
ships at’ Mobile, Savannah, New Orleans, and Galveston. The iron 
from the Virginias could be used in the same way at Norfolk. All of 
these ports would have extensive ship-yards if the same protection was 
extended to this industry that we extend to all others. The $100,- 
000,000 paid annually to foreign nations, or to Great Britain, for carry- 
ing our farm products, would be paid to Americans, and thus increase 
the earnings of capital, which is awaiting new avenues of usefulness. 

The proposed plan, while making a new avenue for capital, is free to 
all, It has no proseribed lines. To extend our foreign trade and find 
foreign markets for our products is its ultimate aim. It would form 
the most comprehensive feature of our present protective tariff. It 
says to every individual having a dollar to invest, put it into ships and 
the Government will protect you against all rivals; to the cotton pro- | 
ducer, build your ships in Mobile, Norfolk, Savannah, Galveston, New 
Orleans, and put your cotton into these American vesse}s and send it to 
Europe. It says to the farmer on the Pacific coast, build your ships at 
Portland, at San Francisco, or any other port,‘and instead of sending 
your 30,000,000 bushels of wheat annually to Europe in foreign vessels, 
send it in American vessels. It says to the farmers of the prairie 
States, who ship nearly 50,000,000 tons of grain annually on her rail- 
roads, we will furnish you a cheaper transportation to the world’s cog- 
suming points. 

And more than this. The money which you now pay @t for ocean | 
freight, and which goes into the pockets of the builders and owners of | 
foreign vessels, will come back to you and benefit you in the Ameri- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


can labor that it will employ and in the American industries that it | 


will build up. ‘There are now 500,000 persons directly employed by | urers, while less than one-fifth of the total amount, or $130,000,000, is 


the railroad companies of the United States. There are 2,000,000 to 
2,500,000 of our population thus dependent upon this industry. There 
1s no reason why our foreign carrying trade should not be extended 
until a like number is employed in it, and a like number of our popula- 
tion dependent upon it. And no one can estimate the value in time 


of war or emergency of having a large maritime ulation from which 
to obtain sailors for manning rhe meee 


only get by fostering the mercantile marine. 
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our war vessels. This population we can | lowing table shows, in 1850 the tonnage built in the United States was 
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No further argument is needed to prove that all parts of the United 
States will be benefited by the expansion of foreign trade 

It is generally admitted that our commerce flows in an improper chan 
ne’ - id calls loudly to us to give if a different direction, and in doing 
this i would only propose such a degree of encouragement as will en 
able us to enter into competition with foreigners in our own carrying 
trade. For years the shipping industry of this country has been knock 
ing loudly at-the door of Congress for some kind of equitable legislation 
that will put this important industry on a level with the other protected 
industries of the nation. As | shall presently show, various measures 
of relief have been proposed, but, owing to the great prosperity of other 
industries and the numerous avenues for profital investment, those 
propositions have never crystallized 

I will first call attention to our position in the world 
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as a maritime 
The following table shows the shipping of all flags, the.nomi- 
nal tonnage, and carrying power of the several nations of the world 


iinal tonnage Carrying 


g powe 





Flag 

Sailing St R o 
United Kingdom 3}. 688, 000 3.004, 000 6, 692.000 18.110.000 {2.1 

France @2, 000 278, 000 920, 000 2 082, 000 ‘ 
Germany 966, 000 216, 000 1, 182, 000 > 046, 000 4.7 
Russia 421, 000 73,000 554, 000 846, 000 2.0 
Austria 248, 000 62,000 310. 000 558. 000 1.3 
Italw 922, 000 77.000 999. 000 1, 307, 000 3.0 
Spain 374, 000 164, 000 538.000 1.194.000 2.3 
Portugal 71,000 11,000 8&2, 000 126, 000 O38 
selzium 10,000 65, 000 75, 000 335, 000 0.8 
Holland $32, 000 =3, 000 415, 000 747,000 a 
SU NINIEE  w:.<:s<cpadcdamnanmieanan 175, 000 51, 000 226, 000 430, 000 1.0 
Sweden 47,000 $4, 000 531, 000 867, 000 2.0 
Norway 1. 456, 000 +, 000 1,511,000 1. 730, 000 4.9 
Greece 201. oo” 10, 000 211,000 251, 000 0.6 
Europe 10, O15, 000 4,235,000 14,246,000 30,579, 000 71.0 
United States 2,856, 000 1, 211,000 4, 067,000 8, 910, 000 20.6 
Canada 1, 233. 000 78. 000 1,311,000 1, 623, 000 3.8 
Australia 201, 000 77. 000 278, 000 586, 000 i.3 
India, Cape, &« $27, 000 28, 000 155, 000 567, 000 1.5 
Japan eons 151, 000 41,000 192, 000 336, 000 0.3 
Brazil, Chili, &&« 240, 000 58, 000 298, 000 530, 000 2 
ppcunecilinain ieanantoas apienannipeehenestn a 
Total 15, 121, 000 >, 726, 000 | 20,847,000 - 45,151,000 100.0 


From the above table it will be seen that the carrying power of Great 
Britain is 42 per cent. of the aggregate carrying pewer of the world, 
while the carrying power of the United States is less than half as great, 
or a little more than one-fifth of the world’s carrying power, and that, 
too, including our coastwise tonnage. Of foreign shipping the United 
States has much less than 10 per cent. Great Britain, therefore, ranks 
in shipping as we do in railroads, having a carrying power nearly equal 
to the rest of the world. At the beginning of the present century the 
carrying power of the United Kingdom was 2,211,600 tons. To-day it 
exceeds 15,000,000 tons, having grown eightfold since 1810. Nearly 
200,000 seamen are employed in this great merchant marine, the flags 
of which may be found in the ports of every country throughout the civ- 
ilized world. 

What are the earnings of these ships and what proportion of the 
benefits of this carrying trade do the several countries reap for them- 
selves? Here it The British includes colonial, and the table com- 
prises all trade: 


is. 


Larnings 


Tons carried a 


Freight Passenger Total Ratic 

British:.....0.:s 65,190,000 $307, 000,000 $61, 500, 000 368, 500, 000 5.2 
French........... 6, 100, 000 29, 500, 000 6, 000, 000 35, 500, 000 5.4 
German....... 6, 200, 000 30, G00, 000 6, 000, 000 36, 000, 000 5.4 
Italian.......... 3, 900, 000 18, 500, 000 4, 000, 000 22,500, 000 3,3 
Spanish ......... 3, 600, 000 17, 500, 000 3, 500, C00 21, 000, 000 3.1 
United States 37, 000, 000 52, 590, 000 77,500, 0G@ 130, 000, 000 19.6 
Various.... 9, 500, 000 12,500, 000 9, 000, 000 51, 500, 000 8.0 

Total. 129, 490, 000 497, 500, 000 167, 500, 000 665, 000, 000 100.0 


Thus 55 per cent., or $368,500,000, of the earnings of shipping go into 
the coffers of Great Britain to enrich her ship-owners and manufact- 


the share that comes to the United States; and this again includes the 
coasting trade. Of course these figures are approximate. They were 
originally compiled by Mulhall, the English statistician, and [only 
use them for comparative purposes. 

In amount of ship-building England is even more in advance of us 
than in her carrying power and earnings of shipping; yet, as the fol- 





more than twice that of England, and even as late as 1860 the average 
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annual output in the United States was greater than in England. 
1882 it will be seen that the British exceeded ours fourfold: 


Tons Tons per vessel. 
\ ear, } 
American. British. American 
1850 » 272, 000 134, 000 201 192 
1860 ; 213, 000 212, 000 198 208 
1870 : sts 277, 000 343, 000 152 352 
1882 ; " shediomt 281, 000 1, 194, 000 250 7 


The following figures for each semi-decennial year since 1840 will 
present at a glance the facts relating to the past and present condition 
of American shipping 











7 : = ‘ 
= = a oS 
z > - e -¥ 
= Bs os =i 
» are ei = z z = 2 a 
2 2~ == be 
= = pe Ze 
= - load ~ i 
Ton. * Value. Per ct. \Perct. | 
1840 1, 176, 694 $231, 227, 465 82.9! 17.1 
1845. 1, 223, 218 231, 901, 170 81.7; 18.2} 
1850 1, 797, 825 330, 087, 088 82.5 17.5} 
1855... 2 2, 543, 255 536, 625, 366 35.6 14.4 | 
1860... 2 ”, 644, 867 762,288,550: 66.5 33.5 | 
SE ncpeneuinedunnbiainovetann I 3,331, 522 604, 412, 906 27.7 62.3 
i cccaseben es os 1,448,846 | 2,638,247 991, 896, 889 35.6 64.4) 
 — stesalions 1,515, 598 3, 219, 698 1, 219, 434, 544 25.8 24.2 
Dh stnemsntsiaatediedanaes 1,314,402 | 2,637,686 | 1,613,770,633 17.4 86.6 
1881... 1, 297, 035 2,646,011 1, 675, 024, 318 16.0 34.0 
Sitenwans 1, 259, 492 2, 878, 638 1, 567, 071,700 14.5 14.5 


In other words, forty-five years ago four-fifthsof our exports and im- | tems of the rest of the earth. 


ports were carried in our own ships, and now more than four-fifths are 
carried in foreign ships. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





In | doubled, and their population has more than doubled. 









FEBRUARY 9. 





The important 
industries have developed in thesame proportions. The annual product 
of our coal mines has increased nearly sevenfold. Our iron mines pro- 
duced in 1880 nearly nine times the amount that they produced in 1860. 
The various metal industries of the country have increased by sixfold 
in the number of their employés and nearly fourfold in the value of 


British. their products. In industries relating to wood the increase has been 


threefold, and in the woolen industry the same. 

In the cotton industry need I say that we have practically robbed 
England of 55,000,000 customers, increased the number employed in 
our mills to 200,000 persons, and in the last two decades doubled the 
value of the product ? Imports of cotton goods have steadily declined 
until they are now only one-tenth of what they were twenty years 
ago. A more remarkable progress has been made in the silk industry, 
which, before the Morrill tariff, gave employment to 5,000 persons; 
in 1880 it employed over 30,000, a sixfold increase. The importation 
of silk goods has remained stationary since 1860 at about $30,000,000, 
the production from our own mills increasing from $6,000,000 in 1860 
to over $40,000,000 in 1880, or nearly sevenfold. The manufacture of 
pottery, stoneware, and glass employed 12,000 persons in 1860, against 


| 35,000now. Thechemical industry was in its infancy thirty years ago- 


6,000 persons were engaged in it; to-day there are five times that 
number, or 30,000. 
Our 30,000 miles of railroads of those times will exceed 120,000 miles 
now—a mileage equal to the railroad mileage of the rest of the world. 
This enormous increase in manufacturing, internal improvements, 
and home trade has been very largely due to protective measures, which 
must now be applied to our shipping interests in order that they may 


_ be developed and extended as our manufacturing interests have been. 


Those opposed to giving sufficient encouragement to ship-building ought 
to recollect the manufacturing interests, which, as I have shown, have 
been reared by the fostering care of the Government. They ought to 
remember the land grants that have been given to extend that grand 
system of internal improvements that is equal in mileage to the.sys- 
They ought to remember that this Gov- 
ernment has given in aid of the construction of railroads an area very 
little less in extent than that of the original thirteen States, namely, 


In the face of the growth that we have shown of railroads and man- | 335,000 square miles. 


uiactares this is a very unhealthy condition of affairs. The growth of 
American tonnage practically ceased in 1855. Before that period it had 
increased for many years at the rate of about 12 per cent. per annum; 
but between 1855 and 1860 (notwithstanding our exports and imports 
increased 8 per cent. per annum, or 40 per cent., during the five years) 
our tonnage employed in the foreign trade remained almost stationary ; 
and the ship-building industry, so far as it was directed to the construc- 
tion of vessels for the foreign trade, rapidly declined. 

I shall show further along how during the four years of civil war 
American tonnage employed in foreign trade declined, a loss of nearly 
1,000,000 tons, or nearly 40 per cent., in the four years, being the re- 
sult of this turn in the tide against our shipping interests. 

The situation to-day shows British shipping triumphant on every sea 
and ours successful on none, except in our coasting trade, where, in 
consequence of a wise protection, it is impossible to compete with us. 
When the policy of protection was judiciously applied to American 
ship-building and American ship-owning, as it was in the earlier days 
of the Republic, the result was satisfactory from the start. From 1789 
to 1812 our tonnage increased from 208,000 to 1,100,000 tons, or 500 
per cent.; while that of England increased only from 1,500,000 to 
2,000,000, or 25 per cent. The growth of our tonnage continued. In 
1850 we had a tonnage of 3,335,454, an increase of over 200 per cent. 
since 1815. 

Our coasting tirade, from which foreign ships were excluded, em- 
ployed nearly 2,000,000 tons of shipping, an increase of nearly 400 per 
cent. in the same period. Our tonnage increased to over 5,000,000 
in 1860. This growth, of course, was almost wholly in the wooden 
sailing ships. The war came and almost simultaneously the change 
from wood to iron and steel. The Navy Department took of our best 
shipping (principally steam) 565,978 tons; and the War Department 
took for transportation 787,611 tons. Having no navy to protect our 
shipping, it sought refuge under foreign flags, and 801,311 tons were 
lost to us in this way, making our total loss of tonnage during the war 
2,154,900. / 

Between 1865 and 1875 I am informed that 457,000 tons were sold to 
foreigners, because the cheap capital, cheap labor, and favorable laws of 
taxation of other countries, and the refusal of our own Government to 
afford the shipping industry adequate protection, made it impossible 
for American ship-owners to run them in the foreign trade in competi- 
tion with other countries. Thus we have a total decline of 2,611,900 
tons, the loss representing nearly $116,000,000 of invested capital. 

The capital thus displaced went into the protected industries of the 
country, which have during the last twenty years grown by leaps and 
bounds. Under the protective tariff we have grown from a purely 
agricultural country, largely dependent upon Europe for our manufact- 
ures, to a nation teeming with important industries. During twenty 
years of protection we have added 20,000,000 to our population. The 
number of our cities and towns with over 8,000 inhabitants has actually 
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1837, according to one of the most reliable authorities on ship-building 


The same is true in regard to the artificial water ways of the coun- 
try. In 1839 we find that nearly $103,000,000, or 60 per cent. of the 
then entire State indebtedness, had been expended for the improve- 
ment of a system of internal transportation, and it was exactly this 
principle which led the State of New York to build the Erie Canal at 
its own expense—a work which repaid its whole cost of construction in 
ten years, reduced the cost of freight from Lake Erie to the Hudson 
River from $100 to $7 a ton, and added $100,000,000 to the value of the 
farms of the State. It is needless to point out the effect of the applice- 
tion of this principle on these industries. It can be best read in the 
progress and wealth of the nation. it can be best read in the simple 
fact that we are to-day first in agricultural productions, first in manu- 
facturing, first in railroads, first in annual increment of wealth, and 
first in aggregate wealth. 

On the other hand, the neglect to apply this principle on the ocean has 
enabled our greatest competitor to wrest from us the lion’s share of the 
carrying trade of the world and to effectually prevent the development 
of the industry of ship-building, so necessary to the prosperity and safety 
of the country, to say nothing of the extension of our foreign merce. 

In showing the policy of other governments toward the ship-build- 
ing industry, I do not think it necessary to go back to the days of wooden 
sailing vessels, I shall have to deal with iron and steel ships. Since 


in the United States, England has paid $222,500,000 in mail compensa- 
tion and bounties to encourage her capitalists to invest in the fast mail 
ships. Here are the estimates in detail: 

From general post-office, 1837 i 
From mercantile marine fund................. 
From general post-office, 1850 to 1859, ove 
From general post-office, 1560 to 1869. 
From general post-office, 1870 to 1879. 


Assistance from British treasury to her shipping service, 1837............. 222, 500, 000 


$25, 000, 000 
. 37,500,000 
. 60,000,000 
. 50,000,000 
50, 000, GOO 








It may be urged that a great deal of this money was paid for mail 
service to her colonies. This is undoubtedly true, but when we com- 
pare side —_ the amounts paid for the carriage of foreign mail by 
the United States; and when we see our own Government actually try- 
ing to squeeze a profit out of our decaying shipping industry, as com- 

with the liberal policy adopted by Great Britian, we no longer 
wonder that England enjoys the largest share of the carrying trade, 
the surprise being that we are even permitted tohave any. The entire 
cost of transporting our mails to foreign countries rarely exceeds « 
quarter of a million dollars, and not infrequently the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral announces an actual profit of one million and a r to the 

ment on this service, while every year we incur cheerfully a 
deficit of double this amount in carrying the mails to some of the States 
and Territories. 

Many attribute the decline that I have already shown in our ocean- 
carrying trade to what they term (it must be confessed not inaptly' 
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the iniquitous postal laws existing on the statute-books of the United 
States, which compel vessels of the United States to transport and de- 
liver mails at 2 cents for every letter sodelivered. The pay to United 
States vessels in the foreign trade for transporting the mails in 1880 was, 
Jam informed, only 2} cents per mile; while, at the same time, the 
steamers on our coasts, which contracted fer domestic mails, receive 573 
cent per mile for mail service. While we make a profit on our foreign 
mail service, England pays out more than double what she receives 
from it. 

I append astatement from the reportof the Postmaster-General, show- 
ing our foreign mail service for 1883. 


Statement showing approximately the net revenues of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment of the United States on mail matter sent te and received from for- 
eign countries during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883, based upon the 

tabulated estimate of mail matter exchanged during the period, given on 

page G97 of the Postmaster-General’s report for 1885. 

RECEIPTS. 


Amount of postage prepaid on letters sent abroad. maennniondits 
Amount of postage prepaid on postal cards sent abroad........... 
Amount of postage prepaid on printed matter sent abroad.......... 
Amount collected on unpaid mail matter received. ..................... : 
Forty per cent. on $52,507.80 of registration fees on 525,078 registered 

articles sent abroad, this being estimated as net profit on registra- 


. $1,450,078 90 
32, 328 26 
451,357 92 
145, 148 46 
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time when the present laws came into force, as stipulated in articles 4 and 5, 
after deducting the amount of customs dues fixed by the conventional tariff on 
foreign imports, which may have been entered in bond for ship-building pur- 
poses. 

ART. 9. As compensation for charges imposed on the mercantile navy for re- 
cruiting, and the military navy, a navigation bounty shall be granted, during 
ten years from the date of publication of this law, to all French vessels, sailing 
or steam. This bounty is applicable only to foreign-going vessels. It is fixed at 
1 france 50 centimes per register ton, and per 1,000 miles run for vessels fresh off 
the stocks, and decreases annually by 0.075 frane for wooden vessels, 0.075 for 
composite vessels, 0.05 frane for iron vessels. The bounty is increased by 15 per 
cent. for steamers built in France according to plans approved by the marine 
department. The number of miles run is calculated according to the distance 
from the point of departure to the point of arrival, measured on a direct mari- 
time line. In case of war, merchant ships can be requisitioned by the state. 
Vessels used for fishing, those belonging to subsidized lines and yachts, are ex- 
cepted from receiving a bounty. Twenty per cent. from the bounty granted by 


the present law shall be deducted and paid into the ‘Caisse des Invalides’ of 
the marine, so as to increase the retiring pensions of registered scamen. 
ArT. 10. Every master of a vessel receiving a bounty fixed by article 9 of the 


present law shall be obliged to carry, free of charge, m 1ils put under his charge 
by the post-office authorities, or which he will deliver to their administration, as 
prescribed in the consular decrees of the 19th Germinal, year X. Ifa post-office 
agent is deputed to accompany the dispatches, he shall also be conveyed free of 
charge 

Arr. 11. A regulation of public administration, containing a special statement 
of the distances between ports, shall fix the system on which this law shall be 
applied. 


To give a practical illustration of this new French bounty law, one 
of our well-known ship-builders was requested to apply it to a 5,000- 
ton steamer. The result is as foliows: 

























2, 099, 916 56 


EXPENDITURES. 
Amount paid for sea conveyance other than intermediary or tran- 
sit, namely : 
1. To foreign vessels, including French packets 
2. American vesscls.............+: wasesesbecces see eneteosessarececes 
Amount paid foreign administrations for in- 
termediary, territorial, and sea transit of 
United States mail 
Less amount received for similar service per- 
formed for said administrations by the 
EE PII cencncnctnscercerveennssccennssqnevacanan ses 


$284, 076 41 
32,445 72 


$86,745 91 


30, 252 96 


56, 492 0% 





Estimated cost of interior (domestic) mail 
service on 57,573,272 letters sent and re- 
ceived (three letters to one ounce= 
19,191,091 ounces, 2 cents per half ounce)... 

2, 989, 735 t cards sentand received, at 1 
GD OEns .0cce coccesacecccsnececeseseccccrsetepcoanescssces 

48,329,548 packets, prints, &c.; 490,422 pack- 
ets, samples, sent and received (50,851,591 


767,043 64 








ounces, at ] cent for two ounces). ............. 254,256 96 
——- 1,61, 297 6 
Total expenditures...............00.... ‘ 1,424, 313 03 
RNIN... 5, ins diisesik ies beiadnihiimendinalinniiiidnbimeinasidinatatetel . oreveoumieigias 675,608 53 
Net revenue, without charge for estimated cost of interior service 
I: SII hcnlii a5 arechascnadedalbpiessveabinesenscdbeypbieeacesodsby abaconsauelnn 1,051, 297 % 


1,726, 901 48 
Turning to France, we find that she bas aided her ship-owners for 
years, and quite recently, finding it impossible to obtain a great mer- 
chant marine by purchasing it of England, she passed a law offering a 
bounty for every iron steamship built in France—an encouragement 
said to be equal to $7,000,000 per year, including the sums paid to those 
running French-built ships under the French flag. 
The following is a translation of the French mercantile-marine bill 
as passed by the Chamber of Deputies: 


ARTICLE 1. The right of free pilotage is granted to all sailing vesse}s not meas- 
uring over eighty tons, and to steamers whose measurement does not exceed 
one hundred tons, whenever they run regularly between port and port, and 
habitually frequent the entrance to rivers. 7 

Nevertheless, at the request of the Chamber of Commerce, and after an in- 

quiry in the usual form has been made, the public administrative regulations 
shall determine the modifications of rules which may be considered necessary 
in the interest of navigation. 
Art, 2. For foreign-going vessels, the visit of inspection prescribed by article 
225 of the commercial code for a fresh cargo loaded in France shall not be ob- 
ligatory unless six months have elapsed since the last inspection, except the 
vessel may have sustained damage. 

Art. 3. For the official documents or procés-verbaux showing the changes of 
owners of the ship, either totally or partially, a fixed charge shal! be made for 
registration of 5 rancs, Article 5, No. 2, of the law of the 28th February, 1372, 
is repealed so far as it is contrary to the present provision. 

Art. 4. To compensate ship-builders for the chafges fixed by the custom- 
house tariff, the following allowance shall be made to them for gross tonnage : 

For iron orsteel vessels, 60 francs. 

For wooden vessels of two hundred tons or more, 20 francs, 

For wooden vessels of less than two hundred tons, 10 franes. 

For composite vessels, 40 frances. ' 

For engines placed on board steamers, and for auxiliary apparatus, such as 
steam-pumps, donkey-engines, winches, ventilators worked by machinery, also 
=— a ire penny Fs wey Lo per hundred kilograms. 

5 r. vin i i 
con ! ered as compos sol @ beams and ribs of iron or steel, are to be 

RT.5. Everye ge in a ship by which an increase in measurement is gained 
em give a = a bounty based on the above tariff according to the Susnenee 

A simi unty shall be granted for driving-engines and auxili 
placed on board after completion of the ship. aoe piichns i 

On change of boilers, the owners shall be allowed a compensation of 8 francs 


per 100 on new boilers without the tubes, if of French make. 
aaxrs The fees ted by articles 4 and 5 shall be paid on delivery of the 
ip’s r by the receiver of customs, at the port nearest to the place of 


co: m. 
ART, 7. The regulation of admission in bond fixed by article 1 of the la 
19th of May, 1866, and by article 2 of the law of the 17th of May lary weabolicnes: 

Akt. 8. Shiv-builders shall receive allowance for vessels on the stocks at the 


Weight of iron in hull, 1,800 tons, at $12 
Weight of machinery, 500 tons, at $24.45 





Then there is allowed 30 cents per ton for every 1,000 miles run 
after being put in service for first year, diminishing 1 cent per ton for 
each year thereafter. Presuming the above 3,000-ton steamer makes 
ten trips from Havre to New York per annum, or 60,000 miles, this 
gives for first year’s service, as follows: 


Three thousand tons; at 30 cents = $900 « 60 


And second year's service. 


.. #4, 000 
2 52, 000 

This will expire entirely at the end of thirty years.. Adding the 
bounty and allowance per mile, the law would grant the 3,000-ton ship 
the first year $89,015. The French Government for this year requires 
in return the carrying of its mails and the right to use the ships in case 
of war, taking them at a fair valuation. ‘Though this law seems an ex- 
pensive one, yet it will furnish France, at small expense, with the 
materials for a large and sudden increase of the navy. 

Germany contracts with her numerous navigation companies for cer- 
tain amounts of mail pay and fosters her commercial interests in other 
respects, and at this moment bills are pending before the German Par- 
liament to largely increase the assistance which it already gives to its 
shipping interest. 

Italy expends in subsidies and postage to steamships yearly the sum 
of about $3,000,000, besides payments of postages to other lines. 

Russia pursues a system of compensation to her steamship lines, pay- 
ing $1.40 per mile, although to one line she pays a round subsidy. 

Austria likewise pays a remuneration per marine league per voyage. 

Even Belgium, out of her limited revenues, pays $250,000 a year to 
encourage her shipping interest. 

Spain, Holland, and Brazil, and indeed it would be safe to say every 
civilized country, have found it necessary to encourage their own ship- 
building, and to give advantages to theirownshipping. Even Chinais 
pursuing a policy of wonderful energy, and, after ruining the owners of 
the native junks, by permitting foreign ships to do its coasting trade, 
has finally secured the coasting trade of its great empire. 

‘ JT append here a summary of what other nations are doing for their 
shipping industry, for which I am indebted to the honorable Senator 
from New York [Mr. MILLER], and which shows that other nations 
are paying nearly $25,000,000 annually as subsidies to their ships. 
It also brings out the ridiculously insignificant sum paid by the United 
States to American vessels for mail services. 

Recapitulation of nations that are to-day paying subsidies to shipping, and 


the amounts paid thereto. 
France...... 











Siierilide aigiebeiasnetebenaliatesevescossrensacrocsossosvessoee $6, 477, 000 
a a 3, 750, 000 
en tsiiebiaR Utne ecdikesce<etsessvosewsescossseocccsesee 3, 228, 000 
Brazil 1, 704, 006 
ew ARPA CORON. .....0..0006.00,0000000cesceccecceccoeee 1, 500, 000 
os ccs sven ecccauuseuscosenunbentossoosereciseossecceseose 1, 030, 000 
ee eee Dae iihaittlaieuswsnectdinctipibenntuecses 1, 650, 000 
Sweden and Norway.. 175, 000 
ed cavns eneaenosdevecetsncdeocedecssonecncce 805, OOO 
a cectilalnesvcnoadadssvnccrsenssce cecccovssececoeses 200, 000 
Central America............... 100, 000 
iat nce aitninteoneiseues 500, 000 
Germany 69, 000 
Spain ...... 1,000, 000 
Belgium.. 250, 000 
a. sc essndscasopnsonenbonse 363, 000 
sos enmatinnsndecepenieenttessecsonesirad 75, 000 

sedis tacudes : sha ctheiitelbenuiisneaanaiatetcmamtiaie aan 


The United States to American ships (postage *) ............ 


43,000 








Total with United States postage 


* The United States to foreign ships $230,000, 
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Our direct loss in not having a sufficient merchant marine is at least 
the sum of $100,000,000 annually, wkich we pay to foreign vessels that 
ought to go to vessels built in American ship-yards. We are carrying 
only 20 per cent. of our foreign commerce in our own vessels, and have 
invested in ships engaged in the foreign carrying trade about one hun- 
dred million dollars. If we could regain and control four-fifths of this 
trade, we should have invested in ship property $300,000,000. Our 
foreign commerce is growing with great rapidity. From 1869 to 1879 
our exports increased from 2,482,172 tons to 11,149, 160 tons, or more than 
400 per cent. It is estimated that we build only about 10 per cent. of 
the tonnage afloat, hence the country loses largely in the industry of 
building and repairing the shipping lost or broken up. In case of war 
we lose the advantage of a navy, to say nothing of valuable commercial 
business. 

The indirect losses are educated ship-builders, seamen, and managers 
of ships—a very important class of people in Great Britain. We also 
lose a very important amount of marine insurance business. 

After a thorough investigation of this subject an authority on navi- 
gation in the United States, Mr. Henry Hall, of the New York Trib- 
une, said: 

There appears to be no prominent government in the world which, whileleg- 
islating directly in favor of native shipping, does not give it financial support, 
except the United States. 

Having shown how all parts of the United States will be benefited 
by an expansion of foreign trade, and that our want of a merchant ma- 
rine prevents us from taking that position which is rightfully ours, and 
having shown that the reason for the present unsatisfactory condition of 
our merchant marine is because the same principles that have been ap- 
plied in building up our internal system of transportation, our manu- 
factories, and our agricultural interests, have uot of recent years been 
applied in the building up of the iron and steel ship-building industry; 
having also shown that other countries have seized the opportunities, 
and when the change from wood to iron and steel came, by subsidies, 
bounties, and other favorable legislation, have not only wrested from us 
a large part of the carrying trade which rightfully belongs to the United 
States, but so crippled our ship-building industry and obtained such 
advantages by cheap capital, cheap labor, and less taxation that we are 
rapidly being pushed out of the world’s markets by other nations— 
having established this, it is next important to examine the various 
methods proposed to revive shipping. 

Among the various remedies proposed are ‘‘ free ships,’’ the repeal of 
the navigation laws, the remission of local taxation, additional subsi- 
dies to mail lines, and other propositions, no one of which, in my opin- 
ion, goes deep enough to remedy and to be of real service. Nothing 
short of old-fashioned methods vigorously applied can deal with this 
question effectually. Free ships will merely destroy the ship-building 
industry and leave us as far behind as ever in competition in the world’s 
commerce, I might more properly say our own foreign commerce. 

The effect of the abolition of our navigation laws, even if they are 
inadequate and useless, as their enemies say they have become, would 
jeopardize our vast coasting trade, the fostering of which was one of 
the first measures of the first Congress. One of the very first acts of 
Congress, after the Government had been formed, was to exclude from 
the trade of our rivers and coast the vessels of all other nations. 

From the beginning of the Republic we wisely discriminated in 
favor of American shipping. Not only was American shipping subject 
to less taxation than foreign shipping, but merchandise, such as tea, 
for example, which did not compete with our home industries, was ad- 
mitted at a less rate of duty, if in am American ship direct from the 
place of production, than in an American ship from Europe or than in 
a foreign ship. This so stimulated American shipping that in 1827 
$145,000,000 of the commerce of the United States was carried in 
American vessels and only $14,000,000 in foreign vessels. This con- 
dition of affairs, owing very largely to the wisdom and boldness which 
characterized our early legislation in regard. to our marine, continued 
(though the rates of foreign tonnage increased somewhat) until 1850, 
when $240,000,000 of our foreign trade was carried in American vessels 
and $90,000,000 in foreign. We know howall this has been reversed. 

It is not the building of vessels that troubles our people. We have 
abundance of ship-iron, and, though labor costs more, the greater in- 
—v and mechanical genius of Americans have overcome these ob- 
stacles. 

According to Mr. C. A. Griscom, who, as far as I can ascertain, has 
presented the clearest and most precise testimony in regard to the dif- 
ference in the cost of ship-building here and in England, and which tes- 
timony has not been controverted even by the opponents of protection, 
the cost of first-class steamers is about 10 to 12 per cent. more in this 
country, and of the so-called “‘ ocean tramps’’ from 30 to 40 per cent. 
more. The reason for this is apparent. To the extent that extensive 
joiner-work becomes a part of the structure, to thatextent is the Ameri- 
can cost relatively cheapened; and to the extent that you descend in 
the scale toward a simple freight carrier, which, as Mr. Griscom said, 
means merely an iron box with engines to drive it, is the difference 
against building in this country. 

From the report made by Mr. DinGLey, from the Joint Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building, we learn that the committee, after 
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examining a number of the most practical ship-builders in the United 
States, arrived at the conclusion that it now costs on an average from 
$10 to $15 per ton more to build an iron sailing vessel and from twenty- 
five to thirty-five dollars per ton more to build an iron steamship in 
the United States than it costs on the Clyde. They all agree that the 
chief cause of this excess of cost is the fact that the labor required to 
mine, smelt, and make the iron and fashéon it into the form of a steam- 
ship costs considerably more in the United States than it does on the 
Clyde. 

Prominent among the causes named for this enhanced cost was the 
fact of the small demand for iron vessels, as it gives little encourage- 
ment to investments of the large amounts of capital needed to establish 
and extend iron ship-yards and to overcome the obstacles always en- 
countered in inaugurating new industries. The committee dwelt so 
strongly on this point that I am inclined to think that if the demand 
for American shipping was greater we could soon build them as cheap); 
ton for ton, class for class, as they are built on the Clyde. 

It is evident, therefore, that it isnot a measure for free ships that we 
want, but a measure looking toward helping the American flag afte: 
the ships have been built in American ship-yards. There are many 
obstacles in the way of this—such as taxation, dear capital, dear labor, 
and other burdens. Not altogether in the original construction of the 
boat, for that, as I have shown, by ingenuity and adaptability has been 
in a measure overcome, but a steady addition of 50 per cent. on all the 
labor employed in runping a ship, preoccupation of the northern At- 
lantic by other nations, non-American agitation, lack of that firm ad 
herence to principles which characterized the actions of the founders of 
the Republic, when they enacted stringent navigation laws and discrimi 
nated in favor of goods carried in American bottoms as against vessels 
under other flags. 

As I have said, one of the obstacles to our shipping interest is the 
amount of taxes levied upon ship property, the title of which must be 
registered at some port of entry. These taxés in some cases are as high 
as 25 per cent., based on the value of the ships, while the English im 
pose no direct tax upon their ships, but levy a tax of-1 per cent. on 
the net profits that the vessels earn. 

The State of Massachusetts and the State of New York and, I think, 
possibly some other States have already realized the inconsistency of 
asking aid from the General Government for the shipping interest, while 
withholding what they can render themselves. They have, therefore, 
been among the first States to lead off aifd exempt from local taxation 
vessels engaged in the foreign trade for more than ten months in the 
year. 

The same principles apply to navigating ships as apply to manufact- 
uring. No man can run a factory on the American plan of high taxa- 
tion, high capital, and high labor, successfully in England; and hence, 
unless our flag can carry our protective policy with it into all the ports 
of the world, we shall never be able to compete with foreign vessels. 

Referring to the State laws, I find that they generally adopted the 
idea of discrimination. The State of Pennsylvania discriminated in 
favor of its own vessels and against those of other nations. So «id the 
State of Maryland; the British vessels paying as much as 63. &/. ($1.60) 
per ton and 2 per cent. extra on goods imported over and above those 
paid by American vessels. The laws of Virginia and Sonth Carolina 
discriminated in the same way. 

Believing in the wisdom of the founders of this Republic and having 
proof of their foresight in the rapid development of American commerce 
until it was checked in 1860, having faith in the policy of Great Britain 
of subsidizing her steamships to the extent of $224,000,000 since 1837, 
recognizing the fact that the wisdom of that policy is demonstrated by 
her present control of the world’s ing trade, and with the example 
of nearly every other civilized country before us, I believe that we ought 
at once not only to correct existing legislation, such as that compelling 
American vessels to carry mails at an actual loss, but also at the same 
time lay the foundation for a comprehensive plan to restore American 
navigation. 

We ought to provide for the payment of certain rates of compensa- 
tion to all American-built ships, and I believe this to be better than by 
discriminating in the duties paid by imported merchandise, as origi - 
nally pro’ A 

Vessels receiving aid should be officered by American citizens, bui!t 
to carry.a reasonable tonnage, and in all respects creditable to the na- 
tion, and should be encouraged in the foreign ocean carrying trade 
The safest unit of service upon which payment to such vessels could be 
based would be the actual mileage run. The sum to be paid per unit 
of service should be such as to afford a protection equivalent to the 
average protection afforded American industries—say 40 per cent. 

Mulhall estimates the monthly working expense for a vessel of 1,000 
tons, crew twenty men, to be as follows: 






If this estimate is approximately correct, the protection that should 
be afforded American ship-owners to compensate them for the differ- 
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ence in the cost of labor ought not to be less than 40per cent. Ifsuch 
a plan as this can be adopted and put into force, our ship-building in- 
dustry would increase in the same manner that our manufacturing 
and agricultural industries have, while our vessels would extend over 
the oceans and seas as our railroads have extended over our vast do- 
main. Ten millions of our surplus revenue thus judiciously expended 
would in a few years bring about this beneficent result, and place us 
first in shipping and in foreign commerce. The method proposed is in 
direct keeping with what our ancestors did; it is in keeping with what 
we ourselves have done for every other of our great industries; it is in 
keeping with what other nations are doing, and the only practical way 
out of the difficulty. 

In order to ascertain whether the French rate of 30 cents per ton would | 
give us the needed protection, an expert investigation would be neces- 
sary. One of our ship-owners informs me that 40 cents per ton would 
give us the needed protection. Let us compare the American wages 
with the English. 

Below are tables showing the average wages paid in England and 
America, which are taken from a speech delivered in the Senate ( April 
30 and May 1) by the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], and 
which were discussed at length in the Senate and generally admitted to 
be true. 

The following table comprises the monthly wages paid by steamships 
at Philadelphia and Liverpool: 





Philadel- Liver- 

















Occupation. phia. pool. 

First officer........ heains $89 10 $58 39 
SIITIIININT 9050-5. rlcanctudsdlapadguvebbbosbsibetonesetenvscenes-cere 63 00 48 66 
Third officer... 49 50 34 06 
Fourth officer.......... . ot) - = 
Surgeon........ a 63 00 8 6 

IE ieidstrscevbccrevcectsnttictensevecveceoseesee 63 00 48 66 
COFPORbOL....crrcrcsesescoscccccscrsecs scccoscccscsoes ose baile 40 00 34 06 
IIE EIIIIIIIIL . ncoccigecenncosoisceseeonegenee 35 00 31 62 
Second boatswain Sednbaealind 30 00 24 33 
ns cederecsnsckccnchunctssevesncigesdecermbeneteansebeouueccscces-ceses 30 00 20 66 
Seaman.............. edeumeenniions 25 00 19 46 
I Ra oe eiedlcdinda inven dhaupenemnabiavesternccncegtsbeaueesenes 13 50 72 

First engineer... ae 121 50 87 59 
iii, an secu pibeabbneeed cachtdciesadivecosopesoossevasces 81 00 68 13 
Third engineer .... 70 20 58 39 
Fourth engineer... ‘a ions 62 10 48 66 
Se etatetetetdis 0d Atdpealpecwhsicupets cothnadlasouksecetinentnsssocepanbioscesece veooeees 40 50 2311 
Storekeeper ... lances 36 00 24 33 
Donkeyman... socausuedsneuentydl 36 00 23 11 
BAI cs ccncubcntingtstepnisdedttncehutenas cena dlbeduamnatatetocercesecesetcssorsveoces 40 00 Zi 89 
Coal-passer ..... pedhede mactanabiied 30 00 19 46 
instil tha <ccurladehalligietseid wos tibhsbluiie ven 6c bosedgpeecsunees ceaséetstenn 63 00 48 66 


Philadelphia wages 36 per cent. higher than wages at Liverpool. 
The following list of prices are paid by sailing ships at present: 






: 7 San Fran- ate 
Occupation. ciseo. Liverpool. 
f $50 00 $43 79 
ia ald Sacettis es itlocics wvediinintctanted erevee vieevi } 60 00 48 66 
ee citateiptcpatebidinteiabecicdincik scomnbucsopscatibeckcindiad 40 00 | 29 19 
Carpenter...... ipdininbectations iti sue 35 00 29 19 
Crt dccensarsaiinistelen tebieniiettianctn damesounancs 35 00 34 06 
i ecicedicigtinsnhcascsinescensnatinaiitne cipacting a 30 00 24 33 
OR cciccinca iat deticeclettinicctsdinincbtsenckaiccenns tikscocesnoscoesl 30 00 12 16 
Ordinary seaman............ .....0...+ 15 @ |} % 
BBE GERMIB RB en..00 crcces cavencnpsscocsgsosaccoes ececes cesesscscescees { 2 00 f 9% 


Wages at San Francisco 33} per cent. higher than at Liverpool. 

It will be seen from these tables that the difference in seamen’s wages 
alone is 36 per cent., and I am informed on reliable authority that it 
is, upon the whole, nearer 50 per cent. 

The Forty-eighth Congress has passed two acts in relation to our mer- 
chant marine. The first was called an act to remove certain burdens 
on the American merchant marine and encourage the American foreign 
carrying trade, and the second was an act to constitute a bureau of 
navigation. These measures, while they may have been a move in the 
right direction, are entirely inadequate. The recent shipping law made 
some changes that were said to be needed in relation to the discharge of 
seamen, i of wages, and return of destitute seamen; permitted 
the employment of foreign seamen; reduced the amount of to 
duties American vessels in certain lines of trade; removed 
the expense of maintaining the Marine-Hospital Service from ship- 
owners, or, as a matter of fact, from the American seamen; allowed a 
drawback on all dutiable materials entering into the construction of 
vessels for foreign account, and, in short, made a complete circuit of the 
shipping problem — once touching the core of the question. ~ 

¢ House committee, in preparing and reporting the bill referred 
to, frankly admitted that this problem will ae: be satisfactorily solved 
until a policy of protection has been i ted which will secure the 
carrying trade to American sailing and steam vessels after they are built, 
and this at no higher cost to the owners than English ship-owners ean 
sail their vessels under British laws. This is the heart of the question. 
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The propositions of this same committee, which, however, were not 
incorporated in the act passed, to allow adequate compensation for the 
transportation of mails and to provide for the abolition of taxation of 
vessels by State authority, are both to be commended, perhaps, to those 
who believe in doing things by halves; but a complete revival of the 
foreign carrying trade is never to be had by half measures. None of 
the enacted or proposed measures go to the marrow of the question. 

Hon. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, made an interesting 
report upon the causes of the decadence of our merchant marine, and 
he came to the conclusion that of the ten elements urged as obstacles to 
our success, four, namely, tonnage duties, admeasurements, compulsory 
pilotage, and individual liability of ship-owners, impose no burdens 
upon the foreign carrying trade, which we are now seeking to restore, 
that are not borne by our competitors inthis business. Four, namely, 
the privilege of taking ship-stores out of bond free of duty, extra pay 
to seamen discharged in foreign ports, excessive consular fees, and local 
taxation, are in a greater or less degree burdens which bear directly 
upon our vessels engaged in the ocean carrying trade, net borne by our 
rivals, and are questions that demand consideration, and which have 
subsequently, to some extent at least, been relieved. a 

The question of wages paid the seamen and the repeal or mainte- 
nance of the navigation laws are two other obstacles. The latter, which 
in its more common phrase means ‘‘ free ships,’’ is out of the question. 
The question of the wages paid to seamen can only be overcome by ex- 
tending not only to the building of ships but to the running of them 
the same provisions and the same protection that we extend to manu- 
facturers. 

The following resolution was passed by the national convention of 
ship-owners by a vote of 63 to 14: 

That results have clearly and forcibly proved that under the present condition 
of affairs out shipping can not prosper or even maintain itself in competition 
with the navigation of other maritime people : therefore we call upon the Gov- 
ernment to aid the restoration of our commerce by granting a bounty of §— 
per ton per yeac for sail tonnage, and $—— per ton per year for steam tonnage, 
for a period of years after the passage of this act; this to apply only tu ves 
sels engaged in the foreign trade, and not exceeding fifteen years of age. 





The above is in the line that I propose. It was passed after a long 
debate, in which the details of reasons or causes were set forth at length. 
These reasons were founded on the cost of vessels themseives, the cost 
of service, the absence of just compensation for postal business, and the 
existence of obstructive practices and charges in pilotage, tonnage meas- 
urements, and tonnage dues. I have endeavored to touch on all these 
points, but not with the same degree of thoroughness and detail as 
those shipping experts did. 

To sum them up, the points to be considered are: 

1. The relative cost of construction of American and foreign vessels 
and the extent to which American ship-owning is affected thereby 
2. The relative cost of operating American and foreign ships. 

3. The charges and taxes which American ships have to pay from 
which foreign ships are exempt. 

4. The policy pursued by foreign powers, so far as it is hostile te 
American ship-owning. 

5. The policy of Government aid to the shipping interest. 

On all these points and many others it was shown at the ship-build- 
ers’ convention, as I have endeavored to show to-day, that American 
ships are now at a disadvantage as compared with foreign ships of 
almost every country. I have to-day explained the general principle 
on which relief must be based. The advice of experts will have to be 
obtained before I can incorporate this principle in a bill, which I in- 
tend to do at the next session. 

Mr. President, I have given this subject long and careful considera- 
tion, and have endeavored to discover the reasons why the shipping in 
terest has not prospered. It is because it was not fostered. The enter- 
prising, restless, ambitious, and adventurous youth of this country 
for a half century have been pushing westward, where obstacles were to 
be overcome and fortunes made, and there they have established great 
enterprises, produced wealth in fabulousamounts. Now, however, they 
are anxious for new fields to open for their enterprise. Start them on 
the ocean, and the same American force and energy will soon push to 
the front, and we shall again be mistress of the seas. What has taken 
other people centuries to accomplish can and will be done by our peo- 
ple in a single generation. The accomplishing power of Americans 
has never been appreciated. Whether it is the mixed blood, the clear, 
bracing atmosphere, the vast domain, the freedom from restraint, and the 
effort to rise in the social scale, or whether it is the combination of all 
these, I can not tell, but certain it is that our growth in all material 
interests is phenomenal. 

I have shown you that the United States is to-day first in agricult- 
ure, first in manufacture, first in railroads, first in annual increments 
of wealth, and the measure I propose will, I believe, give us in addi- 
tion the control of the carrying trade, and thus make us the first com- 
mercial nation in the world. In the well-known article published in 
the North American Review a few years since by Mr. Gladstone, he 
says: 

Its she (the United States) alone who, at a coming time, can and probably 
will wrest from us that commercial primacy. We have no title—I have no in- 


clination to murmur at the prospect. If she acquire it, she will make the acqutf- 
sition by the right of the strongest; but in this instance the strongest means the 
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best. She will probably become what we are now, the head-servant in the great 
household of the world, the employer of all employed, because her service will 
be the mostand ablest. We have no more title against her than Venice, or 
Gexoa, or Holland has had against us. 

Do we realize this? Do we comprehend that the world’s carrying 
trade is within our grasp if we only take the proper steps to seize it ? 
And above all things it must be remembered that the measure I pro- 
pose is not a measure to benefit any particular class. It is a national 
measure. It holds out the same inducements to every one in this broad 
land. It says to the farmer, we mean to give you facilities to reach 
every market in the world. We propose to protect our producers until 
their products meet the consumer, in whatever part of the world he 
may be found. Ifa Chinaman in Hong-Kong wants cotton goods, we 
propose to enable our cotton planters and manufacturers to deliver it 
to him cheaper than any one else can. If hardware is needed on the 
Congo, we propose that our hardware merchants shall supply it cheaper 
than any one else. If food is needed in England, we propose that our 
farmers shall deliver it cheaper than it can be bought from any of the 
English colonies. 

Who will derive the most advantages from it? The American pro- 
ducer, be he farmer or be he manufacturer. He can have his goods trans- 
ported at a very low rate, because the ship-owner can afford to do it. 
Therefore it may be truthfully said that thisaid given by the Treasury 
of the United States, and assessed on the general interests of the coun- 
try, would be one of the best means of developing our agricultural in- 
terests by cheapening transportation from the place of production to the 
place of consumption in whatever portion of the globe it may be. 

And now, sir, one word in conclusion. We have had propositions be- 
fore us for the last ten years for the revival of our shipping. Few of them 
have been carried, and noneof them, it must be frankly confessed, have 
excited the interest that they deserved. And I think the reason has been 
that people did not really care much about the carrying trade, because 
there were so many other channels open to commercial enterprise. The 
building of railroads, the opening up of the great West, the develop- 
ment of manufactures—all these have afforded favorable opportunities 
for the investment of capital; and in them the entire capital and labor 
of the country has found full employment. Now, however, with our 
extraordinary growth we have reached a point where these pursuits do 
notoffer inducements tocapital, and consequently both capital and labor 
are idle. 

Thecommercial conquest of ourown country by our own people is com- 
plete. We have more railroads and factories and agricultural products 
than we need for our own use. Shall we then lie idle and wait till we 
grow up to the capacity of our industries? I say, no; but rather let 
us push our way boldly into foreign markets. Todo this we must have 
our own shipping, and we can only get it by protection—by the same 
means that have given us such an unexampled development athome. At 
last, therefore, the time is ripe for the revival of the shipping interest, 
because that is the instrument by which all industries and all commer- 
cial interests can be revived. I therefore ask the earnest attention of 
the Senate to the measure, or more properly the principle, which I ad- 
vocate, the protection of the ship-building and ship-carrying interests; 
not only and not chiefly for the sake of those interests themselves, but 
because in the present condition of affairs by reviving these interests 
we shall set in motion the wheels of trade in every oneof its branches. 
By adopting these principles I confidently believe that in less than a 
generation we shall be mistress of the seas and command the markets 
of the world as completely as to-day we control the markets of our own 
broad land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILSON in thechair). The ques- 
tion is on the resolution. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. lIask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let this resolution be referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the resolution of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

UNLAWFUL OCCUPANCY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask unanimous consent, for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of the public 
lands, known as the fencing bill. It is reported from the Committee 
on Pablic Lands with some amendments. The reportof thecommittee 
of the Senate is unanimous, and therefore the bill will probably not 
provoke any discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill named by him. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. One word. I desire simply to say that I have ex- 
amined the Calendar and there are only forty-nine House bills upon 
the Calendar which have been reported favorably by Senate commit- 
tees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to the request of the Senator from Nebraska ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I intend to object at the proper time to all others 
except this bill now. I simply desire to give notice that I shall move 


tg ennection with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] either 
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to-day, or, if the time is too far gone now, to-morrow, to take up the 
House bills and consider them in their consecutive order. We can dis 

se of all of them inside of an hour and a half, I am satisfied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of the public lands. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘to.”’ 
to strike out ‘‘all”’ and insert ‘‘any:’’ and in line 19, after the word 
‘*prohibited,’’ to strike out: 


And it shall be lawful for any person to tear down, cut, or demolish any such 
inclosure as is above prohibited, when the inclosure includes more than one 
hundred and sixty acres of land. 


So as to make the section read: 


That all inclosures of any public lands in any State or Territory of the United 
States heretofore or to be hereafter made, erected, or constructed, by any perso: 
party, association, or corporation, to any of which land included within the in- 
closure the person, party, association, or corporation making or controlling the 
inclosure had no claim or color of title made or acquired in good faith, or an 
asserted right thereto by or under claim made in good faith at the proper land 
office, under the general laws of the United States at the time any such inclosure 
was or shall be made, are hereby declared to be unlawful, and the maintenance, 
erection, construction, or control of any such inclosure is hereby forbidden and 
prohibited ; and the assertion of a right tothe exclusive use and occupancy of 
any part of the public lands of the United States in any State or any of the Terri 
tories of the United States, without claim, color of title, or asserted right as above 
specified as to inclosure, is likewise declared unlawfal, and hereby prohibited 


The amendment was agreed to. / 

‘The next amendment was, in section 2, line 10, after the word ** proper,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ United States district or circuit;’’ in line 14, after the word 
“‘any,’’ to insert ‘‘ United States district or circuit;’’ in line 15, after 
the word ‘‘court,’’ tostrike out ‘of record;’’ and in line 28, after the 
word ‘‘ way,’’ to strike out ‘‘ with a posse comitatus, if necessary ;*’ so 
as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States 
for the proper district, on affidavit filed with him by any citizen of the United 
States that section l of this act is being violated, showing a description of the 
land inelosed with reasonable certainty, not necessarily by metes and bounds 
nor by Governmental subdivisions of surveyed lands, but only so that the in- 
closure may be identified, and the persons guilty of the violation, as nearly as 
may be, and by description if the name can not on reasonable inquiry be ascer- 
tained, to institute a civil suit in the proper United States district or circuit court, 
in the name of the United States and against the parties named or described who 
shall be in charge of or controlling the inclosure complained of as defendants 
and jurisdiction is also hereby conferred on any United States district or circuit 
court having jurisdiction over the locality where the land inclosed, or any part 
thereof, shall be situated, to hear and determine p ings in equity, by writ 
of injunction, to restrain violations of the provisions of this act; and it shall be 
sufficient to give the court jurisdiction if service of original process be had in 
any civil proceeding on any agent or employé having charge or contro! of the 
inclosure ; and any suit brought under the provisions of this section sha)] have 
precedence for hearing and trial over other cases on the civil docket of the court, 
and shall be tried and determined at the earliest practicable day. In any case 
if the inclosure shall be found to be unlawful, the court shall make the proper 
order, judgment, or decree for the destruction of the inclosure in a summary 
way, unless the inclosure shall be removed by the defendant within five days 
after the order of the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 10, after the word “lands, 
to strike out ‘‘ not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres ’’ and insert 
‘‘under the land laws of the United States;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 


Sec. 3. That no person, by force, threats, intimidation, or by any fencing or in- 
closing, or any other unlawful means, shall prevent or obstruct or shal] combine 
and confederate with others to prevent or obstruct any person from peaceab!) 
entering upon or establishing 9 settlement or residence on any tract of public land 
subject to settlement or entry’ under the public-land laws of the United States 
or shall prevent or obstruct free passage or transit over or through the pub! 
lands: Provided, This section shall not apply to persons who have gone upon, 
improved, or oceupied said lands under the land laws of the United States, 
claiming title thereto in good faith. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the word ‘‘ agent,’ 
to strike out ‘‘attorney or employé,’’ and in line 6, after the word 
‘‘offense,’’ to strike out: 


And the continuance of an unlawful inclosure after conviction or pending 
prosecution shall be deemed another offense. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That any person violating any of the provisions hereof, whether as 
conn owner, or sanat, or who shall aid, abet, counsel, advise, or assist 11) 
any violation hereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and fined ina sum 
not exceeding $1,000 and be imprisoned not exceeding one year for each offense. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. 5, That the President is hereby authorized to take such measures as 
suall be to remove and destroy any unlawful inclosure of any of said 
lands, and for such purpose to employ civil or military force,as may be neces- 
sary for that purpose. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ‘The words “‘for such purpose’’ occur in line 3, 
and the words “for that purpose”’ in line 4. Let the words ‘‘ for such 
oe in line 3, be stricken out. ' 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment to theamendmentis, 
in line 3, to strike out the words ‘‘for such purpose.’’ If there be no 
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’ 
objection the amendment will be so modified. The question is on the 
amendment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. Is there a report with this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. GARLAND. | 
understand it. ; 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. VAN 
Wyck January 12, 1885: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred bill H. R. 5479, beg | 
leave to submit the following report: 


That they have suggested certain amendments, whi h willappear in the body 
of the bill. im 3 s = , : 

The necessity of additional legislation to protect the public domain because of 
jllegal fencing is becoming every day more apparent. Without the least au- 
thority, and in open and bold defiance of the rights of the Government, large. 
and oftentimes foreign, corporations deliberately inclose by fences areas of hun- 
dreds of thousands of acres, closing the avenues of travel and preventing the oc- 
cupancy by those seeking homes.’ While those fencing allege the hands within 
euch inelosures are open to settlement, yet no humble settler, with scarcely the 
means for the necessaries of life, would presume to enter any such inclosure to 
seek a home. . ; ; 

The Government has sufficient authority to drive those secking homes from 
the Indian Territory, and to burn the ranches of those invading the Yellowstone 
Park, while those appropriating vast areas are hoping the only remedy to be 
used against them will be the law's delay in the courts. 

Therefore your committee have added anew section to the Army bill, author- 
izing the President of the United States to summarily remove all obstructions, 
and, if necessary, to use the military power of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if it compels the taking down of these unlawful inclosures. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly; that is the intention. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see that by section 2 proceedings may be com- 
menced upon the affidavit of any citizen of the United States. The 

judgment of the court is that the man shall take down his fence. Who 
is to pay the costs and all that? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The party against whom the judgment is ren- 
dered will pay the costs. If the Senator will examine the whole bill 
he will see that was the only remedy by the House bill as it came to 
us. Weadded to the bill, to make it more stringent aud summary, the 
provision of the law of 1870, which in my judgment is still in force, 
but has not been recognized as in force by the Interior Department. 
That provision authorized the President of the United States to use the 
military force to remove unlawful obstructions. The committee in- 
tended to meet the very point which 'I think the Senator has suggested. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think if the Senator from Missouri will read section 
4 he will not object to the bill as not being stringent enough. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have read section 4, but how are you going to 
enforce it? ‘The section provides: 

That any person yiolating any of the provisions hereof, whether as owner, 
part owner, or agent, or who shall aid, abet, counsel, advise, or assist in any vio- 
lation hereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and fined in asum not 
exceeding $1,000, and be imprisoned not exceeding one year for each offense. 

How is that to be enforced ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is to be enforced by an action in the courts of the 
United States just as all other offenses against United States laws are 
punished. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call theattention of the Senator from Missouri to 
the concluding clause of the second section: 

In any case, if the inclosure shall be found to be unlawful, the court sball 
make the proper order, judgment, or decree for the destruction of the inelosure 
in asummary way, unless the inclosure shall be removed by the defendant within 
five days after the order of the court. 

That seems to be avery full remedy for the destruction of inclosures 
by order of the court, and I think that is the proper way to get at it. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

V The amendments were concurred in. 

_Mr. CONGER. It seems to me that the provisions of the first sec- 

tion of the bill would prevent the settlement of any person, a squatter 
if you will say so, on any of the unsurveyed public lands of the United 
States and make him liable to punishment and penalties. It makes no 
discrimination for an actual settler. Of course he could have no title 
and could acquire none, for there wold be no land office where he could 
acquire any title. 
_ 1 think the bill is dangerous in that respect, and instead of punish- 
ing those who occupy and inclose large tracts of country it leaves citi- 
zens of the United States liable to prosecution for going and attempt- 
ing to make a settlement on lands that have not been surveyed, and 
where there is no land office. Perhaps I may be mistaken about it. 
It punishes those who may make or control an inclosure who have— 


No claim or color of title made or acquired in good faith, or an asserted right 
thereto by or under claim made in good faith at the proper land office, wnier 
te general laws of the United States at the time any such inclosure was or shall 


There is. 


Let the report be read. Some Senators may not 


There are settlements made in remote parts of the country, where 
there is no land office, where there has been no survey, with the inten- 
tion of securing a future homestead there—what we call a squatter’s 
right. I think this provision, without some amendment of it, would 
make such settlers liable to penalty and prosecution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator is mistaken in that. He will 
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find that two classes of claims are provided forin the section which h« 
objects to. Possibly it might be madea littlemore certain. The first 
class excepted from the operation of the section is persons who have 
made claim or color of title acquired in good faith. Under the public 


| land laws entry upon the public lands in accordance with the provision 
| of the Jaw which authorizes persons to go there forthe purpose of effect- 


ing a settlement under the land laws is the assertion of a claim or colo: 
Then there 


been asserted in good faith at the proper land office. It. seems to me 
that the class of claims to which the Senator refers is covered by that 
provision. Of course it would be made perhaps a little broader if the 
words ‘‘the proper land office ’’ were stricken out, but I do not think 
that is necessary, because of the first clause which refers to the per- 
sons who have 9 claim or color of title acquired in good, faith. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 1 o’ec.ock having a 
rived the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. PLUMB. This bill has proceeded so nearly to a conclusion that 
I think it would be a saving of time for the Senate to close the consid- 
eration of it this morning. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill 
There may be no objection to it hereafter. 
morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senat« 
the unfinished business and will then entertain the request of the Sen 
ator from Kansas to proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will assent cheerfully to the suggestion of th« 
Senator from Michigan if it can be understood that the bill shall be 
taken up again in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. There will be no objection, I presume, to takin 
up at some time when it can be examined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan ob- 
ject? 

Mr. CONGER. I should rather have it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan objects. 


COINAGE OF 


and be examined a little 
Let it go over to another 


go overt 
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SILVER DOLLARS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the,considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. INGALLS 
to strike out section 5 of the substitute reported from the Committec 
on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I shall endeavor as briefly as I can to 
show why the first three sections of the bill reported by the Finance 
Committee, being an amendment to the House bill retiring the trade- 
dollar, should pass; that done, I shall endeavor to show why we should 
notat this time interfere with the coinage of the standard silver dollar, 
or commit ourselves to any future change of policy in regard to it. 

When the bill was reported trom the Finance Committee and argued 
so elaborately by the chairman [Mr. MorRILL] and so ably by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], I took occasion to announce 
that the report was not a unanimous one. Several of the committee, 
of whom I was one, were entirely satisfied to retire the trade-dollar, 
but we thought that there was neither a necessary nor natural connec- 
tion or relation between the subjects, indeed that it was irrelevant and 
improper to attach to such a bill a measure to stop the coinage of the 
standard silver dollar either now or hereafter. The House had sent us 
& very simple proposition; the Senate Finance Committee amended it, 
and, I think, properly; but to tack onto it the whole question of sil 
ver coinage, which involves very serious consequences, seemed to me to 
be just as much out of place as it would have been to have tacked on 
an amendment proposing to build new cruisers, or to attach the rive 
and harbor bill or any other measure entirely foreign to the subject 
that the House had asked us to deal With. The rider is bigger than 
the horse; the tail wags the dog in this case. 

The only effect of insisting upon retiring the standard silver dollar 
on 2 proposition to retire the trade-dollar and substitute standard legal- 
tender dollars for it is in fact to do nothing ; it simply means the defeat 
of the bill, which a majority of the committee, and I think a majority 
of the Senate, would like to sce passed. Therefore, as I said, I shall 
endeavor to show why we ought to retire the trade-dollar, and why we 
ought not to deal with the other subject at all, because it must be 
obvious that when we do it is important enough to be brought before 
us a8 a separate matter to be discussed fully, elaborately, and carefully 
by both Houses, and not be made a rider to a bill to which it has no 
necessary or proper relation in the closing hours of asession and in the 
expiring days of an administration. 

The Committee on Finance of the Senate have never found any diffi- 
culty before this body in obtaining a hearing when they make a report 
upon any important question, and I do not see why we ought now, on 
a@ bill like this, to say that we will do what the House proposes pro- 
vided they will agree to stop the coinage of the silver dollar. We 
might as well propose to pass the bill sent to us provided they would. 
agree to build up the Navy, or provided they would establish a manu- 
factory for great guns, or make the Commissioner of Agriculture a Cab- 
inet minister, or provided they would agree to do anything that was 









































































1458 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD==SENATE. FEBRUARY 9. 





not in any way connected with the subject-matter under consideration. He said further along in his speech ‘somebody blundered’'’ in mak- 
In my judgment that is not the way to deal with a great question of | ing them legal-tender, and argues that because it was done by inad- 
this sort. vertence Congress ought not to take any notice of them. I deny his 


I am one of those who have believed eversince the legal-tender quality | statement of facts. There was no inadvertenceabout it. Section 3511 
was taken from the trade-dollar that it ought to be retired, and I have | of the Revised Statutes provides that— 
not failed since I have been a member of the Senate to introduce bill The gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar piece, which, at the 
after bill during three Congresses for the purpose of substituting legal- standard weight of 25.8 grains, shall be the unit of value ; a quarter-eagle, or two- 
tender standard dollars for it. I thought that good faith to the coun- Lone eee ee Dee 
try, good faith to the laborers who were for years compelled to take | . . ‘ 
those trade-dollars for their daily wages, and yet were unable to pay | , Sec. 3513. The silver coins of the United States shall be a trade-lollar, a halt- 
them out for the rent of their homes, or for the clothes their families a piece, a quarter-dollar, or twenty-five-cent piece, a dime, or 
needed, or for groceries or anything else, required Congress to retire 
them and substitute for them a coin having the qualities which all 
money allowed to circulate onght to have. 

During the first Congress in which I had the honor to beta member 
of this body, before I was a member of the Finance Committee, on the é , : = . 
2d of December, 1878, the first day of the third session of the Forty- | They were coined by law, just = the gold coin of the United States was 
fifth Congress, I introduced a bill to provide for retiring the trade-dollar | Coimed. Section 3519 of the Revised Statutes says: 
and for its recoinage into standard silver dollars. It was referred to the | . aw He J ’ gh ties any deposit the same at any mint, to be formed 
Committee on Finance after being twice read, and never was heard of Mgpe. 3520, Any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any mint, to 
any more. At the next Congress, the Forty-sixth, I was, by the kind- | be formed into bars, or into dollars of the weight of 420 grains troy, designated 
ness of Senators, made a member of the Finance Committee, and thought in this title as trade-dollars, and no deposit of silver for other coinage shal! be 


_— ; ived 
I would be able to do something in that regards At the first special | "**'Y°*- A , ; 
session, without waiting for the regular session, on the 2st day of | _ Congress by the act of July, 1873, had stricken down the old silver 


March, 1879, I introduced Senate bili No. 70, it being a bill to provide | @ollar, but as to the trade-dollar it was provided that silver bars and 
for retiring the trade-dollar and for its recoinage into standard silver | bullion were to be received at our mints and coined for the benefit of 
dollars. That, too, was referred to the Finance Committee, and died the person who deposited the silver bullion, just as the gold was to be 
there as the former bill had done. Not content with that, still hoping coined for the benefit of the man who deposited the gold bullion. No 
to get rid of the dishonored coin, when the Forty-seventh Congress met |-distinction was made between them. When I called the attention of 
on the 5th of December, I believe the very first day of the Congress, | the Senator from Delaware (Mr. BayARp] to that subject I said to him 
I again introduced Senate bill No. 84, to provide for the retirement | that there was no distinction, and I believe with the exception of giv- 
of the trade-dollar, and it again went to the Finance Committee, and | ing to the holder of gold the right to sell or the Government the right 
never was heard of any more. When this Congress met the evils which | to purchase whatever silver was found mixed with thegold, for we were 
I was seeking to remove had comparatively passed away. Trade-dol- | buying silver for subsidiary coin, he failed to show any distinction. | 
lars were not being paid to laborers any more; they were not being re- called attention also to the fact that it was made a felony and isa felony 
quired to take them for wages. They had been dishonored everywhere. | t-day to counterfeit any of these coins of gold or silver, the trade- 
Our own post-office officials and fiseal agents had driven them out of | dollar included. a es ’ 
circulation. I did not introduce a bill to retire them when this Con- | _ Section 61 of the act Oi February, 1873—the section of the Revised 
gress opened; they had passed into the hands of associations of bankers | Statutes from which I have read being part of it—provides ‘that it 
and brokers. The men who had obtained them doubtless took them | 82y person or personsshall falsely make, forge, or counterfeit, or Cause 
from the laboring classes at a heavy discount in most instances, I know | °T_ procure to be falsely made, forged, or counterfeited, or willingly 
they did in many, yet I knew that through their press, with their or- | 21d or assist in falsely making, forging, or counterfeiting, any coin or 
ganizations and their united power, they would make themselves felt | bars in resemblance or similitude of the gold or silver coins or bars, 
even by Congress in a way that I had not been able to make myself | Which have been, or hereafter may be, coined or stamped at the mints 
felt when advocating the cause of the people who had taken this de- and assay offices of the U nited States, or in resemblance or similitude 
graded money for their wages, and that they would enlist champions | 0f any foreign gold or silver coin which by law is, or hereafter may be 
more potent than I had proved to be. made, current in the United States, or are in actual use and circulation 
I guessed right. It wasnot long before the press, especially of Phila- | 28 money within the United States, or shall pass, utter’’ the same, he 
delphia, sustained by the press of the almost united North, the bank- shall be guilty ofa felony, and all the penalties prescribed by the statute 
ers, the brokers, the moneyed organizations everywhere, demanded that | Shall be imposed upon him precisely the same for silver coin, for the 
the trade-dollar should be retired. The House acted upon their de- trade-dollar, as for the gold eagle; there is no difference between them. 
mand promptly. The Senate committee held it back for a long time. The Senator from Delaware very pertinently answered his own argu- 
The Finance Committee of the body was pressed to report on this sub- | ™ent in his speech in regard to the difference between the two coins 
ject in some way at the last session of this Congress; they did not, but | When he said: 
they report now, and when they do they attach a condition in the form | _ Mr. President, since 1878, I think in February, the Government of the United 
of a rider to it, which, if not intended to defeat the bill, overthrows or ao sages 9 on ae a rn, On See cebnadioey 
looks to the overthrow of the whole silver coinage of the country. which are debased below the standard coins, the Government of the United 
I do not desire to be understood as saying that the trade-dollar ought | States never owned an ounce of either metal that came into its mints for coin- 
not tobe retired now. I think it ought, and for the same reasons that | **°: 9!! that came was private property. 
I sought to retire it during the three previous Congresses. I do not Yet all had full legal-tender quality and were coins of the United 
care whether the present holders of them took them at par or at a dis- | States for all purposes. 
count, whether they obtained them by gift or by purchase or in any That is true; true as well of the gold coin as of the trade-dollar; true 
other way. They are outstanding, after being dishonored by Congress. | as well of one coin as of another, so that there is no weight in the ar- 
They are the coin of the United States. They were issued by our au- | gument that the trade-dollar was coined for the private benefit of the 
thority. Their legal-tender quality, which was all that enabled men | persons who brought the bullion to the mint any more than could be 
to use them to supply their wants, was taken away from them by law. | based upon the fact that the gold coin was coined for the benefit of the 
My position has always been that the moment that was done it became | men who broughtthe gold bullion there for coinage. When we demon- 
the duty of the United States to retire its repudiated coin and to sub- | etized or deprived the trade-dollar of its legal-tender quality by joint 
stitute a coin which the people could use. Whether they are held by | resolution in 1876 there was no gttempt to deprive it of its existing 
brokers or bankers, or whether they are held by Shylocks who preyed | relation asa coin of the ‘Uni States further than to take away its 
upon the necessities of the laborers in order to get them below their | legal-tender quality. The Senator from Delaware thought there was, 
value, it makes no difference to me; they ought not to exist, and Con- | but when he came to read the law he found, I think to his own satis- 
gress ought not to allow them to remain outstanding. faction, that there was not. This is the language. I will read it so 
The only excuse that I have heard offered by any gentleman who | that there may be no mistake about the facts in regard toit. July 22, 
differs with me is that they are not a coin of the United States; that | 1876, the legal-tender quality was taken away from the coinage of the 
they were coined for the private benefit of the men who owned silver | trade-dollar, and this was added: 
bullion, and that we are therefore under no obligation to retire them And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to limit from time to 
or substitute legal-tender dollars for them. Indeed, the Senator from | time the coinage thereof to such an amount as he may deem sufficient to mect 
Vermont went so far as to say that they were given a legal-tender value | ¢ ¢*Pport demand for the same. 
even to the extent of $5 by accident, by inadvertence, in 1873. Let That was not altering its quality; that did not make it less a coin of 
me quote his exact language. He said: the United States, but it gave authority to our agent, the Secretary of 
It is true that by some insdvertense it happened to be inctuted as o legal the Treasury, to limit the amount to be issued to what he might deem 
‘ender by the coinace act of 1873, the same as su y silver coins, t - ; 5 
* tent only of $5 for three years, or until July 22, 1876, Wise oven its linaited Seoul. Ton tebe Each ol Seto Ob alle io - eae > 


tender character was repealed. Up to that time the whole amount issued was . Ton? 
$15,118,450, : the hands of the people, was as much a coin of the United States, and 


* = * * 


Giving the weights respectively of these. Then follows a further pro- 
vision which, I think, is a complete answer to all gentlemen who are 
contending that they are notas much coin of the United States as gold 
coin because they were coined for the private use of individual men 
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was paid out to men for their days’ wages just as freely as before that order to prevent labor from being driven out of employment, and say 


act was passed, and very likely a good deal more so. If any one was 
to be blamed for allowing the dishonored and useless trade-dollar to be 
issned at all after 1876 it was the Secretary of the Treasury. He was | 
the agent of the authorities of the United States. Congress trusted 
him and invested him with power. The people of the United States, | 
to whom that money was paid in smal! sums and wages could not tell | 
what the Secretary of the Treasury was doing or what his object was | 
in allowing that coin to be issued in the way it appeared. It found its | 
way into the hands of their employers. They may have bought the 
silver bullion at 10 or 15 per cent. discount from which to coin it to 
pay their hands with, or they may have paid par for it. So it was these 
trade-dollars were paid to them on Saturday night for their wages. 
They believed it to be good money, they hoarded it, they held on to it, 
they thought it better than depreciated paper, they believed that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under the authority given to him, was doing 
his duty and was giving them a good, honest coin, and that the United 
States would protect them in taking it, if they thought or knew any- 
thing about it at all. 
| 


I remember upon one occasion in a town in my own State, for we had | 
great trouble there with it for years, an honest German had collected 
$65 in silver coin, trade-dollarsevery one of them. He had taken them 
for his chickens, his butter, his eggs, and the things he was selling at | 
the market-house and had laid them away until he had sixty-five. He 
and his wife came into the town to get a draft to send tesome depend- 
ent relative in Germany, when it was found they were trade-dollars; the 
bank refused to take them at par, the United States officials and 
everybody was refusing them; the German gardener had to suffer 10 
per cent. discount on his $65 to get the little draft he desired to send 
abroad. That ought not to be; it ought never to have been possible. 
It wasa common case. Ionly use it to illustrate the general condition. 
When we issued a coin and punished men for counterfeiting it and | 
authorized our Secretary of the Treasury to let as many be issued as 
he saw fit—and he did see fit to let thirty-five millions be issued—every 
one of them that has not been adopted by foreign nations and branded 
with the brand of a foreign country that is now here unchanged, no 
matterwho holds them, ought to be retired and a good dollar that will 
pay the rent of the laborer’s house, that will pay bis bill atthe grocery, 
that will buy himself a pair of shoes or clothes for his family, and that 
he can require everybody to take as he has to take it, should be given 
to him in its place. That is the only fair-and honest solution of the | 
question. A Government like this can not afford to higgle about tech- 
nicalities. 

It will not do to say, as has been argued here, that values can not be 
changed or created by law; that there is no difference between the 
value of money as a coin and its value as a merchantable article. The 
very fact that the holders of trade-dollars are willing and anxious to 
take a coin of 412} grains and give up for it a dishonored coin contain- 
ing 420 grains shows that they know that there is a difference in value 
because of the uses to which the one can, be put and to which the other 
cannot. All the financiers of the country have insisted upon that be- 
ing the effect of the legal-tender quality. Mr. Hamilton in his earliest 
report, in 1792, when he started the United States Mint—I do not care 
to take time to read much—showed that we were at the mercy of for- 
eign nations, and that the values of the coin we used depended upon 
action abroad on the values the foreign countries saw fit to give them. 
The reason why the States gave up the right to coin money was because 
of these differences and changes in value in different coinage. I will 
read one extract however. It covers the whole case. In his report of 
1791 Mr. Hamilton used this language: 

Every fabric, it is remarked, is worth intrinsically the price of the raw mate- 


rial and the expense of fabrication—a truth not less applicable to a piece of coin 
than to a yard of cloth. . 

This position, well founded in itself, is here misapplied. It supposes that the 
coins now in circulation are to be considered as bullion, or,in other words, as a 
raw material; but the fact is that the adoption of them as money has caused 
them to become the fabric; it has invested them with the character and office of 
coins,and has given them a sanction and efficiency equivalent to that of the 
stamp of the sovereign. The prices of all our commodities at home and abroad, 
and of all foreign commodities in our markets, have found their level in con- 
formity to this principle. 


Mr. Hunter, in 1853, when the same question was up, repeated the 
same idea when he said, -speaking of gold and silver: 

These metals derive their value from two distinct sources—one from their use 
as @ currency, the other from their application to manufacturing purposes. The 
demand for them as currency in any given year is to be measured by the num- 
ber and amount of exchanges to be made in specie during that year—their valne 
for mechanical uses is their bullion value—that is to say, it is measured by their 


pgetien to the residue of the property of the world, for the demand for them 
in the arts will be very nearly in proportion to the wealth of society. 


These principles regulate the value of our coins; it is the use to 
which we by law allow the 412}-grain dollar to be applied when we 
do not allow the 420-grain dollar to be used fur any pubiic purpose that 
gives the former greater value. Its value is governed by the uses to 
which it can be put. . It is a fabric. What would be the use of even 
the celebrated Wood's self-binder, which has revolutionized the grain- 
raising of the country, if we were to purgue the policy of China in 


it should not be used? The raw material is there, but you can not use 
it, and there is no practical value in it to anybody, no matter how great 
its capacity. If the 420-grain dollar will not pay a debt, will not pay 
house-rent, will not buy shoes, will not procure clothing, will not buy 
the necessaries of life, it is of no value to a laboring man who holds 
it; it is not a fabric, and he can not use raw material; as to him it is 
not a representative of value. The standard legal-tender dollar, with 
less raw material in it. has been adopted by the Government, issued, 
put into the hands of the people in all the States; it regulates trans- 
actions among individuals, States, municipalities, and corporations over 
the whole country. It has its fixed value and its uses, and the greater 
the uses the greater the value. That is the accepted doctrine as I un- 
derstand it; that is the fact, whatever may be the theory. 

The object of passing the House bill is to give people something they 
can use, and not force them to hold something which we have destroyed 
for all the purposes money is needed for, which by law we have said 
shall no longer perform any of the functions of coin, and which our 
Secretary of the Treasury under the discretion given him allowed the 
mints to coin. Everybody knows that when Congress determined to 
resume specie payments on the Ist of January, 1579, the moment the 
Secretary of the Treasury, even in violation of law, said, ‘‘Although the 
law prohibits me from receiving the legal-tender notes pf the country; 
the greenbacks as they are called, at the custom-houses, I will receive 
them for customs dues,’’ they were taken, and there was never a dol- 
lar of gold called for to redeem them, because greenbacks, having even 
by executive order received that additional use, were at once as good 
as gold. Over $200,000,000 had to be paid every year in customs dues 
The ereenbacks had been long dishonored in the interest of the bond- 
holders, and were, of course, at a discount because their use was limited: 
The moment that additional use was given to the legal-tender notes the 
difference between them and gold disappeared at once. 

Mr. Hunter’s report, from which I read a moment ago, shows that the 
bills of exchange issued by the Amsterdam merchants in the last cen- 
tury were worth more than gold because they would pay bills in Italy; 
in Austria, in France, in Holland, in England, and almost everywhere 
else, whereas the gold had to be transported at great cost, risk, and ex- 
pense to those different countries. Therefore Amsterdam bills of ex- 
change were always at a premium because of the additional use which 
could be made of them and the safety and convenience attending their 
use. 

I repeat that it will not do to insist that the trade-dollar was not 
money, and therefore that we ought not to take it back and furnish a 
substitute for it after we have declared that it should no longer have 
the uses it had when we adopted it asacoin. There are but six or 
seven millions, according to the best estimates we can obtain, now 
in the hands of the people of this country. The other twenty-eight 
millions went abroad. The Director of the Mint advises us that he 
believes much of it has been melted up, but whether it has been or not 
it has been adopted in great part by China and other countries, and 
their brands, marks, and stamps have been put upon it, and it thus be- 
came theirs. I insist—I differ in that from other members of the com- 
mittee—that we ought not to be ealled upon to take back a coin that 
China has stamped as her own, whether the change has been made by 
the government or the merchants of that country. 

The committee had great difficulty in finding a trade-dollar with the 
Chinese stamp, but the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] obtained 
one somewhere; it was stamped all over with hieroglyphics so that no- 
body in this country would have a doubt but that it had been changed 
from what it was when it was issued from the Mint of the United States; 
‘and there would be no danger of our people being deceived in regard 
to that fact. 

Returning to the old silver dollar and the treatmentit received at the 
hands of Congress in 1873, and the persecution it has been subjected to 
ever since, attracted by what the Senator from Vermont said the other 
day, that it was by some inadvertence that the trade-dollar happened 
tobe allowed to have any legal-tender quality in the coinage act of 1873, 
I hope that distinguished gentleman wil! tell us about that inadvertence, 
and I am glad the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], as he advised 
me a few moments ago, is going to argue this question when I sit down; 
which will be very soon. I want him to tell us what ‘‘ inadvertence ’ 
it was that allowed to the trade-dollar the legal-tender quality given 
to it by the act of 1873. 

If there was any ‘‘inadvertence’’ in that law it was in striking 
down and destroying the old standard legal-tender dollar of 4124 grains, 
which up to that)day had been of equal legal-tender quality with gold 
from and before the adoption of the Constitution. We had been a sil- 
ver-using country in all time. 

The Senator from Vermont, while I think of it—for I have no par- 
ticular order in speaking on these questions—seemed to think that it 
was a strong argument against silver coinage in any form that up te 
the time when the standard dollar was demonetized in 1873 only 
$8,445,838 of standard silver dollars had ever been coined in the United 
States; but he forgot to tell that we had half-dollars, quarter-dollars, 20- 
cent pieces, 10-cent pieces, and 5-cent pieces, and of them we had coined 
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before 1853, if I mistake not, over one hundred million dollars’ worth; | Speaker of the House, now # distinguished member of the Senate, and Fon 
°F ten eee i : s 4s Mr. Voorueers, of Indiana, who is also a member o body, were then mem- 

t hey were of full le gal value. We had coined of fall dollars, it 18 true, only bers of this House, and during the last Congress this colloquy occurred be me 

about eight millions and odd, but of half-dollars one hundred million | them. It was, 1 think, denied by Mr. Voormees that members of the House 


dollars’ worth, of quarter-dollars some $40,000,000, and of other small | knew that the bill proposed to demonetize the silver dollar, and to sustain his 


7 . i : s +: *D . know i ir?” “No.” gai eae 
coins large amounts; making in all $184,280,941.40 in 1877. Upward ele aia a = No replied ae eee Das 0," said Senator 


of $100,000,000 of half-dollars had been coined before 1873; nearly | 1 waschairmanofthe committee that reported the driginal bill, and Iaver on my 
¢2. 000,000 of standard dollars had been coined within fourteen months honor that I did not know the fact that it proposed to drop the standard dollar, and 
before the act of February. 1873, was passed. Up tothe time that gold did not learn that it had donc it for eighteen months after the passage of the sub- 
vefore the act of February, 10/0, was passed. pt ‘ go stitute offered by Mr. Hooper, when I disputed the fact. The distinguished gen- 
was discovered in California in 1849, we had more silver in the country | tleman from Ohio [Mr. Garfield} wae pew ane this side of the House was then 
an gok lieve almost double as much, i é u Ss ish | a8 now an attentive and already a distinguished member of the House; yet 
= ih belie = a ae ai a - ae h, if a mount of — when in joint debate before the people of Ohio in October, 1877, the Smeaton 
milled dollars in circulation is taken Into account. arose as to who was responsible for its demonetization, he frankly said he did not 
It is difficnlt to tell how much silver we had, because we adopted the | know that such a provision was in the bill when it passed the House. I state 
Spanish milled dollar; indeed it had been adopted by theseveral States | this the more freely in his absence because I informed him that I intended to do 
long before the Constitution of the United States was adopted; and in | %;, 94 he replied, © It is the case; I did make that statement,and it is true. 
ong Delore / . om we OF ? Nor did the President who signed the bill know that it abolished legal-tender 
1793, in the first coinage act, while we allowed foreign coins of gold and ——— silver oem for nae gop to os ae of October 6, 1873, cited 
a treniate . > ati r Coneress ‘ t e by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], he said: 
ailver woe ne ulate ~~ 7 = regul ons ae 7 _ wee cores “ Silver will gradually take the place ofthis currency, and, further, will become 
as a legal tender att 1€ Value SO regu Bved, Uhs provision was Mage DY | the standard of values, which will be hoarded in asmall way. I estimate that 
section 2 of the act of February 9, 1793: this will consume from $200,000,000 to $300,000,000 in time of this species of our 
circulating medium. * * * I confess to a desire to see a limited hoarding of 
money. It insures a firm foundation in time of need. But I want to see the 
ee of something that has a standard value the world over. Silver has 
this.” 


That at the expiration of three years next ensuing the time when the coin- 
age of gold and silver agreeably to the act entitled ‘An act establishing amint, 
and regulating the coins of the United States,’’ shall commence at the Mint of 
the United States, which time — be eacemnens by the proclamation of the 
President of the United States, all foreign gold coins and all foreign silver coins, ieieiaiaielll . ma . P : ake 
nes pt Spanish milled dollars and parts of cach dollars, shall cease to be a legal More remarkable perhaps than that, when a debate arose in the 
tender, as aforesaid, House of Representatives fourteen months after that bill had passed in 
which the Senator from Vermont says by inadvertence the legal-tender 
ceived by the United States they should be recoined into the coin of the cot to the extent of $5 was allowed hos the trade-dollar—I suppose 

s ? ian : sees a reap e means that they did not do the work as well as they thought they 
United States at the Mint, all except the Spanish milled dollar. That 3 te : ; ‘ 

eon . , : vs : had done; they thought they had struck down silver in every form, but 
coin was retained and kept 9s part of our coinage; it was paid outat the : ; 
ee . by inadvertence the trade-dollar happened to be allowed a five-dollar 
r'reasury and paid back into the Treasury and passed between man and Samal teed lity: the la sed in Feb : 

: S ; laws of the United States with hi G i egal- er quality; the law passed in February 1873, yet on the 14th 
man under the laws of the United States without change. Consequently day of April. 1874, fourteen months afte the Senator f Ve 
our own coinage of silver dollars is apparently small, because we had sehen Ti aicee 80 tell a , aed saan a stalek ens 
adopted the Spanish milled dollar and did not require it to be recoined | 41.6 coi rd nh Snder z hite ‘he — site. os 
as we did other foreign coins, but kept it as part of our own coinage at vestenes E > speaks of —a aehete = : x cd ‘th an © of Re iccte. 
full legal-tender value. The great mass of silver came from the Span- tives sae out of what w ee a4 th : oo cal 
ish countries at that time. The Senator from Delaware said in his heme call S ould tain th ~ ao m oy “A or . $356,000.00. , 
speech, as he reminds me now, that at that time we were in fact a sil- the eon ‘oie. or mg a ae ean 000 000. ° “9 satay a lv 
ver-using country, but we suffered no inconvenience from it. We had y ised. I beli oa 72 000. a a antadh nig eR 
gone through the war of 1812; we had acquired Lonisiana; we carried tree kenakci MM ER aa Ho, = ii - ae have 
on the Mexican war, and by it acquired all the great States and Terri- ee ae oe ce pybaphao Lice ap. egg peemen 

who had been Attorney-General, and a very able one, by unanimous 


ae the Pacific, while we relied on silver much more than we did consent offered the following amendment to the bill: 


I do not care to refer to the various changes in our laws relative to | ‘That from and afterthe 4th day of July, in the year 1876, nothing but gold and 
foreign coins; they were regulated by Congress and were most of the silver coin of the United Stetes shall be a legal tender for the payment of any 


time a legal tender at the rates fixed, but at all times the Spanish Eee 
milled dollar was the favorite standard coin. Do you think he had any suspicion that there was no silver coin of 
A great wrong was perpetrated by the act of 1873 in demonetizing | the United States then a legal tender foranything? Did he know any 
silver, and the way it was done made the offense a grievous one. The | Of the secrets of the act of February, 1873? No. The yeas and nays 
Constitution of the United States declared that the States should make | were called on Judge Hoar’s proposition, and among those who voted 
nothing but gold and silver coin a legal tender; that Congress shall | for this amendment were Hon. Henry L. DAwes, Hon. WILLIAM 
alone have power to coin money. When it had coined money, when it | P. FRYE, James A. Garfield, EUGENE HALE, JosErH R. HAWLEY, 
had induced people to buy Spanish milled dollars and had placed them | GEORGE F. Hoar, and quite a number of other distinguished gentle- 
in the hands of the people, when the States, the municipalities, the | men. They evidently did not understand when the yeas and nays were 
corporations, private individuals, and the United States itself in its | called fourteen months after the passage of the act of 1873 that there 
own obligations had contracted enormous debts upon the basis of the | was simply a five-dollar legal-tender quality to the trade-dollar, and 
standard silver dollar, and when we had in regard to our own bonds | that that was there by inadvertence. The inadvertence was all on the 
said that they should be paid in gold or silver coin of the standard value | Other side. These gentlemen did not know that silver coin had been 
of July, 1870, to strike down that coinage from the country, and say | Stricken down. When that bill came to the Senate it was managed by 
that silver should no longer be coined, should no longer be a legal ten- | the distinguished Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], and the Recorp 
der for anything, was an unparalleled outrage, especially in a country | Shows every form of expression used by him indicated that he did not 
like ours, growing as rapidly as we are, owing as we did six or seven or | know it. Among other things he said: 
eight thousand million dollars in debts of the United States, of the] na in order to show this, wherever our silver coin shall float—and we are 
States, of municipalities, of corporations, and of private individuals; | providing that it shall float all over the world—we propose to stamp upon it, in- 


. he Senator from rr ains i et stead of our eagle, which foreigners may not understand, and which they may 
yet the Senator from Vermont complains in the faceof that action that not distinguish from a buzzard, or some other bird, the intrinsic fineness and 


somehow or other, by some ‘‘inadvertence,’’ Congress happened to | weight of the coin. In this practical utilitarian age the officers of the Mint 
allow the trade-dollar to have a legal-tender quality of $5. I said I | seemed to think it would be better to do that than to put the eagle on our silver 
desired to know what that ‘‘inadvertente’’ consisted of. I aver here coins, ee — Ido not — it is very important; but I think - Sen- 
that there were not ten men in the lower House of Congress who knew SS Se Tih heniain ened = 
at the time that the standard silver dollar was demonetized, that it was 
so stricken down. I have never seen or heard of one. The ‘‘inadver-| In all the debate the only controversy in the Senate was whether 
tence,’’ when explained, may enlighten many of us. I was then a | there should be a coinage charge. Mr. Casserly, a Senator from Cali- 
member of that body and would be glad to hear all about that trans- | fornia, protested against it, and Mr. SHERMAN and others contended 
action. that we ought to have the right to charge enough to pay the expense 
I have a very remarkable speech in my hand. I refer to a speech | of the coinage; but nosuggestion was made anywhere by anybody that 
made by Hon. WILLIAM D. KELLEY, stating how little he and others | Congress proposed to strike silver from the coinage altogether, or that 
knew abont it. I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont to | the five-dollar legal-tender quality that was ultimately given to the 
it. Perhaps he can tell where the “‘inadvertence’’ comes in. I would | trade-dollar was by any inadvertence. 
like to be informed, and I think the country would. Mr. Ketiey| As I said, I do not propose to argue elaborately the policy of the pro- 
snid: vision of the fifth section of the committee’s measure. I desire to con- 
In 1872, when I made the remarks which were cited by those gentlemen, and | teat myself with showing now that we ought to retire the trade-dollar. 
which have been frequently quoted in both Houses, and always with an air as | The people took it believing it was good money and could be used a+ 
== = ~~ that to — man - o crime of having been instructed | such. It had the sanction of the Government as one of its coins; men 
met eatag coin, and me guaiinten te either p> mane ton — yreciated | Were punished for counterfeiting it; the amount of issue was under the 
the scope and magnitude of the silver question or to have given it special etady. control of the Secretary of the Treasury. No private man could tell 
Hence the bill—and I wish gentlemen to know what that bill was; it was a bill | what was the reason why he was allowing it to be issued; before 1876 
4o reorganize the mints, not to revise the coin money of the —— to re- | 15 600 had been i 1 had hee rted 
organize the mints, and it was passed without allusion in debate to the question 600, 000 - issued, $12,000,000 and more nm expo ’ 
of the retention or abandonment of the standard silyer dollar.- The then | three and a half millions was at home, and after the other $20,000,000 


That act made another provision, that when foreign coins were re- 
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were coined the report of the Director of the Mint shows the following 
facts as to the coinage and export of trade-dollars: 


For the month of— Coined. | Exported. 













2, 008, 867 


v a7 400, 000 487,177 
- > Ss; ’ , 
abe ee 589; 060 531, 301 
January INE ai 5. cinta tniscpiessieateseeseee 1, 391, 300 381, 237 
February, 1BZB. .ccoccrescoccese puatene 1, 525, 200 101,761 
March, 1878.........c0--seeseeereee ‘ 1, 308, 200 131, 250 
April, 1878... cassveuvete 35, 000 290, 835 | 
May, 1878 .0......ccccceeeesecsessenserenernereerscrreeeennnnes . ae 200 85, 306 
NOI. oceapsteniegesiainnsctsdonteesagsecevonesapuvosserscnegee 5, 248, 960 
| 


The coinage was $5,248,000, yet we only exported $2,008,000, leav- 
ing $3,400,000 to be scattered over the country and paidas I said tomen 
who were working for wages to earn their daily bread, and this was going 
on under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him te allow 
me tosay a single word ? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly not. 

Mr. MORRILL. Asit is obvious to every one that the trade-dollar 
was solely intended for other parties, to be exported, the only thing I 
intended to convey by the word “‘ inadvertence,’’ which furnishes the 
Senator from Kentucky with so much music, was that it was wrong to 
allow a.coin that was intended for export only to have any legal-tender 
quality whatever. 

Mr. BECK. Then the Senator from Vermont intended that there 
should be no silver coinage that should have any legal-tender quality 
at all. Did he intend or avow that we should have gold, and gold 
alone, and exclude from our people one-half the coinage that then ex- 
isted. In other words, did he intend to give the money that every 
ereditor received from his debtor double the value that it had before, 
so that it would take twice the number of bushels of wheat, twice the 
number of acres of land, twice the number of cattle, horses, or anything 
a man had to pay the debts that his creditor held over him, thus doub- 
ling the burdens of the debtor class of the whole people, doubling the 
value of the money that the creditor was to have, and do all this by an 
act that was not known to the men that did it, and yet complain that 
there was some ‘‘inadvertence,’’ that somebody blundered? It seems 
to bea source of t that they did not do it absolutely and are sorry 
because they allowed the trade-dollar to have a five-dollar legal-tender 
quality. lask the Senator from Vermont after the legal-tender quality 
was taken away from it what use was it to the men who held it? Why 
was it not retired at once? Did not fair dealing, did not common 
justice require that money issued by authority of the Government, coin 
of the United States coined upon precisely the same terms as gold, and 
given to men who brought the metal there just as gold coin was given 
to the men who brought gold, put it into their hands having a legal- 
tender quality that a man could not refuse to the extent of $5—and 
workers for wages seldom got more than that from ene pay-day to an- 
other—require that the Government should honor it? To refuse to 
take it from them unless at a discount is an outrage that ought to be 
corrected, and that promptly. 

In 1878 we restored the legal-tender quality of the 412}-grain dol- 
lar. Weannulled the act of 1873. We were told then that gold would 
be driven out of the country in less than a year. There is nearly double 
as much gold in the country now as there was then. Silver has not 
driven gold out. That bill was vetoed by the President, it was passed 
over his veto in this body on a call of the yeas and nays by a vote of 46 to 

16. Whyturn against it now, it has performed its functions well from 
that day to this? I do not know what the discount on silver was then. 
I see by the reports it was almost as great, if not quite as great, as it is 
now, and it has never had fair play from any of the officials of the Gov- 
ernment; it has been an illused step-child all the time. 

Why should the coinage be stopped at this time? Whatever it may 
become necessary to do hereafter, why should we now strike it down ? 
The bank circulation has decreased, as the Comptroller of the Currency 
says, last year twenty-five and a half millions, I think twenty-nine 
millions by this time. He has assured us that it will decrease every 
year $40,000,000 hereafter. There are only one hundred and ninety- 
three or one hundred and ninety-four millions of bonds outstanding 
now which can be paid before 1892, and they are payable now, on which 
say $135,000,000 of bank circulation is based. When these bonds are 
withrawn the banks are under no obligation to buy others or to con- 
tinue to keep out their circulation. They can withdrawif they please, 
and if they do as they may why should we now be in hot haste to strike 
— the silver currency and the silver certificates that have done so 
well? . 

Let me refer for a moment to another fact before I take my seat. 
We passed a law when we rechartered the national banks on the 12th 
of July, 1882, in which we made this provision: 

Sec. 12, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to re- 
ceive deposits of gold coin with t i 
United States, in eo not lese thaw § 0 anne ious contitienten thence ta = 


nominations of not less than $20 each, corresponding with the denominati f 
United States notes. The coin aeposited for or representing the certificates of de- 
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posits shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of the same on demand 


Said certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and 


when so received may be reissued; and such certificates, as also silver certifi- 
cates, when held by any national banking association, shall be counted as part 
of its lawful reserve; and no national banking association shall be amember of 
any clearing-house in which such certificates shall not be receivable in the set- 
tlement of clearing-house balances. 


Yet to-day, in order to force us to strike down silver, these banks, in 
violation of that law, are combining with others, although they are 
prohibited by the very act granting them their charters from doing so, 
and are refusing to receive silver certificates, for the purpose, of course, 
of making them less valuable, the lawof Congress to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

Mr. President, I do not care to argue this matter elaborately, indeed 
I do not care to do so at all, but when we do discuss it I think it will 
be shown to the satisfaction of the people of this country that the 
present condition is the result of an unlawful combination, organized 
in great part by men who are our fiscal agents, our creatures, living 
under our law, having only such authority as we see fit to give them, 
and yet they are publicly and openly defying our authority because 
they think it is their individual interest to do so. They are endeavor- 
ing to drive silver and the silver certificates which we have provided 
for out of existence in order to bring gold to a premium, and thus 
embarrass the Government of this country. I do not know what is to 
be done by the new administration, but the difficulty that we have had 
all along in the past has been that our own agents have been allowed 
to violate the law. The banks have been allowed to violate it. They 
have certified checks when they had no money, time and again. No, 
body will venture to deny that. They are not authorized to charge a 
greater rate of interest than is allowed by the State in which they ex 
ist, and yet they have done it all the time. 

The Comptroller of the Currency reports many cases, and says they 
have been warned and warned. All through his reports are warnings 
not to repeat those offenses, but nobody is punished. The law provides 
that gold and silver coin only shall be taken at the custom-house in 
payment of customs dues; and yet the greenback is taken by Treasury 
order, and the very men who ofdered it to be taken illegally refused on 
a call of the yeas and nays in this Chamber to allow it to be legalized. 
They would rather operate against law and in violation of law and above 
law than act in accordance with it. The law provides that all the coin 
received at the custom-house—I have repeated that so often that I am 
almost ashamed to repeat it again—shall be set apart and applied first 
to pay the interest, and then to purchase 1 per cent. of the entire na- 
tional debt as a sinking fund, and the balance only shall be paid into 
the Treasury. 

The reports of our officials show, and the Senator from Vermont. in 
his speech the other day showed, that they were receiving silver and 
silver certificates in large amounts at our custom-housesand refusing to 
pay them out as the law directs. The Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MORRILL] said: ‘‘In six months, from July to December, 1883, in- 
clusive, the receipts of customs at the port of New York in gold and 
gold certificates was $54,000,000, and the receipts for six months in 1884 
in gold and gold certificates were $22,000,000, while the entire receipts 
at that port were three-fourths of the entire customs, $64,000,000, 
showing little more than one-third actually paid in gold or its equiva- 
lent.”’ 

Silver is by law the equivalent of: gold, and is by law required to be 
paid out on the same terms; yet it is agreed by all that not one dollar 
received at the custom-house in silver coin or silver certificates has ever 
been paid for any such purpose as the law requires the customs receipts 
to be paid. 

I do not know, as I said, what is going to happen hereafter, but I 
desire our coinage to remain as it is now until we see what does happen ; 
whether men will be required to obey the law; whether they will he 
allowed to form syndicates or combinations or clearing-house arrange- 
ments in violation of their own charters; whether the next Secretary 
of the Treasury will dare to withhold silver and silver certificates re- 
ceived at the custom-house that he is required to use in payment of 
interest to the bondholders and in the purchase of bonds for the sink- 
ing fund. 

I know what I think ought to be done. Whenever any bank forms 
an association of an illegal character and seeks to discredit the money 
the gold or the silver or the certificates of this country, I would pay 
every dollar I could legally pay to them in silver and in silver certifi- 
cates, and I would make them take the silver coin in payment of in- 
terest on their bonds, and I would redeem the bonds they held in silver 
and silver certificates, even if I had to take the gold that I received and 

| pay it to banks and corporations that obeyed the law. I would dis- 
criminate as far as I could by aiding men and banks who obeyed the 
law, and I would do whatever the law allowed me to do to make those 
men who are defying our authority obey it and make it their interest to 
obey it by giving them the coin the Secretary is required to give them 
and which they are compelled to receive. I would make it their in- 
terest to make it good and thus put an end to the combinations they 
admit to-day they are illegally a part of. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask 
whether he thinks there is any further legislation necessary in order to 
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protect the Government against these crimes which he says the banks 
have been committing ? 

Mr. BECK. With officers to enforce the law, with officials here to 
compel them to obey it, we have law enough; but there is no effort to 
punish them, and never has been anything but pretenses. 

Mr. MORGAN If I understand the statement made by the Senator 
from Kentucky, a member of the Committee on Finance, it is that the 
banks have deliberately violated the laws, the criminal laws, of the 
United States; that the Secretary of the Treasury reports those viola- 
tions to Congress and to the Committee on Finance, and that instead of 
there having been any proceedings taken to punish the men who thus 


openly and flagrantly violate the law, a mere admonition is served 
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England with her diplomacy and power will prevent all agreements if 
we pass that section. Germany, though I think she is not as anxious to 


| maintain gold alone as she was after she obtained a thousand millions 


in gold from France, has an object in view. England draws coin from 
every quarter. Her reports show over ten thousand ports in the world 
to which her ships trade; she has her agents gathering in business and 
cargoes everywhere. She is now drawing from us $100,000,000 for doing 
ourocean-carrying. All bills of exchange have to be drawn on London 

Her bankers get the profit. She is to-day storing the goods of the 
world in her great warehouses and selling the silver that she obtains 
from us to her serfs in India, while her own people at home are draw- 
ing in the gold of the world. I am not willing to say in advance to 
her that if she can defeat any efforts made by us to restore our silver 





















upou them that hereafter they must do better than that or else they 
will be dealt with. Is that the situation ? 

Mr. BECK. That is the way I understand it substantially. 

Mr. MORGAN. Last spring I received quite a rebuff in the Senate 
for having invited the Committee on Finance to look into this question 
and make a report upon it. The resolution that I had the honor to in- 
troduce was referred to that committee, and they sat down upon it. 
They have got it still inthe committee, without having paid the slight- 
est attention to it I believe; and now it turns out from the statement 
of a member of the Committee on Finance that all of those able Sena- 
tors have been cognizant of the fact that these crimes have been com- 
mitted; that the President of the United States has been cognizant ol 
the fact that these crimes have been committed, and that they have not 
got the power to call these criminals to the bar of justice and punish 
them for the violation of the law. 

I will further add, if the Senator from Kentacky will permit me, that 
there is no useof multiplying statutes merely to be dishonored by the 
Senate of the United States in its constant, persistent ignoring of crimes 
committed against law which they refuse to take any steps to insist 
shall be punished. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I said when I rose that I only meant to 
sustain the action of the committee in reporting the first three sections 
of this amended bill, and did not care to argue the other branch of the 
question. Iam willing to wait. I am not alarmed by bank clearing- 
house combinations. Every dollar of every debt we owe can be paid 
in silver coin, and it is said our vaults are full of them. Every State, 
corporate, and private debt can be paid in silver. It will not be long 
before there will be a change of administration. I hope it will be an 
improvement on what we have had in the years gone by. Only one 
word more. Section 4 of the amended bill provides: 

That the President is hereby authorized to renew negotiations with the States 
of the *‘ Latin union,” and with other foreign powers, forthe purpose of making 
treaties with them in order to secure such co-operation as may enable the na- 
tions agreeing thereto to open their respective mints to the free coinage of silver, 
with full legal-tender power, at an agreed ratio to gold. 

I do not think that there is any objection to that; I do not know 
that the House will object to it. 1am willing so faras I am concerned 
to give the sanction of Congress to any honest effort that any Execu- 
tive may make in dealing with other nations to endeavor to utilize our 
silver and in keeping up our coinage of it. We are producing in the 

United States 40 per cent. of all the silver that is produced in the world. 
The gold product of the world has fallen from §152,000,000 a year a 
few years ago down to $94,000,000. The Director of the Mint shows 
that four countries, the United States, England, France, and Germany, 
are using fifty-two millions per annum of the ninety-four millions pro- 
duced in the world in ornamentation, jewelry, and other things for which 
gold can be used; he shows that gold is diminishing in quantity and 
thereby increasing in value; that our silver is not increasing in quantity, | 
but hassomewhat diminished, but holding its own better in proportion 
than gold has done, while trade and businessis rapidly developing every- 
where, and silver will buy more of anything but gold than it ever would. 
We know that France is maintaining a far larger proportion of silver 
to gold than we are maintaining to-day—five hundred millions of sil- 
ver against six hundred millions of gold, and her silver is worth 124 
grains less to the dollar than ours. 

Mexico, Central America, South America, China, Japan, the Indies; 
all the countries with whom we shall ever have any sale in the future 
for our manufactures, are silver-using countries; and if the President 
can make any arrangement whereby England will no longer dominate 
the coinage of the world, and the trade of the world, and the bills of 
exchange of the world, as she is doing now through her 60 per cent. of 
its carrying trade and commerce—she, of course, wants gold and gold 
alone—I hope we will if we can, aid the President in making an earnest 
effort to get the other countries to agree with us in maintaining a sil- 
ver standard equal with gold. I am very anxious to see that done; 
bat [ am not willing, in advance, to vote for the section which pro- 
vides that if we fail to do what we desire we will quit coining silver on 
a given day within sixteen months of this time. 1 regard that as equiv- 
alent to saying in advance to England or Germany, “‘If you great 
creditor countries can prevent other countries from uniting with the 
United States for twelve or fifteen months, then we have a contractal- 
ready by an act of Congress that the United States will make no further 
effort to maintain silver coinage; then they will be at your mercy and 
at the mercy of the creditor class at home, your allies.’ I will not say 
that as the last section of the committee bill proposes to do. 


ee 


| 








| 


i 


i 





coinage we will surrender to her. 
section of the bill. 
{[Mr. SHERMAN] I would not consume over three-quarters of an hour 
| T have exceeded my time and I will now yield the floor. 


SON] desires to call up an appropriation bill. 


tion, when the bill comes up again. 
aside informally. 


That is what is proposed by the fifth 


But I must close. Isaid to the Senator from Ohio 


Mr. SHERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALtt- 
I will yield to that. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to me inorde: 


that I may at this time present to the Senate the pension appropriation 
bill. 


I have no objection, having the floor on this ques- 
I suppose the bill ought to be laid 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire that the bill be laid aside informally 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be taken if there be 


no objection. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 6th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 1242) to reimburse 
Elizabeth Comstock customs dues paid by her on articles donated for 
the relief of colored emigrants; and, on the 9th instant, the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 104) providing for the printing and distribution of the 
Descriptive Catalogue of Government Publications. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7551) admitting free of duty an altar and church re- 
galia for the Catholic church at Carrolltown, Pa., was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that House bill 7785, being the pension 
propriation bill, may be taken up at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 0: 
the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7785) making appropriations for the payment of invalid ani 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 3) 
1886, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I ask that the bill may be read for amendment, and 
that the first or formal reading of the bill may be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the forma! 
reading of the bill will be dispensed with, and the reading for amend- 
ment will proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in section 1, line 30, after the word ‘‘ pensions,’’ to insert ‘‘ who 
shall have served at least three months after date of muster ;"’ so as to 
make the proviso read : 

Provided, That all applicants for pensions who shall have served at least three 
months after date of muster shall be presumed to have had no disability at the 
time of enlistment; but such presumption may be rebutted. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 34, before the word 
‘‘agents,’’ to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ eighteen;’’ and in 
line 35, after the word “‘ each,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ forty-eight’’ and insert 
** seventy-two ;"’ so as to read : 

For the salaries of eighteen agents for the payment of pensions, at $4,000 each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word ** dollars,’ 
line 36, to strike out the following clause: 

And from and after July 1, 1885, there shall be no more than twelve agents for 
the payment of pensions, and it shall be the duty of the President, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed, to reduce the pension agents to not exceeding 
the number aforesaid; and so much of sections 4778 and 4790 as is in conflict with 
this provision be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 44, after the word ‘‘lights,"’ 
to strike out ‘‘and;”’ in line 46, after the word ‘‘ pensioners,’’ to insert 
“stationery, and other necessary expenses, to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior;’’ and before “‘ thousand,’’ in line 48, to strike out 

‘fifty-three’’ and insert ‘‘fifty-six;’’ so as to read: 

For fees for preparing vouchers, rent, fuel lights, postage on letters to the 
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Executive Departments and to pensioners, : 
expenses, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
The amendment was agreed to. 5 ys soa" 
The nextamendment was, insection 1, line 43, atte: the word ‘‘ after, 
to strike out ‘‘March 4 ’’and insert ‘“‘June 30;'' and after the word 
‘‘available,’’ at the end of line 55, to strike out: 
And hereafter the mode and manner provided by law aud regulations for the | 
payment of white persons entitled to pensions shall apply to and govern the 
payment of all pensioners. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


$255,000 j 


-Provided, That from and after June 30, 1885, the salary and emoluments of 
agents for the payment of pensions shall be $4,000, and no more, per annum; 
and of the fees provided by law for vouchers prepared and paid, only so much 
thereof asteay be required for expenses incurred in having said vouchers pre- 
pared, as well as the necessary clerical work at the agencies, shall be available. 


| 
j 
| 
i 
j 
| 
} 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 59 and 60, as follows | 
For contingent expenses of pension agencies, $3,000 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was to strike out, from section 2 to section 10, 
inclusive, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That no agent, attorney, or other person shail demand or receive any | 
fee for his services in pension, arrears of pension, or bounty-land claims until 
the allowance of the claim. z s 

Sec. 3. That all fees in pension claims shall be paid by the agent for paying 
pensions out of the first installment of pension due the claimant ; and no agent, 
attorney, or other person shall receive any fee for his services ina pension claim 


Sec.4, That the fee in all pension, arrears of pensjon, or bounty-land claims 
shall be $10, except in cases of special written contract, filed in the Pension Office 
and approved by the Commissioner of Pensions,as hereinafter provided. The 
claimant may contract with his attorney of record, in writing,in such form as 
the Commissioner of Pensions may prescribe, for a fee to an amount not ex- 
ceeding $25, except in claims for increase of pension where no new disability is 
alleged, in cases of pensions for service, and in all claims filed in the Pension 
Office after June 28, 1878, and prior to the 4th day of July, 1884, in which cases 
no fee above $10 shall be contracted for; and in all claims filed prior to the pas- 
sage of this act the attorney shall file a statement, under oath, duly attested, set- 
ting forth the amount of fee already received by him,and the amount already 
received shall be deducted from the fee allowed by this act. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe rules and regulations 

governing the recognition of agents, attorneys, or other persons representing 
claimants before his Department, and may require of such persons, agents, and 
attorneys, before being recognized as representatives of claimants, that they 
shall show that they are of good moral character and in good repute, possessed 
ofthe necessary qualifications to enable them to render such claimants valuable 
service and otherwise competent to advise and assist such claimants in the pre- 
sentation of their cases; and such Secretary may suspend, debar, dismiss, and 
disbar from further practice before his Department any such person, agent, or 
attorney shown to be incompetent, disreputable, or who refuses to abide by the 
said rules and regulations, or who shal! in any manner deceive, mislead, or 
threaten any claimant or presumptive claimant by word, circular, letter, or by 
advertisement. 
*. Sec. 6. That any agent or attorney or other person instrumental in prosecut- 
ing any claim for pension, or arrears thereof, who shall directly or indirectly 
contract for, demand, or receive and retain any compensation for his services or 
instrumentality for prosecuting a claim for pension, or arrears thereof, greater 
than is herein provided, or in any other manner than herein provided, or shall 
wilfully or knowingly make a false statement in regard to the amount of fee 
already received, shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanor, and, upon con- 
viction thereof, shall for every such offense be fined not exceeding $1,000, or be 
confined at hard labor not exceeding two years, or both, at the discretion of the 
—. and be forever afterward debarred from practicing before the Pension 
Office. 

Sec. 7. That no agent or attorney shall either demand or receive, on account 
of the prosecution of any claim provided for under the provisions of this act, 
where such claim was filed after the 28th day of June, 1878, and prior to the 4th 
day of July, cee g by orsum of money in excess of $10; nor shal! said $10, 
or any part thereof, paid to any agent or attorney until he make and file in 
the office of the Commissioner of Pensions the affidavit provided for in section 
4 of thisact; and if it ae from said affidavit, or in any other way, that 
all or any part of said $10 has been paid, it shall be deducted therefrom, and the 
residue, ifany, shall be paid tosuch attorney as hereinbefore provided: Provided, 
That this act shall not besoconstrued as to interfere withany contracts, entered 
into fairly and without fraud or duress, for the prosecution of claims filed after 
the 4th day of July, 1884, and prior to the passage of this act; and that any per- 
son who shall violate the provisions of this act shall be, upon conviction, pun- 
ished as provided in the sixth section of this act. 

Sec. 8. That this act shall not be so construed as to prohibit any claimant the 
prosecution of whose claim has been heretofore abandoned by his attorney from 
employing another attorney or agent, but in nosuch case shall the fee paid such 
attorney exceed the sum of $10, under the penalties of the sixth section of this 
act: Provided, That if such new attorney successfully prosecute such claim, that 
the original attorney or agent shall not be allowed to demand or receive any 
part thereof, under the penalties of the sixth section of this act. 

Sev. 9. That hereafter no person or persons who may have been heretofore en- 
gaged in the prosecution of pension or bounty land-claims ofany character what- 
onan who may have heretofore collected on account thereofany sum what- 
ever, shall be allowed to sell, assign, convey, or make over to any other person 
any such claim or claims, so as that it shall be lawful for any vendee orassignee 
of such claim or claims to demand or receive any other or greater fee than is 
hereinbefore provided for ; nor shall such vendee or assignee be allowed to re- 
ceive anything therefor until the vendor or assignor of such claim or claims, if 
alive, shall make and file in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions the affida- 
vit provided ~ in the fourth section of this act ; and any person or persons who 
shall violate th nee of this section shall be subject to the penalties im- 
posed by the sixth section of this act: Provided, That the provisions of this act 
authorizing contracts for a fee of $25 shall be limited to attorneys or agents resid- 
ing in the where the claimant resides, and shall not extend to agents or 
attorneys in the District of Columbia, and it shall be unlawful for any agent or 
attorney residing in a State of which the claimant is resident to enter into partner- 
ship with or otherwise to divide the fee of $25 with any attorney gr agent resid- 
ing in - eas Cotmnbin. 

ec. 10. That a provisions of the act making appropriations for the . 
meot of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year saline 
June 20, 1885, and for other purposes, approved July 4, 1854, relating to claim 
agents and attorneys in pension cases, are hereby repealed: Provided, That as 
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said acta provisions thereof shall ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. INGALLS. All the portion that embraces general legislation 
is, in accordance with the recommeniation of committee ken 
out 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatrin the chai From and 
including seetion 2 to the end of the bil 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 


Iowa to the provision in relation to the presumption of soundness i1 
» 


proviso at the end of the clause on page 2 
Provided, That all applicants for pensions who shall have served at least three 
months after date of muster shall be presumed to have had » disability at the 


time of enlistment; but such presumption may be rebutted 


On Saturday the Senate adopted an amendment to the bill for the 
<son on that subject which reads as follows 
including this act 
was regularly enlisted 
facie evidence of sound 


tto 


That in all applications under the general pension laws 
where it appears by record evidence that the applicant 
and mustered into the service, that fact shall be prima 
ness at the time of his enlistment ; bu 
buttal by record or other competent evidence 


nption shall be subie 


t such pre | 


There is a conflict between these two provisions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that when the bill comes 
into the Senate he can ask for a separate vote on that amendment 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. How shall the question be t 
the amendments? 

Mr. ALLISON. At thesuggestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
I ask for a separate vote on the amendment found on page 2, 
lines 30 and 31. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A separate vote will be reserved upon 
that amendment, and the question will be put on concurring in the 
other amendments. 

The question being put, it was declared that the affirmative appeared 
to prevail. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
legislation ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It includes all the amendments ex- 
cept the one on the second page at lines 30 and 31 

Mr. INGALLS. I will ask for a division of the Senate upon the 
question of agreeing to the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole—that is, on the proposition to strike out the general legislation 
in this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asked for a 
separate vote as to agreeing to the amendment on page 2, in lines 30 
and 31, and the question was put on agreeing to all the other amend- 
ments in gross. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course, if the Senator from Kansas desires a 
separate vote, I shall not objectto it. I think the Senate ought to un- 
derstand exactly what is proposed in striking ont the legislation found 
on page 4 and the following pages. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas ask 
for a separate vote upon any other amendment than the one reserved 
by the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa rese1 
amendment on page 2, lines 30 and 31. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr, INGALLS. What [ desire to obtain is a vote of the Senate upon 
the amendment striking out the general legislation from this bill! 
Will the Senator from lowa allow me to ask him, are those words upon 
page 3, lines 36 to 43, recommended to be stricken out because they are 
general legislation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are recommended to be stricken out for a 
double reason; first that they are general legislation, and secondly be- 
cause we do not think it is a wise thing to reduce the 
from eighteen to twelve. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 


ane 


ou 


section 1, 


Is the question now on striking out the 


general 


ved, I understand, the 


number of agents 


mittee on Appropriations where the new legislation commences. It 
does not seem to be that which is erased simply, but it certainly in- 
cludes some other provisions, because in the thirtieth line in the proviso 
there is language in Italics which the committee have reported to in- 
sert which isan amendment of other new legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. A separate vote has been asked on that, and I sup 
pose it will be voted out. 

Mr. BLAIR. The committee has reported the rejection of some of 
the new legislation, and has not reported the rejection of others, a 
would appear from the form of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As there seems to have been some 
misunderstanding, the Chair will inquire again whether any Senator 
desires a separate vote upon any amendment other than the one which 


was asked for by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir; I have just stated that [ desire to obtain 
the sense of the Senate on the question of striking out the general 
legislation, beginning on page 4, as recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire whether the motion of the 
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Senator from Kansa 
lation 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was about to suggest to 
the Senator from Kansas that he should specify the amendment upon 
which he desired a separate vote. The Chair understands that he only | 
asks for a separate vote on the striking out of the sections commencing 
on page 4. The Chair will put the question—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. What is the question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the question 
to be this, whether the Senate will concnr in the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole. striking out all of the bill commencing on 
page 4, section 2, to the end. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, Mr. President, I wish to understand where we 
are rhis comes here under the broad genera! statement of a principle | 
of action adopted by the Appropriations Committee, as I understand— | 
I may be wrong, and I should like to be set right if I am wrong—that | 
they will, under the rules of the Senate and the supposed instruction of 
the Senate, reject all general legislation sent to the Senate from the 
House upon an appropriation bill, and therefore they have reported in 
favor of striking out certain portions of this bill; and those portions 
which they recommend to be stricken out, in the application of this 
principle, are designated by a line drawn through them by way of eras- 
ure. It seems to me, and I suppose it to be so from other portions of 
the bill, that they have reported favorably and have amended them- 
selves other general legislation coming to us from the House upon this 
same bill. I very likely am wrong; I shall be glad to be set rightif I | 
am wrong. I will call a point to the Senator's attention. Take the | 
second page, line 29, where the proviso commences: 

Provided, That all applicants for pensions who shal! have served at least thre« 


months after date of master shall be presumed to have had no disability at the 
time of enlistment; but such presumption may be rebutted. 


s designed to include all the new general legis- 


Is not that general and new legislation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘There is no such law at the present time. Thatis not 
erased. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will pardon mea moment. The com- 
mittee have also reported an amendment to that provision of general 
legislation coming from the House in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; so that the committee seem to have adopted 
the instruction of the Senate where it pleased them and to have rejected 
it where in their judgment it was unwise to follow the admonition of 
the Senate. Undoubtedly it is all right, but it ought not to be under- 
stood by the Senate that the committee comes here rejecting certain 
legislation, because it is general legislation, thereby standing by the in- 
struction of the Senate and the principle prohibited in our rules, when 
as part of the same bill, in the same bill, they report favorably other 
general legislation and amend the same which may commend itself to 
their judgment. 

Mr. JACKSON, I understand that the new legislation that is pro- 
posed to be stricken out by the committee is substantially the same as 
the bill that the Senate passed the other day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. It maybe all right tg strike that ont, and undoubtedly 
it ought to be stricken out. I only cill attention to the fact that there 
is other legislation on this same bill coming from the House which 
the Appropriations Committee reports favorably along with amend- 
ments to the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment has not yet been 
acted upon. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is that the amendment I indicated ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is on page 2, line 30. It has not 
yet been acted on. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it now subject to the point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it will be subject 
to the point of order when it comes before the Senate. It is not now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood it was all now before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is not. The 
Chair thinks the question now before the Senate is on concurring in the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole striking out from section 2 
to section 10, both inclusive. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill has been reported to the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I raise the point of order on theamendment 
reported by the committee in lines 30 and 31 that it is general legisla- 
tion on an appropriation bill. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will consider that point of 
order after having disposed of the question now before the Senate. 
The question before the Senate—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I will relieve the Chair from any embarrassment 
by reserving a separate vote on each of the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Perhaps it would be more in order, 
then, that the Senate should take them as they occur in the bill. | 

Mr. INGALLS. In their order. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that order 


| will be pursued. The question is on concurring in the amendment 


made as in Committee of the Whole in lines 30 and 31, on page 2. 
which will be read. 

The Secretary. After the word * pensions,’’ in line 30 of sectio: 
1. the Committee of the Whole inserted, ‘‘who shall have served at 
least three months after date of muster.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas raises the point of order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That this is an amendment in th: 
nature of general legislation’ The Chair sustains the point of ord: 

Mr. INGALLS. Although theChair is right, for the purpose of set- 
tling this question by vote of the Senate I appeal from the decision o! 


| the Chair. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas appeals 
from the decision of the Chair sustaining the point of order. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Will the President state the question?’ I do not 


| understand it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate was 
upon concurring in the amendment madeas in Committeeof the Whol: 


| on page 2, lines 30 and 31; and the Senator from Kansas made the 


point of order that the amendment proposed was an amendment in the 
nature of general legislation. The Chair sustained that point of order, 
from which decision the Senator from Kansas has taken an appeal. 
Mr. ALLISON, I desire to understand from the Chair the ground 
he takes in reference to this legislation. This is legislation attached 
to a legislative provision which was inserted in the House. Am I to 
understand the Chair to decide that although a legislative provision 


| appears in the bill as it comes from the House, it is not competent for 


the Senate to amend that legislation?’ In other words, shall I under- 
stand the decision of the Chair to mean that we must take whatever 
House legislation comes in these bills as a whole, without amendment, 
| not having the power or the privilege in this body of amending a legis- 
lative provision found on the bill asit comes here? That is, as I under- 
| stand, the ruling of the Chair. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it were an original question it is 
| possible the Chair might have decided differently, but the Chair un- 
derstands that the ruling now made is in accordance with former rul- 
ings made by the regular presiding officer of the body; and in holding 
that this amendment was not in order the Chair supposed he was fol- 
| lowing what has been laid down as the rule of the Senate. If the 
Chair is in error in that respect he would be very glad to be corrected; 
but the Chair so understands the ruling of the Senate, and proposes to 
follow it without expressing any individual opinion on the point. 

Mr. INGALLS. | Mr. President, I do not think this precise point has 
been ruled upon by the present President pro tempore of the Senate. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR] asks that the precise point 
involved in this appeal may be stated to the Senate. I will state it. 

House bill 7785, being the bill making appropriations for the pay- 
ment Of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, is under considera- 
tion. This bill, in section 1, contains general legislation sent bere by 
the House of Representatives. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions have reported an amendment to the general legislation contained 
in the bill as it comes from the House of Representatives. It has hith- 
erto been held that legislation on appropriation bills coming from the 
House of Representatives was not open to amendmentin the Senate. 

I have raised the point of order upon the amendment in lines 30 and 
31 of the first section of the bill, that it was not admissible under the 
rules of the Senate, being general legislation on an appropriation bill. 
The Chair held, in accordance with previous rulings, that the point of 
order was well taken and that the amendment should be stricken from 
the bill. From that decision I have appealed for the purpose of obtain- 
ing the opinion of the Senate whether or not the spirit of our rule that 
forbids us to put general legislation upon appropriation bills prevents 
us from amending general legislation that comes from the House of 
Representatives on such bills. I believe that the rule inits spirit does 
not prevent us from amending such legislation. I think the decision 
of the Chair has hitherto been improvidently made; I think the decision 
was wrong; and I want the Senate by its vote to declare a precedent 
that will enable us hereafter to offer amendments to general legislation 
coming on appropriation bills from the House of Representatives i! 
we are forbidden by our own rules from offering amendments in th: 
nature of general legislation ourselves. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that the decision of the Chair will not be sus- 
tained, although I agree with the occupant of the chair that the prece- 
dents require that ruling by him. I always believed that it was erro- 
neous, and ithas led to much trouble. The amendment is nota propo- 
sition to amend existing legislation, but to amend proposed legislation. 
It is pro legislation which is in order. It is in order because it 
came here from the other branch. 

The proposed legislation is in order. You can not strike that out 
except by avote. The idea that to offer an amendment to proposed in- 
dependent legislation is to propose itself independent legislation I never 
could understand. The consequence of it has been such that we ought, 
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in the shortest possible way, without reflecting upon any occupant of 
the chair, to put aconstruction upon that rule which has some sense in 
it, I hope I may be permitted tosay. The idea that we can not amend 
proposed legislation because we can not introduce independent legisla- 
tion, is like saying that we can not propose an amendment to an ap- 
propriation bill because we can not introduce an appropriation bill here. 
I do not think it is right and sound; and the effect of it has been such 
as to bring’ its impropriety so prominently before the Senate that I am 
very glad the Senator from Kansas has taken this appeal from the de- 


cision of the Chair, and I hope we shall not omit this opportunity to | 


make the rule what I supposed it was. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator state, if it hasnot been already stated 
in the debate, how long a time back the ruling that the Senate can not 
in any way deal with and amend propositions from the House embody- 
ing general legislation has been the parliamentary law of this body ? 

Mr. DAWES. Other Senators could tel! more detinitely than myself. 
When the President pro tempore preceding the present President pro 
tempore was occupying the chair, I should think some four years ago, I 
heard it annouuced for the first time as aruling. It took me, and I 
supposed, from the remarks that were made in the discussion, it took 
the whole Senate by surprise .as a new ruling. Up to the time of the 
ruling by the President pro tempore who immediately preceded the 
present President pro tempore of the Senate I had never heard of such 
a construction upon the rule; but still my memory is not conclusive. 

Mr. HALE. Was it not the actual fact that up to that time it was 
the common practice for the Senate to deal with House provisions em- 
bodying legislation upon appropriation bills by amending them, by 
modifying them, by changing them according to the will of the Senate, 
without any point of order being raised ? 

Mr. DAWES. That is my memory in reference to the decision here, 
though I would not speak with any great confidence. 

Mr. HALE. That was before my service in the body, but my recollec- 
tion is that that was the course of procedure in the Senate up to within 
a comparatively brief space of time. 

Mr. DAWES. Before my service inthe Senate, if my memory serves 
me right, there was a rule in the Senate which allowed independent leg- 
islation on appropriation bills, while there was one in the House which 
absolutely forbade it. I know the habit of membersof the House was, 
whenever they failed to get anamendment into an appropriation bill on 
that ground, to come to this body and get it inserted here. I remem- 
ber one very distinct case, a very important civil-service law, that we 
had until this last one, was a provision which had been tried two or three 
times upon an appropriation bjll in the other branch; and at my sug- 
gestion the author of it came over here and it was sent down to the House 
in an appropriation bill from this body. 

As I understand, this change in our rules has gone further, and the 
Senate till a recent period permitted some sort of independent legisla- 
tion and the House excluded it.. The House has gone the other way, 
and the Senate has receded to the extent that it has voluntarily, by a 
construction which seems to me to be wrong, tied its own hands and 
said to the House, ‘‘ We will take or reject, but will not amend, any- 
thing you send over.”’ ’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts permit me, before he sits down, to ask a question? The proposed 
amendment in lines 30and 31 is undoubtedly germane, but suppose an 
amendment were proposed not germane to the matter, for instance, put- 
ting in a whole pension bill, would the Senator still be of opinion that 
it should be received? 

Mr. DAWES. Putting new matter in? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Under our rule it is not essential 
that an amendment shall be germane. We can propose an amendment 
entirely changing the original bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think that an independent amendment, an 
amendment having no pertinency to and not germane to the measure, 
would bein order. It seems to me it is not independent legislation to 
propose to amend in any way that is germane tothe subject-matter be- 
fore the Senate. It was a good while before I could learn that it was 
no objection to an amendment in this body that it was not germane to 
the subject-matter. That was so strange a parliamentary rule that it 
was a good while before I could learn to govern myself accordingly. 

Mr. PLATT. _If the Senator from Massachusetts will, permit me, 
there is nothing in the rule I think which requires that an amendment 
proposed shall be germane tothe particular matter of legislation which 
appears in the bill to which the amendment is moved. If an amend- 
ment is not germane or relevant to the subject-matter contained in the 
bill it can not be received. But to illustrate: Suppose that we may 
amend legislation which comes from the House, taking this very legis- 
lation which comes from the Heuse, if an amendment is in order, why 
may we not take section 2 to section 10 and substitute them for this 

legislation which has come from the House to which really they have 
no particular relevancy ? 

Mr. DAWES. I would so administer the parliamentary law of this 
body, until I was required to administer it some other way, that matter 
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not germane should not be in order; that matter having no reference 
to the independent legislation that has come here in order should not 
under the guise of amendments to it be ruled in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs leave to state, al- 
though the matter has been decided and is now pending on appeal, if 
the Senate will pardon him, that this precise question as it now appears 
on raising the point of order upon an amendment to legislation which 
comes in a House bill has been presented to the Senate several times 
within the recollection of the present occupant of the chair. 

The present occupant of thg chair recollects that in the time of Mr. 
Colfax, Vice-President of the United States, in the time of Mr. Wheeler, 
Vice-President of the United States, and in the time of Senator Davis, 
President pro tempore, not always by the Senator who now occupies 
the chair decisions have been made (sometimes by the Senator who now 
occupies the chair) upori distinct amendments proposed to legislation 
that appeared in a House appropriation bill coming from the House; 
and the recollection of the Chair is that all these presiding officers held 
that such an amendment was not in order, upon the ground that the 
rules of the Senate made no distinction as to the part of the bill at 
which the proposed amendment by a Senator or by a committee might 
come in. That ruling was always acquiesced in or sustained. The 
Chair does not remember any case of an appeal. 

So the,Chair thinks it clear that the history for a good many years, 
going back to the time of Mr. Colfax, of the action of the Senate has 
been such as would sustain the ruling of the Senator from Connecticut 


who oceupied the chair when this question arose. The provision of 
the rale is that— 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill,nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 


to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received. 


The effect of holding that this particular amendment reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations is in order would be that it would 
be in order to propose any other amendment to this legislation that is 
germane to the bill—that is, germane to the subject of providing the 
means of carrying on the payment of pensions. It seems clear to the 
Chair, this amendment being held to be in order, that if some Senator 
should rise and propose an addition to this legislation and as a contin- 
uation of it some other provision that should seem to be useful to the 
Senator on the subject of administering the pension laws, it would be 
germane to the bill, as much so as the amendment that is now pending, 
which is certainly germane to the bill. It relates to the subject that 
the bill has under consideration. No point of order could be made upon 
this amendment on the ground that it is not germane. The result 
would be that any legislation which touched the Pension Office and the 
payment of pensions would be germane to the bill. If an amendment 
to the House legislation is in order on the ground that it does not tall 
within the condemnation of the other part of the rule, then any legis- 
lation that is proposed in this bill to the House legislation, although 
not germane to that particular point, but still germane to the subject 
of a pension appropriation bill, would be in order, and the result would 
be that the whole subject of legislating about pensions would be open. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair excuse me for asking a question here ? 
What would be the construction the Chair would place upon the next 
clause in the rule? It reads— 

Nor shallany amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received which 
does not directly relate thereto. 

Is the force of the word ‘‘ thereto’’ to be made applicable to the 
“item or clause of such bill,’’ or to the bill in general? It seems to 
me that if it is applicable to the ‘‘ item or clause,’’ you thereby get 2 
limitation which prevents general sweeping legislation coming in relat- 


‘ing to the whole subject of the bil]. 1 make the inquiry because I de- 


sire to be enlightened. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the point 
precisely, and can state in reply that that subject has undergone a con- 
stant practice in the Senate for a great many years, the construction of 
that clause in the rule having always been that it relates to items of 
appropriation and clauses of appropriation, and not to the question of 
general legislation which has been exhausted and provided for in the 
previous provision; so that if there were an item to pay so much for 
pension clerks you could not add to that item a provision for paying 
special agents, or whatever it might be, that did not relate to the ques- 
tion of pension clerks. It relates to appropriation items as distinguished 
from legislation. That the Chair thinks has always been the practice 
of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Speaking historically, I think the Chair has prob- 
ably fallen4nto an error in the statement that the interpretation of the 
rule to which he alludes had been given to it by Mr. Colfax among 
others. Since this subject was previoasly under discussion I have ex- 
amined the history of this rule, and I find that the first inhibition in 
the rules of the Senate against general legislation upon an appropriation 
bill appeared in 1876 in the revision that was made under the leadership 
of the then Senator from Michigan, at one time President pro lempore 
of theSenate, Hon. T. W. Ferry. Inasmuchas Mr. Colfax disappeared 
from public life’ in 1873, the memory of the Chair I think would hardly 
be borne out by the statistics. But that of course is immaterial. | 
merely allude to that fact because it was stated somewhere within my 





se 
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hearing not long since that there had been a prohibition forbidding gen- Mr. HALE. Then we may not understand that there is any intima- 
eral legislation on appropriation bills as far back as 1837. tion that a point of order would lie in the case I have stated ? 

That is absolutely incorrect. There has been no such rule even in The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no such intimation from 
the House of Representatives until within ten years last past, and even | the Chair. 
there it is not in wordsa prohibition of general legislation, butastatement Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire if there is any precedent for 
that no amendment shall be received to change existing law, which is | the idea that when independent legislation is submitted to a committee 
of course tantamount to the same thing. But so far as the history of | of conference of the two bodies, it can not be modified? 
parliamentary procedure in the Senate is concerned, the prohibition The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair can notstate. “The Chair 
first appeared in our rules in 1876-’77. Whether the interpretation has | can only say that it is the duty of the Chair to enforce the law of the 
been such as the President pro tempore gfates since then, of course I | Senate as laid down to him in the rules; and when the rules provide 
am not fally advised, but with regard to every other interpretation of | that no amendment shall be received to an appropriation bill which is 
our rules I think I am correct in saying that it has been upon which- | legislative in its character, and the Senate and the Chair hold that an 
ever side of the rule a majority of the Senate seemed inclined to faver. | amendment is legislative in its character, the Chair is of opinion (speak- 
There can be found upon all these disputed points decisions on oneside | ing in advance of such a question being raised and of course having the 
and decisions on the other. : right to change his‘opinion upon consideration; itis merely an intima- 

Now, about the ruling that is at present before us, I think that the | ion) that the conferees of the Senate, the agents of the Senate, in con- 

Senator from Connecticut then occupying the chair was entirely correct | ferring with the House, have no more power to agree to violate the rules 
in ruling as he did, that the amendment proposed by the committee | of the Senate than any committee of the Senate or any Senator would 
to the bill as it came from the House was not in order under our rules | have. That is all the Chair now says. 

as they had heen previously interpreted, but I think the interpretation Mr. DAWES. Could the Chair indicate what would be the use of 
was improvidently made; it is one which I think is not within the | submitting such a proposition to a committee of conference if it could 
spirit of the rule; and I desire to present as broadly and as distinctly | not be modified? 

as is possible, by an appeal from that ruling, the question whether we The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it can. 

shall be permitted to propose amendments to general legislation upon Mr. DAWES. The Chair thinks it can be modified? 

appropriation bills propounded by the Honse, because if we are not to| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks he can intimate 
do it then we have one simple alternative, either to reject all such leg- | what would be the use of it. In persuading the House of Representa- 
islation under our rule, which does not apply to legislation coming | tives-—— 

from the House of Representatives, or to accept such legislation exactly Mr. DAWES. If the Chair will allow me, I do not see what else the 
as the House proposes it to us. committee of conference could confer about except whether they would 

I should like to make a further parliamentary inquiry, because this | take the legislation as the House dictates it. I do not think anybody 
question is one of very great interest; it is one of great moment. Ifa | would want to go on such a committee of conference. 
committee of conference submit a report amending general legislation The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not of opinion that the 
upon an appropriation bill, is that open to a point of order under the | House dictates any legislation to the Senate or the Senate to the House. 
rules of the Senate; or has a committee of conference a right to violate | The Chair is of opinion, speaking in advance of all such questions, that 
those rules and bring in general legislation here to which,we are com- | there might bea use in conference in attempting to persuade the House 
pelled to submit without amendment? I ask that as a parliamentary | of Representatives that any legislation upon an appropriation bill was 
question of the Chair in order that we may have a full view of all the | vicious and that the Senate could not consent to it. 
exigencies that confront us. Mr. DAWES. If the Chair will bear with me (because I am some- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Of course the Senator from Kansas, | times on committees of conference, and I am at sea just now),-am I to 
with his familiarity with parliamentary law, will perfectly understand | understand that the Senate conferees could go to this extent, that they 
that the question would be premature, and the Chair could not, fully | might persuade the House conferees to modify their proposition, but 
performing his strict duty, be called upon to make any reply. that they could not suggest any modification of their own? Is that 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood that, sir. the understanding of the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. But the present occupant of the chair The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis the understanding of the Chair, 
will state to the Senator from Kansas that it is clear to the present oc- | beginning with the fundamental principle which the Chair believes in, 
cupant of the chair that no conferees on the part of the Senate (we have | that the agents of the Senate have no greater power in conference than 
nothing to do with those of the House) can have any right to recom- | any committee of the Senate would have in a proceeding within its 
mend anything that would violate the rules of the Senate, whatever it | walls, and that therefore when the agents of the Senate conferring with 
might be, on appropriation bills or anything else; and that a point of | the House propose that the Senate shall violate its own rules by intro- 
order made upon a report of Senate conferees on any bill that what they | ducing matter which the rules forbid, the fact that they are called u 
had reported contravened the rules would necessarily be sustained if it | to reach ap agreement gives them no different status from that which 
turned out that it did contravene the rules. a standing or select committee would have. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is, if the Senate conferees should submit a re- Mr. DAWES. If the rules of the Senate require that when a com- 
port here in which it appeared that an amendment had been made to | mittee of conference is appointed on the part of the Senate over some 
general legislation upon an appropriation bill coming from the House, | independent legislation that gets into Conference, the Senate conferees 
that would be open to a point of order under the Senate rules? are limited to the effort to persuade the House conferees to modify it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. and they can not themselves suggest any modification, the Chair will 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, let us understand this. Under’ permit me to remark that it is highly instructive, to say the least. 
that intimation from the Chair, if the Houseof Representatives under The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the simple 
its rules, which are the law of that body, incorporates upon an appyo- | question is this, if the Chair may be allowed to say it here, instead of 
priation bill features of general legislation which the rules of the Sen- | on the floor. If the Senate of the United States is unwilling that leg- 
ate would forbid this body to put on, but which the House can put on, | islation shall go on appropriation bills, it isonly necessary to say so to 
and the bill is sent here and the Senate strikes out that legislation, and | the House of Representatives. Neither House ever undertakes to-dic- 
the bill is returned to the House with the House legislation stricken | tate to the other, and whatever one House proposes to the other must 
out, and conferees are appointed by the two bodies, if then the Senate | be agreed to by the other House before it can become operative. If 
conferees report that they have at last in conference assented to the | therefore the Senate of the United States speaking through its con- 
House proposition and report the bill back to this body with the legis- | ferees says tothe House of Representatives, ‘‘ We cannot consent to this 
lation put on by the House left upon the bill, is it the intimation of the | bill, this clause, or phrase, or section, or series of sections in it,’’ if the 
Chair that a point of order would then be good and would be sustained | House of Representatives can not persuade the Senate that they ought 
on the report of the conference committee? to leave those sections in, the House of Representatives will of course 

} The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has not been the intimation of | recede, as the Senate would if the proposition were an independent 
the Chair. That is a different question, leaving the bill precisely with | amendment of its own put on by it to which the House objected. The 
what the House had in it. But if the Senate conferees should report | House of Representatives has an absolute right to make its own rules. 
any provision in a bill which if moved by a committee of this body or | It may provide that no legislation shall be had in that body except on 
by any Senator in it would be out of order, it would be still out of | appropriation bills, if it desires to do so, and we have no right at ail to 
order if reported by the conferees. . complain of it, the Chair thinks. The House of tatives is the 

Mr. HALE. But if the Senate conferees report that they have as- | sole and independent judge of its own methods of procedure. If the 
sented to the legislation which the House put on, which the Senate | Senate chooses to think that it is unwise to introduce any legislation on 
could not, under its rules, put on, would that be subject to a point of | an appropriation bill it has the right to say so, and to say to the House 
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order on the conference report ? of Representatives that it can not consent to introducing any legislation 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is quite a different question. | upon an ion bill good or bad, because ‘“‘ any ’’ implies that it 
Mr. HALE. I do not understand the Chair. may be good or it may be bad. The Chair thinks, therefore, that the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would be merely a recom- | question is a perfectly simple one between the two Houses, and should 
mendation by the Senate conferees, because the Senate conferees have | occasion no collision whatever. 
nothing else to substitute. It would be merely a recommendation that Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me very clear that the Sen- 
the Senate recede from its disagreement to the proposition of the House. | ator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is right in his proposition, and that 











. 
4 








1885. 





the rule never had and never could have any reference to an amend- 
ment of general legislation coming from the House on an appropriation 
bill. The Constitution vests the legislative power in the Senate and | 
in the House, and it recognizes the power to propose amendments and 
to confer in regard to a disagreement upon any amendments as a part 
of the legislative power. A construction of the rule to the effect that 
the Senate shall not propose any amendment to a legislative provision | 
in an appropriation bill coming from the House, and that this body | 
shall be thus limited in its functions, is unquestionably a violation of 
the constitutional duty imposed upon the Senate. Therefore to as- | 
sume that the rule of the Senate forbids the proposing of amendments | 
affecting ral legislation upon a House bill is unquestionably to say 
that the Senate 8s not perform its constitutional duty of proposing 
amendments to legislation coming from the House. 

I think that a construction of the rule which violates the Constitu- 
tion and limits the constitutional functions of the Senate can never be 
sustained. Nothing can be clearer than this. To say that the House 
has a right to put such legislation on an appropriation bill and the Sen- 
ate a right to refuse to amend it, because it is on an appropriation bill, 
is toaffirm the truth of two contradictory things. It is to say the House 
has a right to legislate on an appropriation bill and the Senate is obliged | 
to consider and amend such legislation as the House sends, but the Sen- 
ate may refuse to consider and amend legislation on an appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ing to the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
formation. 

The Secretary. In section 1, line 30, after the word ‘‘pension,”’ 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted: 

Who shall have served at least three months after date of muster 

So as to make the. proviso read: 


Provided, That ali applicants for pensions who shall have served at least three | 
months after date of muster shall be presumed to have had no disability at the | 
time of enlistment; but such presumption may be rebutted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. .The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisamendment fairly presents the trouble which | 
has arisen between the two Houses in regard tolegislative amendments 
to a general appropriation bill. The paragraph from line 17 to line 33 | 
contains new and very important changes in the existinglaw. We have | 
no right to call in question the power of the House to put this legis- 
lative provision on the bill. Even though it were a violation of the | 
rules of the House, the House could by unanimous consent waive its | 

| 
| 


I ask for the reading of the amendment now pend- 


The amendment will be read for in- 


rules and place this or any other legislative provision on a general ap- 

ropriation bill. If the Senate has so tied itself up, if it has so disabled 
itself that it can not modify this proposed legislation, then indeed we 
have surrendered the most important power that we possess. The ob- | 
ject of the Senate as an organic body was to correct and amend proposi- 
tions made by the House as well as to propose new items, new preposi- | 
tions of a legislative character; but if we have no power to amend this 
general legislation, but must take it all or none, then we are practically | 
disabled from legislating here and performing our functions as a sepa- 
rate and independent branch of the legislative power. 

I have foreseen that the time would come when either the Senate 
must modify its rules or we must have all sorts of very faulty legisla- 
tion proposed by the House in the hurry of their proceedings, often 
amid great confusion, and thus ingraft upon our appropriation bills 
legislative provisions that are entirely faulty, nugatory, or vicious. 
Negrly all the amendments of a legislative character proposed to ap- | 


propriation bills by the House might, unamended, be faulty and injuri- 
ous. 


If the Senate by unanimous consent, as was done on Saturday, should 
waive its objection to legislative provisions, that is a different thing. 
Wemay waive our rules by unanimous consent. The bill that was passed | 
Saturday contains probably fifteen or twenty different legislative pro- 
— every one of them was agreed to by the Senate without | 


e have a perfect right to waive our rules and by unanimous consent | 
to agree to these legislative provisions. We have done that, but if a 
legislative provision comes to us from the other House that we desire | 
to amend we certainly ao our rules to have the power to | 
amend such a provision. fore, when this subject was discussed the | 


other day, I that either by a ruling or by an amendment to 
our rules a ane rere be made, which I believe would meet all the 
difficulty weencounter. It is that, in the opinion of the Senate, amend- 
ments may be made in the Senate pertinent and relevant to legislative 
provisions in a general appropriation bill as it comes from the House. 
if we would adopt that rule, or something similar to it, so that we 
should confine the amendments proposed in the Senate of a legislative 


‘othe Poities amend the legislative provisions contained 


no harm could result. Indeed, nearly all the 
legislative provisions are hurriedly put on in the House or Senate 
are provisions which command the attention and the support of one or 


It seems to me there is no objection to this proposition, except that it 
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| out of the pay of the agents. 


order, then it seems to me we have disabled ourselves from performing 


rule, that all legislative provisions pertinent to pensions may be put on 


| conference. 


| upon legislative provisions contained in an appropriation bill, that 


| conference they cease to be organs of the Senate merely 
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ought to be qualified in one particular. We ought to have the powet 
to qualify it. Take the next page of the bill, page 3. When I called 
for the reading of the pending amendment I supposed the amendment 
on page 3 to be the legislative provision involved in this debate. There 
it is proposed to limit the salary and emoluments of agents for the pay- 
ment of pensions to $4,000, and. no more, in every case. Iam prepared 
to show that to limit the compensation of a pension agent to $4,000 
cutting off all fees and throwing upon him all the expense of clerical 


disable the pension agent from transacting his business 
Mr. DAWES. The expenses to which the Senator ret 


ters do not come 


Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. DAWES. Clear of all expenses 

Mr. SHERMAN. That [ did not know 
bot so state 


Mr. DAWES. 


Is it $4,000 clear of all expenses? 


because th provision does 


The bill provides subsequently that the agent shal! 
pay his clerks, his rent, &c., out of another fuad 
Mr. HALE. It comes out of the voucher fees. They pay the ex- 


penses of the oftice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Still the Senator from Ohio is 
It is in a sense legislation, because it changes th 
given to pension agents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It not only changes the amount of compensation 
but it changes the rule of compensation 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator's argument 
vision was as he first supposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we could vote on this proposition so as to re- 
serve to the Senate the right to propose pertinent and relative amend- 
ments to legislative provisions in a general appropriation bill, I think 
that would be the best solation of the question for the present. But if, 
on the other hand, we sustain the ruling that has been made and prop- 
erly stated by the Chair, that no legislative provision whatever of any 
kind modifying or altering the proposed legislation by the House is in 


r ght in one sense 
* compensation to be 


is just as zood as if the pro 


our most importantduty. Ishould feel disinclined to vote for any such 
rule. It is true that if we vote upon the question broadly by revers- 
ing the rule, as has been proposed, we practically substitute another 


this bilk as an amendment to propositions made by the House, and that 
is practically to nullify and repeal ourrule. That is the danger I wish 
to avoid. Ido not wish to open the door so wide that the Senate or 
the Senate committees may propose legislative provisions that go be- 
yond the scope of the legislative provisions proposed by the House; but 
if we confine our power to offer legislative provisions merely to amend 
ments to the provisions proposed by the House, I think there can be 
no great harm done. I should like to vote for that, but I do not know 
how that vote could be brought about except by a change of our rules 

I ask the Chair if it would be in order pending this appeal to propose 
a resolution in the nature of the opinion of the Senate expressed on the 
appeal, so that in case the decision of the Chair is not sustained we can 
by this order confine the amendments to pertinent and relevant amend- 
ments made to legislative provisions found in the House appropriation 
bills as they come to us? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not 
be in order without unanimous consent 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can not be offered except by a proposed rule, 
if that is the case. Nor do I agree with the Chair, though perhaps | 
am wrong in that, in regard to committees of conference. Our rules 
do not apply to committees ofconference. It seems tome that the plain 
reading of the rules says that they do not apply at all to conference 
committees. When a committee of conference is appointed it is a free 
The only restriction upon the powers of a committee of 
conference is that it must introduce no new matter that has not already 
been voted upon in one House or the other. That is the 
there is no other restriction made upon a free conference 
tions are given. 

Therefore it seems to me, with due deference to the opinion of the 
Chair, that when a committee of conference 


think it would 


rule, and 


No instruc 


s appointed by the Senate 


committee of conference is not restrained by the rules which‘apply to 
our standing and select committees. A conference committee is en 

tirely distinct from one of the standing or select committees of the bods 

The one is an organ of the Senate itse!f; but when our conferees go into 
They are not 
restrained in any way except that they can not propose any new item 

either in amounts or language, or anything of that kind. They must 
take up and act on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and they 
may modify propositions upon which the two Houses disagree in any 
way they choose. 

It would be unwise indeed to tie up the hands of a conference com- 
mittee by any such construction as is suggested by the Chair. In that 
case a single Senator could prevent the passage of any appropriation 
bill at this session, or could have prevented the passage of any appro 
priation bill in the last twenty years. There is not a single bill re- 
ported back to us from a committee of conference that has not in some 
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reepect done what the rules forbid a standing or select committee of 
the Senate to do, or perhaps forbid the Senate to adopt. A committee 
of conference is a free one, not restrained by these rules. The only re- 
straint upon them is that they must try to bring about an agreement 
between the two Houses upon a particular substantive proposition 
which has been disagreed to between the two Houses. They may mod- 
ify or change it as to amount, as to terms, and all that, and they may 
report so here. It is true we can reject the report of the conference 
committee and appoint a new one that will more strictly carry out the 
wishes of the Senate; but it seems to me that any rule or any con- 
struction of our rules which tends to tie up or limit the powers of a 
conference committee beyond the limit fixed as to all conferences would 
be unwise. It would place it in the power of a single Senator to de- 
feat any conference report whatever. I take it the Senator from. Iowa 
| Mr. ALLISON] will know whether there has been a single general ap- 
propriation bill passed in this body since he -has held the position of 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that would not be sub- 
ject to objection on a point of order made by any Senator. I doubt if 
there is any such case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think almost without exception these bills con- 
tain legislation, but usually legislation limiting the appropriation itself 
or relating strictly to the appropriation. But, of course, in most of 
these bills in one way and another legislation does creep in, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says. 

Mr.SHERMAN., I will say further that there has scareely been an 
appropriation bill reported on which the Senate has not itself adopted 
jJegislative provisions, as it did on Saturday adopt several important 
legislative provisions. 

Mr. INGALLS. In what bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
There was one very important proposition of legislation contained in 
that bill, but it was adopted by unanimous consent. It was perfectly 
right; nobody raised the point of order, and it was agreed to; but sup- 
pose that after this has been done by general consent either House 





should object to it because the bill does contain provisions that have | tion about that. 
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insist but to adhere, but that would not be an ordinary parliamentary 
practice. 


It is very rarely indulged in. I do not know any such case. 

Mr. DAWES. There are two kinds of conferences. One is a free 
conference, to which we commit bills, and the other is a special confer- 
ence, to which instructions may be given by either branch; but a free 
conference is the one to which we usually commit bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no doubt about the power of the Senate to 
adhere or to give instguctions, but that is very rarely done, and when 
it has been proposed in certain cases it has generally been voted down. 
We may do it, but in an ordinary free conference, as it is called by par- 
liamentary law, the whole matter of the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses is sent to the conferees, and the only instruction they have is 
that they shall not put in new matter that has not been proposed in 
either House; and that is the old parliamentary law. In all other re- 


| spects they are open and free, the result to be reported, as a matter of 


course, to their respective Houses. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I have never been able yet to yield my 
assent tothe ruling of the Chair made at a former session of Congress, 
and, I understand, made again to-day by the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. Piatt], who was temporarily in the chair when the question was 
raised. I do not believe that it is possible under rules for a body to be 
placed in the anomalous position that a ruling of that kind would place 
this body in. 

It is beyond any question whatever that the House of Representa- 
tives under its rules has a clear, well-defined right to send this legisla- 
tion to the Senate.. It has just as much right in a general appropria- 
tion bill which does not increase expenditures to send to the Senate 
legislation as it has a right to introduce a bill and send it to the Sen- 
ate, to introduce a resolution and send it tothe Senate. General legis- 
lation on an appropriation bill is just as clearly rightfully here now and 
under consideration now in the Senate as if it was contained in a sep- 
arate bill sent from the House. 

Mr. HALE. Or as the rest of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Or as the rest of the bill. There can not be any ques- 
Now, is it possible that there can be a rule which 


been agreed to by the Senate which are legislative in their character. | properly construed prevents us from taking any action whatever upon 


A Senator might change his mind. 
sition in the Senate he might change his mind, and when the commit- 
tee of conference reported back an agreement upon the subject he might 
raise the point of order that the bill as it stands contains legislative 
provisions. It seems to me that that would not be logical. There 
should be no restraint whatever upon a committee of conference. It is 
a free and open conference where the representatives of the two Houses 
meet and discuss propositions and try to reconcile differences. 

Now I will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate—I hardly ex- 
pect it to be granted, but I hope it will be—that during the present 
session we may be at liberty to offer amendments to such legislative 
propositions as come to us from the House in respect to appropriations. 
I believe that would relieve us from the difficulty. Let it apply to the 
present session of Congress. If it does not work well we can ignore it 
at future sessions. It does not change our rules. 

Mr. HALE. Let us see what the language is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will send it to the desk. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio submits a 
resolution for information. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That in the opinion of the Senate amendments may be made in the Senate 
pertinent aod relevant to legislative provisions in a genéra} appropriation bill 
as it comes from the House, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to ask unanimous consent that the resolution be now 
considered ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will accept the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and modify it in one particular by saying that ‘‘a 
true construction of the rule authorizes,’’ and so that it may be confined 
to amendments relating to and pertinent to particular items of legisla 
tion. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator mean to apply that to this session 
only, or is it to be construed to be the rule for all time ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I will leave it stand as in my original 
proposition. It will apply to the present session only. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair may be allowed to say not 
perhaps in response to but in connection with what the Senator from 
Ohio has said about the powers of conferees in respect of being free and 
not being obstructed, that the Chair has very vividly within his recol- 
lection that point being raised on what is called the ‘‘ salary-grab’’ bill, 
and the Senate decided that it was not competent to instruct Senate 
conferees on that particular bill certainly. Buatan investigation which 
was submitted to the Senate afterward, and which has ever since been 
acquiesced in and acted upon, showed that in both Houses it had fre- 
quently been the practice for each House to instruct its conferees and 
agents as to what they should present and insist upon in their confer- 
ence with the representatives of the other House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


All I desire to say in respect to that point is that 
J have no doubt either body might instruct its conferees not only to 


After agreeing to the very propo- | legislation truly, correctly, properly before this body? I am not pre- 


pared to believe it, Mr. President. I do not believe that there is any- 
thing in the Senate rule which says so. I know that in well-settled 
parliamentary law no rule can be found which shall put a body in the 
position we find ourselves in if the ruling is correct. If it is not to be 
found in well-settled parliamentary law, then you must leok to a rule 
of the Senate which directly, affirmatively, positively says that no such 
legislation shall be received. I respectfully contend that in Rule XVI 
there is no such prohibition. 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
genera! appropriation bill. 

The proposition here is not a proposition of general legislation of- 
fered by the Senate of the United States toa general appropriation bill. 
It is simply a proposition to amend general legislation on the House 
appropriation bill which is properly and rightfully here in the Senate 
for consideration. I contend respectfully that it isa strained construc- 
tion of clause 3, Rule XVI, which leads to a ruling by the Chair that 
does affect a proposition such as that made here on the floor of the Sen- 
ate to amend the general legislation in this bill. [A pause. ] 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. FRYE. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. FRYE. I was undertaking to discuss as well as I could to the 
presiding officer of this body a question touching a ruling which had 
been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs pardon of the Sena- 
tor from Maine. The Chair supposed the Senator was addressing him- 
self to the general question. 

Mr. FRYE. I wascontending that the ruling which had been made 
here before by a former presiding officer and the ruling which had been 
made to-day was not a correct ruling under Rule XVI of the Senate. 
Inclause 3 of Rule XVI of the Senate, which is the clause which would 
be cited to sustain the ruling, in the first sentence of that clause it is 
provided that— 

No amendment which 
general appropriation b 

I was respectfully contending that the proposition now beiore the 
Senate to amend general legislation in an appropriation bill was not 

legislation proposed to be received in the United States Senate 
to a general appropriation bill, but was simply an amendment offered 
to general legislation contained in an riation bill coming from 
the House, which came rightfully from the House, which is here under 
the rules of the House and must be considered by the Senate as com- 
ing rightfully under the rules of the House. I believe under a fair 


ereaeee general legislation shall be received to any 


construction of the rule any provision which is on a general appropria- 
tion bill coming from the House under their rule may be open to 
United States Senate. 

ition made by the Senator from Ohio 
I do not believe that the Senate 


amendment in 
I do not believe in the 
touching this method of legislation. 
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of the United States should open Rule XVI one jot or one tittle. I be- 
lieve it is the most dangerous legislation that can possibly come before 
a legislative body, and I believe the experience of the two Houses of 
Congress ought to have taught us that by this time. 

The first time it was ever resorted to, | think, was in 1855, when the 
House of Representatives deliberately ingrafted upon a civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill a reduction of the tariff and sent it to the United 
StatesSenate. The United States Senate contested that for weeks and 
weeks, and a distinguished Senator from Delaware, Senator Bayard, took 
strong ground against such legislation and declared that it was danger- 
ous to the very form of existence of a republican government, and Sen- 
ator Clayton took ground similar toit. The Senate iesisted theattempt, 
and the House yielded. 

The next instance was a provision put in the House upon an Army 
appropriation bill in 1856. ‘The Senate resisted it on the same ground. 
Congress adjourned and no Army appropriation bill was passed, and 
there was an extra session. 

The next case was in 1865, on the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
where the House put a provision that no man should be tried by mili- 
tary authority wherever there was a United States court; and again the 
Senate resisted and resisted to the bitterend. The bill failed, and the 
appropriations could not be made till Congress again assembled. 

I do not find that the proposition on the part of the House to put 
legislation on appropriation bills ever prevailed until the measure in 
the Forty-second Congress increasing salaries. That did prevail; it 
became a law; but it humiliated the Congress of the United States 
niore profoundly than any legislation that it had ever enacted before; 
it humiliated individual members of Congress as nothing else ever hu- 
miliated them before, and it compelled Congress at the very earliest 
opportunity in the next session to repeal every single word of that 
legislation. 

All these propositions were put upon appropriation bills before there 
was any rule of the House which authorized any general legislation on 
an appropriation bill; they were put onto appropriation bills by the 
action of the House itself, by its majority, and not by virtue of a rule, 
for there was no rule for it; on the contrary the rules of the House of 
Representatives were as, strict in relation to general legislation on their 
bills as the rules of the Senate to-day. Up to that time, and includ- 
ing even that last proposition of the Lfouse—— 

Mr. INGALLS. To what date? 

Mr. FRYE. Eighteen hundred and seventy-three it was; what was 
known as the “‘ salary grab.’’ The present rule of the House was not 
adopted until some time later than that, and the only proposition which 
has attracted general attention since the House adopted the present 
rule was that to repeal certain provisions by which troops were at the | 
polls on election days and by which supervisors und United States 
deputy marshals were employed in certain duties about the polls. That 

is fresh in the memory of every Senator, and I do not believe there is 
a Senator who wants that history repeated. It was in the Forty-fifth 
Congress. It was an angry, exciting, exasperating debate. Congress 
closed and two great appropriation bills were not passed—the Army bill 
and the legislative, executive, and judicial bill. We were called in 
extra session within less than a month’s time. We remained in extra 
session for over four months, one of the most exciting sessions that this 
country has ever seen in time of peace. Veto after veto came;- crimi- 
nation and recrimination; attack and defense. And that is the only 
general legislation of any manner of importance, at least of importance 
enough to attract the attention of the country, under the new rule. 
Surely there was nothing in that which ought to lead the United States 
Senate to encourage the House in keeping on its books the existing rule 
allowing legislation on appropriation bills. 

Again, if Senators will notice the House rule is curiously drawn. 
It is drawn so that you can destroy everything, build nothing. Asa 
distinguished member of the House once said, it was drawn so that 
you could level down but you never could level up. Here we are to- 
day within fifteen or twenty days of the close of the session and not 
any great appropriation bill yet before the Senate. On the remainder 
of the appropriation bills, some of them not yet reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House, there may be general legisla- 
tion under the House rule which shall destroy the Army of the United 
States; whichshall destroy its Navy; which shall cripple and destroy 
all of your foreign consulships and diplomatic agencies; which shall 
.¢ripple your post-office and mail facilities; which shall destroy the 
Judiciary almost entirely; and not any legislation that can build up 
any one of them if it costs a dollar; any legislation if it is germane to 
the bill itself and reduces expenditure; none which increase expendi- 

Now, Mr. President, I do not believe under the experience of the 

and under that rule with its peculiar nature that the Senate of the 
nited States ought to encourage the House in keeping that rule on 
the book. It was adopted in 1876, I think. It was offered by the 
member from Indiana [ Mr. Houta An]; it was reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Rules by Mr. Cox; it was indorsed by the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee, Mr. RANDALL, for special purposes then 
existing. The commi at the revision made subsequently to that, 
undertook to repeal it, but that committee having agreed beforehand 
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that no amendment to any rule should be reported unless with una- 
nimity, and unanimity not being obtained, that rule, as a matter of 
course, came back to the House as it stood, and it is kept on its book 
to-day as one of the rules of the Hiouse. Ido not believe that a ma- 
jority of the members of the House are in favor of that rule, and I do 
believe that the time is coming and not far distant when the joint rule 
sent to the House of Representatives by the Senate at the very last ses- 
sion will be accepted by the House. Ido believe that if the Senate 
stands firm in this matter, ultimately the House will rescind that por- 
tion of that rule under which all these troubles have arisen 


Mr. President, it may be said that a ruling of the Chair, such as 
I say I believe to be correct, would do all the harm and mischief that 


positive and affirmative action on the part of the Senate as recom- 


mended by the Senator from Ohio would do. Whether it would or 


not, I can not help it. I have examined this: question with care. 1 
did examine it when the late Senator from Illinois, then President 
of the Senate, for the first time made that ruling, and I do not believe 


that the Senate can be placed in so anomalous a position by anything 
which is legitimately, fairly, and under the fules properly before the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. HARRISinthechair). Mr. President, I think 


powers of the two Houses. Referring to what my friend from Maine 
[| Mr. FRYE] has said, I wish to state with all the emphasis of which I 
am capable that it is no matter of ours constitutionally, whatever we 
may think of it personally as citizens, what kind of rules the House of 
Representatives adopts for its own proceedings. It is absolutely inde- 
pendent and we have no right in this Chamber to question the wisdom 
even or propriety of its methods of doing business. Ifthe House of Rep- 
resentatives had a rule which authorized every species of legislation 
upon an appropriation bill, it would be a matter of which we should 
have no right to complain as a body here, whatever we might think of 
it as private citizens in respect to the wisdom of that sortof thing. The 
same might be true in the Senate, and we might have a rule here which 
would authorize on appropriation bills coming from the House every 
species of legislative amendment, germane or not, so as to make sucha 
billan omnibus and put on everything thata majority of the Senate chose 
to put on, and the House of Representatives would not have the slight- 
est reason to complain of our right to propose that to them, but they 
would have aright to say, as we have a right to say on their legislation, 
that they could not consent tothat method of procedure; and when they 
said that they could notconsent to il, we should be put in the attitude 
of saying ‘* we will not carry on the Government unless the House of 
Representatives will consent to change the laws in the particulars that 
we have named,’’ a position that, of course, everybody will understand 
ig totally indefensible, absurd, wicked. There is no phrase that you can 
state it too strongly in. Both Houses are independent. 

I do not see, therefore, the forceof the criticisms upon whatever the 
House rules may be. They have aright to have their own rules ac- 
cording to their own notions of the best way ef doing their business. 
When they send a bill to us, be it an appropriation bill or any other 
bill, if there is any section or clause in the bill that comes here which 
the Senate of the United States is unwilling to agree to, either because 
on discussion it believes it to be unwise, or because on principle it be- 
lieves it has no place on that bill and it ought not to be considered in 
connection with the other subjects in the bill, and so have a general rule 
about it, the House of Representatives has no right to complain; and 
that, on the other hand, would put them, if they insisted upon it, in 
the attitude of saying ‘‘ we will not appropriate money to carry on 
the Army or the Navy or the Post-Office, or to pay pensions, unless the 
Senate of the United States will consent to change the laws in respect 
of the general regulation of this business; unless the Senate will con- 
sent to do that we will not have any appropriation atall.’’ They can 
not stand upon any such position. They never have and they never 
will, because they are just as patriotic as we are, and they, recognizing 
as we do the absolute independence of the two Houses, know perfectly 
well thatneither House can insist upon the other’s consenting to affirm- 
ative propositions that both are not willing to agree to, whether it is 
under a rule, or whether it is under a discussion of a particular ques- 
tion. 

That is all clear enough as it seems to me. Now, if we had a joint 
rule, such as my friend from Maine refers to, prohibiting all legislation 
on appropriation bills, what would be the effect of that? Suppose in 
the Senate an amendment comes from the Commititge on Appropriations 
contrary to that joint rule? The Chair, the point being made, rules it 
out of order because the custom is that the Chair on reports from com- 
mittees, and very often on motions by Senators to amend bills, does not 
make the point of order himself. Hewaits. No point of order is made, 
although the amendment violates the joint rule. On the point of order 
being suggested, unanimous consent is asked to let that go on and send 
it to the House of Representatives to see if unanimous consent can not 
be got there to do the same thing. What good does your joint rule do? 
It comes back to the point of a proposition by the Senate to the House 
to suspend that joint rule for the time being and let that legislation go 
on, and then you get into the same question. To be sure, one member 
might object and then the Speaker would say ‘‘I can not suspend it.’’ 



































What is the state of the bill then? What are you to do with it? It 
is a bill that one House has sent to the other House, and then you have 
to say ‘‘ We refuse to receive the bill at all because it violates our joint 
understanding.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Vermont a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes 

Mr. HOAR. Will not the effect of the joint rule be this, that it will 
at least confine this abuse, if it be an abuse, to the passage of those 
measures which are so clearly demanded by public necessity that they 
command unanimous consent? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be the effect, but it still does not fail 
to illustrate the proposition that as between the two Houses neither 
can act without the assent of the other, and you have only in the case 
of a joint rule accumulated difficulties of getting that assent. That is 
all ‘the re is to it. 

I repeat, the Senate has vo right to complain of whatever rule the 
House of Representatives has, be it much or little. Lf we think really 
and serionsly (which I begin to doubt) that legislation on appropria- 
tion bills is unwise, let us say so by adhering to our rule. The legis- 
lation proposed may be good in a particular instance, as in this, if you 
please, very good indeed; but if it is good in this instance, and you 
have a rule that tolerates it, the next instance may be one where it is 
very bad, and yet where you can get a majority, it may be not under- 
standing the question in the heat of excitement, or whatever it may 
be, in the fear of the failure of a bill, to sanction it. Therefore, if you 
open the door at all, you open the door to every amendment that may 
be proposed in the methods which are indie: ated, and then you load up 
your appropriation bills just as you did before. 

Now, what can we do? All that we have to do is to say by a rule, 
or without a rule by the vote of the Senate at this moment, that we do 
not think legislation on an appropriation bill is a good thing, and we 
have, therefore, rejected all the parts of the House bill relating to pen- 
sions that are legislation, and we must stand upon it; not as undertak- 
ing to dictate to the House of Representatives; we do nothing of the 
kind. We say we are unable to assent to sundry affirmative proposi- 
sitions, sections 4, 5, 6, and 7 of this bill. We are perfectly willing 
to appropriate this money to pay pensions under existing laws, and we 
are willing to consider changes in existing laws on bills appropriate for 
that purpose and not on bills paying money from the Treasury to carry 
out existing laws, and we can not accede to your proposition to change 
existing laws in this bill. 

When we do that, what does the House of Representatives say as a 
patriotic body, as it is? ‘*‘TheSenate of the United States has a notion; 
we do not think that it is a wise notion; but we have no business to 
quarrel with it. They are unwilling to legislate inthismanner. The 
question, therefore, is whether we will pay pensions under the laws as 
they stand, that either House has had the right to propose a change in 
during all its session but has not; or will have no payment at all until 
the Senate can be got to agree on this very bill or another like it to 
change these laws.’’ Neither House will stand on any such thing as 
that. You can not find a member of the other House or of this body 
who will stand up and maintain it. Our way, therefote, is perfectly 
clear. If we sincerely believe that legislation on appropriation bills is 
bad, all we have todo is to strike out under our existing rules whatever 
legislation there is in a House bill and say to the House of Representa- 
tives in a conference, or without a conference, as we do when we send 
the bill back with the amendment, ‘‘ We are unwilling to put these 
provisions on this bill; we are willing to consider them on any appro- 
priate bill at any time.’’ There is no collision; there is no contest, 
there is nothing about it except the simple independence of the two 
Houses. 

If you take the other line, and hold to this rule, which I am bound 
to say the Senator from Connecticut occupying thechair has interpreted 
as it has been interpreted ever since the rule existed, and, as I am told 
by our friend who sits here as the Reporter, who remembers more abeut 
the practice of legislation than any gentleman whom I know, as was 
the practice under special rules and orders about appropriation bills 
before from session to session, whjch carries me back to the time of Mr. 
Colfax that I referred to—if you do that, and hold to what has been 
held all this time, then you are simply driven to the alternative of say- 
ing, ‘‘ We will take the House legislation, as bad and imperfect as it 
is, and let it go,’’ or else say, ‘‘ We will strike it all out.”’ 

I remember perfectly well in the time of Mr. Wheeler, I myself, stand- 
ing at this very desk, thinkisg that possibly within this rule an amend- 
ment to House legisfation might be in order, —— an amendment 
that was clearly necessary and that nobody denied, and the Vice-Presi- 
dent, occupying the chair, ruled within this very rule as it now stands 
that it was not competent to offer that amendment to a legislative pro- 
vision in an appropriation bill because it was an amendment to the bill, 
and if one amendment were offered to it, any other amendment that 

related to that general subject by wayof addition of just as many sec- 
tions as the Senate chose to put on would still be in order, and that the 
moment you departed from the rigor of the rule you would open the 
whole question of putting on ion, which is a in- 


germane 
definite term, and which the rules provide shall be determined by the 
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Senate according to its wishes and notions, and not asa matter of strict 
order by the Chair. 

So then the real question is, I think, whether the Senate actually 
believes and desires that it will not have legislation on appropriation 


bills. If it wishes legislation on appropriation bills, it is only neces- 
sary to overrule the decision of the Chair, which has conformed to all 
previous decisions—every one—and open the door to additions and 
changes to legislation within the scope of the bill under the other pro- 
visions of the rule, or else to say, ‘‘ We will have none of it; we will 
appropriate the money to carry out the laws as they siand, and we 
will change the laws as they stand on independent bills.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me this question is one which 
affects very seriously the constitutional power and dignity of the Sen- 
ate in legislation. We send over tothe House of Representatives bills 
by the hundred. There were sometime ago when I counted them about 
three hundred Senate bills on the House Calendar or the Speaker’s 
table untouched, sent there in the ordinary way under the constitutional 
power of the Senate to propose general legislation; and they remain, 
so far as we have any official information, untouched and not to be 
touched. 

The House sends up to us such few measures of general legislation as 
persons in that body who have the power of obstructing general busi- 
ness choose to selectand approve, at the close of the session, upon ap- 
propriation bills, and if we submit to that proceeding because. of the 
necessity or convenience of a particular period of the session, you have 
extended the constitutional claim of the House to originate money or 
appropriation bills, as it is construed, to originating all legislation what- 
ever. Here is the bankruptcy bill; here is the library bill; here are a 
dozen bills which I enumerated the other day in the hearing of the 
Senate; important matters, including the bill in regard to the Presi- 
dential count; measures which have commanded almost the unanimous 
assent of this body without distinction of party, every one of them, and 
they remain absolutely untouched, and a few measures of general leg- 
islation are sent up here at the end of the session and you are asked to 
take them or to let the Government stop because otherwise the appro- 
priation bills will fail. You are asked to mature them, not by the or- 
dinary process of debate and consultation and consideration, but you 
are asked to take them in their final shape at the hands of an Appro- 
priations Committee at midnight, two or three days before the session 
ends; and you are bound so to take them or submit yourselves to the 
inconvenience and the country to the disturbance of a special session 
of Congress. 

Now, if we, by modifying our rule, or by making a special rule for 
the time being, which can be extended for every time being under the 
same circumstances as proposed by my honorable friend from Ohio, say 
that if we can not get any legislation in the ordinary way, we will take 
it when proposed by the House of Representatives upon an appropriation 
bill, you may just as well amend the Constitution of the United States 
and declare that henceforth all legislation whatever is to be proposed 
by the House of Representatives, and that we are a body exercising only 
a veto power like that of the Executive. ; 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the fact that one of the important provisions of gen- 
eral legislation in this very bill was by the Senate at the last 
session’ in our general pension bill, and the House has selected one of 
those provisions, all ready passed by us, and put that on here. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not believe any Senator will question that it isa 
most vicious form of legislation to send in provisions of general legisla- 
tion from one House to the other or from the two Houses to the Presi- 
dent of the United States with the declaration, ‘‘ This legislation is the 
condition upon which an adequate provision is to be made for the sup- 
port of the Government during the year, according to existing laws.’’ 
There was an attitude of that kind, as the Senator from Maine has said, 
taken a few years ago, and it was supported for a little while by some 

very able, some very clear-headed, some very honest, and some very 
patriotic members of this body; but on reflection it did not meet their 
approbation, I think; they abandoned the position after a little while. 
A very distinguished Senator from Delaware, whose name is repre- 
sented in this body, was quoted as having uttered thirty years ago in 
the Senate his judgment that the establishment of that practice was 
one of the most dangerous things to the Constitution of the United 
States which could possibly happen. 

The fathers of the ca he and statesmen of both parties of al! 
sections of a later generation, have agreed, as it has been agreed in 
England—because the practice of putting general legislation upon their 
bills of supply has been discontinued now for more than a century 
and a half—the agreement has been there and here that this is one of 
the most dangerous forms of legislation. In my judgment it would 
be better for us to submit to the inconveniences of an extra session, 
however grave and serious those may be, rather than make an inroad 
= the position which has been taken and assumed by the Senate 

great deliberation in this matter. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the patience of the American 
people will very long tolerate that either of its legislative bodies sha!! 
live and be fettered under a system of rules which deprives the consti- 
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tutional majority of that body of the right to consider, deliberate, de- 
bate, and decide on the grave legislative questions which affect the wel- 
fare of the American people, and carry out after that deliberation the 
will of the constitutional majority of that body. I do not believe they 
will submit to the practical overthrow of the constitutional provision 
that laws shall be made, laws shal! be changed, laws shall be repealed, 
grievances shall be redressed whenever a majority of each of the two 
bodies elected under the Constitution shall think best. 

Why, take the bankruptcy bil!; it was almost the unanimous desire 
of this body to pass that bill after full and thorough discussion and de- 
liberation upon its details; and I believe there is no legislative body in 
this country under the Constitution of whom it is not the desire by a 
two-thirds majority at least to pass that bill, and still we receive no 
notice of its passage, and I am not at liberty to say whether it happens 
that some dozen or twenty gentlemen are able by methods not in ac- 
cordance with the spirit of the Constitution to prevent the passage of 
that much-desired measure. That is a mere illustration. 

There are some gentlemen in this body who are opposed to that legis- 
ation; but I could name adozen bills which each one, probably, of the 
gentlemen who oppose that legislation favor, and which also are favored 
by large majorities of the American people and of both Houses of Con- 
gress, that fail to get through for the same reason. 

If we submit to this keeping of general legislation on appropriation 
bills, or if we make that submission easier by reversing the ruling of | 
the Senator from Connecticut and saying that instead of rejecting it in 
toto we will take it and amend it and pass it, we make that condition | 
of things to which I have alluded much more likely to be permanent. 
I think we should plant ourselves at the gate and we should say that | 





we will do nothing here which makes it easier to prevent the carrying 
out the will of a constitutional majority of the people and of the repre- 
sentatives of the people in legislation, and we will do nothing to estab- | 
lish or to continue the practice which presents general legislation to the 
Senate or to the Executive and says: ‘‘Agree to it or the supplies neces- 
sary for carrying on the Government shall fail.’’ 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the great importance of the question 
involved in this discussion must be my apology for troubling the Sen- 
ate at all upon it. 

If there be one admitted corner-stone in the structure of this Govern- 
ment of laws designed to promote liberty, it was the independence of 
the two Houses of Congress. Thereis no feature of our Government so 
frequently referred to and so emphatically expressed as the one I have 
stated in the constitution ofthe Government. They are to be absolutely 
independent of each other, and the consent of both acting independently 
of each other is to be obtained before any measure can become a law, 
no matter what may be the majority in one House or the other. 

It is obvious that for the transaction of public business for the pub- 
lic welfare a spirit of comity must prevail between the two Houses, a 
desire on either part to promote the great objects of the Government, 
not to obstruct them; forif the desire of obstruction shall prevail, then 
an illustration of our unfitness for self-government will have been 
given. 

One of the features of the Constitution securing this independence is 
that each House shall determine the rules of its own pfoceedings. It 
is true that they can make a joint rule, but it is also true that that rule 
is binding only until either House shall retize from it. It is expected 
that the spirit of comity, that a grave sense of public duty, a sense of 
self-respect and propriety will so constrain members of the two Houses 
that rules shall not be enacted in haste and repealed at mere will; but 
the fact nevertheless remains that the rules of the Senate are absolutely 
within the control of the Senate, and they may be suspended at the 
pleasure of the Senate in accordance with such terms and by such notice 
as the rules themselves may regularly provide. 

And herein I must differ from my distinguished friend from Maine, 
who in the course of this discussion has been disposed to state as a fact 
for our consideration and as having authority upon us that the action | 
of.the House in this or any other respect has been regularly in accord- | 
ance with its rules of order. I submit to that Senator we have nothing 
to do with the regularity or the irregularity of the proceedings of the 
House under its own rules. The House is, so far as we are concerned, 
a law unto itself. It may suspend its own rules from day to day; it 
= i ie wena nas a we have no right here in discussion 

consideration the regularity of the proceedings of the other 
branch of Congress either with or without colon. of their own. If that 
be so—and I say it because the Senator cited the fact that a feature of 
general legislation had been ingrafted upon a mere money bill called an 
appropriation bill, and thatit had been done under the admitted rules 
of the House—with due respect to the Senator, I do not care whether it 
was done under the admitted rules or not. If it comes to us in the 
ome 08 a tenentention, we are to treat it—how? Accord- 

rules our 0 ity i sacti 

public busi wn sense of comity in the transaction of 

The proposition of the honorable Senator from Ohio would seem to me 
to give up entirely the principle that I think it is essential for us to main- 
a first, the ence, and next, the question of the wisdom of the 

¢ we have made on thesubject, RuleX VI. That rule forbidsamend- 
ments of a legislative character upon a general appropriation bill. I 
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am not here to repeat what has often been said before, and I think sel- 
dom better said than it has been said to-day-in this Chamber, of the 
danger of permitting general legislation to be attached to appropriation 
bills, money bills for the necessary expenses of the Government. I do 
not propose to reiterate to the Senate now the reasons for that wise rule 
Long ago, upon the first examination of the subject I became convinced 
of the profound importance of avoiding legislation of that character, 
and I would protest now, as I have always protested, and this without 
exception in the last sixteen years, against the Senate being compelled 


| to legislate in defiance of its own rules and under duress because of the 


manner in which legislation was presented to the Senate 

I know that there was in some quarters a claim made to grant ap 
propriations only upon terms, that it was in the power of either House 
to couple provisions of general legislation with an appropriation bill 
and so to coerce one House, or both Houses joining together to coerce 
the Executive and compel him to give his unwilling signature toa law 
that he knew to be vicious because that bill contained appropriations 
necessary for the maintenance and support of the Government. Sir, 
against that principle I am just as much opposed to-day as I ever was, 
and I never have given to it my consent, for it seems to me that to 
yield ourselves tosuch a doctrine is to deposit in the hands of the House 
having the power to originate these bills, the power to attach to them 
such conditions as would make them masters of the whole. In other 
words, it would resolve all the powers of this Government into a single 
House of the legislative branch. 

But, sir, the Senator from Ohio says that he proposes now that we 
shall not repeal the language of our own rule, but that if general leg 
islation comes to us we may amend it. It is an axiom of mathematics 
that things which are equal to the same thing are equal to one another 
The power of amendment is unlimited, and the power of amendment 
may ingraft every original proposition that could have been conceived 
in the original features of the law. If the Senate can tack on under 
the name of amendment to general legislation anything that it devises, 
there is not a law of the United States relating to our general policy 
that may not be changed upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. President, the situation is a very serious one; it is very grave 
I appreciate it fully; but I believe always that where a principle is pro 
found and important and is recognized it should not be abandoned. | 


| do not propose by my vote to open wide this gate for the influx of 


measures without end, and to a system of legislation which I believe 
is practically destructive of all the philosophic machinery of checks 
and balances under a government of laws that our Constitution was in- 
tended to create. If it shall be that drifting along, from one cause or 
another, one of the Houses of Congress—and I am speaking now by way 
of illustration—shall have gotten its rules for the transaction of busi- 
ness into such a perfectly insensible and incomprehensible and ob- 
structive condition that no measure, good or bad, questionable or not, 
can be brought before that House for decision but that it must await 
the moment of necessity of the Government, a time when every branch 
needs money to keep it in motion, and then, and then only, ingrafted 
upon such a bill, can a hearing be obtained for those measures which the 
machinery of their rules absolutely prohibits in the ordinary, regular, 
thoughtful manner of presenting business—if such a state of things 
as that has arrived, if it be true that a republican government is to be 
carried on under that species of snap judgment and duress, the remedy 
had better be applied now and a stand had better be taken now. It 
will always be inconvenient to take it; it will always give rise to some 
extra personal labor and responsibility; but it might as well be met 
because I can see—and I think without the slightest desire of exag- 
gerating the results—the absolute destruction of all those tests for the 
justice, the honesty, the reasonableness of measures of legislation that 
parliamentary rules as known to the fathers of this Republic and to 
their descendants were ever intended to secure 

No, sir, there must be two things. Thereare two independent judg 
ments. They ought to be those of nten acting ina spirit of comity for 
a great public end. Neither can coerce the other, and neither ought to 
be able to do it. The sense of public duty should weigh equally upon 
each, and each must be responsible for the manner in which they shall 
recognize that public duty. There can not be force, but there can and 
there ought to be reason and conscience; and without reason and con- 
science, and without a senseof comity between the Houses of Congress 
between all the branches of Congress, it is in vain to talk about a just 
or a possible administration of the affairs of this great country. 

Mr.HALE. Mr. President, Lobject, forone, tothis proposition being 
considered as of the kind just stated by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr 
EDMUNDS] when in his seat and not in the chair, that it was simply a 
question whether or not the Senate desired legislation to be incorporated 
into general appropriation bills. Upon that I do not believe there is 
much difference in this body. I do not think the sense of the Senator 
from Vermont or the sense of the Senator from Delaware is any keener 
upon the dangers that may result from general legislation being incor- 
porated on appropriation bills than is mine or that of other Senators in 
this body. . 

We all realize how that it fundamentally does break up the oppor- 
tunity for discussion, for investigation, and for considering grave sub- 
jects-matter in the early part of the session when time can be given com- 


mensurately to that consideration; and there is no man here who will 
not at all proper times and places object to appropriation bills being 
made the vehicle for great measures of public legislation and precipi- 

tated upon this body in the waning daysof eachsession. There is no- 
body here who can appreciate that better than my friend the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations; there are no men in the Senate who know it and realize it 
better than all the members of that committee; and there are no Sena- 
tors here who desire to be relieved of this irksome addition to labor and 
responsibility more than the members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. So it is not, Mr. President, a question whether the Senate de- 
sires legislation upon appropriation bills. I have the right to assume 
that we all agree in.that. 

I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] as to the 
evils. I recall, with some satisfaction, my own experience in another 
place at the time that the very rule under which the House thrusts in 
the face of the Senate repeatedly great measures of general legislation 
upon appropriation bills was adopted in that body, and the efforts that 
I made to prevent it, and the evils that it seemed to me would grow out 
of it. But what I am seeking here to help to bring the Senate to is the 
practical consideration of the situation that confronts us. 

When the Senator from Vermont, re-enforced by the Senator from Del- 
aware, declares the proposition, which I beg leave to say is by no means 
new to other Senators, that neither House may coerce the other and 
that it is the bounden duty of each to cultivate a spirit of comity and 
to try to bring about harmony, there is nothing novel in that proposi- 
tion. There is nothing novel in the proposition that the body which 
legislates, which seeks to force affirmative legislation, ought not tocoerce 
the other body. The Senator from Vermont says that it is an easy thing 
for the Senate to take that attitude, and if the House sends to us legis- 
lation upon an appropriation bill and the Senate declines to accept it, 
to stand there like a rock, like a stone wall, and the Senator from Dela- 
ware and the Senator from Massachusetts say, let there be an extra ses- 
sion. Is the Senate ready to take that position? The proof whether it 
will take that position, not in argument, not in illustration, not in in- 
citement as to what we ought todo, but the real, sober question of what 
we will do, is now straight before our noses. 

The House of Representatives has sent a regular appropriation bill 
with items of appropriation for the payment “of money to the great 
army of pensioners for whom we so liberally provide year by year. In 
addition to that, it has selected certain legislation that was passed last 
year upon an appropriation bill that has worked irksomely and oner- 
ously and oppressively upon the great mass of pensioners, out of the 
operation of the rules as they are now, which gentlemen are so tena- 
cious of standing by. That iegislation was passed by this body and 
became a law, containing provisions that since then have worked to the 
damage of the pensioners, and a great uproar has come up from that 
great body of men demanding relief. The House of Representatives 
under its rules has selected those features of oppressive legislation that 
put every pensioner at the mercy of the claim agent that had his case, 
whereby he was obliged to double and more-than double the fee to be 
paid to that claim agent—the House has selected the provisions con- 
tained in that law, and under its rules has sent to the Senate provisions 
in this bill repealing those features of the law. 

Now, the question is whether, when there is good legislation upon an 
appropriation bill, when there is admittedly wise legislation upon an 
appropriation bill, when there is legislation that affects and touches 
men, women, and children in all the States who demand the relief, the 
Senate will upon the ruleand upon the attitude invoked by Senators here 
simply say, ‘‘ We decline to give this relief ;"we decline u the gen- 
eral ground that we will not suffer any infraction of the principle under 
which we mean that appropriation bills shall be passed shorn of legis- 
lative enactment.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask if it is 
not true that we have passed that identical measure and sent it down 
to the House, so that they have nothing to do but to say yes to it and 
make it a law? 

Mr. HALE. I know that very well, but the test case that is brought 
up here is the bill whereupon that beneficent legislation may be made 
a law or may be defeated, and Senators have to confront itthere. The 
fact that we have sent over a bill to the House of Representatives which 
is lodged in the great mass of matter that is piled up mountain high on 
the Speaker's table does not relieve the Senate of the responsibility. 
This beneficent legislation will pass upon the pension appropriation 
bill, or it will receive its death-blow and will not pass, and Senators 
may as well realize that they are to be confronted with this question, 
whether they shall strike this out and let it pass from this session to 
another, or will pass upon it and let it become a law now. 

If the Senate is ready upon i eo 
Vermont, and Massachusetts, and much older, abler, wiser, 

understand 


better Seeahenn Ghien Wie eihitnen saiineen Sees, @iads Gekaen 

it, but do not let the Senate be put in the attitude that it stands up 
pear weer! sequester tn a 
and that the moment the question comesin application it 
about and runs from its conclusions, and 
merited reproach on the part of the House of 


submits itself to the 
that it 
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has no faith in its declarations, and that all that the Senate means 
when it declares that general legislation shall not be put upon appro 
priation bills is that it will stamp out with its veto the measures that 
it does not want passed, and will allow to pass the measures that it 


does not see fit toresist. I want to free the Senate from that attitude. 
I do not want the House to be able to reproach us in that way. Let 
us have either one rule or the other. And it seems to me, recognizing 
all the evils that come from general legislation upon appropriation 
bills, that if this body is confined strictly to pertinent and germane 
amendments upon propositions thet come from the House, leaving us 
to deal with them, this body will maintain a consistent attitude better 
than it will if it tries to adopt this procustean rule which says no letter 
of legislation shall be allowed upon an appropriation bill, no matter 
how sound and judicious it is in itself. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this present contention I understand 
to be whether notwithstanding our rules that forbid amendments to 
be received containing geneyal legislation to appropriation bills, we 
shall nevertheless allow the House of Representatives, we having de- 
prived ourselves of that privilege, to present just such measures of gen- 
eral legislation upon appropriation bills as it desires, we reserving to 
ourselves the right to amend those propositions. It is said that isa 
practical rather than a theoretical question, and I want to look at it 
for a moment as a practical question. 

First, we agree that al] such legislation is wrong, is vicious, is dan- 
gerous, is destructive. Westart with that admitted proposition. Then 
wecome to this, that weare to receive from the House of Representatives 
legislation which, if we judge the fature by the past, will be of a 
vicious character, will be dangerous, will possibly be destructive to our 
system of government, and that we confine ourselves simply and purely 
to trying to make it better. And it is said that that is a consistent 
position for the Senate totake. I think it is an extremely inconsistent 
position for the Senate to take. 

I am utterly opposed to depriving ourselves of the right to ingraft 
upon appropriation bills such legislation as we in our wisdom think is 
propes to be enacted, and confining ourselves to the paltry privilege of 
saying that the legislation which is sent to us from the other branch 
of Congress, which has been hastily considered, illy considered, or not 
considered at all, may simply be revised and made not quite so bad as 
it is in the shape in which it comes to us, for that is all we gain by 
the proposed rule. 

For myself I believe that we have just only to be firm once, and that 
is the end of this trouble. I believe that if we have convictions now, 
to-day, at this session, .as I believe the Senate and all Senators in it have, 
that this kind of legislation is vicious and wrorz, we have but to say so 
and the trouble will beended. The difficulty about it is that while we 
all agree that it is wrong in principle, while we all agree that it is better 
in the particular case speaking asa matter of principle, to say that there 
shall be no general legislation on appropriation bills, yet some of us feel 
so anxious to have some particular measure passed which comes from the 
House of Representatives that we abandon our principle for the time 
being, and we say, ‘‘ Oh, yes; for this once let us abandon the principle 
and get this little matter of legislation which we really think ought to 
be adopted.’ “So to get a little good we submit to a very great evil. 
We can not legislate in that way. It comes every day. The pinch of 
it comes just when there js some matter like this pension matter that 
we all desire to see Itseems tome that if we once say we will 
not abandon our position and our principle for the sake of a little tem- 
porary gain, we shall have no real trouble about this matter in the 
future. 

It always comes that this argument is made: ‘‘ Why, if you do not 
take this legislation which has been sent from the other branch of Con- 
gress you are going to have an extra session, and are you ready to meet 

the question whether there shall be an extra session of P” 

Well, Mr. President, I do not believe that there is any Senator who 
desires an extra session of ; I do not believe that there is any 

member of the other branch who desires an extra session of Congress, 
but just so long as that argument can be held up to us as a bugbear— 
if that be a proper legislative term to use—just so long we shall fail to 
accomplish what we desire te accomplish in the way of legislating in a 
manner which we believe to be proper, to be constitational, and to be 
for the best interests of this Government. 

Take this bill. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] asks are you 
going to refuse to take this pension legislation upon this appro- 

bill; all the want it, and do you wish to put your- 

selves in the attitude of having an extra session of Congress by rejecting 
it from this bill? How is an extra session of Congress 
to come if we say our rules are such as prevent legislation on appropri- 
ation bills, and our principle is such that we can not accede to legisla- 
tion which comes on appropriation bills from the House of Represent- 
atives? How is pee session going to follow any such action of 
the Senate as that ar if it comes at all, eee branch 
saying, ‘‘ You must take that Page Se ion bill 
or you can not have the Now, if it be within the 
se ad fy eat ee Fase tene Gest have no idea that the House 
of Representatives is going to put itself in that attitade. Ihave no fear 
of it. I do not believe there is any such danger; but I do believe that 
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there is danger to the legislation of this country every time we are in 
fluenced by an argument of that sort. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I concur very heartily in all that | 
is said about the danger of legislation upon appropriation bills. That | 


has been too well understood, I believe, in the Senate to be denied by 


any one. d , ‘ ; : 
Here we have a practical measure before us. We have a legislative 


provision in this bill which proposes to repeal an act that was passed | 
at the last session unknown to a large number of the members of this | 


House, whereby certain pension agents are to receive out of this very 


appropriation bill some two or three million dollars. The question is | 
now whether we shall so far depart from our rule as to prevent such a | 
result, or whether we shall adhere to our rule and let the very money | 


that we appropriate here for the benefit of pensioners go into the pock- 
ets of pension agents? Suppose.we accomplish all that has been pre- 
dicted by the Senator from Connecticut; suppose we drive the House 
from its position; suppose that the House does recede and takes off all 


this legislation, what is the result? We then pass the pension appro- | 


priation bill and, according to my information, from two to three mill- 


jon dollars of the money thus appropriated will be diverted from the | 


pensioners and go into the hands of pension agents. I say that to avoid 
such a result as that, to prevent such a fraud and wrong upon the pen- 
sioners as well as upon the Treasury, from which the money is appro- 
priated, I am willing to suspend for the time being, in conformity with 
the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, the rule that we have adopted 
to govern our action in this case. ae 

The Senate I believe with entire unanimity passed a bill on Friday 
or Saturday to correct the very evil that is corrected in this pension ap- 


propriation bill. Everybody knows that the bill which we sent to the | 


House can not become alaw. We are therefore stultifying ourselves, 
simply by adherence to an iron rule, to do that which in the judgment 


not only of this hody but of the other House ought to be done to secure 
the pensioners of this country against the wrong that was done by the 


legislation of the last session. 


Mr. PLATT. The Senator will permit mea word. He saysevery- 
body knows that that bill can not become a law. I for one wish to | 
dissent from that sweeping statement. I do not know that it can not 
become alaw. I think I know that it can become a law. I think I 


know there is no. difficulty about that bill becoming a law. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I confess that I do not know, but the statement 
was made by the Senator from Maine afew moments ago that with the 
great mass of business on the Speaker’s table it was utterly impossible 
to reach that bill, and I accepted that as about the conclusion to which 
every fair-minded man would come who understands anything about 
the rules of the House. But Iam not willing tg take the risk of its be- | 
coming a law. I want tosave-this money to the pensioners of the coun- | 
try; I do not want it to go, and it ought not to go into the hands of the 





pension agents; and the question I am now called upon to meet 


Mr. HALE. The Senator means not the pension agents, but the 


claim agents, pension attorneys. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, claim agents. I am called upon to meet 
the question whether I shall vote to adhere to the Senate rule and 
thereby take from the pensioners of this country from two to three mill- 
ion dollars, or whether I shall be willing to suspend the operation of | 
that rule for the present session and secure that money to the pension- | 
ers. There is no disguising the true question we have to meet in this 
matter. I have no such great pride of opinion as to the correctness of 
the rules of the Senate. While I am willing to admit the general prop- 
osition that legislation upon appropriation bills is pernicious, yet I am 
not so great a stickler for our own rules that I am willing that they 
shall operate in every instance when I know that thereby great injus- 
tice is to be done, and done to a class of men that the Government of this 


country has been bound to make provision for. 


To adhere to the rule is in my opinion virtually saying that from two 
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| in which it comes here, because we think the rule of the House that 
| allows general legislation upon an appropriation bill is an improper 


; a a -— 


; rule? Why, sir, you can not acknowledge the independent and sover- 
eign right of the House as to its own rules and as to the manner in 
| which it shall send legislation here, and still say to it, ‘*‘ We will not 
consider it; we will not perform our constitutional duty of amending 
it, because of the manner in which you chose to send that legislation 
here.’ 

It is manifest that the consent which the Constitution requires this 
body to give, or the refusal to consent to the legislation of the other 
House, refers to the merits of the proposition, and that we are expressly 
forbidden by the Constitution from refusing to consent to it because of 
the manner in which the House shall send it here. Because they see 
fit to send it upon a general aprpopriation bill, the Constitution ex- 
pressly forbids us to refuse our coneurrence in that legislation because 
of disapproval of the manner in which the House shall have sent it here, 
| and confers upon them as upon us the sovereign right to send it upon an 
appropriation bill or any other bill or in any other way that they shall see 
| fit; and it imposes upon us the duty of saying whether it is vicious legis- 
lation—not a vicious method—whether it will benefit the country or 
injure the country. That seems to me perfectly clear, and Iam sur 
| prised that we should have any hesitation in arriving at a unanimous 

conclusion upon that subject. 

I maintain, sir, that the House has a right to send legislation here 

upon appropriation bills, and that we have a constitutional duty to 
| consider not the manner in which it is sent here, whether good or bad, 
but to consider whether it is proper legislation, whether its merits are 
such as to commend it to the country and will benefit the people. The 
independent right of the House to decide that they will send us gen- 
| erai legisiation on an appropriation bill, and the Senate’s right to refuse 
to ceusider and amend it, can not coexist, because the Constitution 
clearly imposes on the Senate the duty to consider and amend or reject 
| the legislation of the House, and not the rules of the House. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Senate 
| by debating this question any longer; but I have to vote on it, and I 
will vote against sustaining the judgment of the Chair, but in doing 
that I desire to explain that I am not adverse to the rule that the Sen- 
ate has so long observed. I believe, with every Senator who has ex- 
pressed himself this afternoon, that that rule is not only a very good 
one, but it is one that is necessary to preserve the constitutional rights 
| of this people. But the difficulty about the rule of the Senate is not 

that it is too stringent, but that it is not sufficiently stringent. © I wish 
to explain that remark. 

A general appropriation bill comes from the House and it contains 
general legislation. It has been ruled by the Chair frequently, I think 
uniformly, that.in order to get rid of that general legislation in the Sen- 
| ate you must move to strike it out and take the vote of the Senate upon 
| it. That is the uniform ruling of the Chair. 
| 
| 
} 

} 


The rule ought to be so framed as that it should be the duty of the 

| Chair, or at least the right of a Senator, on motion, to strike out any 

general legislation that the House sends us on an appropriation bill; 

and in the amendment of our rules, instead of relaxing the rule so 
| as to create exceptional cases we ought to strengthen it by making it 
| the duty of the Chair to strike out upon motion of a Senator any mat- 
ter of general legislation that is found on an appropriation bill. If we 
should take that course we would clear appropriation bills of all this 
kind of legislation, and they would stand as they were designed to he, 
the mere bills to apply the money of the people to ascertained legiti- 
mate subiects of appropriation. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Will the Senator allow me to make a 
suggestion ? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. There is a practical difficulty here. 
You strike out of an appropriation bill general legislation. Take the 


to three million dollars of the appropriations for the pensioners in the | case now before the Senate, the pension bill. You strike out all the 
bill now before the Senate shall be diverted from its legitimate object | general legislation and pass the bill, and it goes back to the House. 
and put into the pockets of the claim agents around this city and | They disagree to the amendment of the Senate striking out, and then a 


throughout the country. When that alternative is presented to me, I 


| conference is had, and the conferees are appointed. Has it not always 


will vote for the resolution of the Senator from Ohio or I will vote | been the custom of the Senate when it reaches that stage to recede from 


against the decision of the Chair that has been made in this case. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think that we have exaggerated this 


its position, so that practically when we strike out this legislation it 
| gets back again through a conference? Is it not so in a majority of 


question a great deal. The importance of prohibiting general legisla- | cases, and has it not been so generally ? 


tion upon - arse bills is certainly a general opinion of the Sen- 


ate and of 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I must interpose. I think the rule has been 


country, but that the life of the Republic depends upon | the other way. Of course conference committees have yielded, as in 


it, that a provision becomes bad which in itself is good because it comes | this case last year, but as a rule we have resisted as far as possible leg- 


upon an appropriation bill, there is no reason to believe; and the Con- 
stitution has be om? sonar against that. It has provided in the con- 
currence of the two Houses, in the veto of the President, in the respon- 
sibility of the Representatives to the people against hasty and indiscreet 
legislation; and these, and not the fact that it is upon a separate bill 
instead of an appropriation bill, are the great conservators of the coun- 


Why is it that when the House of Representatives send to us legis- 


lation, and we say we recognize 
ef that body to send it here, and to send it here upon an a: 


islation on appropriation bills. 

Mr. HALE. Was it not under the operation of this rule and under 
the operation of the construction of this very rule as given to it by dif- 
ferent occupants of the chair that this vicious legislation did creep in 
last year? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was placed there through a conference commit- 
tee. 

Mr.HALE. And that conference committee had a discretion allowed 


the sovereign and independent right | under our rules. 
priation 


Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Alabama wil! allow me, I was on 


bill, we shall still say we will not consider it because of the manner | that conference committee—— 
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Mr. MORGAN. I did not suppose I was raising such a disturbance 
on that side. Of course I will yield until it is ended. 

Mr. DAWES. The matter is perfectly clear and apparent. The 
Senate struck out the entire legislation. The House non-concurred in 
the Senate amendment. The difference between the two Houses was 
submitted to a conference committee. One portion of the conference 
committee refused to adopt that legislation, and the other portion re- | 
fused to take the bill without it, and the bill was pending in confer- 
ence and reported back tothe two bodies on disagreement several times 
until at last the two conference committees that they would 
take the legislation now on the book in place of the legislation proposed 
by the House, and the result was that this legislation that now every 
one is satisfied was vicious was forced upon both Houses by the rules 
of the two Houses. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. It was forced upon both Houses as the alternative of 
% loss of the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. And the Senate agreed to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama must 
not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I thought I had his consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has my consent. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The point I was making to the Senator 
from Massachusetts was that the Senate sustained their conferees in 
their action on this matter and eventually yielded, and the conference 
committee was permitted to legislate for both Houses by the consent of 
both Houses. I say that is the practical result, and it does not make 
much difference what you do now, whether you stick to the rule you 
have or make another. The difficulty comes about in the way I have 
indicated. ' 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from California is exactly right, in my 
opinion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am glad the Senators are agreed about it. This 
rule of course has been made the stalking-horse for a great many irreg- 
ularities in legislation. Ido not doubt that the Senate has perfect con- 
trol of its committees of conference and can instruct them to any par- 
ticular course that it may desire upon any bill that may be committed 
to their keeping. But I was not looking forward to what might be 
the results of an abuse by a committee of conference of the rules of the 
Senate or the indulgence on the part of the Senate of such abuse as its 
committee might see proper to make. 

The question with me is just this: If I vote to sustain the Chair, do 
I vote to break down the rule of the Senate? I maintain that I do not. 
It may be called a relaxation of the rule; and if precedent were neces- 
sary to justify that relaxation I could go back in our history and find 
a great many, sometimes when the matter has gone on permissively 
and at other times when it has gone on by express consent of the Sen- 
ate on its vote, for I remember frequent instances in which the Chair 
has been overruled on a ruling as to whether a particular measure was 
a@ measure included within the purview of our rnleand was prohibited 
from going upon a bill. 

This particular amendment is new legislation coming from the House. 

That everybody concedes. It is the ruling of the Chair, as [ under- 
stand, that a question of order does not lie to the new legislation as 
presented in the bill sent to us from the House. To get rid of that 
legislation we must have an affirmative vote of the Senate to strike it 
out. Then the question arises whether the amendment now proposed 
is of the character of amendment denounced in the third clause of the 
sixteenth rule. I think it is not, for the reason that the legislation in 
respect of which that amendment is germane has been, received by the 
Senate; and in proposing to amend what the House has put in and 
what the Senate has received and acted upon, we are not proposing 
new legislation in the sense of a violation of the Senate rule, but we 
are exercising a constitutional right and privilege in amending a bill 
that has been received by the Senate and is here the subject-matter of 
action, which bill, so sar as the parliamentary law is concerned, is open 
to every motion that any other bill is to. 

Here, then, is the new legislation proposed by the House before the 
Senate, having been received by it, being under consideration, and 
which will become a part of this measure unless it is stricken out. 
Finding it in this condition, the proposition under the sixteenth rule 
is to amend it, and the question is raised, you have no right to amend 
it, because in amending it you propose general legislation. My answer 
to that is, that it is not a proposition of general-legislation within the 
meaning of the rule, but it is a proposition merely to amend a 
tion that is lawfully before the Senate and upon which we have a fa 
freedom of action, just as much so as if the bill had been reported in 
the Senate and was not amenable to any rule at all. 

I merely desired to explain that in voting against sustaining the rul- 
ing of the Chair I do not wish to be understood as i this 
rule at all; onthe contrary, instead of modifying the rule I would vote 
to strengthen the rule and make it more strict than it is by requiring 
the Chair, whenever legislation of a character came to us from 





the House of Representatives, to strike it out, at least on the motion of 
I move that the Senate proceed to the 


a Senator. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. 





entertaining and 
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be taken I shall not insist on the motion. 
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{[‘‘No!” “‘Not’’] Ifa voteisto 





Mr. HALE and others. Let us try for a vote. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


withdraw his motion? 


Mr. MILLER, or New York. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Does the Senator from New York 


I withdraw the motion. 


The question is, Shall the decision of 


the Chair, holding this amendment not to be in order, stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate ? 
I ask again that unanimous consent be given to 
adopting the resolution I have offered. 
objects to it, of course that is the end of it. 


If any Senator 


The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 


mous consent to submit a resolution. 


Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read for information. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That in the opinion of the Senate amendments may be made in the Senate 


Mr. HARRIS. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


pertinent and relevant to legislative provisions in a general appropriation bi|! 
as it comes from the House 


Objection is made. The question 


is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate 
upon the pending amendment to the pension appropriation bill ? 
Mr INGALLS called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered 
Mr. {[ARRIS. One single moment, Mr. President. There are two 
facts to be ascertained by the Chair in respect to this question of order 
First, is the bill under consideration a general appropriation bil!’ 
That fact determined in the affirmative, next, is the amendment rec- 


ommended by the committee general legisla’ 


tion ? 


If that fact be determined in the affirmative, it falls not only within 
the spirit but the very literalism of the rule, and it is out of order 


That is all I desire to say. 


The question being taken by, yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 35, nays 


23; as follows: 


YEAS—S. 
Aldrich, Conger, Hawley... Pendletoa 
Allison, Cullom, Hoar, Pike, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Lamar, Platt, 
Beek, Gariand, tochem. Piumb, 
Biair, Gorman, McMillan, Pugh, 
Brown, Groome, Manderson, > 
Cameron of Wis Hampton, Mitchell, Sabin, 
Chace, Harris, Morrill, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Harrison, Palmer, 
NAYS—23. 
Call, Hale, Miller of Cal., Slater, 
Coke, Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, x 
Dawes. Jackson, Morgan, Vest, 
Dolph, Jonas, Saulsbury, ” . | 
Frye, 2, Sawyer, Williams. i 
George Maxey, Sherman, ’ 
ABSENT—18. 3 

Bowen, Pair, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 4 
Bu be Fariey, Kenna, Vance, 
Camden, Gibson, Logan, Walker. 
Cameron of Pa.., Hill, MePherson, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The decision of the Chair stands as 
the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that the unfinished business will first be 
laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senate 
resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being the bil! 
(H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

The Senator from New York moves that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the following en- 
rolled bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes: 

A bill (S. 1335) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of the 
late John V. B. Bleecker, a paymaster in the Navy; 

Abit aoe to increase the ion of Simpson Harris; 
A bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Mary A. Knawber; 
ee granting an additional pension to Watson S. 
, 
A bil H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner; 
A bill eS ; 
A bill (H. R. 1256 ing the of Ben Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief Millia Staples; 
Ati R man ie Oenief fing peo 
A bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief Se ee: 
A bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to John D. Rickards; 
A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 
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A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Young; 

A bill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Frank S. Marsh; 

A bill (H. R. 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to James McManus; 

A bill (H. R. 2920) for the relief of John Johnson; 

A bill AT R. 2987) restoring Rebecca Walcott to the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. pad granting a pension to George A. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to William Eurele; 

A bill (H. R. 3612) granting a pension to Hayden Reynolds; | 

A bill (H. R. 3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall; 

A bill tH R. 3703) granting a pension to James W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 4041) restoring the name of Zelica T. Dunlap to the | 
pension-roll ; : ; | 

A bill (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 

A bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pension to Sallie Ingham; 

A bill ir R. 4248) granting a pension to William Harbeson; 

A bill (H. R. anh for the relief of Maj. W. W. Frybarger; 

A bill (H. R. 4752) granting a pension to William Herring; 

A bill (H. R. — for the relief of William B. Smith; 

A bill tr R. 5500) for the relief of Benjamin F. Amos; 

A bill (H. R. 5565) granting a pension to Theo. Ahrens; 

A bill (H. R. 5630) granting a pension to George W. Rugg; 

A bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer; 

A bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired list for privates and non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army who haye served for 
a period of thirty years or upward; 

‘A bill (H. R. 5776) granting a pension to Louis D. Petty; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Ellen A. Vance; 

A bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to John Maloney; 

A bill tH R. 5923) granting a pension to Ruth Stratton; 

A bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to George Zeifle; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) to restore the name of Walter H. Crow to the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 
sion-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


6282) to place the name of R. W. Duncan on the pen- 


6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah S. Sampson; 
6461) granting a pension to Nelson Gammons; 
6480) granting a pension to Margaret G. Halpine; 
6594) granting a pension to Russell F. Dimmick; 
6665) for the relief of James Stack; 

A bill tr R. 6726) granting a pension to Margaret A. Maguire; 

A bill (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to John Otis; 

A bill F R. 6927) granting a pension to Merit M. Oakley; 

A bill (H. R. 6934) granting a pension to Ann J. Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 6956) granting a pension to Maria H. Sargent; 

A bill (H. R. 6997) granting a pension to Henry Davis; 

A bill (H. R. malt granting « pension to Alonzo Cornwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7141) granting a pension to Daniel W. Adams; 

A bill tr R. 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies of the inau- 
guration of the President, and for other purposes; ,and 

_ Joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late William A. Duncan. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 


After twenty-five minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 ininutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 








SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 10, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Hunrey, D. D. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Mr. ALLISON called the Senate to order, and the Secretary read the 
following letter: ; 
To the Senate : 
Pursuant to the rules, I hereby name and desi y 
signate Hon. Wi.Liam B. ALLI- 
pee = _ = the State of Iowa, to perform the duties of the Chair in my 
GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 


Wasuineton, D. C., February 10, 1885, SOR re CEp INS, 


Thereupon Mr. ALLISON took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLIson) laid before the Senate 


& communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
of the Supervising Architect to extend the limit of cost 


recommendation 
of the pnblic buildings at Dallas, Tex., and Oxford, Miss.; which, with 
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the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Publi 


Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 


of the Navy, transmitting a report of recent explorations in Northern 


Alaska by Lieut. George M. Stoney, United States Navy; which, ou 


motion of Mr. HARRISON, was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- 
companyiny: papers, referred to the Committee on Territories. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Dakota, favoring the division of Dakota 


and the admission of the southern portion of that Territory as a State; 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the New York Produce Exchange 
of the city of New York, in favor of such steps and appropriations as 
shall be requisite to place the chief city of the nation in wealth, popu- 
lation, and importance in a condition of safety, whatever foreign com- 
plications may arise; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of seamen of New 
York city, praying for the passage of the bill to amend the tenth sec- 
tion of the act to remove certain burdens from the American merchant 
marine; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New York city, interested 
in the navigation of Lake Superior, praying for the passage of the bill 
providing for the acquisition by the United States of the Portage Lake 
Canal, so called; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON. I present the petition of J. W. Sargent and 100 
other citizens of Iowa, praying for the forfeitures of the unearned lands 
within the limits of the land grant to the Sioux City and Saint Paul 
Railroad Company. As the bill relating to that subject has been re- 
ported, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of D. W. Chamberlain and 47 
other citizens of Iowa, and the petition of John O. Thompson and 50 
other citizens of Iowa, praying for the forfeiture of the unearned lands 
within the limits of the land grant to the Sioux City and Saint Paul 
Railroad Company; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of George A. Farr and 132 other 
citizens of Grand Haven, Mich., praying for appropriations for the im- 
provement of the harbor at that place; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


He also presented the petition of H. A. Lathrop, of Armada, Mich., 


| praying to be reimbursed for property taken by the United States Gov- 


ernment during the war; which was referred tc the Committee on 
Claims. 
MARGARET 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports of committees are in order, 
if there be no further petitions or memorials. 

Mr.SEWELL. Onthe 6th of February the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR] reported from the Committee on Pensions the bill 
(S. 957) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a favorable report thereon. I find that itis marked 
on the Calendar as an adverse report. I ask to have the Calendar cor- 
rected. I call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. It should be marked ‘‘ reported favorably with an 
amendment.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to the Senator from New Jersey that the 
bill might be taken up and passed now, as it was really included in the 
order of the Senate the other day,and the Calendar was incorrectly 
printed. 

‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 957) 
granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand. Is there objection ? 

Mr. JACKSON. Is there not an adverse report in that case? 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was no adverse report. It wasa favorable 
report, and it was improperly placed upon the Calendar as an adverse 
report. It comes within the order of the Senate the other day in re- 
gard to the consideration of pension bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the ma 
jority report was an adverse report, and therefore the bill was placed 
upon the Calendar accordingly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thatisa mistake. The Chair has been misinformed 
It is a- House bill granting a pension to this lady at the rate of $50 per 
month, reported favorably by the Senate Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment reducing the rate from $50 to $30. So it becomes a fa- 
vorable report with an amendment. It is not strange that it was un- 
derstood to be an adverse report, because it is one of that class of cases 
on which we have had controversy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. The bill will be read 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


D. MARCHAND. 


Be it enacted, d&-c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret D. Marchand, widow of 
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Commodore J.B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pen- case would have been taken care of at what I should have considered 


rion at the rate of $0 per month from the date of the passage of this act. os 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported from the | 
Committee on Pensions will be read. 


roper season. 


1p 
Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say a word. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 


The Cuter CLERK. In line 8 strike out “ fifty’’ before the word PLATT] has been recognized by the Chair. 


‘*dollars’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 

At the rate of $30 per month 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the attention of the Senate ought to be called 
to this bill, because it is an important one. This bill, rather inad- 





Mr. PLATT. Let me have my say first. 
Mr. INGALLS. What is the question pending? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Connecticut [Mr 


PLATT] has been recognized. The Chair does not know for what pur- 
pose he rises. 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask, for parliamentary information, what is the 


vertently brought before the Senate, is of too much importance to be pending question ? 


disposed of in the hurried manner that it seems likely to be, and there- | 
fore I ask the attention of the Senate while I state what it is. 

It is a bill of the same class as those upon which the Senate had a 
somewhat closely contested discussion at the last session. It proposes 
to pension the widow of a rear-admiral of the Navy who rendered very 
distinguished service to his country during half a century of time, if I 
remember correctly. The report sets forth fully the facts. The bill 
was passed by the House, giving her a pension at the rate of $50, which 
has come to be perhaps the settled practice of Congress in such cases. 
It was referred to the Senate Committee on Pensions, who reported it 
favorably to the extent of $30—that is, with an amendment reducing 
the amount proposed by the House to $30. 

The real controversy that is pertinent to this and to some ten or 
twelve other cases of like character now pending upon the Calendar of 
the Senate is whether the Senate will give to this lady the additioual 
$20 which has been voted by the House. It is important not alone on 
account of the propriety, to say the least, of treating all these ladies 
with some consistency, but because there are pending ten or twelve 
cases at the present time, and whatever principle is adopted by the Sen- 
ate in disposing of this case will be very naturally followed in the others. 

I do not wish to reopen the discussion upon this class unless others 
should see fit to do so, because the diséussion has already been very full 
and I could add no new light to the matter, It is as it was at the last 
session, save only that by avery emphatic vote of the Senate in all the 
cases which were called to its attention the previous precedents have 
been greatly strengthened. 

Mr. PLUMB. IL should like to inquire what is the order of business 
now under the consideration of the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asked unanimous consent that this pension bill be considered at this 

time, which was granted. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the order of business in the morning hour? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports of committees. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over. Reports of committees are now in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. As this bill was called up hurriedly, I wish to correct 
a statement I made. I am informed that it is a Senate bill. Some of 
these bills pending before the committee are from the House; but two 
or three were introduced originally in the Senate. I may have been 
mistaken as to this one having passed the House, but quite a number 
of others being exactly similar to it have passed that body, so that the 
principle involved is the same. 

Mr. PLATT obtained the floor. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to have the correction 
made and the adverse report stricken from the Calendar opposite the bill 

Mr. JACKSON. That is improper. Itwas an adverse reportof the 
majority of the committee, and the views of the minority were pre- 
sented by the Senator from New Hampshire. The bill is reported ad- 
versely so far as a pension at the rate of $50 a month is proposed in the 
bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The report is adverse so far as the additional $20 are 
concerned, and favorable so far as the $30.are concerned. The bill should 
be marked as “reported favorably with an amendment.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair finds in the Recorp of 
February 7 the following: 

Mr. Biatr. By direction of the Committee on Pensions I also report ad- 
versely the bill (8.957) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand, recom- 
mending its indefinite postponement. I submit also with the report the views 
s ae mauseey favoring the passage of the bill. I ask that the bill be placed on 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

That is the record. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is precisely correct. I have a recollection now 
in regard to it that the bill was rejected in toto; it was not sanctioned 
at all by the committee. The report as stated in the Recorp is pre- 
cisely correct. My statement at the time, in the ordi way in 
which these cases have come before the committee, should have 
that the report was favorable so far as $30 per month was concerned; 
but in this case the committee rejected the bill in toto—that is to say, 
they did not allow a pension in any degree. 

1 ought to say, further, that this was called to my attention by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania and the case called up, which I supposed 

was somewhat under my own charge, in such a way that my recollec- 
tion was a little obtuse. The bill was in my mind, however, and the 

















jection can be in 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports of standing and select com- 


mittees. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 


Pensions. 


Mr. PLATT. Have I the floor? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the Senator 


from Connecticut. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to say, if I may be permitted, that it 


seems to me the matter which we have been considering, having come 
up under the circumstances in which it has, ought not to go over into 
the Calendar under the ninth rule, but it ought to be passed over with- 
out prejudice. I trust the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMs], who 
objected to the further consideration of the bill, will have no objectiou 
to that course. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks 


that the bill may be placed on the Calendar under the eighth rule, with- 


out prejudice. : 


Mr. PLUMB. The purpose of my objection was simply that we might 


go on with the morning business. I have no objection to the bill be- 
ing placed exactly where it was before it was brought to the attention 
of the Senate in this irregular manner this morning. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire what is the rule about it. | 


uvderstand that unanimous consent was given to taking up the bill; 
the Chair asked for it, and two or three Senators spoke to it. Can an 
objection be interposed now ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that an ob 
at any time. 

Mr. HOAR. Under the eighth rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that the bill was takén up by unanimous 


consent at the time of morning business, before reports of committees 
were concluded, not under the eighth rule, and that unanimous consent 
would give the measure its right, and no objection could remove it. 


Mr. MITCHELL. That was my understanding of the case. How- 


ever, I do not care for it; but as many mistakes have been made in re- 
gard to this matter, I think it due to myself that I should state what 
I understand to be the facts in regard to it. 


In the first place, I did not ask forunanimousconsent. I suggested 


to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] that it would be-a 


roper case to consiler at this time, inasmuch as by my understanding 


it came within the rule which was afiopted in the Senate the other day 
for the consideration of pension bills. My recollection in regard to the 
report is entirely different from that now stated by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. My recollection is that the committee did. agree to 
report in favor of granting a pension of $30 a month in this case, and J 
think the report so shows. However, I think the bill may as well go 
over and come up regularly hereafter. I do not desire to press it, and 


I had no such desire at the time I made the suggestion. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will yield to me 
I wish tomakea statement. The action of the committee, according to 
my recollection of the case, was based upon the fact that we had no in- 
formation before us that an application had been made for the allowance 
of a pension. E 

Mr. BLAIR. No application to the Pension Office ? 

Mr. WILSON. No application had been made to the Commissioner 
of Pensions; and whil+ a majority of the committee, I may say all the 
members according to my present recollection, were in favor of the al- 
lowance of a pension at the rate of $30 a month, still a portion of the 
committee desired that the application should be made to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions in order that we might have the record from the 
Pension Office, and it was on that basis that the committee acted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports of standing and select com- 
mittees are now in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son, 
rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1877) granting an increase of pension to John Hall, 


report thereon. _ 
e also, from the same committee, towhom was referred the bil! (5. 


1739) granting a pension to the widow and children of the late Byram 


Pitney, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | 
ferred the following petitions, reported adversely thereon; and their 
prayer was denied: 5 Reni) ca . | 

Petition of John G. Burchfield, of Ilinois, praying for a pension; and | 

Petition of Edward Kelly, of Maine, praying for a pension. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 


A bill (H. R. 662) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Sheffield; 
A bill (H. R. 3829) granting a pension to John Beck; 


9115) for the relief of Abraham Van Assum: 

A bill (S. 2428) granting a pension to James McLaughlin; and 

A bill (S. 2114) granting a pension to Alonzo Raymond. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to | 
whom was ‘referred the bill (8. 1995) granting a pension to John R. 
Hurd, to submit an adverse report thereon. The reliefasked for in the 
bill has been granted in the Pension Office. I therefore move that the | 
bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Lensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Stotts, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 111) referring the controversy | 
between the United States and Venezuela, in respect to the awards of | 
the mixed commission, to the President, reported it with «an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing petitions, asked to be discharged from their further consideration ; 
which was agreed to: 

Petition of Ralph S. Demarest, of New Jersey, in relation to the distri- | 
bution of the Venezuela awards; and 

Petition of Margaret F. Rawdon, of Little Falls, N. Y., praying the 

of the resolution referring the controversy between the United 
States and Venezuela, in respect to the awards of the mixed commis- | 
sion, to the President. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Thejoint resolution which [ have reported simply | 
provides for the distribution of the Venezuela award as it lies in the | 
State Department, amounting to about half a million dollars, while | 
these petitioners and various other claimants are kept out of their | 
money. There is a similar measure pending in the House. I ask for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution. I think there cau be 
no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ask thatit be read for information first. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution and the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- | 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it had better go over and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- | 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7500) to restore the name of Lewis J. Blair to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley; and 

A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | 
ferred the bill (S. 2524) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts, re- | 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, | 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Adolph Weach: 

A bill (H. R. 1711) grantinga pension to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, 
and Henry C. Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 7673) granting « pension to Mrs. Adeline E. Chad- 
bourne; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Clark; and 

A bill (H. R. 5762) for the relief of Ann Lumphrey. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S, 2568) granting a pension to Mrs. Adeline E. Chadbourne, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 


} 


7724) granting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee; 

5969) increasing the pension of Frederic S. Rich; 
3701) gransing a pension to James Bradford; 

8033) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


H. R. 7707) to pension Holden Cook; 

S. 2443) granting an increase of pension to Polly Young; 

H. R. 5813) granting a pension to Rachel Smith; 

6965) granting a pension to David T. Dudley; 

7315) granting a pension to Frederick P. Dearth; and 
H. R. 2138) granting a pension to Martha Anvell. 


H. R, 
H. R. 


. 
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| ferred the bill (H. 


| ports adversely the bill named by him. 


| and the views of the minority in favor of the passage of the bill. 


| the minority. 
| dered to be printed. 


| in their medals than in any other way. 


| $500, and then anybody can get « medal at cost. 
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Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 


and submitted reports thereon 
A bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Ann E. Manchester; 
A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to John Lowe; 


A bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension to R. D. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. Rt. 1502) granting a pension to William Robinson; 

\ bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to William Gibbons; 

\ bill (H. R. 1984) granting a pension to Robert M. McKinlay 1d 
A bill (H. R. 7561) to allow a pension to George I. West 


Mr. WILSON, irom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re 
R. granting a pension to John E. Denham, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. ALDRICH, trom the Comunittee on Finance, to whom 
referred the bill (H. Rt. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructetl by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. KR. 4280) to increase the pension of 


D798 


was 


| Mrs. Martha C. Breese, to report it adversely, with the views of the 


minority recommending the passage of the bill. 
ou the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I ask that it be placed 


fhe Senator trom Pennsylvania re- 
It will be placed on the Calen- 
dar. The Senator also submits the views of the minority. If there 
be no objection they will be received and printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on .Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to Margaret A. Ringwalt; 

\ bill (S. 2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris; and 

\ bill (H. R. 6966) granting a pension to Wealthy H. Seavey. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were ageeed to; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (H. R. 2522) granting a pension to John «. | 

A bill (H. R. 765) tor the relief of Emily Agnel. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am also instructed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1079) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Emily M. Wyman, to submit an adverse report thereon, 
i 


In this case the Secretary 


‘liville; and 


ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 


| of the Navy recommended the passage of the bill to the committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Senator submits the views of 
If there be no objection they will be received and or- 


The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 
WASHINGTON 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2615) to authorize medals commemo- 


MONUMENT MEDALS. 


| rating the completion and dedication of the Washington Monument, to 


report it favorably with an amendment. 


If the bill is to be passed at 
this session it ought to be passed now; 


and ] ask unanimous consent 


| for its present consideration. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLIson in the chair). 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read 


Is there 


for information, and then we can 


| tell. 


The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont [| Mr. Morritt} sug- 


| gests that I should make a statement in regard to the bill. 


It has been customary uot only in this country but in all countries 
to commemorate any event in their history that they think important. 
Congress passed a somewhat similar resolution authorizing medals in 
commemoration of the laying of the corner-stone of the Washington 
Monument. The Monument Commission believe that the completion 
and dedication of the monument is an event that ought to be commem- 
orated by the most enduring memorial in the world, a coin or medal. 
Coins Havesurvived. Indeed the evidence of the appearance, character, 
nature, and qualities of the Romans and Grecians is better preserved 
It is usual with all nations to 
commemorate any important event in national history in this way 

The dies provided by the bill can be made at an expense of about 
I am told, coming 
from the Director of the Mint, that the medals will cost from thirty to 
forty cents apiece, so that it is not a matter of much expense; and the 
medals will no doubt be purchased by people not only in our day but, 
as the die will be kept, the medals will be perpetuated and increased 
the extent that there may be a demand for them. 

The only doubt I have about the bil! (and I wonder that some Sen 
ators have not called attention to it) is that it provides for one medal 
for each member of Congress. I should rather have that provision out, 
Hecause we are able to buy these things. But that is not an unusnal 
provision, and it is supposed members of Congress will place them in 
some library or some receptacle where they will be perpetuated and 
preserved, 
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That is the object of the bill, and I believe it is an object approved 
by all nations. England and France especially have in their galleries 
of medals a very remarkable display of skill.. The Romans were also 
very celebrated for their medals, not only to commemorate events, but 
to perpetuate the faces and names of heroes and statesmen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is repofted with an amend- 
ment which-will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. The Committee on Finance reportto amend the 
bill after the word “‘ reverse,’’ in line 7, by striking out ‘‘an exact’’ 
and inserting ‘‘a;’’ so as to read: 

That to commemorate the completion and dedication of the Washington 
Monument, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have prepared, 
at the mint at Philadelphia, medals, not less than four inches in diameter, bear- 
ing on one side the head of George Washington and on the reverse a represen- 
tation of the Washington Monument, with suitable devices to be approved by 
the Secretary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary may have leave hereafter to sit during the daily sessions 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
for the remainder of this session the Committee on the Judiciary have 
leave to sit during the sittings of the Senate. 

Phe motion was agreed to. 


MARIA SYPHAX. 


I ask unanimous consent to take up 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator yield amoment? Ihave a report 
to make. I did not hear the close of that order of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report favorably the bill (8. 2342) declaratory of the mean- 
ing of the act entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of Maria Syphax,’’ and I 
beg to ask the Senate for its immediate consideration, I think it will 
be granted if I can be allowed thirty seconds to state the purpose 6f 
the bill. 

By unanimous eonsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It declares the act of June 12, 1866, ‘‘ for 
the relief of Maria Syphax,’’ releasing and confirming to her, her heirs 
and assigns, the title to a piece of land therein described, being part of 
the Arlington estate, in the county of Alexandria, Virginia, shall be 
construed to operate asa relinguishment of any outstanding title which 
the United States may have acquired since the date of that act. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As there has not been time since I had my instruc- 
tions to report this bill to draft a written report, allow me to pines on 
the record a very brief statement. 

Maria Syphax was a favored servant of the Custis family on the 
famous Arlington estate. The family allotted her a little house and 
piece of ground. The United States afterward acquired the tax title, 
as everybody knows, to the whole estate. During that time while the 
United States claimed to have this title it passed the act of June 12, 
1866, now before me, confirming to this favored old servant this piece 
of ground. The Supreme Court afterward decided that the United 
States themselves had no title to any part of the estate. Since that 
decision the United States has acquired a full title to the property by 
negotiation and purchase, Now the United States is asked simply to 
reaflirm its act of 1866, that the old woman 80 years of age, a favored 
old servant, may have ‘the piece of ground the Custis family originally 
intended she should have. The Government yielded it to her once, 
supposing it had a perfect title, but now the claimant is advised that 
there ought to be a confirmatory act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to amend the title by inserting after the 
word ‘‘act’’ the words ‘‘ of June 12, 1866;’’ so as to read: *‘A bill 
declaratory of the meaning of the act of June 12, 1866, entitled ‘An 
act for the relief of Maria Syphax.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. VAN WYCK 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WAYNE. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 
Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to be kind 


enough to yield to me to pass a bill of purely local importance, but the 

necessity for which is pressing. The bill was re last session 
unanimously by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It 
is Order of Business 871, Senate bill 2084. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Indiana ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir, I yield; though I suppose the bill I have 
in charge will not take ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 871, being 
the bill (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the first session 
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of the Forty-seventh Congress, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a pub- 
lic building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana.’’ 

The motion was to; and the ‘Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the limi- 
tation from $100,000 to $175,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered*t, 

| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK, Mr. President—— 
| Mr. PIKE. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 
| Mr. VAN WYCK. If I can do so without seeming to be intruding 


on the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say that I think it would better subserve the 
convenience of the Senate to go.on and finish the bill in charge of the 
Senator from Nebraska. It will take but a moment, and I wish to say 
for myself that I want to be here when it is passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to say 
that debate is not in order. Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to a point of order, and that is whether 
one Senator can take the floor and then farm out the business of the 
Senate to others* I object to that mode of doing business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I shall have to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
of the Senator from Missouri is well taken if the state of the case would 
warrant it as a matter of fact. The Chair only thought, according to 
the usual courtesy of the Senate, that it was his duty to recognize the 
Senator from Nebraska in preference to any one else. 





UNLAWFUL OCCUPANCY OF 
Mr. VAN WYCK. 
993, being the bill (H. 

public lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the bill readathird time? But itis still open 
to amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. At the time the consideration of this bill was con- 
cluded yesterday the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGEer] had made 
a suggestion in regard to an amendment to the first section. While I 
did not think then and do not now think that is necessary, at the same 
time, to make more specific the meaning of this section, I will move to 
add in line 10, after the word “‘ faith,’’ the words “‘ with a view to entry 
thepéof;’’ so as to read: 


Or an asserted right thereto by or under claim made in good faith with a view 
6 entry thereof at the proper land office. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on the amendment 
anes by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill as to the language 
used in lines 10 and 11 of section 2, where it is provided: 


And the persons guilty of the violation as nearly as may be, and by descrip- 
tion if the name can noton reasonable inquiry be ascertained, to institute a 
civil suit in the proper United States district or cirenit court. 


Under the Constitution the Territorial courts are not United State 
courts. Every lawyer understands that the language here used would 
confine jurisdiction over these proceedings to the district or circuit 
courts of the United States, which are net in the Territories at all. | 
would suggest an amendment to cover this point: In line 11 of section 
2 say ‘‘the proper United States district or circuit or Territorial dis- 
trict court,’’ because the evil that this bill seeks to remedy is in the 
Territories where the district and circuit courts have no jurisdiction. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. -There is no objection to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Missouri will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 2, line 11, after the word ‘* court ’ 

is proposed to insert “or Territorial district court;” so as to read: 


a a civil suit is the proper United States district or circuit court or 
erritorial district court 


_— PRESIDENT | pro tempore. 

endment. 

Y The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 15 of the same section the same amendment 
will follow as a matter of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
to insert after the word ‘‘court,’’ in line 15 of section 2, the words ‘‘ or 
Territorial district cow 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 3, I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
having charge of this bill to the rather uncertain and nebulous langnage 
used in the proviso. Section 3 provides: 

That no , by force, threats, intimidation, or by any fencing or inclos- 
ure, or any other unlawful means, shall prevent or obstruct or shall combine 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


I move the consideration of Calendar number 
R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of the 


The amendment of the Senator 


The question is on agreeing to this 














LRRD. 





| 
and confederate with others to prevent or obstruct any person from peaceably 
entering upon or establishing a settlement or residence on any tract of public 
land subject to settlement or entry under the public-land laws of the United 
States, or shall prevent or obstruct free passage or transit over or through the 
public lands. 

Now the proviso reads: 

Provided, This section shall not apply to persons who have gone upon, im- 
proved, or occupied said lands under the land laws of the United States, claim- 
ing title thereto in good faith. 

As a matter of course a person who has goneon the public lands un- 
dera color of title or with an honest claim under the laws of the United 
States is not likely to confederate and with violence or by unlawful 
means prevent other persons from coming there. I suggest that the 
proviso be modified to read as follows: 


Provided, That this section shall not be held to affect the right or title of per- | 
sons who have gone on, improved, or occupied said lands. 


I - understand the meaning of the proviso to be to protect honest bona | 
fide settlers who have gone on the public lands claiming a homestead 
or pre-emption right. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Does the Senator think the phrase 
used does not meet the case suggested ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. Suppose that should go into court for legal con- 
struction. Are you to hold that it means that persons who go there 
claiming homesteads and pre-emptions should have the right by force, 
intimidation, or unlawful means to keep off other people? I take it 
the committee means that the right or title under the land laws of the 
United States of the honest bona fide pre-emption or homestead settler 
shall not be affected by this legislation. That I suppose is the mean- 
ing. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
would give that meaning. If the Senator thinks he can make it clear, 
I shall be happy to accept the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Iamafriend of the bill; I want it to pass; but I should 
like it to pass without danger of litigation hereafter in regard to these 
terms. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator repeat his amendment ? 

Mr. VEST. Strike out in line 9 of section 3, after the word ‘‘ not,’’ 
the words “apply to’’ and insert ‘“be held to affect the right or title 
of.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read. 

The Cater CLERK. In section 3, line 9, after the word ‘* not,’ it is 
proposed to strike out the words “‘apply to’’ and insert ‘‘ be held to 
affect the right or title of;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, This section shall not be held to affect the right or title of persons 
Lohe have gone upon, improved, or occupied said lands. 

/ The amendment was agreed to. 

* The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EDWAY A. GRANT. 


Mr. PIKE. I desire to call up Order of Business 733, being the bill 
(S. 1972) for the relief of Edway A. Grant, not for the purpose of ask- 
ing its passage, but to move its indefinite postponement. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. 

Mr. PIKE. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. The 
reason of this is, that since the Committee on Claims reported the bill 
favorably I am informed by the claimant that his claim has been ad- 
justed at the Post-Office nt, and he does not desire further 
action. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PIKE. I offer the following order for returning the papers to 
the claimant: 


ology there 


, That Edway A. Grant have leave to withdraw from the files of the 


Ordered. 
Senate the papers relating to his claim. 

The order was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I gave notice yesterday that I should ask the 
Senate to-day to take up and consider in consecutive order the House 
bills reported favorably by the Senate committees. I stated yesterday 
that there were only forty-nine of these bills on the Calendar. One 
has been passed this morning, which leaves only forty-eight. I have 
looked over them all, and I am satisfied that the unobjected cases will 

bly not a mutch longer than an hour and a half or two hours. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





That is the intention, and I think the language | 


The amendment proposed will be | 


Mr. WILSON. I object to that. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The proposition, I understand, was to take up the 
case subject to objection. A single objection would then put them over 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly; the Senator from Mis- 
souri asks that they be taken up under Rule VIII, and under Rule VIII 


| a single objection puts a bill over 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But under Rule VIII the Senate by 
a majority can proceed with the consideration of any bill that is objected 
to. Does the Senator from Missouri intend te have that part of the rule 
apply, or only to take up bills not subject to objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Subject to discussion under five minutes’ debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILSON and others objected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 


| from Iowa who has risen will proceed. 


Mr. WILSON. I wish to state in this connection that on the 19th 
day of March, 1884, the Committee on Public Lands reported a bill (8. 


| 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the 


State of lowa, and for other purposes. That bill has now won its way 
to the head of the Calendar, under Rule VIII, and it has occupied that 
position for some time. It has given away now and then from time to 
time onthe request of Senators, until it is growing so late in the session 
that it will be almost impossible to expect favorable action in the House 
of Representatives should it pass the Senate, unless it be acted on now; 
and, therefore, until sgme disposition is made of that bill, I must 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
before the Senate the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular 
| under Rule VIII. 


The Chair lays 


order is the Calendiat 


FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate now proceed to consider Order 
of Business 863, being the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation 
and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill 
named by him. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the motion, as I am informed—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it in order to withdraw the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to give my reason for so do- 
ing. 

Mr. PLUMBand Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the Senator 
from New Hampshire can not proceed. The motion is withdrawn. 
The Calendar under Rule VIII is before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. JI call for the regular order. 








PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I moveto take up Order of Business 1001, being House 
bill 7004, which has been partly considered by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1001; 
being the bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre- 
emption of the public lands and the laws allowing entries for timber 
culture. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. lL ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And I join you. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate 
question the yeas and nays are called for 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Chair state the question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of Order of Business 1001, being House bil! 7004, on which 
motion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted 
36; as follows: 


4 


is not inorder. On this 


Is there a second ? 


yeas 15, nays 


: YEAS—15 
think we can finish nearly all the unobjected cases i i : 
: 1 jected cases in one morning. | Cameron of Wix Racin eMils Plat 
It will be a t relief to all the Senators to have this done. - Doiph, aoe ee ery al om 
Mr. HA . Consider them under Rule VIII? Edmunds Itoar, Miller of N. ¥ Sherman 
Mr. COCKRELL. Consider them under Rule VIII, whereby one | “°°"S* am = 
—s will carry a bill over. NAYS 
tr. BLAIR. What is the first number? Can the Senator give us| Ani Chien Ingatis DP ireuaety 
py eeeneee Bander ? Bayard, Cockrel Jack on Pugh ; 
. i . . ‘ aw 4 Coke, Jonas, Sabin, 
COCKRELL. It is on page 11 of the Calendar. I have all of Blair. acne Si Seakiniei. 
The P i : Bowen, Culiom, Manderson Sewell, 
RESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks | Brown, Frye, Maxey, Slater, 
unanimous consent that House bills on the Calendar be taken up in | Butler. Gartand. eee” i 
i r . Z Dall, ou Morgan, on “64, 
their order and be considered as under Rule VIII. Is there objection? | Camden, eae Morrill, Wilson. 


‘ 
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Aldrich, Gorman, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa (iroome, Logan, Vest, 
Colquitt Hale, Mahone, Walker, 
Dawes, Hill, Palmer, Williams. 
Vair, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 

Parley Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

Gibson, Kenna, Riddleberger, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Order of Business 394, being the bill 
(S. 1420) to increase the efficiency of the Army of the United States, 
will now be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to its consideration. 
reported it is not present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River | 
lands, in the State of lowa, and for other purposes, was announced 4s | 
next in order; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed | 
its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been read and the read- | 
ing of the report was called for. The Secretary will resume the read- | 
ing of the report of the Committee on Public Lands where it was sus- | 
pended on a former occasion. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report, submitted by Mr. 
PiuMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, April 8, 1884. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask the Secretary at what page he is reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. About the middle of page 16. The | 
reading will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading of the report till 
1 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourof 1 o’clock having arrived 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business of yesterday, being the bill (H. R. 4976) forthe retirement and | 
recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

Mr. PLUMB. lI ask unanimous consent thatthe special order may 
he laid aside so that the report in this case, the reading of which has now 
been nearly completed, may be concluded, in order that at the next | 
sitting of the Senate when the bill comes up the bill itself may be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from New York [Mr. LapHAM] 
will forego the further reading of the report. Manifestly it is a bare 
consumption of time; nobody is paying any attention to the reading of 
it; and I do not think we have any time to waste in this way. . I ho 
the consumption of further time in reading a document that all of us 
are familiar with will not be insisted on by the Senator from New 
York. 

The PRESIDENT pro. tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consént that the pending order be laid aside informally until the 
Secretary concludes the reading of the report. Is there objectign? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I object. 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill (H. 
R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] toamend the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance by striking out sec- 
tion 5 of the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not see the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] 
who is enfitled to the floor in his seat at this moment, and I ask that 
the bill be passed over, to be taken up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the further consideration of this bill be postponed until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the special order be laid aside informally, 
in order that the reading of the report in the Des Moines River bill may 
be completed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to lay the pending order aside until to- 
morrow. ‘The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] does not appear to 
be in his seat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the pending bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
I ask the Senate now to finish the pension appro- 


The Senator who 


The bill goes over. 





Mr. ALLISON. 
priation bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, if the Senator from Iowa will withdraw his 
motion for that pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





The Chair will state the question. 


The Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate now to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7785) making ap tions for the pay- 


i 


ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
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year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7785) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, in sec- 
tion 1, line 34, before the word ‘‘ agents,’ struck out ‘* twelve”? and in- 
serted ‘‘eighteenu;’’ and in line 35, after the word “‘each,’’ struck out 
‘‘ forty-eight’? and inserted ‘‘seventy-two;’’ so as to read: 

For the salaries of eighteen agents for the payment of pensions, at $4,000 eac), 


| $72,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ in line 36, to strike out the follow- 
ing clause: 

And from and after July |, 1885, there shall be no more than twelve agents for 
the payment of pensions, and it shall be the duty of the President, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed, to reduce the pension agents to not exceeding 
the number aforesaid ; and so much of section 4778 and 4780 as isin conflict with 
this provision be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _ I raise the point of order that in the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations there is general legislation and can 


| not be entertained. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order on the ground that the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriation takes legislation out of the bill, instead of leaving it 
in. The question is on concurring in the amendment made as in Com- 


| mittee of the Whole. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, line 44, after the word “‘lights,”’ to strike out “‘ and;’’ in 
line 46, after the word ‘* pensioners,’’ to insert ‘‘ stationery, and other 
necessary expenses, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior;"’ 
and before ‘*thousand,”’ in line 48, to strike out ‘‘ fifty-three ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ fifty-six;’’ so as to read: 

For fees for preparing vouchers, rent, fuel, lights, postage on letters to the 


Executive Departments and to pensioners, stationery, and other necessary 
expenses, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, $256,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. ‘ 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, in 
section 1, line 48, after the word “‘after,’’ to strike out #March 4”’ 
and insert ‘‘ June 30;"’ and after the word ‘‘ available,’’ at the end of 
line 55, to strike out: 

And hereafter the mode and manner provided by law and regulations for the 


payment of white persons entitled to pensions shall apply to and govern the 
payment of all pensioners. 


So as to make the proviso read: r 

Provided, That from and after June 30, 1885, the salary and emoluments of 
agents for the payment of pensions shall be $4,000, and no more, per annum ; 
and of the fees vided by law for vouchers prepared and paid, only so much 


thereof as may be required for expenses incurred in having said vouchers pre- 
pared, as well as the necessary clerical work at the agencies, shall be available. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out lines 59 and 60, as follows: 

For contingent expenses of pension agencies, $3,000, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out section 2, in the following words: 

Sec. 2. That no agent, attorney, or other person shall demand or receive any 
fee for his services in pension, arrears of pension, or bounty-land claims until 
the allowance of the claim. 

Mr. ALLISON. The striking out of all the sections from section 2 
to the end of the bill is one amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been read through ; it was read through in 
Committee of the Whole. I suppose the Senator may require another 
reading, but it was read through in Committee of the Whole yesterday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate was not fall yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that although all 
the sections from 2 to 10, both inclusive, are stricken ont, the striking 
eut of each section is an amendment of itself, and therefore the Chair 
will be bound to put the question on striking out each section. The 
question is on the amendment of the Committee of the Whole striking 
out section 2, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That no t, attorney, or other person shal! demand or receive any 


fee for his services in ion, arrears of pension, or bounty-land claims unti! 
the allowance of the claim. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] ex- 
ressed a desire to take the sense of the Senate on some of these legis- 
tive provisions. ‘The bill came up suddenly without his knowledge, 
and he, supposing the order would go on, is not present. I have 
no objection to having t sections laid over. It is but fair he should 





a 





1885. 


-_—— - 


be present. I know he desires to retain some of these sections, but | 
am not familiar with his views on the subject. I know he wishes to 
ie DAWES. "y understood the Senator from Kansas wished to test 
the sense of the Senate on the legislation in the bill, but that question 
was determined yesterday. I construe the vote of the Senate yesterday 
as a determingtion to strike out and not amend the legislation in the 
bill. 


vides: 

Sxc. 2. That no agent, attorney, or other person shall demand or receive any 
fee for his services in pension, arrears of pension, or bounty-land claims until 
the allowance of the claim. 


I believe that was the old law until it was repealed at the last ses- 
sion. , 

Mr. ALLISON. Though not the law now, it was the law up to 
1878 from the beginning, | believe, of the pension legislation. In 1878 
the fee was reduced in all cases to $10, and an attorney could collect 
the fee at any time; but in 1884 the legislation on the pension appro- 
priation bill provided that no attorney’s fee should be paid except out 
of the claim. So this is a re-enactment of the law as it stands now, 
so far as section 2 is concerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is now 
present. He and the chairman of the Committee on Pensions are much 
more familiar with these provisions than I am. The Senator from 
Khnsas desired to raise some question on the legislative provisions of 
the bill. He can now do so. 





| 


| 
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The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out section &, as follows: 


Sec. 8. That this actshall not be so construed as to prohibit any claimant the 
prosecution of whose claim has been heretofore abandoned by his attorney from 
employing another attorney or agent, but in no such case shall the fee paid such 
attorney exceed the sum of $10, under the penalties of the sixth section of this 
act: Provided, That if such new attorney successfully prosecute such claim, that 
the original attorney or agent shall not be allowed to demand or receive any 


|} part thereof, under the penalties of the sixth section of this act 
Mr. SHERMAN. The very first legislative section in the bill pro- | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be read. | 


The Cuter CLERK. The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole was to strike out section 3, in the following words: 


Sec. 3. That all fees in pension claims shall be paid by the agent for paying 
pensions out of the first installment of pension due the claimant; and noagent, 
attorney, or other persons shall receive any fee for his services in a pension 
claim, except through the agent for paying pensions. 

The amendment was concurred in. , 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out section 4, in the following words: 


Sec. 4.. That the fee in all pension, arrears of pension, or bounty-land claims | 
shall be $10, except in cases of special written contract, filed in the Pension Office | 
and approved by the Commissioner of Pensions, as hereinafter provided. The | 


claimant may contract with his attorney of record, in writing, in such form as 
the Commissioner of Pensions may prescribe, for a fee to an amount not ex- 
ceeding $25, except in claims for increase of pension where no new disability is 
al , in eases of pensiéns for service, and in all claims filed in the Pension 
Office after June 28, 1878, and prior to the 4th day of July, 1884, in whieh cases 
no fee above $10 shall be contracted for; and in all claims filed prior to the pas- 
sage of thisact the attorney shall file a statement, under oath, duly attested, set- 
ting forth the amount of fee already received by him, and the amount already 
received shall be deducted from the fee allowed by this act. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee 6f the Whole was to 
strike out section 5, as follows: 
' Src. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe rules and regulations 
governing the recognition of agents, attorneys, or other persons representing 


claimants before his Department, and may require of such persons, agents, and 
attorneys, before being recognized 


shall show that they are of good moral character and in good repute, possessed 4 


as representatives of claimants, that they | 


| 


of the necessary qualifications to enable them to render such claimants valuable | 


service and otherwise competent to advise and assist such claimants in the pres- 
entation of their cases; and such Secretary may suspend, debar, dismiss, and 
disbar from further practice before his Department any such person, agent, or 
attorney shown to be incompetent, Soar. or who refuses to abide by the 
said rules and regulations, or who shall in any manner deceive, mislead, or 


threaten any claimant or presumptive claimant by word, circular, letter, or by 
advertisement. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out section 6, as follows: 


Sec. 6. That any agent or attorney or other person instrumental in prosecut- 
ing any claim for pension, or arrears thereof, who shall directly or indirectly 
contract for, demand, or receive and retain any compensation for his services or 
instrumentality for prosecuting a claim for pension, or arrears thereof, greater 
than is herein provided. or in any other manner than herein provided, or shal! 
willfully or knowingly make a false statement in regard to the amount of fee 
Rare ees hak be deemed —_ of ahi asingauseanes, —_, upon om 
J . r every such offense be fined not exceeding $1,000, or be 
confined at hard labor not cauael . 


two years, or both, at the discretion of the 
am and be forever afterward debarred from practicing before the Pension 


The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out section 7, as follows: 


Sec. 7. That no agent of attorney shall either demand or receive, on account 
of the p of any claim provided for under the provisions of this act, 
where such claim was filed after the 28th day of June, 1878, and prior to the fth 
day of July, 1884, any fee or sum of money in excess of $10; nor shall said $10, 
or any part thereof, id to any agent or attorney until he make and file in 
the of the Commissioner of Pensions the affidavit provided for in section 
4 of this act; and if it shall appear from said affidavit, or in any other way, that 
all or -— part of said $10 has been paid, itshall be deducted therefrom, and the 
residue, if any, shall be paid tosuch attorney as hereinbefore provided: Provided. 
That this act shall not be so construed as to interfere with any contracts, entered 
into fairly and without fraud or duress, for the prosecution of claims filed after 
the 4th day of July, 1884, and prior to the passage of this act; and that any per- 
son who 1 violate the provisions of this act shall be, upon conviction, pun- 

as provided in the sixth section of this act. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


| 


| 
| 
| 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike out section 9, as follows 

Sec. 9. That hereafter no person or persons who may have been heretofore en- 
gaged in the prosecution of pension or bounty-land claims of any character what 
soever, and who may have heretofore collected on account thereof any sum what 
ever, shall be allowed to sell, assign, convey, or make over to any other person 
any such claim or claims, so as that it shall be lawful for any vendee or assignee 
of such claim or claims to demand or receive any other or greater fee than is 
hereinbefore provided for; nor shall such vendee or assignee be allowed to re 
ceive anything therefor until the vendor or assignor of such claim or claims, if 
alive, shall make and file in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions the affida- 
vit provided for in the fourth section of this act ; and any person or persons who 
shall violate the provisions of this section shall be subject to the penalties im- 
posed by the sixth section of this act: Provided, That the provisions of this act 
authorizing contracts for a fee of $25 shall be limited to attorneys or agents re- 
siding in the State where the claimant resides, and shai! not extend toagents or 
attorneys in the District of Columbia; and it shall be unlawful for any agent or 
attorney residing in a State of which the claimant is resident to enter into part- 
nership with or otherwise to divide the fee of $25 with any attorney or agent 
residing in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was to 
strike opt section 10, as follows: 

Sec. 10. That all the provisions of the act making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, approved July 4, 1884, relating toclaim 
agents and attorneys in pension cases, are hereby repealed: Provided, That as 
to offenses committed under said act all the provisions thereof shall remain in 
full force. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that the Senate by its action yester- 
day resolved upon the ‘subject of general legislation upon general ap- 
propriation bills to be hereafter virtuous; that there should be no more 
cakes nor ale, and that ginger should not be hotin the mouth. Ishould 
like to ask the Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, whether he regards the action of the Senate yesterday; 
as expressing the sense of this body, binding upon that committee that 
hereafter there shall be no legislation admitted upon these bills ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly regard the action of the Senate yester- 
day as requiring the Committee on Appropriations as well as the Senate 
to observe the rule as it was interpreted. While, of course, I can not 
speak for all the members of the Committee on Appropriations as to 
how they may vote upon special questions, for myself I believe the 
Comnfittee on Appropriations practically to be instructed to report these 
bills without legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. And that there is to be nosurrender in committees 
of conference? I ask whether the instruction goes that far ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can only speak for myself, as I say. 

Mr. INGALLS. Speaking as the organ of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. For myself I regard the action of yesterday as re- 
quiring a committee of conference on the part of the Senate not to 
report legislation here without the instructions of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. And that the conference committees are to adhere 

to the instructions even if the appropriation bill sheuld fail? 
. Mr. ALLISON. They would, of course, in that event probably take 
the advice of the Senate. I certainly would not undertake to force an 
extra session of Congress by the failure of appropriation bills without 
taking the advice of the Senate. But I repeat that as a member of a 
conference committee, if the presiding officer of this body should eve: 
appoint me upon such a committee, I should not feel, after the vote of 
yesterday, that I was permitted to agree to legislation upon appropria- 
tion bills. 

Mr. INGALLS.. Without further order from the Senate ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. INGALLS. There appears to have been some discrimination 
exercised by the Committee on Appropriations in their report upon this 
bill. Some of the general legislation that came to us from the House 
of Representatives has been stricken out; other of that legislation the 
committee have allowed to stand. I am unable to see why, ifthe rule 
is to be applied, it should not be applied uniformly. 1 will, therefore, 
ask the Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, whether the matter contained upon page :2, from line 18, after 
the word ‘‘dollars’’ to and including the word ‘‘ made ”’ in line 29, is 
not general legislation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that it was 
not so regarded by the committee. It is open, I think, however, to the 
criticism ofthe Senator from Kansas, inasmuch asthe word “‘ hereafter ”’ 
is inserted in line 18. If that word should bestricken out, the provis- 
ion would in no sense be legislation. It isa mere regulation of the 
appropriation of $500,000 for fees and expenses of examining surgeons. 








Sanendsoeteabideiea eee 


1482 


Mr. INGALLS. Let me ask the Senator if the proviso from lines 23 
to 29 is not general legislation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not so regard it. It is a mere regulation as to 
how the appropriation of $500,000 shall be expended 

Mr. INGALLS. Is not the proviso which closes the paragraph, from 
lines 29 to 33, general legislation ” 

Mr. ALLISON. That might be so construed, although it is claimed 
by many good lawyers that that isthe law now. But I will say to the 
Senator from Kansas that although that is general legislation, for one I 
was not willing to report the bill with that provision stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is, the Senator thought it was valuable and 
necessary legislation, and therefore preferred to leave it in. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; not precisely that. The Senate has twice 
passed that provision as a bill separately. Of course the Committee on 
Appropriations could report to strike it out, or any Senator could move 
to strike it out. If the Senator from Kansas thinks it ought not to be 
in the bill, he can now move to strike it out. I do not myself regard 
that clause as a change of existing law. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is a change of existing law although it is not a 
change of existing practice in the Pension Office. Of course it seems 
inequitable and unjust that the Government after having mustered a 
soldier, subjecting him to the most rigid examination, should be al- 
lowed, when he applied for a pension, to say that he was not sound when 
hewasenlisted. After having accepted his services, it appearsas though 
the Government should be estopped from denying his soundness or his 
capacity to serve. 

Upon inquiry at the Pension Office the other day, I was informed by 
the Commissioner that the law is now practically interpreted in that 
way, but that it is necessary that there should be a discretior left in 
the pension examining officers for the reason that certain disabilities 
might have existed at the time of offered enlistment which did not 
render the man unsound within the purview of the law. That is to 
say, the loss of the left eye did not rendex.a man incompetent to be 
mustered; the loss of a little finger was not such a disability as ren- 
dered him incapable of being mustered. Therefore, if the soldier now 
applied for a pension upon the ground of loss of left eye or of little 
finger he ought to be compelled to show that those disabilities were in- 
curred in the service after his enlistment and did not exist at the time 
when he was mustered. Obviously that is just. It appears to me, 
however, that the proviso contains general legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the word “hereafter,’’ in line 18 of 
section 1, be stricken out after the word “‘and;”’ so as to read: ‘‘ And 
each member of cach examining board shall,’’ &c. 

The PRES{! NT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I understand from the Senator from Iowa that he 
keeps in the proviso found from line 30 to line 33, which is certainly 
new legislation, and that is retained in the bill because the Senate has 
heretofore expressed its judgment that it is proper legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. To what line does the Senator refer? 

Mr. JACKSON. The proviso from line 30 to line 33. I understood 
the Senator to state that that new legislation was retained by the com- 
mittee because it had received the sanction of the Senate heretofore in 
separate bills that had covered that provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the Senator misunderstood me. . The Senator 
from Kansas interrogated me upon this point, and I stated to him that 
the Committee on Appropriations understood this to be a mere asser- 
tion of the law as it now exists, and therefore we did not choose to rec- 
ommend that it be stricken out. Of course any Senator can make a 
motion to strike it out. 

Mr. JACKSON. It is clearly new legislation. Instead of moving 
to strike it out, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to add asan 
amendment the bill the Senate passed last Friday on the subject of 
pension fees. 


Mr. ALLISON. That relates to that part of the bill found on page 
4 and the succeeding 
Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. It seems to me that when the Senate 


referred that bill to a committee of this body, when it received its 
investigation and sanction, and then was unanimously adopted by the 
Senate, consent ought to be given to allow it as an amendment to this 
bill rather than that the legislation should fail. I ask the consent of 


the Senate that the bill passed by the Senate may be taken as an 
amendment to the pension ill. 


ropriation b 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be read. 
Mr. JACKSON. The amendment I propose is the biil that was 


passed by the Senate on Friday. 
The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Tennessee asks 


unanimous consent that the bill be amended by adding thereto what 
will now be read by the Chief Clerk. 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the matter contained in Senate 


bill Na. 2511. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Chief Clerk is not reading the bill as it was 
passed by the Senate on Friday. At the close of the second section we 


inserted the words “under such regulations as the Commissioner.of 
Pensions may prescribe.’’ 
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Mr. JACKSON. I sent to the desk the reprint of the bill, and | 
supposed it contained the exact amendments that were adopted by the 
Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper the Senator from Tennes- 
see has sent to the desk the Chair understands is not a correct reprint 
of the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. My idea was to propose the reprint with the amend- 
ments as adopted. The Secretary can procure a correct copy of the re- 


rint. 
: Mr. MITCHELL. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the 
bill as it was passed by the Senate was incorrectly printed at first. 
After the incorrect print was received it was returned to the Printing 
Office, and a correct reprint is now here. I have a copy of the correct 
reprint, which was furnished me this morning. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is the amendment I desire to offer. 
Senator from Pennsylvania send that to the desk ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent that there be 
will be read for information. 

Mr. DAWES. Before it is read I should like to ask the Senator from 
Tennessee if it is his proposal to ask the Senate unanimously to reverse 
the decision of yesterday ? 

Mr. JACKSON. I suppose that would be the effect of the request. 
Inasmuch as some new legislation is retained in the bill that the Sen- 
ate has heretofore approved, I ask that the Senate retain this, which the 
Senate has also approved by a unanimous vote, I believe. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the majority of the Senate will take notice of 
the fact that it is proposed to-day by a unanimous vote of the Senate 
to undo what it did yesterday and reverse the construction put upon 
the rule yesterday, so that to-morrow we shall know exactly the opin- 
ion of the Senate upon the subject of inserting legislation in appropri- 
ation bills. Yesterday we decided that come what may there should 
be no legislation in an appropriation bill; and we are asked now unani- 
mously to say that that means only such legislation as we do not like ! 

Mr. JACKSON. There is just this difference in the two cases which 
occurs to me, that the amendment recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations, which was stricken out yesterday on the point of order 
as being legislation on an appropriation bill, had never received the sanc- 
tion of the Senate and had never been considered by the Senate. My 
proposed amendment has received the sanction of the Senate; it has 
been investigated by a committee of this body; it has been reported to 
the body and adopted by the body. 

Mr. DAWES. I suppose that means that it is only a question of 
time at what time we shall introduce independent legislation on an ap- 
propriation bill—that is, before it has been considered or after it has 
been considered by the Senate asa te measure. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not think the Senator from 
Massachusetts states the case correctly. The Senate did not resolve 
yesterday that, come what may, no general legislation should be placed 
bills. It simply decided that er the 


*general a ion bills. That is all the Senate decided. 

Mr. DA I understood the Senator from Wisconsin, whom | 
am following implicitly, to say that he understood it in the way I 
stated 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAWES. I su I did. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Wisconsin voted 
to give a construction to the rule as he understood it. He did not 
vote at all upon the question as to whether general legislation shal! 
not be placed upon general appropriation bills, but simply that unde: 
the rule as it now is if objection be made ral legislation can not be 
placed upon general appropriation bills; that is all. 

Mr. PLATT. I am opposed to general legislation on appropriation 
bills, and I an nae See er nena Ido 
not like to be ee in a position where, tocarry out my ideas of prope: 
legislation, I must object to a proposition of this kind; but as my posi- 
tion is founded on principle, and as I believe it is better to adhere to 
the principle than to violate it whenever there is some legislation pro- 
posed which we desire to have enacted, I shall object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MorGAn in the chair). The Sen- 
ator eee t objects to the amendment suggested by the Sei 

tor 


Mr. President, while I am opposed as much as any 
man in the body—and have so held for the ten years I have been in 
the Senate—to on appropriation bills, that is not now the 


Will the 


The Senator from Tennessee asks 
added to the bill as amended what 


The Senator misunderstood me. 


Ha 


a comes from the House to the Senate on 

bill. be wise legislation or it may not be. 
may Vine but defective, question then comes up, can the Sen- 
ate that which has reached us from the House und:r 


amend legislation 
their rules? It is conceded by all that— 
a House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members. 


And: 
Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings. 
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That is entirely clear. There is another «.ause in the Constitution 
which bears on the proposition: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives ; 
but the Senate may prepose or concur with amendments as on other bills. 

It occurs to me that although each House may adopt rules for its 
own government, yet those rules must be consistent with the provis- 
ions of the Constitution. They can not be in conflict, but they must 
be in conformity with its provisions. In the only case in which the 


House has the exclusive right of originating a bill, a revenue bill, that | 


clause itself reserves to the Senate the right to propose or concur with 


amendments as on other bills, thereby showing conclusively that it is | 


the constitutional right of the Senate to propose amendments or to con- 
cur in amendments. ~ 

That being the case, a rule, under the power given to each House to 
make its own rules, must conform to the Constitution and not violate 
it. How can a rule of this body deprive a member of the Senate or 
the Senate of the right of amending any bill whatever that comes here 
from the House ? ! 

So, not pretending to be a rule man, I do not believe that any rule 
can be adopted which will deprive a member of the Senate or the Sen- 
ate of the right of making an amendment germane to any proposition 
which comes to us from the House. 

As to the manner in which a bill should come to us from the House, 
the House determine that; we have nothing to do with it. It is their 
business, not ours. The Constitption does not provide any specific 
method in which a bill shall be drawn. It is perfectly true that most 
States have determined it to be wise that no bill shall relate to more 
than one subject, and that the subject shall be set forth in the caption, 
but that is not required by the Constitution. A bill comes to us. It 
matters not how it comes. It contains legislation, and the Senate be- 
lieves that that legislation ought to be amended. The Senate has the 
right under the Constitution to amend, unless that right is destroyed by 
reason of a rule which is adopted by this body. Can a rule be made in 
such a manner as to deprive any member of the Senate of a constitu- 
tional right? I think not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
JACKSON } asks the unanimous consent of the Senate to offer an amend- 
ment. Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAtrT] objects, and the 
amendment is not before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out the proviso after the word 
* made”’ in lines 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33 of section 1, on the ground that 
it is general legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senate will not do any such thing. 
That would be carrying our new idea to an extreme extent. There is 
not a man in the Senate who does not know that this provision sent to 
us by the House is right and just, and that it is a gross outrage and a 
shame that a man should now at the end of twenty years be compelled 
to prove a fact which the Government by its own officers, by its medi- 
cal examiners, admitted at the time when the soldier commenced his 
service. He may have passed through the service, he may have been 
wounded, and now he may be absolutely unable to prove that when he 
entered the service he wasawell man. Although the Government cer- 
tified it, its medical officer found it, and his services were received and 
he performed those services, yet it may be a physical impossibility to 
prove the fact. Some cases have been brought to my attention where 
it is absolutely impossible for a man to prove the condition of his health, 
the condition of his hody twenty-odd years ago. 

See Will the Senator fm Ohio yield to me for a mo- 
ment ? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is the rule in reference to privates, but I 

believe the officers are subjected to no examination, yet this proviso in 
the bill would relate to the cases of officers who are subjected to no 
such examination ove to enlistment. 
Mr. SHERMAN. This is a just provision. Why should we strike 
it out merely because all at once we find out that it is wrong to put 
legislative provisions upon an appropriation bill? We have done so 
repeatedly. I venture to say that there has hardly been a single gen- 
eral bill in the last twenty years—sometimes the 
fortitication bill or some other little bill may have passed without it— 
that has not had legislative provisions init, and we have put them on 
ourselves time and time again. I would not carry on this farce any 
further. I shall not vote to strike out the proviso, and I shall insist 
upon the yeas and nays. 

Mr. INGALLS. So shall I. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we are going to do it, then let us strip these 
appropriation bills and say to the House that they shall not correct an 
error when they have made a mistake, that they shall not do anything, 
by unanimous consent. Now, because it has been misplaced or has not 


been dotted or that the t’s are not crossed, or because of some other 
critical which is made, it is p to deny to the soldier a 
rule that is manifestly equitable, just, right, and which we all know 
= I for one shall not vote for any such proposition. 


‘ir. VOORHEES. What is the motion of the Senator from Kansas? 
I did not hear it distinctly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report it. It 
has not been reported by the Chief Clerk. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Is it to strike out the proviso entirely ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the amend- 
ment proposed bythe Senator from Kansas- 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 29, after the word ‘‘ made,’’ 
it is proposed to strike outdown to and including the word ‘‘ rebutted ’’ 
in line 33, as follows: 

Provided, That all applicants for pensions shall be presumed to have bad no 
disability at the time of enlistment; but such presumption may be rebutted. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Kansas moves to strike out 
the proviso which has been read. In that I can not agree with him. 
The suggestions made by the Senator from Ohio have been in my mind 
for years past, and they have been greatly strengthened within the last 
few months. 

When a soldier went to enlist in the service of his country he under- 
went the severest physical examination a man ever undergoes who is 2 
well man. There is no such examination ever given tothe human sys 
tem, unless it is down prone with sickness, as the medical surgeons gave 
to the men when they were enlisted. With a certificate that the man 
was fit to fight, that he was well enough toshoulder a musket, sound 
enough to sleep on the ground, and live on hard food, he went to the 
front. I think a meaner, more contemptible spectacle no government 
ever presented than that which is presented by the Government of the 
United States saying that that is not an estoppel; that it can go behind 
that and prove that the certificate of the agent of the Government was 
false, and that the soldier was not a sound man. After obtaining his 
service on the field, his exposure to death, his wounds, his blood and 
all, it can then turn around and say when he applies for a pension, 
** Despite the certificate which we gave you in order to get your serv- 
ices, you are not a sound man.’’ 

Certain instances have come to my mind of the most shocking char- 
acter. During the last canvass of the State of Indiana, in which I was 
engaged, I remember well—I remember the town and the place and 
the grove where it occurred—a little Irishman came up to me to show 
me his pension papers. In looking at them I saw that the last com- 
munication between him and his Government was a paper stating that 
his pension claim had been rejected: because he was not sound at the 
time of enlistment. I asked him how long he had served. His papers 
showed he had been in the service three years and a half; he had been 
mustered out on the great campaign closing in Virginia. While talk- 
ing with him I observed on his coat lapel something that I took to be 
a silver dollar. He was so poorly dressed that I wondered he should 
have anything like an ornament upon him. I investigated and found 
that under a law which scarcely a Senator on this floor now knows 
exists, he had been decorated by his Government with a silver medal 
given to a private by order of the War Office, and which read as fol- 
lows substantially: ‘‘ Presented to Michael Torpey for distinguished 
and conspicuous gallantry at Edgefield Junction, Tennessee, August 22, 
1863.’’ There stood that man crippled and warped with inflamma- 
tory rheumatism, which he had contracted by lying upon the ground 
in the service, decorated with a medal, of which a soldier of Napoleon 
might have been proud, on one lapel of his coat and in his pocket a 
letter from the Commissioner of Pensions telling him that in despite 
of fifty battles and in despite of his decoration of honor, nobler to him 
than the cross of the Legion of Honor ever was to a soldier of Europe, 
his pension application was rejected because he was not sound when 
he was mustered into the service. 

I state this case among hundreds and thousands, but I state it be- 
cause it is a very strong one. The Government had had that man’s 
service. He came out broken; he came out decorated; and he was re- 
I do not know whether 
he has since succeeded in getting a pension. That man had been thor- 
oughly examined, the surgeons had passed upon him, and he was so 
sound and his conduct so good that he received distinctions unusual in 
our service. I could detail, if I saw fit, the circumstances which called 
for this unusual attention and honor on the part of his country. He 
had been told to retreat from an exposed position. Although a pri- 
vate he was virtually in command of a squad of men, for courage takes 
command over rank in desperate situations. His commanding office: 
from a place of safety called upon him to come back from there or he 
would be killed. In the midst of shot falling thick and fast he ex 
claimed over his shoulder, ‘‘ What are we here for.except to be killed 
or hold this place?’’ and they held it. 

Yet this Government rejects pensions on the ground that men like 
him, whose services were given, were not sound. I interrogated him 
a little more and [ found the usual explanation, that somebody had 
testified that some time in the years gone by he had had some rheuma- 
tism perhaps, had been seen a little crippled up. Suppose he had, 
what care I whether he was sound or not; when a man gives such 
services as that, I shall not pause fora moment, had I the power, to 
question a man’s right to a pension. Evenif he had limped before he 
went into the service he earned a pension 

I hope this clause will stand inthe bill as it is. 
in the law long before now. 
and it will stay. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana to the 
fact that morethan a year ago the Senate sent to the House a bill which 
provided that service in the Army should be prima facie evidence ot 





Itshould have been 
It istardy justice, but it has come at last, 
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soundness, and to the additional fact that that bill has not yet become 
a law. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Maine I suppose is alluding to 
the amendments of what is called the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is a mixed-up affair, I thought unfortu- 
nately presented, though the measure the Senator speaks of was en- 
tirely right, and I voted for it here. ; 

Mr. FRYE. Now I desire tosay one word farther, called out by the 
remark of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. ‘Theblame, if there 
is any blame, for the position in which the Senate is placed to-day is 
that of the Senate alone, a majority of it. A proposition comes before 
the United States Senate which under the ruling of the presiding offi- 
cer can not be stricken out on objection or on a point of order; it can 
only be stricken out by a vote on a motion to strike out. The motion 
to strike out is made, as the motion now is made in this case, and the 
presiding officer of the Senate rules that that motion being made the 
subject-matter of it is not open toamendment; that it must be stricken 
out. The Senate yesterday by a vote on the yeas and nays sustained 
the presiding officer in that ruling, and he having been sustained in it 
by the Senate there is ut one thing for the Senate to do, and that is to 
strike out. 

I respectfully contend that the majority of the Senate was wrong; 
that when it was admitted that you can not act upon general legisia- 
tion on an appropriation bill in the Senate except by a motion to strike 
out, the moment the motion to strike ont is made that general legisla- 
tion is before the Senate for consideration, and there is no rule, there 
is no parliamentary law, when a matter is before a body like this for 
consideration, which preventsamendment. On the contrary, it is open 
to amendment just so long as any Senator in this body desires to 
amend, there being no previous question here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to ask my friend from Maine if he does not 
know that there is an express rule which requires that a motion to 
amend a clause proposed to be stricken ont shall first be put before the 
motion to strike out can be put? The motion to strike out this clause 
can not be put to the Senate until every Senator here has had an oppor- 
tunity, according to the express rule, to move to amend the part pro- 
posed to be stricken out. 

Mr. FRYE. I thank the Senator from Ohio for the suggestion. I 
was going toadd further that the whole spiritof Rule X VII1is that when 
a motion is made to strike out, the part moved to be stricken out shall 
be open to amendment, and it is the right of every Senator before he is 
compelled to vote on the question of whether or not a proposition shall 
be stricken out, to modify it, to improve it, to make it satisfactory to 
himself or to the Senate before he is compelled to vote on the yeas and 
nays whether or not it shall be stricken out. I say there is only one 
exception known to parliamentary law, and that is where ina body by 
its rules there is a previous question, and that previous question is 
ordered by the required vote of that body. Then amendment and 
discussion are cut off; but no Senator can name another instance in 
parliamentary law or in the rules of any legislative body in the United 
States of America, where a proposition is legitimately before the body 
and a motion is made to strike out a portion of that legislation, that 
that proposition is not open to amendment. 

So I contend respectfully that my vote was, right yesterday and that 
the ruling of the presiding officer was wrong yesterday, and that the 
Senate did not avail itself of the opportunity it had then to overrule 
that ruling of the presiding officer. 

Why, Mr. President, the Senate by that iron rule is only going to 
put itself into the position in which the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas three or four days ago would place it. Itis only going 
to compel the Senate in time to adopt the rule that any proposition, 
any amendment, germane and relevant shall be in order, fur so long 
as the present rule abides in the other House, and general legislation 
comes here, ay, even without the rule, it is in the power of the ma- 
jority of the House to put general legislation on the appropriation bills, 
and so long as that condition of things exists there is no power in the 
Senate toamend. The Senate itself would in cases like the one now 
under question be compelled to open its own rules, which I should re- 
gard as a very serious misfortune. I believe that the iron rule will 
compel us to do what in my judgment we ought not to do, provide by 
our own rules to pnt general legislation on appropriation bills. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator allow me a remark 
right here? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Rule XVI provides that— 

No amendment which pempenes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, &e. 

A few days ago the Senator from Kansas proposed a resolution look- 
ing to an amendmentof that rule. That resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Rules, of which my friend from Maine is the chairman. 
1 do not know whether the Committee on Rules has taken any action 
upon iter not. All that I know is that it has not.yet been reported to 
the Senate from that committee. 

The Senator now says that he should regard the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas as a very unfortunate 
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thing; but he proposes by construction to open the rule quite as wide 
as the Senator from Kansas proposes to open it by his resolution, so that 
it would make very little difference in the result whether the rule were 
opened wide by the construction which the Senator from Maine desire, 
to be given to it or by the resolution of amendment proposed hy the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Wisconsin state hetore 
taking his seat, as I have been absent from the Senate for some days, 
in what manner and to what extent the resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas proposes to amend the rule? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator from New Jersey 
will consult the RECORD he will find exactly. 

Mr. INGALLS. It proposes to permit any general legislation yer- 
mane and relevant to general appropriation bills to be offered in the 
Senate as it now is in the House. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 1 think the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
SHERMAN] also propesed an amendment, or made a suggestion looking 
to an amendment, to the resolution offered by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, and that that proposition was also referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to add one word right here in relation to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. It goes a great deal 
further, because, as a matter of fact, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kansas provides that any amendment germane and rele- 
vant shall be in order. Now our ryles provide that on the question 
of relevancy the Senate itself shall determine, not the presiding officer. 
Therefore the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas pro- 
vides that any amendment in the opinion of the Senate of the United 
States relevant shall be in order; so that a majority of the Senate unde: 
it may put on any appropriation bill any amendment it pleases. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator will allow me to say 
that the whole matter was confided tothe Committee on Rules. That 
committee was not bound to take the proposition made by the Senator 
from Kansas as he made it. It was at liberty to alter or amend or 
change it, or to propose any other amendment to the rales that that 
committee thought it advisable to propose. 

Mr. FRYE. It was referred to the Committee on Rules. It is true 
that the Committee on Rules immediately held a meeting and consid- 
ered the amendment. It is true thata majority of the committec were 
opposed to any amendment of Rule X V1 of the Senate and that the chair- 
man was instructed to draw a report, and that the chairman has drawn 
a report and holds it in his hand, but is not at liberty to present it to 
the Senate now, irom the fact that although authorized to draw the 
report further action was postponed until the report was submitted to 
the committee, and it has not yet been so submitted. But the report 
takes ground against any amendment to Rule XVI and against genera) 
legislation on appropriation bills anywhere. Can not the Senator from 
Wisconsin see the difference between the ruling of the presiding officer 
of the Senate reversed and the proposition of the Senator from Kansas ” 
They are as broad apart as the two poles. In the one case, there is sim- 
ply permitted under a ruling of the presiding officer an amendment to 
legislation already on an appropriation bill, as is the fact here. In the 
other case amendments would be permitted to be put on in the Senate. 

‘The Senate will m me for saying that in my judgment a rule 
of that kind in the $ is infinitely more dangerous than it is in the 
House of Representatives. Why, Mr. President, the early history of 
legislation shows that the fight was between the Senate and the House, 
the Senate putting general Iggislation on appropriation bills and the 
House resisting. That was true until 1855. The great fight of 184° 
was on legislation put on by the Senate and not by the House. And 
in the Senate when we are confronted with this position, that we pass 
three hundred Senate bills and send them to the House of Representa- 
tives, and they lie on the Speaker’s table six months without any refer- 
ence whatsoever to any committee of the House of Representatives, 
and when we have the power to legislate on appropriation bills, is no! 
the temptation infinitely stronger in the Senate to avail itself of that 
opportunity than in the House of Representatives? 

Svery morning we dispose of every bill and every resolution that 
comes here from the House. The House could do the same; and unde: 
the proposed joint rule sent to the House there was a sition that 
they shoulddoso. They donot, but the Senate bills go to the Speaker's 
table and lie there. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoak | 
talked about the bankruptcy bill, the electoral-count bill, and divers 
other important bills that have been sent there, in a speech that he 
made here yesterday. If you could under the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas load down the fion bills with general legis 
lation, would not the temptation be too great to withstand jor the 
Senate, situated as it is with its legislation, to pile and heap on the ap- 

ion bills all conceivable legislation? I say, sir, one proposition 
is infinitely more dangerots and more liable to be-productive of barm 


But I maintain that the ruling of the presiding officer was wrouy. 

I believe under the well-settled principles of parliamentary law it was 
. Ifit was wrong—and I believe i itis my right and my 

duty to argue against it and vote against it. I repéat, sir, in no de- 
liberative legislative body on earth can a proposition be placed before 
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it, and no Senator can name one, on which a motion to strike out can | joint resolution, which had heretofore received the signature of the 


be made without opening that proposition to motions toamend, except 
where a previous question has ec ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think I can name another. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall be happy to hear it. ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I can name it, I think, here and 
now. Take the case that was under consideration yesterday, the pro- 
“roses a ions shall be 1 to have had 

i ns sha resumed to have had no 
disability Se wctmady + a eed — ean Suasumetion may be rebutted. 

That is the provision as it came from the House to the Senate and as 
it stood before it was actetl upon by the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations. The Senate Committee on Appropriations proposed this 
amendment—to insert, after ‘‘pensions,’’ the words ‘‘ who shall have 
served at least three months after date of muster.’’ If it be admitted 
that that is general legislation, then, notwithstanding the general par- 
liamentary rule which the Senator from Maine correctly states, clause 
3 of Rule XVI in and provides that no amendment which pro- 

general legislation shall be received to any general appropriation 
bill, That is the special rale which governs. It prevails over the gen- 
eral parliamentary rule to which the Senator from Maine reters. 

So that in addition to the case he has stated, where a previous ques- 
tion prevails, I say that where a special rule governs it is another case 
where an amendment can not be received when the motion is to strike 
out. Ap ition to amend the portion to be stricken ont can not be 

if that 


received is an insertion of general legislation into a general ap- 
propriation bill. ; wees 
r. FRYE. I contend, Mr. President, that clause 3 of Rule XVI is 


not open to that interpretation. I contend that clause 3 of Rule XVI 
applies to propositions made by the Senate for general legislation on an 
appropriation bill, and that under well-settled parliamentary law when 
another body sends general legislation on appropriation bills to this 
body, and a motion is made to strike out that general legislation, not 
proposed by the Senate at all, but proposed by another body and legit- 
imately before the Senate, it is open toamendment, and that the power 
to amend can not be cut off except by arule which affirmatively and pos- 
itively provides that no proposition for general legislation sent to the 
Senate ly the House shall be open to amendment; else the thing is 
utterly absurd. 

Here is legislation in this bill of greatimportance. It comes 
before the Senate of the United States, and the Senator from Kansas 
makes a motion to strike it out, and I am compelled to vote ‘‘ yea’’ or 
“nay on that. I think it is absurd to say that I am compelled to vote 
** yea’? or “nay ’’ unless first I have exercised the right which all parlia- 
mentary law gives me to perfect that legislation which it is proposed 
to strike out. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Then change paragraph 3 of Rule 
XVI. There is no use talking about imposing an iron rule upon our- 
selves. If there be anironrule it is imposed by the rules we have pre- 
scribed to ourselves. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Kansas. 

SUITS FOR DAMAGES. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to present the report of a conference com- 
mittee at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee, from a 
conference committee on the part of the Senate, submits a report on 
the bill (H. R. 7131) to authorize suits for damages where death re- 
sults from the wrongful act or neglect of any person or corporation in 
the District of Columbia. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report. 

Mr. HARRIS. I see that the word ‘‘section”’ is left out after the 
word ‘‘second”’ in one clause of the report. I will for the present 
withdraw it in order that the word may be inserted. I shall have to 
see the conferees on the part of the House. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report 
is withdrawn. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his. announced that the President had, this day, 
approved and the ing acts: 

An act (S. 674) to authorize the of additional grounds for 
the United States court-house and post-office building at Springfield, 


“3 
An .act (5. 1111) granting an increased pension to Sally Rodman, 
widow of General Isaac “Re ; _ . 
“ae act (S. 468)granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. S. 
‘ CREDENTIALS. 
Mr. BUTLER presented the credentials of WADE HAMPTON, chosen 


by the Legislature of South Carolina a Senator from that State for the 
term commencing March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered to be 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the following enrolled bills and 





The question is on the motion of 


Speaker of the House of Representatives: 


A bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1335) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of the 
late John V. B. Bleecker, a paymaster in the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Mary A. Knawher; 

A bill (H. R. 760) granting an additional pension to Watson S. 
Bentley; 

A bill (H. R. 


1084) granting a pension to Dorathea Bothner; 
A bill (HH. 


R. 1171) granting a pension to Isabel Campbell; 
A bill (H. R. 1256) increasing the pension of Ben Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Millia Staples; 

A bill (H. R. 2002) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 2140) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to John D. Rickards; 


A bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 
A bill (H. R. 2432) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Young; 


A hill (H. R. 2453) granting a pension to Frank S. Marsh; 

A bill (H. R. 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; 

A bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to James McManus; 

A bill (H, R. 2920) for the relief of John Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 2987) restoring Rebecca Walcott to the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 3527) granting a pension to George A. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to William Eurele; 

A bill (H. R. 3612) granting a pension to Hayden Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 3703) granting a pension to James W. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 4041) restoring the name of Zelica T. Dunlap to the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


— 
¥ 


4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 
4238) granting a pension to Sallie Ingham; 
4248) granting a pension to William Harbeson; 
4379) tor the relief of Maj. W. W. Frybarger; 
4752) granting a pension to William Herring; 
5004) for the relief of William B. Smith; 

5500) for the relief of Benjamin F. Amos; 
5565) granting a pension to Theo. Ahrens; 
5630) granting a pension to George W. Rugg; 

A bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer; 

A bill (H. R..5670) to authorize a retired-list for privates and non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army who have served for 
a period of thirty years or upward; 

A bill (H. R. 5776) granting a pension to Louis D. Petty; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Ellen A. Vance; 

A bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to John Maloney; 

A bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Ruth Stratton; 

A bill (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to George Zeifle; 

A bill (H. R. 6084) to restore the name of Walter H. Crow to the 
pension-roll ; ’ 

A bill (H. 
sion-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
- A bill (HH. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


R. 6282) to place the name of R. W. Duncan on the pen- 


6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 8. Sampson; 
6461) granting a pension to Nelson Gammons; 
6480) granting a pension to Margaret G. Halpine; 
6594) granting a pension to Russell F. Dimmick; 
6665) tor the relief of James Stack; 

6726) granting a pension to Margaret A. Maguire; 
6882) granting a pension to John Otis; 

6927) granting a pension to Merit M. Oakley; 
6934) granting a pension to Ann J. Williams; 
6956) granting a pension to Maria H. Sargent; 
6997) granting a pension to Henry Davis; 

7046) granting a pension to Alonzo Cornwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7141) granting a pension to Daniel W. Adams; 

A bill (H. R. 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; 

A bill (H. R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies of the inau- 
guration of the President, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of certain eulogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late William A. Duncan. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_ The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7785) mak- 
ing appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 


purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing td the 
amendment by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Rule X VIII seems to imply that where 
a motion is made to amend by strikingout a portion of a bill a motion 
to amend the part proposed to be stricken out shall have precedence 
and be put before the question is taken on the motion to strike out. I 
desire to offer an amendment to the part of the bill which the Senator 
from Kansas has moved tostrike out, by inserting after the word “‘ pea- 
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sions,’’ in line 30, the words ‘‘ whoshall have served three months next 
after date of muster into service.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I merely wanted the ruling of the 
Chair. Now, Mr. President, a motion to strike outa portion of the 
matter included in the motion of the Senator from Kansas would be in 
order, and I therefore move that all after the word ‘‘enlistment,’’ in 
line 32 of that clause, be stricken out, being the words, ‘‘ but such pre- 
sumption may be rebutted.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
to amend by striking out the words ‘‘ but such presumption may be 
rebutted.’’ The question is on this motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I inquire what became of the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is pending; but under another 
rule of the Senate it is in order to perfect within the rules the para- 
graph proposed to be stricken out. The Senator from California moves 
to perfect the paragraph by striking out a certain part of it, so as to 
bring the Senate to a vote on what will be left if the Senate should 
agree to ‘the motion. 

Mr. INGALIS. Is that motion an amendment to the section ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an amendment to the para- 
graph proposed to be stricken out. a 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state that it would be unwise, if the 
provision in the bill is to become a law, to agree to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from California. I could give the Senate an in- 
stance of almost an entire regiment which was mustered into service 
near here, in the State of Maryland, during the latewar, composed of 
persons who had been examined and rejected by the examiners appointed 
by theGovernment. Of course those musters were fraudulent. I could 
also give very many instances of individuals who were substitutes for 
other ns, Where the examination was made of some other , 
and it is necessary for the protection of the Government that there should 
be the right to rebut this p tion. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. the Government has accepted 
a soldier and received his service, it has no right to come in afterward 
and say that he was not sound at the time of his enlistment, and it has 
no right to rebut the presumption that he was a sound man, because 
the Government itself decided that he was a sound man at the time of 
his enlistment. . 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me a word right there? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In the case I stated it is a matter of history that 
nearly the whole of a regiment had been examined and rejected, and 
afterward, by a fgaud upon the Government, they were mustered into 
service. Does the Senator say that in a case of that kind the Govern- 
ment should not be permitted to protect itself against a muster of that 
rt? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The amendment which I offered, and 
which was ruled out on a point of order, would have protected the 
Government in that case by requiring that the men should have served 
three months; but it seems we can not get that in. While there may 
be such a case as the Senator mentions, there are thousands and tens 
of thousands of cases where pensions have been refused to soldiers who 
served well and faithfully because they were technically not sound at 
the time of their muster into service; they were under some di 

I claim that in these instances great injustice has been done, and great 
injustice continues to be done in such cases. It is better that the Gov- 
ernment should suffer a loss in the case the Senator from Pennsylvania 
mentions than that all this great number of men should be so unjustly 
treated. I do not know of any such cases as he mentions. I sw 
there is some Sauna =é an ve 
been pon a upon the Government in matter of enlistmen’ 
but they were not usual; they were extreme cases. ” 

I do not propose to prolong the discussion upon this matter. Of 
course I would rather have the clause with the words which the Com- 
’ mittee on Appropriations proposed to put in, and which I in 
moved to insert just now, included in the law before striking out the 
words that I have moved to strike out; but I do not believe the Gov- 
ernment ought to go into a trial of the soldier who is asking for a pen- 
sion upon the question of fact whether he was a i 
ability at the time of hisenlistment. I do not think it is just or right 
to do it. It puts the soldier to great inconvenience and great trouble. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry, and 
that is whether this motion to amend the part proposed to be stricken 
out on the motion of the Senator from by striking out “‘ but 
— presumption may be rebutted,”’ is in r under the ruling of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 
don thin nies ee aN we of ao 

. a 
priation bill coming the House, can = actionet the 
Senate. It went certainly to this extent, that it can not be amended 
by the action of the Senate when that action involved the addition of 
further words. But it is obvious that a general appropriation bill or 


The Chair is of opinion that the 
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any proposition can be quite as essentially amended by striking out as 
ty obting wends. The Senate ruled that the sense of this proposition, 
coming here rightfully from the House of Representatives, could not be 
changed by additional words emanating from the Senate itself. Now 
do I understand that the Senate may entirely change the sense of that 
same proposition by striking out words, when it can not affect the sense 
of the ition by making additions thereto ? 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that amendments 
proposing to strike out legislation or a part of legislation in an appro- 
priation bill are in order. It would be in order to move to strike out 
all the legislative provisions of the bill in a body, all together, or to 
strike them out word by word, as stripping the bill, as far as the mo- 
tion goes, of its legislative provisions. 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps not entirely in the nature of a parliamentary 
inquiry, if I have the floor, I should like to state a few points in this 
matter that trouble me, and I should be glad to see them elucidated. 
I wish that the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] were present who gave 
us such a zealous and emphatic upon parliamentary law; 
but he is not here. My difficulties can be perhaps as well resolved 
otherwise. I understand that everybody agrees that a general appro- 
priation bill must come from the House. 

Mr. INGALLS and others. No. 

Mr. BLAIR: Well, Mr. President, it is agreed that a general appro- 
priation bill coming from the House, whether it is simply a bill of sup- 
ply or a bill of supply plus general legislation, is rightfully here, and 
as it comes from the House it must be properly considered by the Sen- 
ate, or it may be—I will use as a matter of erence the words ‘‘ must 
be’’—as a matter of legislative duty i by the Senate. There 
are no rules of the Senate to the contrary, at all events. When that 
general ion bill in its entirety is thus ly in the posses- 
sion of the Senate for action, we are met by a rule of the Senate which 
says that we shall not act upon that portion of the bill coming from 
the House which proposes genera) legislation. We may alter and 
amend, approve or reject, as we please, that part which does not pro- 
pose legislation but which is strictly a supply bill; but the part 
which proposes general legislation we must either accept precisely as 
it comes from the House or we must reject it in toto. There is no rule 
which com us to reject it. 

I think this is of the very gist of this whole discussion. There is no 
rule which compels us to reject it. There is a rule which deprives us 
of the power to modify it. The Senate yesterday construed that rule, 
and its decision was that the rule is simply that we can not modify 
what comes to us; we must accept it as it comes to us or we must re- 
ject it in toto; yet the rule does not require us to reject it in toto. We 
may, however, under the rule permit the motion, which the Senator 
from Kansas has last made, to strike out to be made. _ If it strikes out 
the whole, excludes the whole, of this proposed legislation, then any 
member of the Senate holding to the rule and to the construction of 
the rule which was adopted yesterday may support that. motion, as I 
understand. But believing in and voting for the construction of the 


rule which was yesterday, that we may not.amend that pro- 
posed general legislation, I do not see w ieving in that con- 


ing for that construction of the rule and for striking off 

ts (whether by additional words or by striking 
out so as to change the nature of eee oo 
suggestion of the Senator from California), I am involved in any incon- 
sistency if I vote for the motion of the Senator from 


struction and v: 


F 


mo- 
tion being to strike out the entire tion which came from the 
House. I think I am consistent, and the majority of the Senate 


ing of his motion. He holds to 


| 
L 


look at the third clause of Rule XVI, I think he will see that 

it broader than the rule lays it down. 
BLAIR. ‘‘Norshall any amendment to any item or clause ’’—— 
eS ee ~ 
can be received unter Casedlew 
Eanes hi aie enly dealing with thet por- 
bill which, coming properly from the 


legislation. 
, of Wisconsin. But the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire stated as broadly as it could be stated that the Senate must either 
take the tion that comes from the House as a whole or reject it 
as aw 


=F 
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Mr. BLAIR. Lape oo deren containing general legisla 


Mr. CAMERON, of onsin. 
our modification or amendment does not propose ge \ 

Mr. BLAIR. We can make an amendment which strikes out the 
whole. That is not a proposition for general legislation. — 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly not. ee 

Mr. BLAIR. But what Isay is this: When a proposition comes here 
for general legislation and we a ap to amend that by striking outany 
portion of it, thereby changing sense of that proposition, then we 
offer an amendment and force an amendment in violation of this rule 

hi } legislation. 
— CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But is it in violation of the rule? 
The rule simply is “‘ no amendment which proposes general legislation. ’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. ‘ + ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This proposition to strike out does 
“7. LAIR. Certainly’ it does, because will the general legislation 
if adopted with these words stricken out be the same general legisla- 
tion that it would if the words were not stricken out? Does the Sen- 
ator suggest that the sense of a proposition can not be changed by strik- 
ing out as one maine? The point [ think is a very clear one 
and a very important one, I feel that the Senate, to be at all con- 
sistent with itself if holding to its vote of yesterday, must disagree to 
the suggestion of the presiding officer at the present time, that this 
proposition coming from the House may be corrected by striking out 
when it can not be amended byinserting, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that under the 
rule of the Senate which the es ae to 1 he under- 
stands it, subject to the judgment Senate rward—— 

Mr. BLAIR ‘I appeal from the decision of the Chair. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not yet stated his 
conclusion. The Senator will pardon the Chair. The Chair is pro- 
ceeding to make a decision from which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desires to take an The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from California to strike out certain words is in order, the reason 
of the Chair in so holding being that in the opinion of the Chair the 
motion of the Senator from California does not propose general legisia- 
tion, but. to strike out general legislation which is contained 
in the bill. Tt is true that the motion does not propose to strike out 
all the legislation in the bill; and what the consequence may be as to 
what is left if thatis not stricken out, is a matter with which the Chair 

nothing to do. Does the Senator from New Hampshire appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? 


E 


. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 
Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me that the rule as stated by the 
Chair, while it to have plausibility, is after all perhaps stick- 
ing in the bark a little. Itcan very well be seen that the striking out 
of a thing may convert a proposition which is affirmative into a negative 
p tion or a ve into an affirmative proposition; as for instance, 
in case, if the House legislation should say that it should not be 
presumed that the soldier was suffering under disability at the time of 
if under the rules of the Senate we might amend by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘not’’ we should have as effectually introduced new 
legislation by that amendment as if it had been contained in an inde- 
pendent and separate proposition. 

So it seems to me that unless the motion here to strike out strikes 
islation so as to deprive it 
of any force, the ition is given the power to carry the 
hole with it instead of being a mere modification and being intended 
So then in the one case the ruling of the 
in the other incorrect, because the propo- 
does not destroy, does not strike 
out ee legislation, but converts it from one thing 

as distinctively a change in legislation by an 
Senate involving general legislation as if it had been 

a nee 
, one case the ruling of the Chair might be 
right where something was to be stricken out, some ition, but if 
word that converts the legi n from an 


| 
| 


2 
g 
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changes the whole scope of i 
legislation, it is subject to the rule against amend. 


It seems to me that the proposition to strike out here involves a 
question of general legislation just as much as the proposition to insert. 
The words of the House provision are: 

That all applicants for pensions shall be presumed to have had no disability 
at the time of enlistment ; but such presumption may be rebutted. 

If we strike out the words ‘‘ but such presumption may be rebutted,’’ 
then what was a prima facie case for the soldier, a prima facie presump- 
tion in his favor, becomes a conclusive presumption. It changes the 
entire sense of the provision and makes it a new legislative proposition, 
a new law differing totally from that which this would be if enacted 
as submitted tous. I have made these propositions for the express 
purpose of having the ruling of the Chair upon them, to test the ques- 
tion whether we could do the one thing or whether we could not effect 
the same object by the insertion of words, as by the striking out of 
words in a proposition from the House containing legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Upon the decision of this question would depend 
whether the Senate can do by indirection what it can not directly do. 
If the Chair will observe the language that I propose to strike out by 
my motion, in connection with the portion that the Senator from Cali- 
fornia proposes to eliminate, the Chair will see that the effect of striking 
out the words which the Senator from Califernia moves to eliminate 
from the bill will be exactly the same as if the word ‘‘ conclusively ’’ 
were to be inserted before the word ‘‘ presumed’’ in line 31. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair may be allowed tostate that 
the Chair thinks the fundamental question is, first, whether it is com- 
petent under the rules of the Senate, legislation coming on a House bill, 
for the Senate to strike it out. The Chair supposes that everybody 
agrees that it is. Then the question is whether you are bound to strike 
out the whole of it altogether, or may strike out a part of it and leave 
some of it still standing. Take an appropriation bill in which, as in 
this instance, there are several sections. Ifa motion be made to strike 
out one section of the legislatign and not made to strike out all the sec- 
tions of legislation, it changes the character of the bill. It will be if 
it becomes a law a different law from what it would have been had the 
section been left to stand. TheChair thinks that the same intellectual 
reason would apply to the striking out of a part of a section, just as 
the Senator from Kansas has moved himself tostrike out a proviso toa 
section that may be supposed to contain and as the Chair thinks does 
contain legislation. TheChair has entertained that motion because, so 
far as it goes, if agreed to by the Senate, it rids the bill of so much legis- 
lation. It leaves the bill a different bill and with different legislative 
provisions and that may have a different effect than it would have if 
the section, or the proviso, or the part of the proviso had been left in. 
So the Chair thought and still thinks the motion of the Senator from 
California is in order although the consequence may be that the bill 
will be entirely different with those words stricken out, and that the 
proviso will be different as the bill would be different if the proviso 
itself were stricken out. 

The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. I was absent from my seat fora moment on public 
business, and I ask that the Chair will restate the proposition; I do 
not mean restate the entire proposition in full, but state the substance 
of the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moved 
that the proviso on page 2, lines 29 to 33, be stricken out. Pending 
that motion the Senator from California moved to perfect that proviso 
under another rule of the Senate, by moving to strike out the words 
‘*but such presumption may be rebutted.’’ The question of order 
having been made whether the motion of the Senator from California 
was in order to strike out those words, before the question was put on 
the motion of the Senator from Kansas, the Chair held that that was 
in order. From that decision the Senator from New Hampshire ap- 
pealed to the Senate. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? [Putting the question.] The 
ayes have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from California. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
desire to address the Senate? 

Mr. CONGER. I did desire to do so on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had announced the result 
of the vote, but the Chair will consider it.as not having been announced, 
as the Senator from Michigan had risen to address the Senate upon the 
question. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to have a vote upon that proposition. 
I think with a clause standing in the bill that the presumption may 
be rebutted by other evidence, it leaves the applicant for a pension in 
a worse condition than now, the clause providing that the enlistment 


Does the Senator from Michigan 











1488 


shall be considered as presumptive evidence of soundness but may be 
rebutted by other evidence. Where, how, and in what manner, and 
what kind of a suggestion? We are met with that continually now, 
on the mere suggestion of the Pension Office or of some clerk in the 
office, that some letter has been received or some statement or some 
suggestion of incompetency or disease or disability existing before the 
muster-in; and now a claimant is required to search through all the 
country to find ont somebody to rebut the mere suggestions of the office, 
or of private betters, or of anonymous letters, as I have known in some 
cases. 

With a statement that the presumption of soundness at the time of 
the muster-in may be rebutted by other testimony, without defining 
how it shall be obtained or what amount of testimony may rebut that 
presumption, I venture to say that every person who is called upon to 
sustain the question of soundness hefore enlistment will be more and 
more embarrassed by this provision as it stands than he would be under 
the present construction of the law in the Pension Office. At least 
50,000 cases are hanging just upon that one question, upon which every 
Senator, I presume, receives twenty-five or thirty letters a week from 
the applicant and from his friends, saying that he is unable to find tes- 
timony to prove that he was sound—that he is unable to meet the 
suggestion of an enemy that he was unsound before his enlistment. 
The whole trouble will be aggravated and the complaints will come 
upon Senators and upon members of the House with redoubled force. 

Sir, what matter is it if there were a few cases of fraudulent muster- 
in by proper officers of the United States? What matter is it to us if 
there was a regiment or a part of a regiment rejected because the men 
were assumed by one mustering officer to be unsound, and by another 
mustering officer, perhaps infinitely better prepared to decide justly, 
to be sound and were mustered in? The Government has had their 
services. They went into the service and into battle. Some lost their 
health; others lost their lives. They didall that soldiers could possibl 
do for their country; they endured all hardships, were exposed to ail 
perils. There is no question of cowardice, no question of desertion; 
but somebody comes twenty years after and says there was some in- 
firmity, some complaint about this man in his boyhood, in his early 
years, which escaped the attention of the mustering-in officer and the 
rigid examination which was held over him in these cases. 

Now, I want a yea-and-nay vote upon a proposition to strike out this 
clause, which, in my judgment, would embarrass the poor soldier more 
than he is embarrassed now, and what seems to come as a benefit really 
becomes an unmitigated curse to the poor, disabled soldier who is seek- 
ing a pension from his country. 

By the strictness of our laws, I will not say by false constructions of 
them by the officials of the Pension Bureau, we have now through this 
country thousands of suspended cases in which every man in the com- 
munity believes the applicant is entitled to a pension. They are men 
who have known the soldier from his youth up, and his daily life, and 
his health and his strength, and his labor, until he went into the Army, 
as I know cases of men young, vigorous, able to perform all labor, able to 
engage in all athletic sports, full of vigor and full of life. They went 
into the Army, performed their duty well, returned, and asked for a 
pension; and some enemy, in most cases some enemy, some traitor him- 
self to his country, envying the soldier for the possibility of a pension, 
writes letters raising doubts of his health, of his soundness before he 
was enlisted. 

I could pick out of my file of letters which have been sent to me some 
fifty or sixty coming to me in that sameway, with the proof that an 
enemy interposed this objection with no proof but a naked assertion, 
and threw the applicant upon his proof—unspecified proof, with no date, 
no time, nothing which a soldier can meet as he is required to do in 
other cases. There are ae of that kind 1] along now in the 
Pension Office or compelled to be brought to Congress for relief, where 
I know the men went forth to battle for their country as strong, hearty, 
vigorous, and valiant as men ever went, and they came home worn out, 
diseased, the very life sapped from their system, and they are gradually 
sinking and sinking from no known cause to their graves. 

Sir, I have been more ashamed of the p and I have been 
more ashamed of the pension laws when these questions have come to 
me and these charges of unsoundness in that roundabout and hostile 
way than of anything connected with the soldier which has fallen un- 
der my observation. I had almost said that right or wrong I would 
vote to 1 any rule that nted any amendment or 
the in ction into a bill of a clause which should compel one de- 
partment of this Government to take in good faith the of an- 
a of the Government that a man was sound when he 
enlisted in the service of his country, and when he returned a poor, 
shattered wreck from disease or from wounds or whatever might be the 
cause he might be entitled to the benefit of a without wearing 
out years and years of hopeless effort to defeat a hostile and a false 


ee Tee 
With that view, I ask forthe yeas and nays upon agreeing to the 
Pr ition. 





Foes eve wee as. 
Mr. CONGER. Will the Chair state the question again, so that we 
may understand it? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from California, which is in sec- 
tion 1, line 32, after the word ‘‘enlistment,’’ to strike out the words. 


But such presumption may be rebutted. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, if the amendment proposed by the 
committee, which limited this presumption to such soldiers as had ren- 
dered three months’ service, could have been continued in the bill, | 
should have been entirely willing to make the presumption a conclusive 
one, but under the point of order made against the amendment suy- 
gested by the committee those words have been stricken out. 

If the amendment of the Senator from California is adopted, it maxes 
the presumption of soundness absolutely conclusive upon the Govern- 
ment without reference to service. The soldier may have been mus- 
tered in one day and never have left the camp of rendezvous, he may 
never have faced the enemy in battle, he may never have left the State 
where he enlisted. In very many cases it may be absolutely certain 
that the disease for which he asks a pension was upon him at the time 
of his enlistment, that it not only did not originate in the service but 
was not aggravated in the service; and yet itis proposed in every such 
case to make enlistment an absolutely conclusive presumption that he 
was a sound man. 

I am disposed; I think, to be liberal in these matters of pension pro- 
visions. I have thought that I was usually safe if I listened to those 
representations which were made to Congress by the soldiers themselves. 
If I found myself willing to give them just what oy tree in their 
memorials and petitions and just what they asked ugh their in- 
fluential committees of the Grand Army of the Republic, which have 
appeared before the Committee on Pensions of the Senate, I supposed 
that I was dealing with liberality toward the soldiers. The proposi- 
tion which came to us from the committee of the Grand Army of the 
Republic which met with our Pension Committee at the last session 
and discussed this matter, was the proposition of the bill, that accept- 
ance and enlistment should be prima facie proof of soundness. I am 
told by the chairmanof the Committee on Pensions, refreshing my own 
recollection, that such was the request of that committee composed in 
part of men who were maimed themselves in the heroic defense of their 
country’s flag. 

It seems to me that so far from leaving their condition worse it re- 
lieves at once those meritorious cases that have been dragging in the 
Pension Office. Very often a soldier at the time of making his appli- 
cation for a pension is in a community remote from the place of his en- 
listment; there is no one near him or accessible to him who knew any- 
thing about his condition of health prior to his enlistment, and he is 
greatly embarrassed if the affirmative is put upon him, the burden of 

roof, to produce to the Department affidavits showing his condition of 

ealth at the time of enlistment. But the bill as it comes to us from 
the House relieves him absolutely from the necessity of producing any 
evidence on that subject at all. He is not required even to make oath 
himself that at the time of enlistment he was a sound man. The law 
says to him: ‘‘ We take that for ted; we require no proof of you 
upon the subject;’’ and at once all of this great class of cases where it 
has been difficult for the applicant to find persons who could 
make any proof as to his condition of health before enlistment are re- 
lieved. 

I think that goes far enough; I think it goes as far as the soldiers 

i ve asked that it should go. I do not believe they 
demand that the Government shall be prohibited from showing that 
fact in the case of those who under the stimulus of great bounty or 
otherwise were accepted into the service under the exigencies of the 
Government and immediately broke down, who rendered no service, 
and where it is apparent that their disease had no connection whateve: 
with their service. The soldiers who ask for a the deserving 
men to‘whom the bounty of the Government ought to flow freely as « 
river, are the men who suffered disability by reason of service. A! 
such by the bill itself are relieved of any burden, even the filing of 
their own affidavit that Syd the of enlistment. 
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we can not have 
as far as the law goes in any case when 
facie case; we will relieve you 
that the Govern- 
bating that pre- 
sumption w we give the soldier at the threshold. The bulk 
of these cases will go without challenge, but the provision wil! exclude 
those cases (and doubtless in our Army there were many thousands 
of such cases) where the had no possible connection with the 
service of the soldier. 
Mr. CONGER. - The Senator from: Indiana, in my opinion, has not 
for a pension under the law 
disability received in the line of 
Nt ae center teeter 


. HARRISON. ; I did not say the contrary of that; 
Wat he a vellowed em sil obligation to eumnect disability with his 
service by proof that he was sound when he started upon the service. 
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is with these words stricken out, but unless that 
is ee = men all the ase of former disability with 
proof just as much as now if anybody makes the suggestion or brings 
a little proof of prior disability. It is enough for the soldier that he 
was received as a sound man and rendered service to his country, what- 
ever was demanded of him, more or less. ah Time 
The point, and the only point made in this proposition, is that the 
presumption and the rule for the Pension Office shall be that where the 
Government certified through its proper officer that the person apply- 
ing for a pension was sound, and under the strict rules of enlistment 
was a suitable person to be enlisted and mustered into the service, it shall 
be taken as conclusive, that the Government shall be held by that rule. 
I have said in my remarks that striking out the clause proposed by the 
Senator from California leaves that rule full and positive and beneficial. 
Leaving that clause in, in my judgment, makes it worse for the soldier 
than it is now. A mere suggestion of former disability would require 
him to go through all the proof as he would be required to do without 
; ian 
mack the Senator from Indiana says he would prefer a certain length 
of service. I can not see how any one who desires to do the applicant 
good would say that he must show that he had served three months be- 
fore he could avail himself of the benefits of this proposed legislation. 
Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from Michigan will allow me at 
that point, I will state to him what I believe to be the rule at the Pen- 
sion Office at this time. 
Mr. CONGER.- Certainly. be : 
Mr. MITCHELL. At the present time the ruling in the Pension 
Office is, that if the disability appeared within three months of the 
time of enlistment and muster, then the burden of proof is thrown upon 
the applicant to show that he was sound at the time of enlistment. It 
is in pursuance of the practice in the regular Army, where, as I under- 
stand, if a soldier is enlisted and is discharged within three months of 
the time of enlistment, it is ex y stated on the certificate of disa- 
bility that the disability arose before his entry into the service. It is 
by analogy with that rule of the regular Army that the Pension Office 
adopted the rule that where the disability was developed within three 
months it is that it arose before enlistment. 
Mr.‘CONGER. If that is the rule of the Pension Office, and I sup- 
it is, it is a rule that never ought to have been adopted, no matter 
in what other branch of the service it has obtained. The mere circum- 
stances of the case show that that is a harsh and unjust rule. Here 
are young men going from comfortable homes in the midst of all the 
enjoyments and comforts of life; they enlist and go into the service, 
and for the first three months they sleep in wintry nights without tents, 
they are exposed to all the hardships of camp life before they become 
hardened. Those three months are the crucial months of a soldier’s 
life. If he canlive through them without contracting disease from the 
exposure he is good for three years. Everybody knows that. So the 
rule is aw and the now is to obviate that rule. 
Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to ask him 
a question? 
Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 
Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask the Senator from Michigan if he sup- 
that striking out the words ‘‘ but such presumption may be re- 
- > would at all change the sense of the proviso? I understand 
that it is only a prima facie presumption. 
Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator read the first clause of the pro- 
viso ? 
Mr. DOLPH. It reads: 


Provided, all icants for ons shall be presumed to have had no 
disability iii, Be 
I think the subsequent words, ‘‘ but such presumption may be re- 
butted,’’ are surpl It is not a conclusive presumption. 
Mr. CONGER. Then the words ought to be stricken out, of course, 
if it means the same thing without them. I thank the Senator for his 
and I think there is some force in it; but for fear that it 
ight have a different construction from men who can not judge of the 


law and of the of words as the Senator from Oregon can, the 
clause should be out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I simply want to make good a statement I made 
that the Senator from is asking more than the representatives 


of the soldicrs before our Pension Committee themselves asked. He 
speaks with great eloquence of the men who went out and faced dan- 
slept under a covering of snow and endured hard- 


who — the memorial from which I am about to 
had and suffered all those things themselves. 
was @ man who had lost both his legs in the 
All of them were influential members of that 
great oe ang Grand Army of the Republic, and were in the habit of 
week to week in those social conferences in which the 


men carried the flag to victory meet in every village and hamlet 
in the country. They were, inted by the national convention of 
Sak See se sepeerent the of the several hundred thousand sol- 


diers are now enrolled in the Grand Army of the Republic, as a 
special committee upon pension legislation. They came here and pre- 
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sented to our committee a memorial or address in which they asked 
for certain legislation. Among other things they said: 

We are in favor of the bill which provides that the fact, as shown by the rec- 
ord of the acceptance and muster-in of the soldier and sailor, shall be received 
bythe pension authorities as prima facie evidence that he was sound at that 


time—the Government not to be debarred from proving that he was unsound at 
date of enlistment, but the onus of the proof to be on the Government. 


Mr. FRYE. Is not that exactly what the bill says? 

Mr. HARRISON. It is exactly what the bill says as it stands now, 
but it will not be what the bill says if the amendment of the Senator 
from California prevails. The bill will then say that this presumption 
shall be conclusive. If a man was accepted and mustered in with one 
eye, the mustering officer believing that he had the physical capacity 
to render good service as a soldier, the Senator from Michigan would 
make this provision read that he shal’ be conclusively presumed to have 
had both eyes when he enlisted. 

I only desired to show that this proposed legislation as it stands ex- 
presses the deliberate judgment of the great body of the soldiers of the 
country as to what they want, and that if a man who went into the 
service had lost a finger or an eye, or was suffering under some disability 
at the time of his acceptance into the service, comes back asking for a 
pension for the lossof an eye, the Government shall not absolutely be de- 
barred from showing that he had lost it before he went into the service. 
The soldiers of this country are not asking for such legislation; at least 
they have not asked for it in any of the memorials or petitions which 
have been presented here. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. _The Senator from Indiana has read 
what the soldiers ask for, and it amounts to this: they ask that the bur- 
den of proof shall be on the Government of the United States and not 
upon the soldiers. I ask the Senator from Indiana as a lawyer whether 
the clause as it stands throws the burden of proof upon the Govern- 
ment? Does it require the Government to prove that the soldier was 
unsound at the time of his enlistment? 

Mr. HARRISON. If I am able to understand language, it does. It 
says that ‘‘all applicants for pensions shall be presumed to have had 
no disability ’’—that is, to be sound ‘‘at the time of enlistment.’’ The 
Senator as a lawyer knows that in the trial of a case, whether it be a 
presumption resulting from tlie proof of certain facts, or whether the 
law gives the defendant the prima facie evidence, the burden is cast 
upon the other party at once to disprove his case. So in this case, as 
I understand it, a soldier does not file with his application any evidence 
as to his status or as to his physical condition when he went into the 
service. Heomits that. That evidence is prima facie furnished by the 
fact of his enlistment. But the Government may call witnesses to show 
that he had lost his eye or his thumb before he went into the service. 
If the amendment of the Senator from California should be adopted, 
that could not be done. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It amounts to saying that the soldier 
must go into a trial, gnd if the Government suggests that he was un- 
sound at the time of enlistment, then there is a trial upon the ques- 
tion of fact, and the Government rebuts the presumption of sound- 
ness. But it is not required under this provision to offer conclusive 
proof that the disability existed before enlistment. That is the differ- 
ence. It does not throw the burden of proof wholly upon the Gov- 
ernment. The Government can put the soldier to his proof by a mere 
rebuttal. Any evidence tending to show that the disability existed 
before enlistment is rebutting evidence, and that puts the soldier upon 
his proof again, just as he is now. With these words stricken out, if 
the soldier commits a fraud the evidence of that fraud can be intro- 
duced. The presumption is not conclusive against fraud, but the pen- 
sion is a contract between the Government and the soldier, and fraud 
vitiates everything. 

Mr. HARRISON. I beg the Senator’s pardon, if he will allow me 
to interrupt him. Suppose acase. Suppose asoldier in making appli- 
cation for a pension for the loss of an eye, as he alleges, which occurred 
in the battle of Spottsylvania. Under the bill as it stands it would be 
presumed that he had both eyes when he went into the service, but 
under the bill as it would stand if the Senator’s amendment is adopted 
it would be conclusively proved against the Government that he had 
both eyes when he went into the service, and so far he would be helped 
in his application in making out his case that he lost his eye in battle 
that the Government or somebody would have to account for the loss of 
the eye after he went into the service, when the fact was he lost it be- 
fore, because the presumption is that he had two eyes. The Senator 
says it would not apply toa case of fraud. There is no frand about it. 
The soldier simply avails himself of the law, which says he had two 
eyes when he enlisted. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But the fraud I speak of is a fraud in 
enlistment. If a man presents himself for enlistment and knows he 
has a disability, some hidden defect which would unfit him for a sol 
dier, and he is accepted and does not disclose that defect, of course that 
is a fraud upon the Government. 

In the case put by the Senator from Indiana, where the party apply- 
ing for a pension alleges that he lost an eye or a limb at some particu- 
lar battle, and there is a presumption raised by the law that that is the 
fact, if you strike out these words the presumption is not so strong, it is 
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not conclusive; the Government may introduce proof to show that such 
is not the fact, but that it is a false and fraudulent representation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not so understand it. I understand that a 
conclusive presumption can not be rebutted; it can not be overcome. 
No proof will have any effect upon a conclusive presumption. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The presumption by this bill is not so 
conclusive as that. It is a presumption which requires proof to set it 
aside; that is all. What we contend for is to have the bill so that the 
burden of proof shall be upon the Government all the time in these 

























tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from eenanin [ Mr. 
MILLER], upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junio; 
Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Grsson], who is detained from the Senate 
by sickness in his family. I shall not vote unless my vote may be nec- 
essary to make a quorum. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—y eas 
17, nays 36; as follows: 


cases, which the bill does not doin my opinion. The lawyers here dif- YEAS—17. 
fer. The Senator from Indiana says that this makes a conclusive pre- Altetch, Mieke. a o aa (eocheos, 
sumption. The Senator from Oregon, who is an equally learned law- wen, , acworth son. 
yer, says that it does not; that it is amere prima facie case made out by Settee’ ee ea, ane ag 
the soldier; that striking out the clause does not affect the provision at | Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
all, asitis mere surplusage. I agree with the Senator from Oregon that NAYS—36. 
if the words are surplusage they ought to bestricken out. There never | anison, Garland, Ingalls, Pike. 
ought to be surplusage in a law. Bayard, George, Jackson, Pugh, 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not understand that any presumption created by | Beck. Gorman, Jonas, Sauisiury, 

: : % oat _ | Butler, Groome, Kenna, Sewell, 
statute is conclusive unless it is so stated, and the addition of the words | aii, Hampton, Maxey, Sherman, 
‘but such presumption may be rebutted ’’ does not change the effect n, Harris, Mitchell, Slater, 
of the proviso as it would stand if they were stricken out. The lan- — aus nee 
guage is that ‘‘all applicants for pensions shall be presumed to have | Gojquitt, Hoar, Pendleton, Williams. 
had no disability at the time of enlistment.’’ The applicant makes a is 
; ABSENT—23 

case as to soundness by the fact that he was examined when he was en- | »),;, a Sets Plumb. 
listed, but that may be overthrown by the Government, in my judg- | Brown, Fair, Logan, Ransom 
ment, whether or not the words remain in the bill which the Senator | Cameron of > Farley, McMillan, . Riddleberger, 
from California has moved to strike out. As it was broadly stated that | Cameron of Wis., Frye, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
; : ; 7 Chace, Gibson, Mahone, Walker. 
if these words were stricken out this would be a conclusive presump- | Dawes, Jones of Florida, Piatt, 
wey desired to give my understanding of it before the question was | §» the amendment was rejected. 
voted upon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to strike 
out the proviso. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I made that motion intending to 
vote against it. I believe that the legislation as «t appears in the bil! 
as it came from the House of Representatives is wise and just and 
prudent. The Senate yesterday upon a point of order rejected an 
amendment that wag offered by the Committee on Appropriations to this 
provision, u the ground that it was general legislation upon an ap- 
propriation bill. The Committee on Appropriations reported amend- 
ments to strike out a large number of sections in this bill upon the 
ground that they were general legislation, and, therefore, properly not 
in the bill. They omitted to strike out the provisions of general legis- 
lation contained aon ot ca a part of which I have moved to elimi- 
nate for the ee te eed the rule about which we 
have been d for the last week or two is to be enforced absolutely 
or only when it applies to | ition that the Senate desire to place 
™pon aa appropriation bil. ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PR ING OFFICER. The question is upon the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas, on which the yeas and nays have 

been demanded. Is there a second? 

"The yeas and nays were ordered. 

“ MITCHELL. a case is — by the = from Kan- 
sas, I shall vote — provision; but there are other good reasons 
in my mind why I should vote for it. The Senate has passed two bills 
containing a provision which I regard as better than the one here pro- 
posed on this subject. Only on Saturday to the bill (H. R. 5800) for 
the relief of Sarah B. Jackson the Senate adopted an amendment which 
reads as follows: 


Src. —. eee all applications under the Fae = pension laws, including this 
act, wheré it appears by record evidence icant t was regularly e: 1- 
listed and mustered into the service, that fact shall be prima facie exeaanee of 
soundness at the time of his enlistment ; but such presumption shall be subject 
to rebuttal by record or other competent evidence. 

I noe this provision as much better than the one here proposed; 
and for the reasons which I have stated I am disposed to vote against 
this clause of the bill. If the House of Representatives desire to act 
tipon this question they have two opportunities—one in the Mexican 
pension as ee the other in the bill to which I have just 
referred; and my information in regard to the iatter bill is that there 
is a very strong that it will be agreed to. That bill also 
contains the in relation to increase of pension to widows an‘ 

dependent parents, and it appears to me it is most likely it will be 


ns the House. 
Let the amendment to be voted on be now rea‘. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I shall vote to strike out the clause, as I under- 
stand that is the form of the amendment Sppenens- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The of the Senator from Kan- 
sas is to strike out what will now be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the proviso at the eud 
of section 1, beginning in line 29, as follows: 
have had no 
alight raat, Pncen al fe rare 
Mr. See —_ detain the er. Se 
proviso nothing when it allows presumption to use 
the presumption now is that a man was sound when heenlisted. Every 


Mr. HAWLEY. [hope the bill will not be left in such a shape as to 
permit anybody to say that the enlistment, the reception of a soldier, 
was conclusive evidence of his soundness. I think it would beso left if 
the last clauseshould bestricken out. It is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘“but such presumption may be rebutted.’’ The proviso would 
then read: 


Provided, That all applicants for pensions shall be presumed to have had no 
disability at the time of enlistment. 

It seems to me (I speak humbly as a lawyer of comparatively slight 
experience) that with that clause so reading it would still be the right 
and duty of the Government to show, in case of reasonable cause for 
doing so, that the soldier was unsound at the time of enlistment. It 
would be open to the Government to do that. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The burden of proof would be on the 
Government instead of on the soldier, as it is now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not see that the retention of the clause would 
change the burden of proof at all. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It would the law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ineithercase it rests upon the Government to show 
that the presumption the soldier has under the law is an unsound and 
unjust one; that it is not true. The burden of proof in the sense that 
my friend uses the term seems to have the same office in either case. 
It is possible, however, that it might be that striking out the clause 
‘but such presumption may be rebutted’’ might change the judicial 
construction of this proposed act, and I should be sorry to have it doso. 

I hope noamendment will be made, that no construction will begiven 
here in debate that will make the presumption absolute, for I do know 
myself that there are cases where the presumption should not be abso- 
lute. I can seé one of the men now in my mind's eye distinctly who 
would get a pension probably, and who would not in the slightest de- 
gree in the world deserve it. He could make a conclusive presumption. 
It isnot one casealone. There are nea thousands—of cases 
toward the latter part of the war — entirely. When there came 
to be great bounties of three hundred, five hundred, six hundred, or a 
thousand dollars offered, and when the enlisting officers were very 
anxious to clear their county or their town of its quota under the draft, 
they gathered in whatever would come, men beyond age, men who ob- 
viously had physical unsoundness. They had not lost an eye or an arm, 
perhaps; there was no great visible disability; but the man I spoke of 
whom I had in my eye could not have gone on a double-quick for three 
hundred yards to save his life, and he looked as well as average men. 
Hie did not stay with our forces three weeks before he was sent back in 
contempt to the town from which he came as a disgrace to the lawand 
the people who had sent him. That was more obvious than many other 
cases, but there were many of them toward the close, just as there were, 
unfortunately, of the miserable bounty-jumpers and deserters and 
thieves, many of whom were shot in the front of the line for attempts 
at desertion or other shameless crimes. 

I object to the proposed amendment. I think the ex-soldiers of the 
Army would unanimously say that the Government ought clearly to 
have the right of rebuttal and ought to exercise it, for the- 
of any such man—and it is generally known in his neighborhood, in his 
town, in his county—is a grievous and is felt asan insult. They 
desire to protect their own honor as well as the finances of the nation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair), Theques- 
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i pension in fili his application says he was a sound man 
pple ealined ona that is the Seesumptien now, and then the Gov- 
ernment is permitted to turn around on him with all its force and de- 
stroy that presumption. That is just what it claims the right to do 
now, and it leaves him exactly where he is under the present law. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will my colleague allow me to ask him whether 
he understands that under the present law all the proof asoldier is re- 
quired to make that he was sound at the time of enlistment is his own 

it? 
ao, VOORHEES. No, I do not; but shall I understand my colleague 
in that question to imply that a soldier who makes such a declaration 
has no presumption in his favor, or that he is presumed to not tell the 
> 

a HARRISON. No; nothing of the kind; but it is left as a fact 
to be proved, upon which the burden rests on him to supply what 
will be as adequate proof, and under the law and the admin- 
istration of it the soldier’s affidavit of any particular fact, as for in- 
tance the fact of his having been shot in battle, is required to be sup- 
ported by additional proof. So as it is now the burden of establishing 
the fact of soundness at the time of enlistment is upon him, and his 
affidavit is not accepted as sufficient proof on that or any other ques- 
tion; so that the legislation does help him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I just wish to call the attention of the Senate 
and the country to the fact that this matter is left where it is now, 
with perhaps the exception of the soldier, as the law stands now, being 
required to put in some additional proof besides his own declaration; 
but after he has made his declaration and his proof, the Government 
then has the right, as the law stands now and as it will stand after this 
measure is passed, to go to work and scour the country with its ex- 
aminers, hunt up men who are the soldier’s enemies in the neighbor- 
hood, and do everything toward him to break down his case as they 
cannow. Thereisnoquestionabout thatatall. Thisterm ‘ rebuttal”’ 
means nothing more than that the Government is at liberty to go to 
work and prove that it certified a falsehood when it certified that the 
man enlisted was sound. , 

If there is any value in this discussion at all it may be this, that when 
the Government accepted a man and certified that he was sound and 
qualified to be a soldier it shall be beld to that record, that it shall not 
be permitted: twenty years afterward to turn around and prove that it 
itself certified toa falsehood. Thatisthe valueofthis. There is noth- 
ing more or less in it. When a soldier was inspected for service his 
lungs, his stomach, his limbs, his thews, his sinews, his heart, all his 
vital powers underwent medical inspection, and the authorities of the 
Government said, “‘This man is a sound man;”’ and I say the Govern- 
ment should be held to thesame rule that would govern an honest man— 


that is, it should be from going behind a record deliberately 
made and sending an officer to investigate the fact and say that what 
he said then was false. 


I believe in no moralsof that kind. When you say that the soldier 
shall be presumed to have been sound and then say that the Govern- 
ment may rebut the presumption, you just let the Government go to 
work with all its power of examiners and with money, as I have seen 
it going on for years to break down the soldier’s case. I proclaim 
here as far as my feeble voice will extend that the soldier gains nothing 
by this proviso. 

Mr. HARRISON. I supposed my colleague had had sufficient expe- 
rience in his extended as a lawyer, too much experience, to 


make the statement which we have just heard from him, that it was no | 


advantage to a litigant or claimant tohave given tohim at the outset 
a prima facie case. It will be new, I think, to the other lawyers in this 
body. “‘‘The burden of proof’’ is an expression well understood by 
every lawyer; he knows how much the difficulties of his case have been 
relieved when he can roll the burden of — off upon his adversary 
and stand from under it himself; and yet I grieve to hear my colleague 
say that whereas now there is no presumption in favor of the soldier 
at all, but he is required to prove the fact of his soundness at the time 
of enlistment with precisely the same quality and the same amount of 
evidence that he is required to prove that he received a wound in ac- 
tion, it gives no relief, forsooth, when we start him in upon his proof 
without any burden as to the question of his soundness at the time of 
et, but create a presumption in his favor without any proof 
w er, 

Mr. President, there are hundreds of cases that have been brought to 
my own attention, such as I alluded toa moment ago, where the soldier 
has removed from the of his enlistment, where he has gone away 


from the friends who him before his enlistment, and where it is 
ne for him to uce ee as to his physical condition 

enlistment. , by this proviso in this bill that soldier is ab- 
solutely relieved of the necessity of ucing any evidence at all on 


ison the otherside. Thelegal 
Sie ted een te, My pension must be granted 90 far as the proof 
concerned, unless the Government can prove that 

I was unsound at the time of my enlistment.’’ 
Sazpeieed to find that soldiers themésives know 
and the delays and impedi- 
have been felt by them as per- 
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sonal matters, which have been discussed by them in those meetings 
where soldiers only act, in their camp-fires, in the Grand Army posts, 
in their national conventions of men who were in the field, men keenly 
alive to and in sympathy with their comrades who were disabled—that 
it never occurred to them, though they have discussed this matter for 
years, that to be relieved of the burden of proof and to be given a prima 
As I showed a moment ago, the intelligent 
representatives of the Grand Army of the Republic came to the Senate 
and said, *‘ That is all we want; that relieves this difficulty, it removes 
the trouble;’’ and yet we are to be told here to-day that those gentle- 
men, as I said a while ago, one or more of them men who had been 
wounded in battle, are really ignorant of this question, and my col- 
league thinks that which they ask and all they ask will result in no 
benefit whatever to them. 

Mr. President, I venture to say that those soldiers understood this 
question; they knew just where the difficulty was, and they made that 
reasonable demand which would remove the difficulty out of their way. 
I say no soldier has asked, by petition or otherwise, Congress to say that 
when a man was accepted, if he was found afterward with one eye, it 
should be conclusive presumption that he had two when he enlisted. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Suppose the Government surgeon certified that he 
had two, then what would you do? 

Mr. HARRISON. My colleague is unfamiliar with a mustering cer- 
tificate. He is not familiar with the mustering certificates. The Gov- 
ernment never did certify as to whether a man had one eye or two. 
They accepted him as a soldier, and that was all they certified; and it 
is within the knowledge of every man who was a soldier that some- 
times during the stress of war and the demand for troops at the front 
men were accepted with but slight examination, and those men only 
ask that they may have a prima facie case. 

I hope this proviso will not be stricken out, because it stands here as 
a response by the Senate of the United States to the demands of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, the organization of the veterans who went 
to the front and came back by God’s grace alive if not whole—an exact 
response to the prayer which they have made in every particular. It 
starts every honest applicant for a pension upon his race of proof with- 
out any imputation against him, with the presumption that he was sound 
when he entered the service. Itsimply leaves it to be shown, if the fact 
was so, that in the particular case there was some existing unsound- 
ness. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Buta single moment, Mr. President. The ques- 
tion which it seems my colleague either will not or can not discern in 
this matter is, whether the Government shall be allowed to dispute its 
own solemn record in order to evade the duty of paying a pension. 
That is not a question of presumption. I vote to retain this proviso 
for what it is worth. It would be worth everything to the soldier if it 
were not for the last clause of it. I am willing to go to the country 
and to any honest tribunal on the question whether the United States 
Government, after certifying to a fact, shall be allowed to turn around 
and say it did not tell the truth. Iam willing tostand onthat. That 
is the question here. I say the Government, after it certified that a 
man was qualified to be a soldier, should not be allowed to dispute it 
in order to defeat the payment of a pension. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], on which the yeag and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
what will be the effect if the amendment prevails and the proviso is 
stricken out? 

Mr. HARRISON. The soldier is left without any prima facie case; 
he is left as now to make his proof as he can. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 16, 
44; as follows: 





nays 


YEAS—1i6. 
Bayard, Camden, Harris, Mitchell, 
Beck, Coke, Hoar, Pike, 
Brown, Garland, Jackson, Platt, 
Butler, Hampton, Maxey, Vance. 

NAYS—44. 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMiilan, Ransom, 
Allison, George, McPherson, Sabin, 
Biair, Gorman, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Call, Harrison, Miller of N, Y., Sewell 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Morgan, Sherman, 
Chace, Hill, Morrill, Slater, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Palmer, Vest, 
Conger, Jonas, Pendleton, Voorhees 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Williams, 
Dolph, Lapham, Pugh, Wilson 

ABSENT—16 

CameronofPa., Fair, Jones of Florida, Mahone, 
Colquitt, Farley, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Gibson, Lamar Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Groome, Logan, Walker. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say that my colleague [ Mr. CAMERON, 
of Pennsylvania] is called away by illness. I presume he would vote 
**nay’’ if he were present. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open to amendment. 
Mr. LAPHAM. At the end of line 33, section 1, I move to add: 


By record evidence or other competent evidence on behalf of the United 
Btates 


So as to read: 
But such presumption may be rebutted by record evidence or other compe- 
tent evidence on behalf of the United States. 


Mr. BAYARD. Is that in order? 

Mr. LAPHAM. This amendment makes the bill correspond with 
the one the Senate has already passed and sent to the House; that is, 
it defines the mode of proof by which the presumption may be re- 
butted. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not aware that the amendment has been re- 
ceived. Does not a point of order lie against the amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will*dispose of any ques- 
tion of order which may be raised upon it when raised. 

Mr. PLATT. I was not aware that the amendment had been re- 
ceived so that it was before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to receive 
any amendment that may be proposed. If any Senater chooses to make 
a question of order upon the amendment, the Chair will dispose of the 
question of order when raised. 

Mr. PLATT. If it is not too late, I raise the question—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not too late. 

Mr. PLATT. I raise the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not hesitate to sustain 
the point of order. The amendment is legislation and is not in order. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
next special order upon the Calendar of Special Orders, being, as the 
Chair is advised, the bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands 
granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH. i now move to take up for consideration Order of 
Business 1001, being the bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing 
for the pre-emption of the public lands and the laws allowing entries 
for timber culture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that under 
the order of the Chair a moment since the wrong bill was announced. 
The Chair ordered that the first bill on the Calendar of Special Orders 
be reported to the Senate. The Secretary will now report the bill 
which is the first of the special orders. 

TheCuizr CLERK. A jointresolution (8. R. 18) proposing an amend- 
ment to article 1, section 7, clause 2, of the Constitution of the United 
States, in relation to the veto power. 

Mr. DOLPH, I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing 
for the pre-emption of the public lands, and the laws allowing entries 
for timber culture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Oregon that he must first dispose of the joint resolution be- 
fore the, Senate by postponing the consideration of the same or other 
dispositién, before his motion will be in order. 

Mr. DOLPH: I move then that the joint resolution before the Sen- 
ate be postponed until Saturday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from —— moves that 
the further consideration of the joint resolution now before the Senate 
be postponed until Saturday next. 

Mr. INGALLS. By whom was that resolution reported ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that resolution will be passed over inform- 
ally. It is a joint resolution introduced by my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution was reported by 
the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. Logan. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that it be passed over informally, retaining its 
place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks that 
the joint resolution be informally laid aside, holding its place as the 
first special order upon the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. : 

Mr. DOLPH. Now I renew my motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 7004. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is the duty of the 
Chair to lay the next special order upon the Calendar of Special Orders 
before the Senate. The Secretary will state it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that that be laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will first be read. 

The Curer CLERK. A bill (8. 1652) to provide for the improvement 
of the channel between Galveston Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. COKE. I ask that that bill may be informally laid aside, re- 
taining its place as a special order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks that the 
bill just announced be informally laid aside, holding its place on the 
‘Calendar of Special Orders, Is there objection? _ The Chair hears none. 


Mr. DOLPH. Now I move that the next special order be laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
next special order on the Calendar of special orders. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Calendar be laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the special 
order by its title, and then the Senator can be heard. 

The Curer CLERK. A bill (8. 60) to declare certain lands subject 
to taxation. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Calendar be laid aside for the purpose 
of considering House bill 7004. I move that it be taken up for present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the Senator’s 
motion is not in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. That the Calendar be laid aside ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the Calendarbe laid aside. The 
Senator may move to postpone to a day certain or indefinitely the 
special order, and that disposes of all special orders, and the motion 
he has suggested, the Chair thinks, would then be in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well, Mr. President, I accommodate myself to 
the ruling. I move that the special order be laid aside for the present 
for the consideration of House bill 7004, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He can move to postpone to a day 
certain, if the Senator desires to conform to the rule. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to postpone it until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the pending bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. GARLAND. The bill now called as the special order is a bill 
which I reported from the Judiciary Committee; but the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] who is absent from his seat introduced the bill 
originally, and manifested more concern in it than anybody else. I 
would supplement the motion by moving that it be postponed until 
Saturday next, because it will be impossible to consider it to-morrow 
on account of the counting of the electoral vote at the other end of the 
Capitol. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the further consideration of the bill be postponed until Saturday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LAND LAWS. |“ 


Mr. DOLPH. I understand, Mr. President, that that was an amend- 
ment to the motion made by me. I now move to take up House bill 
7004. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill designated by 
the Senator from Oregon will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R.'7004) to repeal all laws providing 
for the pre-emption of the public lands and the laws allowing entries 
for timber culture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the consideration of the bill was re- 
sumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the bill 
has been read, and all the amendments recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think not; the last two amendments have not been 
acted on yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The has just corrected his 
former statement, and informs the Chair that some of the committee 
amendments have not yet beenactedon. The first of the amendments 
not heretofore acted on will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The Committee on Public Lands propose to in- 
sert, as a new section, the following: 

Sec. 5. That after the passage of this act no public lands of the United States, 
except abandoned mil or other reservations and mineral and other lands 
the sale of which at auction has been authorized by acts of Congress of 
a special nature having local ication, shall be sold at public auction or be 

to private cant: and all offered public lands are hereby withdrawn 
from market, and shall be disposed of as unoffered public lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To thisamendment of the committee 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] offered an amendment, 
which will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. The proposed amendment to the amendment is, 
at the end of line 8, to insert: 

Excepting all lands situate in the State of Missouri. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment 
of the ttee on Public Lands. . ; 

Mr. DOLPH. Lhope that if this course is to be followed by Sena- 
tors from other States where there are offered public lands, the amend- 


f 
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ment will be voted down and the section offered as an amendment by 
the committee be voted down also rather than undertake to except the 
several States where there are offered lands. 

As I stated on a former occasion, there are but few States where there 
are offered lands for sale at private entry. Those are Missouri, 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Alabama, Michigan, and 
Minnesota. There are also small amounts of such lands in California, 











i Bs ite Tl)” aie Beer Ee ait) ak i eel an 








1885. 





Orego ashington Territory, and the Territory of New Mexico. 
if a from the Southern ‘tates, where there are considerable 
quantities of offered lands, are not 1n favor of this provision withdraw- 
ing those lands from private entry, it will be better to vote down this 
section offered by the committee and then strike out of the bill section 
6. as it came from the House, than to undertake to except the several 
States in this section. I do not see the Senator from Missouri, who 
amendment. 

OO VEST, My colleague is not present, but I can state the reasons 
which I think will be entirely satisfactory to the Senate why this pro- 
vision should not apply to the State of Missouri. There are no public 
lands in the State of Missouri that will ever be taken up by homesteads 
or pre-emptions. The only lands within the limits of that State which 
are now public lands are mineral Jands, lands situated in the hilly 
or mountainous portions of the State, and they are not taken up by 
homesteaders. If this section applies to the State of Missouri, it sim- 
ply amounts to keeping those lands that are now public lands in their 
present condition forever. All we desire as representing that State is 
that this provision shall not apply to Missouri in order that these lands 
may be entered for grazing and mineral purposes, as they certainly will 
not be taken up by homesteads or pre-emptions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment to 
the amendment. hag oot “ 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 15; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the amendment that I offered be read 
again, that I may see exactly the relation of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask what action has been taken 


pon section 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 4 has been agreed to. 

Mr SOCKRELL. And then section 5, the new section ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That isthe pending section, towhich 
the Senator’s amendment is 


Mr. COCKRELL. I 
this proposed t, section 5, the new section, was disagreed to, 
what would be the condition then of the bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. If the motion to strike out section 6 and insert sec- 
tion 5, which is under consideration, should not prevail, the bill 
would stand as it came from the House, with section 6 in it, and then 

i be made to strike out. section 6. If section 5 is not 
section 6 should be stricken out, it would leave all the 
subject to private entry, in the States named, still 
amendment of this section by excepting a State 
be followed by like amendments excepting other 
are offered If that is to be the case the sec- 
voted down at once, but if there are no other Sen- 
except their States from the operation of this sec- 
no serious objection to the amendment offered by 
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I have no disposition to complicate this bill in 
r form, for I am heartily in favor of the general 
provisions of it, but it would do great injustice to the State of Mis- 
for this section 5 to be adopted. I offered the 
id for the purposeef excepting Missouri from the 
I see at once that if an exception be made in 
favor of one State there will be exceptions then sought in favor of oth- 
ers, and the better way and the proper way would be to disagree to 

the a ee by the ¢ommittee, and then agree to 

4 I Senator if that would not leave the 

public lands in these old States just in the condition they are now in? 

_ Mr. DOLPH. So far as the question of their sale at private entry 
is concerned, it would. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I mean. I have in my hand a let- 

ane the Commissioner of the General Land Office, which I will 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1885. 

response to your verbal request of to-day, I have the honor to state 
probable that all public lands in the State of Missouri, now vacant, have 

offered at There were withdrawals made for the follow- 

and Saint Jo, lands within the six and fifteen miles 
San , from Saint Louis to Springfield, six 
west, for Atlantic and Pacific, twenty 
ron Mountain, from Bird’s Point southwest to State 
twenty miles, and from Ironton to Poplar Bluff, ten and 


price by reason of being within 
ered at racre, but such as 

(21 Stat., , have not been re- 
sul to private entry until so 
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sections within the indemnity limits, which did not inure to the 
the railroads, were restored to market at private ent 
There is probably a large amount of land in M ari that ha 


ry 
issouri that has been withdrawn 
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from sale at private entry by having been entered under the homestead laws, 
which entries weresubsequently canceled. Such landsare not subject to private 
entry unless they shall have been properiy restored, 
Very respectfully, 
L. HARRISON, 


Assistant Commissioner, 
Hon. F. M. CocKRELL, 


United States Senate. 


I desire to say simply that on the north side of the Missouri River, in 
our State, there are no public lands. All the public lands in Missouri 
are south of the Pacific Railroad substantially, and the greater part of 
them in the southern part of the State. There are no prairie lands, 
there are no agricultural lands in Missouri to-day vacant; no lands 
whatever that can be called agriculturallands. There cannot be found 
one hundred and sixty acres of public land in Missouri upon which you 
could make a tillable field of sixty acres. There is land some of which 
has timber upon it; some of it has brush; it probably will be valuable 
for grazing cattle and sheep; and it will be valuable to some extent for 
the timber. 

If you make this land subject to homesteads you simply preclude 
the sale of another acre of land in Missouri. Thereitis. It has been 
for twenty-five years subject to private entry; nobody has taken it up, 
speculators have not gone there and taken it up, and there is no danger 
of anything ofthat kind. . Now, Mr. President, I shall insist that the 
Senate disagree to this proposed amendment known as section 5, and 
let the Missouri lands remain precisely as they have been so far as the 
provision at private sale is concerned. I hope that the Senate will do 
this. It does not affect any other lands which are properly tillable, 
agricultural lands. 

If I may be allowed I would move—the motion, I believe, would not 
be in order, however—that the Senate disagree to the proposed amend- 
ment of the committee. If the Senate will permit, I will withdraw 
the amendment which I proposed, making a special exception of Mis- 
souri, and ask the Senate to non-concur in this amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The yeas 
and nays have been ordered on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Missouri. , 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
that he can offer his amendment in the Senate; that he withdraw it at 
this time, and let the vote be had in Committee of the Whole on the 
section as it stands. If it should be voted down of course the matter 
will be ended; but if the Senate adopts the amendment of the com- 
mittee it will be open in the Senate to amendment still, and then the 
amendment excepting Missouri can be offered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was precisely what I was stating, that I 
would withdraw the amendment which I had proposed and ask the 
Senate to vote down section 5. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire to withdraw his amendment ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed 
to withdraw my amendment, or that the order of the Senate ordering 
the yeas and nays may be reconsidered, and then that I may be al- 
lowed to withdraw the amendment in order that we may take a direct 
vote on the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the order of the Senate ordering the yeas and 
nays on his amendment be vacated. If there be no objection it is so 
ordered. The Senator from Missouri now asks leave to withdraw his 
amendment. There being no objection it is so ordered. 

Mr. DOLPH. Before the vote is taken on the amendment reported 
by the committee I desire to call attention again to the States in which * 
the lands subject to private entry are situated. There are in the State 
of Mississippi 2bout 1,000,000 acres; in Florida about 500,000 acres; in 
each of the States of Alabama, Arkansas, and Louisiana about 200,000; 
in the northern portions of Michigan and Minnesota about 500,000 acres 
each. There are only about 50,000 acres in California, 50,000 acres in 
Oregon, and 50,000 acres in Washington Territory. These amounts 
are not large enough to make the matter of any considerable impor- 
tance to the people of the Pacific coast. I understand that portions of 
the lands subject to private entry in some of the States, if not in Mis- 
souri, are agricultural lands. I simply want the Senate to understand 
what they are voting upon, where the landsare situated, and what the 
characterof the land is, before they vote on the committee amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator if all the lands thus situated 
have not been open to private entry for more than twenty years? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think probably for more than twenty-five years and 
continuously, except in the Southern States, where during or just after 
the war they were withdrawn from private entry for a time, and then 
again placed on the market subject to private entry by act of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it seems to me there would be no harm in 
letting the thing stand as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee proposed as section 5. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Oregon if the 
effect of this section 5, when passed, is not to prevent any entry of the 
public lands except a homestead entry ? 
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Mr. DOLPH. 
a question to me? 

Mr. CALL. I asked the Senator from Oregon if the effect of this sec- 
tion 5, if passed, is not to prevent any entry on the public lands except 
a homestead entry. 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly not. The section under consideration, if 
adopted, would only withdraw lands from private entry. Unless we 
pass the bill itself and adopt the sections which repeal the pre-emption 
law the land can still be entered under that law. Unless we adopt 
the section which repeals the timber-culture act they can still be en- 
tered under that act, and so with the desert-land act. 

Mr. DOLPH. Offered -public lands are such lands as have been 
offered at public sale, and not having been sold at public sale are after- 
ward subject to private entry. That would be the only class of land 
which would be affected by this section. 

Mr. CALL. Unoffered public lands are only subject to pre-emption 
entry. 

Mr. DOLPH. Under the homestead law, the timber-culture act, and 
the desert-land act they are open to settlement. 

Mr. CALL. I am speaking of section 5. The section says: 


Sec. 5. That after the passage of this act no public lands of the United States, 
except abandoned military or other reservations and mineral and other lands 
the sale of which at public auction has been authorized by acts of Congress of 


Did I understand the Senator from Florida to propose 


aspecial nature having local application, shall be sold at public auction or be 
subject to private entry; and all offered public lands are hereby withdrawn 
from market, and shall be disposed of as unotfered public lands. 


Mr. DOLPH. But the Senator will understand that the terms ‘‘of- 
fered lands’’ and “‘ private entry’’ have come to have a special mean- 
ing when applied to the land laws. 

Mr. CALL. Iso understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is onthe amendment of 
Ahe Committee on Public Lands proposed as section 5. 

Theamendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘There is still another committee amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. The committee report to strike out section 6, as 
follows: 

Sec. 6. That after the passage of this act no public lands of the United States 
adapted to agriculture shall be sold except mineral lands and town sites; and all 
of the public lands of the United States adapted to agriculture shall be reserved 
for actual and bona fide settlers only, under the provisions of the homest w, 
subject, however, to bounty-land warrants and college scrip issued by author- 
ity of Congress, and the grants which Congress has made and shall hereafter 
make in the new Statesand Territories for the purpose of education ; but all laws 
and parts of laws touching the rights of the officers, soldiers, and seamen hereto- 
fore in the military or naval service of the United States in the public lands are 
continued in full force: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to amend or repeal! the act for the sale of timber lands in the Statesof Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, Nevada, and in Washington Territory, passed June 3, 1873: Pro- 
vided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair, defeat, or in 
any manner affect the rights of any State to indemnity for swamp and over- 
flowed lands granted to the State of Arkansas and other States under the pro- 
visions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to enable the State of Arkansas and other 
States to reclaim the swamp lands within their limits,’ approved Se ber 
28, 1850, as provided in sections 2479, 2480, 2481, 2482, 2483, 2434, 2435, 2136, 2 ; 
2458, 2489, and 2490 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the previous section has been inadvertently 
acted on. The motion ‘was to strike out and insert, and it failed, and 
there has been no motion renewed to strike out. I understand it will 
not be in order until the committee amendments are di of; and 
on page 7 is another committee amendment which I suppose will be 
in order to be acted upon. d 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No action of the Senate has been 
taken on the amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, really section 5 was a substi- 
tute for section 6, but the proposed amendment came in in advance of 
what was proposed to be stricken out. We have disagreed to section 
5 to be inserted, and now I hope we shall agree to striking out section 
6, and that leaves us all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
striking out section 6. 

Mr. KRELL. It is only a question of the order in which it was 
printed. Section 5 comes in in advance of section 6, and it is an inde- 
pendent proposition, though practically it was intended to strike out 
section 6 and insert the proposed section 5 in lieu of it. Now, I hope 
the amendment of the committee proposing to strike out section 6 will 
be agreed to. 

/ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
fe strike out section 6. 
|} The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


‘ Gee. 6. That section 2288 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
ollows: 

** Spo, 2288. Any person who has already settled on the public lands, either 
pre-emption or by virtue of the Seessetenall law, or an aanaamee thereto, as 
any person who shall hereafter settle on the public Roa by virtue of the home- 
stead law, or any amendments thereto, shall have the right to transfer, by war- 
ranty against his own acts,any portion of his ption or homestead for 
church, cemetery, or school purposes, or for the t of way of railroads across 
such pre-emption or homestead ; and the transfer for such public purposes shall 
in no way Vitiate the right to complete and perfect the title to their pre-emptions 


or homesteads. 


Mr. DOLPH. This is an exact copy of the old statute, except that 
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it eliminates the words ‘‘ pre-emption law ’’ where they occur in this 
section so as to make it conform with the bill, if it is passed, which re- 
—_ the pre-emption law. 
he amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Are there furtheramendments from the committee? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is an amendment I should like to offer in sec- 
tion 1, in lines 9, 10, and 11, to strike out the words ‘‘and all other 
laws allowing pre-emption of the public lands in the United States."’ 

I have ascertained since the bill was reported that there are some 
special acts authorizing the pre-emption of lands on Indian reservations 
or lands ceded to the United States by Indian tribes, which can only be 
disposed of in that manner. I have ascertained further that since the 
statutes were revised there have been no amendments of importance to 
the pre-emption law, and therefore the words ‘‘and all other laws al- 
lowing pre-emption of the public lands of the United States’’ may be 
stricken out without doing any harm, and striking them out will leave 
in force the laws covering these exceptional cases which we might over- 
look if we undertook to specify them all in the aet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon, which will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 1, line 9, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 


And all other laws allowing pre-emption of the public lands of the United 


The amendment was to. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. I move further toamend the bill by adding after the 
word ‘‘ repealed,’’ in line 29 of section 1, the following proviso: 

And provided further, That all entries heretofore made under the pre-emption 
laws on which final proof and may have been made and to which there are 
no adverse claims and which have been sold to innocent purchasers, shal! be 


confirmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the proper 
Department officer of such sale. 


Mr. SHERMAN, It seems to me that is a wide-reaching provision, 
which may confirm illegal entries, irregular entries, entries that are in 
violation of law. The Senator, I suppose, does not intend that. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state what is proposed. This amendment was 
submitted tome by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], and I was 
requested to offer it. It has been submitted, I believe, to all the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Pablic Lands who are present and accessihje 
and has been approved by all of them. It only proposes the confirma- 
tion of titles where final proof has been made, where payment has been 
made, and where the land has passed into the hands of innocent pur- 
chasers, and where the Commissioner of the General Land Office or the 
Secretary of the Interior shall be satisfied from the proof that the pur- 
chasers are innocent purchasers. Under the laws regulating the trans- 
fer of property hetween private citizens, a purchaser of property in 

faith and fora valuable consideration from a person having evi- 

of title would be entitled to hold it, as againsta third person who 
might be the real equitable owner of it. It is only proposed to apply 
the same rule to the Government where there are no adverse claims to 
the property; and where, as I have said, the land has been entered, final 
proof and payment made before the transfer, I see no objection to it 
myself. And,as I said before, I understand from the Senator from 
Minnesota that it has been submitted to each member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and no objection made to it. That was the 
reason I offered it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me this is a wide-reaching provision. 
This would confirm absolutely void pre-emption claims. It would pre- 
vent the United States from a its title merely because some 
person alleged to be an innocent holder might claim the land. These 
— may have been made on lands not subject to pre-emption. 
he oo might have been made. I trust the Senator will not press 

am not sufficiently informed about the nature of pre-emptions. 

not here unless it is reported from 
do not think then it ought to be reported except 
upon a letter from the Commissioner of the Land Office or the Secretary 


many claims. In ordinary cases,when the pre-emptor has paid the pur- 
and the matter seems to be al Rant awenilens bie Uti 
illegal 


as a matter of course. Consequently this is intended to 
pre-emptions, fraudulent pre-emptions, ptions on land that is 
not open to pre-emption, and denies to the United States the power to 
resist those pre-emptions and the execution of patents based upon them, 
simply, forsooth, because somebody who is innocent of the fraud is, may 


be, now in possession. That would be wrong. The United States mig!t 
be in great danger from such a wide-reaching provision, and therefore it 

t not to be it seems to me, except upon full consideration. 
« Mr. PLUMB. — from ee pe this amend- 
ment to me A ithout fully ts scope, perhaps I may 
have said I not see any objection toit. But the general subject has 


been before the Committee on Public Lands in the shape of a bill intro- 
duced A ee and the committee encountered 


@ great soa ns pee - of it. oe on. 
are & many claims w ought to be passed which 
Save late teetaeiele but on the other hand Seeitadeecaeent many 
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claims which have been suspended. which ought not to be passed. That 
is the prima facie condition at least. : 

A provision of this kind, so sweeping in its nature, would in my judg- 
ment be really against the interests of the Government and against the 
interests of justice as between claimants; but with reference generally 
to the disposition of the public lands the bill which the Senator from 
Colorado introduced and the committee have under consideration, pro- 
vided that after a certain lapse of time, after the issue of a patent, pro- 
ceedings might be taken to set aside the patent, and that brought up 
the general question of holding up claims in the General Land Office on 
the ground that the pre-emption law or the homestead law or whatever 
law they were sought to be entered under, had not been complied with. 

I have nodoubt that in a great many cases the reportsof special agents 
or other reports on which the Interior Department has acted have been 
partial and have worked injustice; but on the other hand every one who 
reads the report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and who 
is at all conversant with the history of the administration of the public 
land laws during the last few years, must know that in the greed to get 
land which has seized upon a good many people during the last few 
years a great many instances have occurred where entries have been 
made which were not warranted by the law at all and which were prac- 
tically a fraud on the Government. 

If the Government were desirous simply of getting the money for the 
lands, if it was only a question of getting a dollar and a quarter an 
acre, then of course the Government side of the question might well be 
satisfied by the money; but for many years the public lands have been 
regarded as a trust for the benefitof those persons, citizens of the United 
States who desired to make homes on them and therefore the mere pay- 
ment of money unaccompanied by the evidences of settlement which the 
law requiresand unaccompanied by the fact that men have actually made 
homes to entitle them to enter them is practically a fraud upon the 
public. It is that class of cases which this bill is designed to prevent. 

While a healing act in reference to certain classes of those cases might 
be well, at the same time it can not be framed off-hand. Itis not wise, 
as I think, to put it onto a bill of this kind, or of any kind, without 
some discussion of the matter so that the exact limitations of it may 
be thoroughly understood. It might be possible that you could heal 
all entries made in a certain number of years. That would do in cer- 
tain sections of the country; but in certain others perhaps that would 
not do. Therefore, this being a very large question, it seems to me to 
be unwise to attempt in this manner to ingra(ft it upon legislation. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw that for 
& moment. 

Mr. VEST. Wecan not finish this bill to-night because there are 
important amendments here. It is impossible to finish it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw the mo- 
tion until I can make a report from a conference committee. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 


“SUITS FOR DAMAGES. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offered this morning the report of a committee of 
conference, but on hearing it read at the desk I discovered that theclerk 
of the House committee in making the duplicate copy had omitted a 
single word, and I sent it back to have the House conferees and Senate 


oun agree to insert the word. I now present the report in correct 
form. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee submits 
a report from a conference committee, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses onthe 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House No. 7131, to authorize suits for 
damages where death results from the wrongful act, neglect, or default of any 
person or corporation in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free 
cone a, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 

That the House recede from its d 
= to the — with the follo’ 

first section of said Senate amendment and next before the proviso to 
said section insert the following words: “And such damages shall be assessed 
to the injury Ss from such act, neglect, or default causing 
and next of kin of such deceased a" 
And also by adding to said first section, after the proviso, the following words: 
as » That no action shall be maintained under this act in any 
injured by such wrongfu! act, neglect, or default has recov- 
And also by amendi a ats on chine 
sal amendment by striking out of said 
———a thereof the words “two years" and inserting in lieu thereof 


And the Senate agree to the said amendments to the Senate amendments to 


said bill. 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 

H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

LUKE P. POLAND, 

J. R. TUCKER, 

WILLIAM DORSHEIMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


ment to the amendment of the Senate 
g amendments thereto : 


The report was concurred in. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1495 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced the appointment of Mr. JAMEs F. CLAY, of Ken- 
tucky, and Mr. J. WARREN Kerrer, of Ohio, as tellers on the part of 
the House provided for in the concurrent resolution of the two Houses 
on the subject of counting the votes for President and Vice-President 
of the United States. 

ENROLLEI 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, 
sz 

A bill (H. R. 1339) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 5674) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Tyler, in the State of Texas; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 327) providing for printing the culogies de- 
livered in Congress upon the late John H. Evins, late a Representative 
in the Forty-eighth Congress from the State of South Carolina, 


$ SIGNED. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2626) for the relief of William E. 
Blunt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2627) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Fleming, Frances E. Robinson, and Mary 
and Margaret Johnstone; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S.2628) relating to sales 
for taxes in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROOME introduced a bill (S. 2629) to amend the law concern- 
ing mechanics’ liens in the Districtof Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2630) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Ann Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported twoamendments intended tobe proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 235) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Augusta, Me., with 
an amendment; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 591) for the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 6533) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, ME. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the question of concur- 


| rence in the House amendment to the bill providing for the erection 


of a public building in the city of Augusta, Me., may be passed upon 
now. It isa Senate bill, has’ passed the Senate twice, and is returned 
from the House with an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The Chair 
lays before the Senate a bill returned from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate, No. 235, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Augusta, Me.,” do pass with 
the following amendment: 

In line 11 of the bill, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ insert the following 

“ Anditshall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site for said 
building shall have been purchased, to cause a plan and specifications of said 
building to be prepared, which plan and specifications shall not involve an ex- 
penditure, in the erection and completion of said building and the approaches 
thereto, exceeding the portion of said $150,000 remaining after the site of said 
ae shall have been paid for; and no plan for said building shall be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the 
sum so remaining after paying for the site of said puilding.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate concur in the House amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 10, 1885. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. 
§. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 7, was read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that the Journal as read 
be amended in that portion of the proceedings of yesterday which refers 
to what occurred between one of the assistant sergeants-at-arms of the 
House and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE}. 

After stating that the Sergeant-at-Arms returned for his mace and 
passed up the aisle, it says ‘‘ the gentleman from Kentucky took his 
seat.’’ That is a mistake, and it should state the truth, which is that 
when the member from Kentucky saw the party who had assailed him 
pass beside the Speaker’s chair and assume the mace he took his seat; 
80 that the Journal should read ‘‘ he had taken his seat,’’ and not that 
he took his seat under the constraint of the Sergeant-at-Arms with the 
mace in his hand. F 

This much is due to the gentleman from Kentucky. I can have noper- 
sonal feeling in suggesting this amendment which is due tohim. ‘The 
House knows that there can have been no personal relations between 
him and me for some years past, while I know I am ready to bear tes- 
timony that I have never experienced anything but courtesy from the 
gentleman, whom I think was yesterday a grave aggressor upon the 
dignity and decorum of the House. 

I move that the Journal be amended by striking out the word ‘‘ took ”’ 
and inserting ‘‘had taken,’’ or such form of words as may be necessary 
to make the correction I have suggested. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam sure, Mr. Speaker, that this matter 
should be correct in the Journal, and I am equally sure that it is cor- 
rect as it now stands. It is a mistake on the part of the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, perhaps on this side, that the mace, Crom- 
well’s old bauble, is the only symbol of authority. It is only the out- 
ward emblem of the inward authority of the Speaker; and when the 
Speaker sent the Sergeant-at-Arms, without having the mace in his pos- 
session, down to the member from Kentucky, he had the right under 
the fourth paragraph of Rule XIV to do just what he did; and I wish that 
rule had been read in the hearing of the House on yesterday, as it 
might have saved the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
That clause of the rule in question is as follows: 

4. If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he 
shall immediately sit down. 

It does not follow that he shall be approached with the mace if he is 
approached by the authority of the Speaker in the person of the officer 
of the House; and the Speaker on yesterday said, as the RecorD will 
show, that he had directed the Sergeant-at-Arms to see that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky wasseated. All was done in kindness and gen- 
tleness by the Speaker pro tempore toward his coll . There is 
nothing to complain of. Nobody can complain of either the Speaker 
pro tempore or the Speaker himself in their treatment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky: and the only complaint is that they have exceeded in 
Jenity and not in severity. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I do not desire to discuss the doctrine of this case 
at this time. A time will come for that. All that I now ask is that 
the Journal, which should be a faithfal record of the proceedings of the 
House, shall state the facts as they actually occurred. 

The gentleman from Kentucky did refuse to take his seat upon the 
order of a man who had laid violent hands upon him and bore no 
symbol of office. When, however, that citizen left him to assume evi- 
dence that he was an officer of the House and under the Speaker’s 
command the gentleman took his seat; and when the representative 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms approached or turned to approach the gentle- 
man from Kentucky he was, as al] the gentlemen around us here well 
know and will say, already in hisseat. And the Journal should show, 
not that he took his seat under official constraint, but that, if he had 
made a mistake in assuming that no citizen had the right to force him 
by violence off his feet when addressing the Chair—when he saw that 
the authority of the House was speaking to him he had taken his seat; 
and I ask that this correction be made in the Journal. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit 
me a question ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who has had long and wide experience in parliamentary 
law, whether there is any rule of the law which requires an officer of 
this House to carry with him the mace or other sy:bol of authority 





Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHN 


when he is obeying the instructions of the presiding officer of the House | CTi#P, 


or when serving a writ or process or performing any other duty that he 
is by the law required to perform? 

Mr. KELLEY. As there will be, Mr. Speaker, time enough to dis- 
cuss that question when it arises, I shall not proceed to discuss it now. 
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The question before us is whether the Journal states the facts as they 
occurred or whether it misrepresents them. I ask that it state them 


| correctly. 


Mr. REAGAN. The Journal is correct as read. It states the facts 
as they oceurred. The only pretense for making this question is a 
purely technical one, which ignores the actual facts of the case. 

The gentleman from Kentucky knew the Sergeant-at-Arms as well 
as the Speaker and every other member of the House knew him. He 
heard the order of the Speaker to the Sergeant-at-Arms to cause him 
to be seated. The pretense now that he did not bring the mace is, [ 
repeat, a mere technical pretense, in order to make an issue to the disad- 
vantage of the Speaker when he had di the duty which de- 
volved upon him—with perhaps the exception stated by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox], that he extended too much leniency and 
listened too long to the abuse of the patience of the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mx REAGAN. I was going to move, and I do move, to lay the pro- 
posed motion to correct the Journal on the table. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table is not 
debatable. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think the gentleman from Texas will kindly 
withdraw his motion for a moment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would be glad to hear the views of the gentleman 
from Maine, but we have a great deal of important business and we 
should not waste more time on this matter. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I simply desire one moment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas, as the gentleman from Maine well knows, is not 
debatable. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEILEY] has 
moved to correct the Journal—— 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I wouldliketostate—— ([Criesof ‘‘ Regular 
order! ’’} 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable, as the 


gentleman from Maine knows perfectly well. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [M:. KELLEY] has moved to correct the Journal as in- 
dicated, and the gentleman from Texas moves to lay that motion on 
the table. ; 

The question being taken on Mr. REAGAN’S motion, there were— 
ayes 138. noes 94. 

Mr. KELLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Before the roll is called I would like to have the 
clause of the Journal which it is proposed to correct reported again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless there be objection it will be 
again read. 

Several members objected, and called for the general order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am satisfied so far as I am concerned 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 95, not vot- 
ing 64; as follows: 


[Cries 


YEAS—164. 
Adams, J.J Dorsheimer, Lore, Snyder, 
Aiken, wd, Lovering, . 
Alexunder, Dunn, Lowrts Springer, 
Arnot, » McMillin, Stevens, 
ee, Eid j Matson, Stewart, Charles 
Ballentine, Ellis, Ma wary Stockslager, 
Barbour, English, Miller, .F. Sumner, C. A 
, Ermentrout, Mills, Sumner, D. H 
Beach, Ferrell, Mitchell, Swope, 
Belmont, Findlay, Money, bott, 
Bennett, Follett, Mo » Taylor, J.M 
Blackburn, Foran, Moulton, mpson, 
Blanchard, Forney,. Muldrow, Tillman, 
Bland, an, Maller, To nd, 
Blount, Murphy, Tucker, 
Boyle, Gibson, Murray, Tully, 
Bratton, G > M r, Turner, H.G. 
Breckinridge, Graves, Neece, Van Alstyne, 
Bi be Green, Nicholls, Vance, 
. Halsell, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Buckner, Ham Ochiltree, W. : 
belt J.E. Hard ; Paine ; Warner, Richard 
iJ. . \ arner, Richar 
Candies, Hateh, Patton, Warner, A. J. 
Carleton, Hewitt, A.8 Peel, Weaver, 
Clardy, Hi Pierce, Wellborn, 
Clay, Hill, Post, Wemple, 
Cobb, Holman, Pryor, Wilkins, 
Collins, Hopkins, Pusey, Williams, 
Converse, Ho Randall, Willis, 
Hurd, Benge, Wilson, James 
. ati - A vom, t- 
Cox, 8. 8. ones, inans, 
Cox, W. R. Jones, J. H. olen Winans, John 
Jones J. K. Rogers, J. 11, Wise, G-D 
, Jones, . Rogers, , 
a King, Rosecrans, Wood, 
. . Seney, ee 
Lam orthington. 
Dibreli, Lanham, Shively.” Yaple, 
kery, Lewis, Singleton, York. 
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NAYS—%. 
Kean, Rowell, 

es a Keifer, Ryan” 

inson. hart. vy, skinner, T.G. 
— . Fiery, Lawrence, Smith, A. Herr 
Bing A Funston, ng, Smith, H.Y 
Bi y George, Lyman, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Goff, eCoid, Steele, 
Breitung Greenleaf, McComas, Stephenson, 
Brewer, F.B. Guenther, McCormick, Stewart, J. W. 
Brewer,J. Han ’ Millard, Storm, 
Brown, W H Nelson, Strait, 
Browne, T.M , H. Nutting, Struble, 
Budd Haynes, O’ Hara, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J.M. | Hemphill, O’Neill,Charles Taylor, J. D. 
Cc Hepburn, yne, Thomas, 
Con ly Hiscock, Perkins, Valentine, 
Craig , Hitt, Peters, Wadsworth, 
Culbertson, W.W. Ho: " Pettibone, Wait, 
Callen, Horr, Pheips, Wakefield, 
Cateheon, Houk, Poland, Washburn, 
Davis, R. T. Howey, Price, White, J. D. 
Davis, L. Hunt, Ray, G. W. White, Milo 
Dingley, Jeffords, Ray, Ossian Whiting. 
Dunham, Jobnson, Reed, T. B. 

NOT VOTING—64. 
. Elliott, ao . Bosse, 
Fiedler, ird, ice, 

a Garrison, Le Fevre, Robinson, J.S. 
Brainerd, Hancock, Libbey, Robinson, W. E. 
Brumm Harmer, McAdoo, Rockwell, 
Burleigh, Henderson, D. B. Miller, S. FZ. Ruseell, 
Burnes, Henderson, T.J. Milliken, Shaw, 
Caldwell, Henley, Morrill, Skinner, C. R. 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, Morrison, Slocum, 
Cannon, Hoblitzell, Morse, Smalls, 
Chalmers, Holton, O'Neill, J. J. Stone, 
Clements, Hooper, Parker, Throckmorton, 
Cook, James, Payson, Turner, Oscar 
Culberson,D.B. Jordan, Potter, Weller, 
Curtin, Kellogg, Rankin, Wise, J.8. 
Davis, G. R. Ketcham, Ranney, Young. 


So the motion to correct the Journal was laid on the table. 

The ing members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until farther notice: 

Mr. MorRISON with Mr. Lipsey. 

Mr. SHaw with Mr. Lair. 

Mr. GARRISON with Mr. Barr. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLoGG. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. LACEY. 

The following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. BruMM, on this vote. 

Mr. Davis, of Illinois, with Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, on this vote. 

Mr. Boye with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, for to-day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no farther objection, the 
Journal will stand approved. - 

Mr. KEIFER. I object. I now move that the Chairappointacom- 
mittee of five members toexamine and report upon the question of fact, 
as made by membersaround me, with reference to the proceedings yes- 
terday in connection with the Sergeant-at- Arms and the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WuIre]. I may state, insupport of this motion, that it 
is in accordance with the rule inthe English Parliament; indeeed, it is 
the only way to have the fact recorded, and it is the right of every mem- 
ber, no matter what thejudgmentof the House may be, to have the facts 
recorded. The House has no right to vote, by a majority vote, that a 
- a has occurred in its proceedings shall not be recorded in the 

ournal. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the motion made by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] on the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
ue aes of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is not de- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEI- 
YER] moves that the Chair appoint a committee of tive members to ex- 
amine and report as to the correctness of the Journal as read by the 
toy on the = the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] moves 

r. MPSON. Is the motion subject to the point of order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it is too late to 
make the point of order. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to lay upon the table the motion of 
the from Ohio [Mr. KEIrer}. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. 


Speaker, does the gentleman from Texas 


tleman had made his mo- 


{Mr. REAGAN] have the right to mak t moti i i 

ma J ree ee ake the motion while the gentle- 
tempore. The Chair understood that the gentle- 

man from Ohio (ie. Keren] had concluded his remarks. Ta 

Mr. KEIFER.~ I had not concluded, Mr. Speaker. 

_ The SPEAKER tempore. The 

tion, and in the that ensued, 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
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KEIFER] not addressing the Chair, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN ] rose and made the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. KEIFER. I paused, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of having 
the Chair state the question, which had not been stated up to that 
time; and before the Chair had stated the question the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] took the floor to move to lay my motion on the 
table. I claim the right to have the Chair state the motion that I 
have made, and then to proceed to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not recognize the right 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] to require such service at 
the hands of the Chair until he has concluded his remarks; but in order 
to be entirely fair, the Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
KEIFER ] further. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not make this motion in any cap- 
tious spirit at all—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEI- 
FER | is recognized. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But before he discusses the proposition the point 
of order can be entertained. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will overrule the point of 
order if the gentleman desires to make it, and will hear the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was about to reserve the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has passed upon it, and the 
gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido not make this motion in any captious sense at 
all, nor to occupy the time of the House, but to preserve the integrity 
of the records of the proceedings of this House. I do not know per- 
sonally the facts in relation to this matter that is claimed to have been 
omitted from the Journal, but all around me, I may say regardless ot 
party, there is concurrence in this: that the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WHITE] took his seat before the Sergeant-at-Arms arrived with 
the mace. 

Now, whether that is correct or not depends upon the facts as they 
may be disclosed by a large number of honorable gentlemen here. The 
point I make, Mr. Speaker, is that it is not the right of a majority of 
this House to say that a fact which concerns the proceedings of this 
House and is a part of them shall not be recorded upon the Journal. 
Indeed, I think that the House, with a little deliberation, would not 
attempt to prevent a record being made of the proceedings as they took 
place. There may well be a difference of opinion as to what did take 
place; it may be that a majority of the House, either from not knowing 
anything about the matter, or from information received, might vote 
down a motion such as that submitted by the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsytvania [Mr. KELLEY]; but in parliamentary bodies when- 
ever there is an allegation of inaccuracy in the Journal, or of omission 
from the Jéurnal, it has been the practice to appoint a committee to in- 
quire into the facts and report to the House, in order that the Journal 
might be corrected. The Journal is of that sort of paramount impor- 
tance that in the organic act of the nation it is made mandatory upon 
each House of Congress to keep a journal of its proceedings. Now, is 
that journal to be kept in accordance with the vote of the majority of 
the House, in accordance with their wish as to what shall be recorded, 
in accordance with the whim of the majority of the House (if I may 
use the expression) at the time the record is made up, or is it to be 
kept in accordance with the fact? To illustrate, suppose the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], or any other gentleman, has an im- 
portant proceeding here upon a bill, and it is entirely omitted from the 
Journal by mistake or otherwise, I insist that that gentleman himself, 
even if no other member agrees with him, has a right to have the Jour- 
nal show exactly what did take place—precisely what did take place. 
It is not for the judgment of the House to determine whether or not it 
shall go upon the record, but whether it is the fact. 

This, Mr. Speaker, comprises substantially all I desire to say. It is 
laid down in Jefferson’s Manual, page 139, that in cases of this kind 
the House may take proceedings to have the facts ascertained which 
should go upon the Journal. The language is: 

On information of a misentry or omission of an entry in the journal, a com- 
mittee may be appointed to examine and rectify it and report it to the House. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, how does this debate come up? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio‘is that a committee of five members be appointed to inquire into 
the facts and report to this House as to the correctness or incorrectness 
of its Journal. 

Mr. REAGAN. 


I moved to lay that motion on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair will repeat the statement 
already made, that the Chair, supposing the gentleman from Ohio had 
finished his remarks, recognized the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN ],who moved to lay the motion of the gentleman from Ohio on the 
table. Butthe gentleman from Ohio, claiming that injustice was done 
him, the Chair, in order to be entirely fair, recognized the gentleman 
from Ohio to proceed again. That gentleman now seems to be claim- 


ing an hour, and is yielding certain time to other members. 
Has he the right to do so under the rules? 


Mr. ROBERTSON. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say that it is the gen- 
tleman’s right, if he claims it, under the circumstances. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Does he claim it? 

Mr. KEIFER. Not the whole hour; no. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Reep). 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, the only anxiety I feel about 
this matter is that the House should do itself justice. This is not a 
matter of personal popularity or personal unpopularity. It is a ques- 
tion of what is due to the House in the statement of a fact upon its Jour- 
nal. I simply desire to say to the House that I was personally an eye- 
witness of the transaction, and that the Journal does not, according to 
my recollection, state the fact as it occurred. 

I do not desire for one moment to enter into the question of the right 
or wrong of the transaction; that will come up under another form of 
proceedings. But here is a proposition to correct a misstatement in the 
Journal. It seems to me the House owes it to itself to make that cor- 
rection in some form or other. I do not know thata word need be added 
to what I have said. The House ought to ascertain whether the cor- 
rection should be made, if there is any dispute. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. HAmMMonD]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I shall be obliged to vote for this 
resolution, because it is proper, without any regard’ to who is right as 
to the matter of fact. There is an issue, and the only way to try that 
issue is before a committee. We have no standing committee that has 
jurisdiction of this question; therefore a special committee ought to be 
appointed. 

I may believe that the Journal is exactly correct; other gentlemen 
believe it is wrong. The fact that anybody feels an interest in hav- 
ing it corrected creates a necessity for ascertaining the truth. This is 
but a repetition, for the purpose of emphasis, of what I have already 
said. 

Mr. KEIFER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Lowry]. . 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, upon this question valuable time is 
being consumed which there is an imperative demand should be de- 
voted to the transaction of the public business. I haveconversed with 
several gentlemen on this side of the House, and I find the opinion to 
= generally that the shortest and quickest way out of this im- 

roglio will be to adopt the motion of the gentleman from Ohio—ap- 
point this committee, and let a report be made in regard to the facts 
touching this transaction, and thus dispose of it without consuming 
the time of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. I now desire to yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I rise toa point of order. Was nota 
niotion made to lay on the table ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not before the House. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I began the remarks with which I pre- 
ceded my motion on this subject by disclaiming all personal feeling in 
this matter. I can not do so at this time. I have a deep personal in- 
terest in this question as now presented. I have made a statement as 
to a matter of fact which I had witnessed, and whic) was witnessed by 
my neighbors allaround me. This honored member of the Democratic 

rty who now stands near me, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 

UNT], stood as near as I did to the scene of the transaction, and would, 
I am quite sure, tell a committee that my statement was to the letter 
accurate. 

Mr. HUNT. I believe the geatleman’s statement was correct. 

Mr. KELLEY. I believed the gentleman would say so. The man 
himself who came as a citizen and claimed to be executing an order ad- 
dressed to an officer of the House, and whose conduct has given rise to 
this discussion, has, if I am not misinformed by several gentlemen, said 
that my statement of the facts was accurate. 

As has been said, i{ is due to the member involved that the Journal 
shall k of him truthfully. It is due to the honor of the House, in 
whose behalf I proposed the amendment, that it shall recite the truth 
and not falsely record the angry impulse of a majority on the floor. 
Therefore I as a measure of justice to the House that the parlia- 
mentary usage of a committee to inquire where in a moment of excite- 
ment an issue has been raised shal! be followed so it may be corrected. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. KEerrer retained the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to know what the 
gentleman from Ohio proposes to do ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I donot propose to occupy any more time at present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman must occupy his time 
or yield the floor. 

Mr. KEIFER. [yield a moment to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say that I think 
this is a case of much ado about nothing. Just as it now stands it seems 


to me it is beyond the authority of the other side of the House, or of this 
House, to do anything except to go forward and have this committee 
appointed and the fact ascertained. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We will not do anything, of course, if 
we take up the whole time with this trash. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I sat in my seat, and I know, unless my. senses 
misled me, that the statement in the Journal is not correct. Now, can 
any one of us afford to refuse to have that correction made? I can not 
see that anybody is to be harmed by it. Let the correction be made 
and let the Journal stand as a true record of our. proceedings. 

Mr. OATES. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. And then let us proceed to business. So far as 
I am concerned, I have heard enough of this whole trifling proceeding 

Mr. OATES. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield the floor for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has yielded 
the floor. [After apause.] The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam willing to yield fora question. 

Mr. OATES. Is not the Journal correct so far as it goes, the trouble 
being in the fact that it is not explicit? [‘‘No!’’ from the Repub- 
lican side.] It states the Sergeant-at-Arms went and got his mace and 
then returned, and that, after he had returned, Mr. WHITE took his 
seat. If you had inserted the words that Mr. WHITE had taken his 
seat ‘‘before the deputy sergeant-at-arms had again reached him,’’ 
you would have the whole thing. It is not an error in what is stated, 
but in not stating enough to make it explicit. 

Mr. REAGAN. Now I desire to go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the whole of this means that gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, for the pretection of the man who 
has been interrupting the proceedings of the House and producing un- 
necessary delays by a course of conduct that ought not to have been 
tolerated, now desire to dictate to the Democrats on this side that they 
shall make an apology for the Speaker having performed his duty as he 
did. That is all there is of it. The Sergeant-at-Arms by the command 
of the Speaker went to the desk of that member and tried to get him to 
take his seat after he was called to order and requested to do so by the 
Speaker; but he refused to be seated. The t-at-Arms went back 
to his desk and got his mace, under the idea perhaps that it would adi 
to his authority; but when he returned the member wasseated. Itseems 
to me we ought not to consume r time, that common decency, i1 
view of the history of this transaction, forbids that we should go on to 
spend more time on this subject. 

It is asserted that it is an outrage on personal rights. Now, if the 
question of right could be considered, the whole question of right, we 
would consider the outrage on the rights of this House and on the in- 
terests of this country by delaying its proceedings day after day by dil- 
atory and filibustering motions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. By whom? 

Mr. REAGAN. By the very gentleman you are now trying to make 
a martyr of; the gentleman you put up—the gentleman Mr. REED 
putup. I am tired of seeing Democrats rise here and apologize for 
efforts on the part of the majority in trying to control this House. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] It has been our fate long 
e@ oe 

Mr. REED, of Maine, rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas will sus- 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire the words of the gentleman from 
Texas be taken down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The words will be taken down. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Texas has been 
called to order, and he has not taken his seat while the words are being 
taken down. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The words of the gentleman from Texas 
have been called for, and when they have been supplied by the Officia! 

they will be read. The gentleman from Texas having bee! 
called to order will take his seat. [Laughter. } 

Mr. REAGAN. -Let the words be taken down if the gentleman 
wants them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas will su-- 
a the language of the gentleman has been reported to th: 

ouse. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

tucky. I anise the point of order that under 
the ruleitself the only privilege of the gentleman from Texas now is ‘0 
take his seat until the words are reported to the House. I call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact that the gentleman is still standin: 


[ ' 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is in orde: 
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for every member on the floor to take his seat; and the Sergeant-at- 
Arms will see that all members are seated. to 

Mr. REAGAN. Since the gentleman from Kentucky is so sensitive 
about the rules, I will take my seat. [Laughter.}) 

{The assistant sergeant-at-arms, with the mace in his hands, pro- 
ceeded through the Hall until order was restored and members had re- 
on SPEAKER Ne tempore. The Cierk will read the language to 
which the gentleman from Maine excepts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3 ELLE. hom? 

Be En Te gentleman you are now trying to make a martyr 

of; the gentleman you put are gentleman Mr. Reep put up. Iam tired of 

seeing Democrats rise here and apologize for efforts on the part of the major- 

ity in trying to control this House. [Applause on the Democratic side.) It has 

been our fate long enough. 
cz 


Mr. Reep, of Maine. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read clause 5 of 
Rule XIV. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


5. If a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the member 
calling him to order shall indicate the words excepted to, and they shall be 
taken down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read aloud to the House; but he 
shall not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House there- 
for, if farther debate or other business has intervened. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read clause 4 of 
the same rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgreas the rules of the House, 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order; in which case he shall 
immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, to ex- 

in, and House shall, if appeafed to, decide on the case without debate ; 
the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at liberty to 
proceed, but not otherwise; and if the case require it he shall be liable to cen- 
gure or such punishment as the House may deem proper. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Reep]} 
takes exception to the language of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I simply ask the Speaker to rule upon the 
question of order as to the right of the gentleman to mention my name 
in the cdnnection in which it has been mentioned by him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine make 
the point of order that the gentleman from Texas violated the rules of 
the House in using the language read by the Clerk? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That the gentleman was out of order in mak- 
ing a personal allusion to me in the course of his remarks. 


* * * * 
I ask that the gentleman's Words be taken down. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not regard the language 
of the gentleman from Texas as a transgression of the rules of the House | 


in the connection in which it was used. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the gentleman from Texas be allowed 


proceed. 
Mr. CASSIDY. In order? 
Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Texas should be al- 
lowed to proceed, Mr. Speaker, but I-think that the gentleman was out 
of order in naming the gentleman from Maine. I therefore move to 
amend the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by moving that 
the gentleman from Texas be allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is proper. 

_ Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Texas was unques- 
tionably out of order in mentioning by name the gentleman from Maine; 
and although we are in the habit of doing it on the floor every day, 
when attention is called to it it is a practice that ought not to be in- 
dulged in. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have no resentments or animosities what- 
ever in the matter; but I think the rule ought to be enforced with 
regard to members mentioning the names of other members on the 


floor of the House in te. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Spetlcer, I think my colleague from Texas was 
in order in mentioning the name of the gentleman from Maine 
oe regs 0 — hedid. It oot be remembered that a direct ques- 
e in j i 
pene a my es * ' response to that question he 
Mr. COX, of NewYork. Under the rule the gentleman had no right 


to 


to — . member. 

EAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already passed upon 
the point of order, and the gentleman of course has the right to appeal 
if - sees . 

r. 


The Chair decides that the lan e of the gen- 
tleman from Texas was not out of order. a : 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Such has been the ruling of the Chair. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, in view of that decision, from which no ap- 
peal a I make the motion that the gentleman from Texas be 


Mr. of Maine. And the gentleman from New York supple- 
Pp 
~~ that the gentleman be allowed to proceed in order. 
. REAGAN. I desire to say that I used the name of the gentle- 
—_ from Maine in response to a question; and if that is the objection 
withdraw the personal reference to him. 

Mr. , Of Maine. | have no objection beyond that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Spear. 1 * stated once that the motion 
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which was offered this morning, and which has been disposed of, did 
not embrace the whole question. That was true as far as it went, but 
it did not embrace the whole case. The circumstances before the House 
and all that transpired in reference to it are facts in the knowledge of 
the House. All of the circumstances took place in view of the mem- 
bers of the House and to their personal knowledge, and yet it is pro- 
posed that there shall be an investigation by a committee to know what 
are the facts which are-already in the knowledge of the House. What 
can we know that we do not now know after a committee shall act 
upon the subject? I warn Democrats of this side of the House that if 
they consent to this investigation they help to put the Speaker of this 
House in a false and disagreeable attitude in having done his duty in 
the mildest possible manner; and they undertake to apologize for what 
has been done, not to get new facts, but to get a report from the com- 
mittee and involve another partisan discussion and waste of time upon 
this subject. More consumption of time, more waste of time, for it 
has been manifest to this House for days, for two weeks nearly, that 
the purpose was to defeat necessary legislation and appropriations by 
dilatory and filibustering motions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me ask the gentleman from Texas if there has 
been any more filibustering on this side, on this bill or on any othe: 
bill, than there has been on the other side on the Mexican pension bill, 
on the public-building bills, and other measures that could be named? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I am discussing the question before 
the House and I do not propose to allow the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] to lead me into ageneral discussion. Weare now within 
three weeks of the final adjournment. The appropriation bills, many 
of them, are not yet passed. It will require extraordinary expedition 
to pass them. The gentleman from New York does not need an answer 
from me; he does not need an answer from any other member, that this 
House has had its time willfully wasted by tilibustering and dilatory 
motions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not; but I propose to yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia [ Mr. BLouNT]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point that the gentleman from Texas is 
not now speaking in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in order. 
the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It seems to me this is a very plain matter. It was 
complained by gentlemen on theother side of the House that the Journal 
was incorrect in the very small matter as to whether the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] was sitting or standing when the officer 
came the second time with the mace—a very small matter. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let it be corrected then. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Ohio has had the floor and wil! 
allow me to proceed. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
rose and called that matter to the attention of this body; and the opin- 
ion of the House was that it was a matter of too small significance to 
be entertained, and it tabled the motion. That is the whole of it. 

I think any gentleman must concede that there is nothing in this 
matter of correcting the Journal in this particular, unless, as has been 
suggested, it is preliminary to something else behind of which we are 
not advised. 

Now, after the House has deliberately determined that this is a mat- 
ter of no consequence at all, and I think every gentleman’s judgment 
will lead him to that conclusion, the very moment it is suggested, after 
that has been deliberately done on a yea-and-nay vote, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Kr1reR] rises and wants to raise a committee to exam- 
ine this great question. And they are to come back and make their 
report, and whatever further time of this House they are to o 
whatever purposes they may have is then to be disclosed. 

As has been suggested by the gentleman from Texas, weare approach- 
ing the end of the session. We have crowded upon us the considera- 
tion of many important matters, including appropriation bills, the delay 
of which may involve the country in an extra session of Congress. I 
do believe it is our duty now to close up this small matter and to go 
on with the business in which the country is so deeply interested 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to lay the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] on the table, and on that I call the previous ques- 
tion. . 

Mr. RANDALL. The call forthe previous question is not necessary 

Mr. REED, of Maine, rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what 
from Maine rise? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The Chair bas decided the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] was in order in the remarks he made, and it 
would seem unfair they should go unanswered, as they are easily an 
swered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman from New York is not 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is entitled to 


cupy and 


purpose does the gi ntleman 


5 





The Chair has no power over that 


The motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. 

House —— 

‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


I appeal to the sense of fairness of the 


Debate is not in order. The gentle- 
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man from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] moves to appoint a committee of five 
members to decide on the correctness or incorrectness of the Journa) in 
the particular indicated; and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
moves to lay that motion on the table. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 127, noes 17. 


Several MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
by any gentleman rising from his seat. 


Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. ANDERSON, and others rose, and made the 
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No quorum. 
The point as to a quorum is not made 


point that a quorum had not voted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


make it. ‘The Chair will appoint tellers. 


Mr. REAGAN. 


Let us have the yeas and nays. 


The Chair recognizes gentlemen for the 
point that a quorum has not voted when they rise from their seats and 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 51 members voting therefor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


man from Ohio. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 155, nays 32, not 


voting 136; as follows: 


Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Arnot, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Bianchard, 


Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 


Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J E 
Carleton, 
Clardy, 

Clay, 

Clements, 
Cobb, 

Collins, 
Converse, 


Dorsheimer, 


Adams, J.J. 
Beach, 

Brown, W. W. 
Buckner, 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Cassidy, 
Dargan. 


Adams, G. E, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Barr 


Belford, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Boutelle, 


Chalmers, 


Culbertson, W. W. 
Cullen, 

Curtin, 

Cutcheon, 

Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 

Dunn, 


Mr. ROBERTSON. 


YEAS—155. 
Dowd, Lovering, 
Eaton, Lyman, 
Eldredge, MeMillin, 
Ellis, Matson, 
English, Maybury, 
Ermentrout, Miller, J. F. 
Ferrell, Mills, 
Foliett, Money, 
Foran, Morgan, 
Forney, Morse, 
yan, Moulton, 
Geddes, Muldrow, 
Gibson, Muller, 
Giascock, Murphy, 
Graves, Murray, 
Green, Mutchier, 
Greenleaf, Neece, 
Halsell, Nicholls, 
Hardeman, Oates, 
Hardy, Ochiltree, 
Hatch, W. H. O’Ferrall, 
Hemphill, O'Neill, J.J. 
Henley, Paige, 
Hewitt, A. 8, Patton, 
Hill, Pierce, 
Holman, Post, 
Tlopkins, Pryor, 
lHlouseman, Pusey, 
Hard, Randall, 
Jones, B. W. Reagan, 
Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. 
— ; 5 < Reese, 
Jones, J. T. Riges, 
King, Robertson, 
Kleiner, Rogers, J. H. 
Lanbam, Rogers, W. F. 
le Fevre, Seney, 
Lewis, Seymour, 
Lore, Shively, 
NAYS—32. 
Davis, L. H. Lowry, 
Dockery, Parker, 
Everhart, Poland, 
Finerty, Potter, 
Hammond, Skinner, C. R, 
Hewitt, G. W. Skinner, T.G. 
Hunt, Struble, 
Lawrence, Thomas, 
NOT VOTING—13%6, 
Eliott, Kean, 
Ellwood, Keifer, 
Evans, Kelley, 
Fiedler, Kellogg, 
Findlay, Ketcham, 
Funston, Lacey, 
Garrison, Laird, 
George, Lamb, 
Goff, Libbey, 
Guenther, ng, 
Hanback, McAdoo, 
Hancock, McCoid, 
Harmer, McComas, 
Hart, eCormick, 
Hatch, H. H. illard, 
Haynes, Miller, 8. H 
Henderson, D.B. Milliken, 
Henderson, T, J. itchell, 
Hepburn, Morrill, 
Herbert, Morrison, 
Hiscock, Nelson, 
Hitt, Nutting, 
Hoblitzell, O'Hara, 
Holmes, O’ Neill, Charles 
Holton, yne, 
Hooper, Payson, 
Horr, 1, 
Houk, Perkins, 
pers, «Re 
utchins, 
Phelps, 
Jeffords, Price, 
Johnson, Rankin, 
Jo . Ranney, 


the names be dispensed with. 


The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman frora Texas to lay upon the table the motion of the gentle- 


Singleton, 
Slocum, 

Snyder, 

Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 

Sumner, D. H. 


Tillman, 
Townshend, 


Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Wempie, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford 


ood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 
York. 


Turner, H. Q. 
Wai 


Wilson, W. L. 
Worthington, 
Young. 


I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
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Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

The Clerk read the names of members voting. The result of the 
vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion of 
Mr. KEIFER was laid on the table; and also moved to lay that motion 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless there be further objection to 
the Journal it will stand approved as read. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the Journal is approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Cdéngress, entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for a pub- 
lic building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana;’’ 

A bill (S. 2342) declaratory of the meaning of the act of July 12, 12866, 
entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Maria Syphax;’’ and 

A bill (S. 2615) to authorize medals commemorative of the completion 
and dedication of the Washington Monument. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a 
bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of the public lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had adopted a resolution, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested, for the printing 
and distribution of additional copies of the treaties and communications 
transmitted to the Senate by the President in his message of January 
23, 1885. 

The message further announced that the Senate had adopted a reso- 
lution, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, authoriz- 
ing and requesting the President to communicate to the governments of 
all nations in diplomatic relations with the United States the resolu- 
tions adopted by the international conference held at Washington in 
October, 1884, for the purpose of fixing a prime meridian and a univer- 
sal day and to invite their accession to the same. 


ELECTORAL COUNT. 
Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 

KING] will suspend fora moment until the Chair can make an an- 

nouncement. "The Chair announces the appointment of Mr. CLAY and 

Mr. KEIFER as tellers on the part of the House, provided for in the 

concurrent resolution of the two Houses on the subject of counting the 

votes for President and Vice-President of the United States. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker pro tempore si the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 327) providing for the printing of the eulo- 
gies delivered in Congress upon the late John H. Evins, late a Repre- 
sentative in the Forty-eighth Congress from the State of South Carolina; 


A bill (H. R. 5674) for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Tyler, in the State of Texas. 

Mr. PETERS, from the:Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles: 
when the Speaker pro fempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1339) to increase the appropriation for the erection 0! 
the public building at Pi ,Fe.3 
oa (H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, 





DAVID’S ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 

of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 

of War for the construction of a sea-wall around David’s Island, New 

York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT LOUIS RIVER AND BAY. 


tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a from the Chief of Engineers 
of a survey and examination of Saint Louis River and Bay, Wisconsin 
and Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
FORT POINT CHANNEL, BOSTON. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting reports from the Chief of Engineers 
of a survey and examination of Fort Point Channel, Boston Harbor, 
Massachusetts; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, was granted in- 
definite leave of absence on account of sickness. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. PETTIBONE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House the papers in the case of A. L. Rogers, 
without leaving certified copies thereof. Also the papers in the case 
of J. B. Hale, leaving certified copies thereof. — 

Mr. LANHAM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers presented by him in the claim of V. 
F. Gorrissen; there having been no adverse report thereou. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. 8 er, in obedience to the constitutional 
requirement as to the counting of the electoral vote, in accordance with 
the Revised Statutes fixing to-morrow as the day on which those votes 
shall be counted, as by concurrent resolution of the two Houses the 
time for the count has been fixed at 12 0’clock to-morrow, and as it 
will be inconvenient for this House to meet at that hour and more 
convenient to meet at an earlier hour, I move that the session of the 
House to-morrow commence at 11 o’clock. I believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that this is a privileged motion not connected altogether with the rule, 
because the fixing of the hour of the meeting of the House has gener- 
ally been refi to another committee than the one on the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], for the reasons he has stated, moves that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. MILLS. I movethat hereafter the hourof meeting of the House 
be 11 o’clock every morning. ee 

Mr. RANDALL. To that I will urge no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think we had better not undertake to make a 
€ ntly now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the nio- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is made in 
order that the House may to-morrow, in the exercise of its power and 
in obedience to the requirements of the Constitution and law, discharge 
a special duty. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is my object. 

Mr. KEIFER. To that there certainly should be no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the metion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As amended by the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’} 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas insist on his prop- 
osition ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not in order to move an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would hold an amendment 
in order if any gentleman insists upon such a motion. 

Mr. RANDALL, 
the Committee on Rules have consulted—perhapseinformal|ly—and I 
think I may say it is the intentionof the committee tointroduce a prop- 
pee os that on and after Monday next the House shall meet at 11 
o’ clock. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me suggest that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions must have considerable time this week to prepare its bills, and the 
pavers of that committee cannot be here as early as 11 o’clock every 

y- 

Mr. RANDALL. In view of the fact that it is the intention of the 

Committee on Rules to report a proposition that on and after Monday 

next for the remainder of the session the hour of meeting shall be 11 

vere I would prefer that the gentleman from Texas withdraw his 
ion. 

Mr. MILLS. I doso: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from lvania that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 


was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. . 


The latter motion was 
Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. 
ular order. 


agreed to. 
TOWNSHEND, and others called for the reg- 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. KING. _I rise to a question of personal privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro e. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. KING. Mr. er, on some day last week, I think it was 
Friday, the gentleman from New York {Mr. Hiscock] made some re- 


marks which I it reflected upon me. _I replied in terms which I 
thought just, under my understanding of his meaning and purpose. 
Persgnal explanations 


have been made in person between the gentle- 
man and myself, and I am satisfied he intended nothing offensive or 


unkind tome. Feeling free therefore to do so, I take great pleasure 
in withdrawing all of my remarks which were offensive to him, and to 


express my re that under any ion I should have said 
va which was unkind or offensive to the gentleman from New 
Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that upon the occasion 


to which the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. 


G] has referred I had 





I will say in this connection that the members of 
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no purpose of making an attack or reflection upon him. Whatever 
language I used upon that occasion was fot used with that intent, but 
to emphasize the position I occupied upon the question that I was dis- 
cussing. I have known the gentleman from Louisiana since he has 
been a member of the House, and in all our intercourse I have found 
he always has been earnest in defending the rights of his constituents, 
and at the same time, as I believe, has intended to be just. On the 
occasion therefore to which he has referred I have no doubt he labored 
under a misapprehension. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now “‘let us have peace’’ and the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for. The 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PHELPs) rises, as the Chair under- 
stands, t6 present a privileged report. 

CHARLES A. VAN BOKKELEN. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

to report back with a recommendation that it be adopted the resolu- 


tion of inquiry which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolwed, That the President of the United States be requested to furnish to 
this House, if not imcompatible with the public interest, all the correspondence 
and other papers in the hands of the Government relating to the case of Charles 
A. Van Bokkelen, a citizen of the United States, imprisoned for a year past, as 
alleged, at Port au Prince, Hayti. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order now for one hour is 


the calling up, under the special rule, of bills, resolutions, &c., for con- 
sideration. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to inquire whether it is not in order to 
move to dispense with this proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that we may dispense 
with this proceeding in order to resume the consideration of the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 

Several members objected. 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


TheSPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the title of a joint 
resolution coming up in this hour as unfinished business, having been 


called up on last Saturday by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DORSHEIMER ]. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 4) to provide for the settlement of accounts with the 
Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This resolution was read during the 
last hour devoted to this business and upon the conclusion of the read- 
ing the hour expired. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the 
House I will ask for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following 
report [to accompany H. Res. 293]: 

The Committee on the Judiciary,to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(H. Res, 293) to provide for the settlement of accounts with the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company, respectfully report : 

That they have examined into the facts of the case as exhibited in the differ- 
ent laws passed, and the reports of the Quartermaster-General, and previous re- 
ports of committees upon this subject. 

" By the act of February 27, 1875, “to provide for settlement with certain rail- 
way companies,” the Secretary of War and Attorney-General were authorized 
and empowered jointly to adjust and settle the claims of the United States 
against the Mobile and Ohio and other railway companies named therein for 
property purchased by them of the United States inthe years 1865 and 1866, The 
Secretary of War reported to the Senate (Ex. Doc. 57, Forty-fourth Congress, 
first session) that under the provisions of that act an abatement of 25 per cent. 
was found equitable and just in the valuation of the property charged, and that 
he made that deduction and settled with certain of the roads on that basis in 
accordance with the provisions of the law. He reported further that he had 
been unable to make any settlement of the account with the Mobile and Ohio 
Railway Company for the reason that a settlement on the basis determined on 
as equitable and just,and on which settlement had been made with the other 
companies, would bring the Government in debt to the company, and that no 
means had been provided in the act cited for paying any balance in favor of the 
company. 

In the annual report of the Quartermaster-General, made to the last session of 
Congress, attention is called to the condition of the accounts of the Mobile and 
Ohio Railway Company, and legislation is recommended for their settlement on 
an equitable basis. 

Tn the report of Colonel] Chandler, he says: 

‘Three acts of Congress have passed, under which compromises have been 
effected and the accountsclosed. * * * But it was found not possible toclose 
the account of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, because, on an applica- 
tion of the principle considered equitable, acash payment from the United States 
to the railroad company was necessary, as the railroad had already paid over 
$500,000 on its debt, and it was considered that the law did not justify a settle- 
ment which would bring the Government in debt. In this case, it is suggested 
that Congress be asked to have some equitable law to close the long-standing 
account.”’ - 

The committee believe that the law intended that settlement should be made 
with each company on the same basis. The fact that settlement on the basis 
adopted requires the return to the Mobile and Ohio Railway Company of money 
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overpaid by it should not be taken advantage of by the Government from any 
failure in the law to provide for it. 

This resolution is to direct the settlement to be carried out with the Mobile 
and Ohio Bailway Company. 

We report the resolution back and recommend its passage. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is necessary 
for me to proceed at any length for the purpose of re-enforcing the re- 
port ofthe Judiciary Committee. However, it will be proper for me to 
inform the House that this bill at former sessions passed both Houses of 
Congress, but at no time has passed both Houses at the same session. 

The act of 1875 provided for the settlement of the accounts of a num- 
ber of railway companies named in the act. The Mobile.and Ohio Rail- 
way Company was one of those so named. The settlement with the 
other companies brought them in debt to the Government, but the au- 
diting officers found that an adjustment of accounts between the Gov- 
ernment and the Mobile and Ohio Railway Company would bring the 
Government in debt to that company, and the act of 1875 having made 
no appropriation, it was impossible to make the adjustment of accounts 
which the act contemplated. 

Under these circumstances the Judiciary Committees of both Houses 
have in a number of instances recommended the passage of a law which 
should permit the adjustment of this account. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee now recommend that the joint resolution which has passed the 
Senate shall receive the approval of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have in my hand the report made by the Judi- 
ciary Committee, but it is not very fall, and I hope the gentleman from 
New York will state how much this railway corporation owed the Gov- 
ernment and how much was paid before the act of 1875 was passed. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I state in answer to the gentleman from In- 
diana that there is no evidence from which the committee could obtain 
information as to what balance would be found on an adjustment of 
these accounts. The railway company previous to the passage of the 
act had purchased $500,000 worth of rolling-stock from the Government 
and had paid therefor the sum of $440,000. The basis of adjustment be- 
tween the Government and other railway companies named in the act 
if applied to the transaction with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company 
would bring the Government somewhatin debt. There has never been 
any ascertainment whatever, for it appears when the officers charged 
with the duty of auditing the accounts found what was likely to be the 
result they stopped further proceedings and made no ascertainment 
whatever. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it occurs to me that the Judiciary Committee 
ought to have ascertained the amount of the original indebtedness and 
the amount that would have remained after deduction of 25 per cent. 
I concede it is quite clear from the report and my recollection of the 
transaction that this corporation should have been credited with 25 
per cent. According to the views expressed by the Quartermaster the 
amount of deduction contemplated by the act of 1875 should not ex- 
ceed 25 per cent. The Quartermaster seemed to think 25 per cent. de- 
duction from the original price of the property sold to the corporation 
was reasonable. 

But the statement simply comes to us asto the payment by: this com- 
pany of over $500,000, as shown here by the report; while there is no 
statement as to the original indebtedness of the corporation nor are we 
informed as to the amount involved in this measure. That informa- 
tion ought to have been given to the House in some shape. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. In further reply to the gentleman from In- 
diana I will state that if it had been possible for the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to ascertain the amount properly payable to the Ohio and Mobile 
Railway Company there would have been no necessity at all for the 
passage of this joint resolution. The joint resolution is passed for the 
purpose of having an adjustment of this account on the spot—in the 
place where the railroad is losated and where the evidence exists. There 
is no evidence before the Judiciary Committee on which it could audit 
the account. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam anxious to have this resolution again read if 
it can be done in the time allowed in opposition. 

The joint resolution was again reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I regret that theeffects of this meas- 
ure are so briefly stated in the report—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
rule has expired. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Objection was made by ten members, whereupon the joint resolution 
was withdrawn. 


SAC AND FOX INDIAN RESERVATION IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr.WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the House Calen- 
dar the bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox In- 
dian oe * the 0 of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other 
purposes, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That with the consent of the majority of the chiefs, head- 


men, and male adults of the Sac and Fox (of the Missouri) tribe of Indians, ex- 
pressed in open council, the Secretary of Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 





The time allowed for debate under the 
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thorized to cause to be surveyed, if necessary, and sold the remainder of the 
reservation of the Iowa Indians, lying in the States of Nebraska and Kansas 
The said lands shall be ee. in tracts of forty acres each, by three compe. 
tent commissioners, one of whom shall be selected by the Sac and Fox tribe of 
Indians and the other two shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior 

Sec. 2. That after the survey and appraisement of said lands the Secretary of 
the Interiorshall be, and hereby is, authorized to offer the same, through the 
United States public land office at Beatrice, Nebr., at public sale, to the highest 
bidder. In cases where improvements have been made by any Indian or for thie 
United States upon such lands, such improvements shall be separately appraised 
Provided, That no portion of such land shall be sold at.less than the appraised 
value thereof, and in no case for less than $8 peracre, and to none except such 
as purchase the same for actual occupation and settlement, and who have made 
and subscribed on oath, before the register of said land office, and filed the same 
with said officer of the land office at rice, Nebr., that it is his good faith and 
intention to settle upon and occupy the land which he seeks to purchase, and 
ee the-same for a home; and, except in case of the death of the purchaser 
un said party shall have executed his declared intention by making improve- 
ments and being in actual occupation of said land, by actual residence thereon 
at the time formaking thesecond payment, he shail forfeit the payment already 
made, and the land shall be subject to resale as hereinafter provided. Each pur 
chaser of said lands at such shall be entitled to purchase one hundred and 
sixty acres of land, and no more, except in cases where a tract contains a frac- 
tional excess over one hundred and sixty acres. If the excess is less than forty 
acres, is co and results from inability in the survey to make township 
and section lines conform to the boundary lines of the reservation, and no othe: 
objection exists, the purchase of such excess shall be allowed. Such purchaser 
shall pay one-fourth of the purchase-price at the time said land is bid off, one- 
fourth in one year, one-fourth in two years, and one-fourth in three years, wit: 
interest on the deferred payments at the rate of 5 per cent. o annum ; and 
where there are improvements upon the lands purchased which shall have bee: 
separately appraised, the purchaser shall pay the appraised value of such im- 
provements at the time of purchase, in addition to the amounts hereinbefore re- 
quired to be paid. No patents shall issue until all payments shall have been 
made; and on the failure-of any purchaser to make payment as required within 
ninety days he shall forfeit the lands purchased, and the same shall be subject 
to entry and sale, at the appraised value thereof, or shall be again offered at 
public sale, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine. 

Sec. 3. That if any member of said Iowa tribe of Indians residing at the date 
of the passage of this act —e ~ Ad the lands authorized to be sold by the sec- 
ond section of this act, and who improvements thereon, shall elect to re- 
main on the lands occupied him, lands shail be withheld from sale as 
provided for herein; and the tary of the Interior shall cause a certificate 
to issue to the person wpe npe | be: follows: If he be the head of a family, to 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, and if a single man, eighty acres of land 
the land so selected to include his improvements, and to be accepted in full sat- 
isfaction of his interest in and tothe said reservation, and of the moneys or fund 
realized from the sale thereof. The certificate provided for herein shall be of 
the legal effect and declare that the United States does and will hold the land 
thus certified, for the period of twenty-five years, in trust for the sole use an: 
benefit of the allottee, or in case of his decease, of his heirs according to the 
laws of the State in which said land is situated, and that at the expiration of 
said period the United States will ae the same by patent to said Indian, or 
his heirs as aforesaid, in fee, discharged of said trust and free of all charge or 
incumbrance w ver; and if any conveyance shall be made of the lands 
thus allotted, or any contract made touching the same, before the a of 
the time above joned, such a or contract shall be absolutely nu!! 
and void; and such lands during such time shall not be subject to taxation 
alienation, or forced sale, under execution or otherwise. 

Sec. 4. That the of the sale of any improvements belonging to ind:- 
vidual Indians l be = to the Indians to whom such improvements be- 
longed. The of the sale of any improvements belonging to the United 
States shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States; and the proceeds 
of the sale of said lands, first deducting therefrom the cost of the survey, ap- 
praisement, and sale, and the expense of removing the Indians as hereinafte: 
provided, shall be placed to the credit of said Sac and Fox Indians in the Treas- 
ury of the United , and shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per an- 
num, which income shall be annually expended for the benefit of said Indians 
under fhe direction of the of the Interior. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may, with the consent of the Indians 
ex in open council, secure other reservation lands upon which to locate 
said Indians, cause their removal thereto, and expend such sum as may be neces- 
sary for their comfort and advancement in civilization. 

Sec. 6. That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to cause a patent to be issued to the Sac and Fox (of the Missouri) tribe of 
Indians for the reservation that may be selected for them under the provisions 
of the ret e 

Sec.7. That the tauthorized by the preceding section to be issued to sail 
Iowa tribe of Ind shall be of the legal effect, and declare that the United 
States does and will hold the land therein described in trust for the sole use ani 
benefit of said Sac and Fox tribe of Indians. 

Sec. 8. That whenever the Indians who may be properly residing upon the 
said reservation referred to in the last preceding sections shall desire allotment- 
of lands in severalty, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause allotments to b= 


made to such Indians in quantity as follows: 
Jo coceeed nie Gente, cee’ eee oo aiaheie 
'o each © person over of 21 years, eighty acres. 
Spc. 9. the ofthe allotments vided forin the preceding 


section by the Secretary of the Interior, the President shall cause certificates to 

he allottees, which certificates shall be of the 
legal effect, and declare that the United States does and will hold the fee of the 
land thus allotted, for the period of twenty-five years, in trust for the sole us 
and benefit of the Indian to whom such allotment shall have been made, or ir 


case of his decease, of his heirs, and that at the expiration of said period the 
United States will convey the same by t to the said Indian, or his heirs, in 
fee, discharged of said trust and free of all or nee whatsoever 


and if any conveyance shall be made of the set apart and allotted as here- 


in pro or any contract made touching the same, before the expiration of 
Se eT ne eee we eene utely null 


Src. 10. That the Secretary of the Interior may, with the consent of the In- 
dians expressed in open council, as provided in 1, cause the removal of 
that ion of the Sac and a Se said Sac and Fox reserv.- 
and Kansas to the that may be secured for them 
rendered by such removal, and for 

ndians; and the sum of 

ee riated, = of 

not ’ payment of such 
of the survey and sale of said 
SUpMAMEE shall be folmbureed to the 

lands. 


; amount so 
the first proceeds of the sales of said 
SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MItis in the chair). Is there ob- 


The 
jection to taking up this bill for consideration ? 








1885. 


Tn 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the report be read, or let us have an 


explanation of it. 
Mr. WEAVER. Mr. 
this case to the members on 


Mae is one of the most carefully prepared bills that has ever been 


ht before this House; and I desire to state at the outset that the 


— prepared by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and concerns 


a reservation lying in the 
acres, no more. 
ath provided in the bill that the lands shall not be sold for less than 
$3 per acre, and that they shall be sold to the highest bidder. Provis- 
jon is also made that actual settlers are to have these lands in quanti- 

i xceed one hundred and sixty acres. 

OTe oneniing on this reservation at the present time seventy-five 
Indians only, the balance of the tribe being on a reservation in the In- 
dian Territory, that has been already set aside for their use by execu- 
ive orders. There are two or three amendments only for the purpose 
sf comainn clerical errors and names of tribes that I desire to offer as 
the bill progresses. If there is any gentleman on this floor who desires 
soil = information on the bill I shall cheerfully give him an expla- 
nation, for I understand all about this reservation. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I gish to ask the gentleman from Ne- 
braska what is to be done with the Indians now on the reservation? 

Mr. WEAVER. It is provided in the bill that they are to be placed 
on the reservation where a large portion of the tribe has alrearly been 
located in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Are these Indians willing to relinquish 
the reservation and go with the rest of the tribe? 

Mr. WEAVER. They have applied for the passage of the bill, and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has recommended it. There is no 
reason in the world why it should not pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. Dol — the gentleman to say that they 
have asked for this themselves? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. That fact ought to beset forthin the report. 
report has not yet been read. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will state further to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that the Indians are amply protected 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the report had better be read. 

Mr. WEAVER. I was going to state that it is further provided in 
the bill that the lands can not be sold until the Indians make further 
application. 
seaamantiieed = mo — is the money to go which is to be 

erived from the sale of these lands ? 

Mr. WEAVER. Into the Treasury, and the Indians get the benefit 
of itas well as of the interest on it. 

ie of Ohio. The Indians are to be benefited, then, by 

this change? 

_ Mr. PERKINS. I will answer the geutleman and say yes; and it 

2 that the lands os be sold only to the highest bidder, 
¢ minimum price being fixed at $8. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PERKINS) is as follows: 

The accompan bill provides for the sale of the Indian reservation of the 
Sac and Fox Indians, lying in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. and for the 
removal of the Indians to such a as may be secured for them, with 
° e interior. 
are located in B Cc ty, Kansas, and Rich- 
ardson County, Nebraska, in a fine agricultural section. and are surrounded ‘by 
finely cultivated farms, and by chu , schools, and thrift and prosperity, and 
in uence of which will bring a large sum for their occupants. There are 
only 8,014 acres of the and in its present condition it yields but little to its 

its, and contributes little to their advancement, comfort, or support, 
can not be taxed, alienated, or disposed of, and it does not in any way contribute 
aoe ——-< : or material prosperity of the communities of which 


There are about seventy-five of these Sac and Fox 
a most or yall of whomare residing on this reservation. These 
the condition of 


Speaker, I am satisfied that after having stated 
the floor there will be no objection to this 


The 





Same as the Iowa Indian lands in Kansas and Nebraska, 
which your committee has heretofore reported to the House. 
their sale substantially as provided for by the provisions of this 


are advised that it is the wish of many of the Sac and Fox 
reservation should be sold, and that the proceeds may be used 
for in this bill; but if in this your committee are mis- 
drawn that nothing can be done under it without the con- 
and male adults of the tribe, and no harm would 
che yaviange of bill. The bill provides that the Secretary of the 
. the consent of the Indians, expressed in open council, secure 
upon which to locate, and cause the removal of the Indian 

= —_ as may be necessary for their comfort and advance- 


Indians the American dress. i 
, speak the English language, and are 
qualified for the duties of citizenship and to oo for their own, and 
to the Indian Territory, where they think the condi- 
the opportunities for development and improve- 
present reservation. And yet the bill is so framed 


sss Saat 
re should find lands that could be obtained f 


Ui 
i 
: 


: 
i 


Ht 


j 
i 


- 
3 


‘or them where the condi- 
than the Indian Territory, such lands could be 
of the Interior for the purpose of a reserva- 


The land now occupied by them is but little cultivated and develo and 
has become so consequence of the development of the Salesian 


Countey ra dan che Judgment of our the proceeds realized from its 
sale would do very much toward 1 making the fadllane comfortable where cheap 





States of Nebraska and Kansas, consisting of 
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lands could be obtained for them, and wou 
purposes that could be used for their good 

The bill provides that the land shall be appraised by three disinterested ap 
praisers,and shail be sold at not less than the appraised value, and in no event 
at less than $Speracre. Italsoprovidesthat such Indians as have improvements 
on the lands shal! be permitted to retain them if they so desire, and shall have 
certificates of allotment issued to them by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
land upon which the improvements are situated If the head of a 
family, to one hundred and sixty acres; if a single man, to eighty acres. he 
conditions of certificates, and the circumstances under which they may issue, are 
suggested in the bill as reported by your committee, and it has been prepared 
with such careas todo justice to the Indians as wel! as to the purchasers of their 
lands, and it retains nearly all the important provisions of the ginal 

The bill has also been prepared so as to give the lands to actual settlers who 
should desire them for purposes of cultivation and for a home, and to prevent 
them from falling into the hands of speculators and those who wouldhold them 
at the expense of the communities, for years as aspeculative investment, and, in 
the judgment of your committee, it is better forthe Indians, as wellas better for 
the communities in which the lands are situated, that the land should be dis- 
posed of as provided in the bill; and hence your committee report it to the House 
recommending its favorable consideration and passage, as a substitute for House 
bill 5350 


i give them a fund f 









re 





as follows 


ori bill 








During the reading of the report the hammer fell, 

The SPEAKER pro tempor rhe time 
bill has been exhausted 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I take the floor in opposit 
the completion of the reading of the report in my time. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the rey as above 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed under the rules for 
debate on this bill is exhausted. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
make the rate of interest on page 3, line 34 of the bill, 6 per cent. in- 
stead of 5 per cent. 

Mr. WEAVER., I agree to that amendment 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the portion of the bill, as I understand, 
that provides for the rate of interest on the purchase-money 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to that 
amendment being made 

Mr. WEAVER. I offer the amendments which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


tor debate in support of the 
ion and ask fi 


rY 


yori 


In line 8, section 1, strike out the words ‘“‘ Iowa Indians”’ and insert the words 
**Sac and Fox Indians.”’ 

In line 4, section 2, insert after the word “ Beatrice’ the words “or Lincol: 

In line 14, section 2, insert after the word “ Beatrice’’ the words “ or Lincoln 

In line 15, section 2, strike out the word “and*’ between the words “faith 
and ‘‘intention.”’ 

In line 41, section 2, after the word ‘“‘ required”’ strike out the words * w 


ninety days” and insert “ by this act.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WEAVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WEAVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter 


motion was agreed to. 


wT 
uis 


ESTATE OF CHEST 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
Calendar the bill 


ASHLEY 


I call up for consideration from the Private 
H. R. 1779) for the relief of the estate of Chester 


the same title. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman call up the House 
bill from the Private Calendar or the Senate bill from the Speaker's 
table? He can do either under the rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I willcall up the Senate bill from the Speak- 
er’s table, the bill (S. 591) for the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
thorized and directed to pay to the estate of Chester Ashley, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,100, in full for rent of 
building in the city of Little Rock, Ark., for the use of the Army, from July, 1365 
to the 3ist of March, 1366. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ask for the reading of the report ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

The report (by Mr. FERRELL) was read, as follows 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the b 
the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley, having considered t 
follows : 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found 
report of the Committee on Claims, first session Forty l 
of which is hereto appended. 

Your committee adopt the said report as 
and recommend its passage 


OY, au- 





Does the gentleman from Arkansas 


H. R. 1 
he same, report as 


779) for 


Senate 


gress, a copy 


stated in 





righth Con 


rown,and report back the bill 
‘- [Senate Report No. 582, Forty-eighth Congress, first session. ] 

* The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8.591) for the relief 
of the estate of Chester Ashley, have considered the same, and report as fol- 
lows: 

“Chester Ashley was the owner of a house in Little Rock, Ark., which was oo- 
cupied as offices for headquarters of (he Department of Arkansas from July 7, 
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1865, to March 31, 1866. 


On May 10, 1866, Henry Noble, colonel and assistant 
quartermaster, issued to said Ashley a voucher for $1,100 for the rent of said 
house, being at the rate of $125 a month during its occupancy by the United 


States forces. The voucher was presented to the accounting officers by Ashley's 
administrator, and the claim was rejected, the act of Congress of February 21, 
1867, prohibiting the settlement of claims for the use and occupation of real 
estate in the insurrectionary States. 


“It has been the uniform policy of thiseommittee to recommend the payment 
of claims for rent of buildings in the insurrectionary States where an agreement 
was made for its payment by proper authority. This claim evidently comes 
within this rule, and the committee therefore report back the bill and recom- 
mend its passage.”’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I shall not make any extended remarks on 
this bill unless some questions are asked. This isa regular case; it has 
been approved by a committee of the Senate and passed the Senate, and 
ithas been approved by the very painstaking Committee on War Claims 
of the House. I am ready to answer any questions. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will 
explain a little further than the report seems to explain—first, why this 
rental was not paid by the quartermaster or through the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department in the regular way. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The report shows that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will explain that if the gentleman will permit 


me. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very good. But I desire toask two ques- 
tions: First, was this contract made between the quartermaster or as- 
sistant quartermaster there and the owner of the property ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It was, as the report shows. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And had the quartermaster the right to 
make that agreement ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. He had, as the committee believes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And why, on that state of facts, was not the 
rental paid at the time by the Quartermaster’s Department ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Whatever may have been the reason, the 
Senate committee and our committee felt it was unjust that this claim 
thould not be paid. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] to the fact that in 1867, the early partof the year 
1867, after claims of this kind had accrued, there was a statute passed 
by Congress forbidding their payment. I had occasion, the gentleman 
will permit me to state further, to investigate that question recently; 
and even where there had been a contract regularly entered into—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As in this case. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As in this case, the officers of the Government 
were not permitted to pay by reason of that retroactive statute. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I qn understand that; but that does not 
explain why it was not paid in the year in which the property was used 
or in the next year; why it was not paid at the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I can not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. STORM. It was because of the law preventing the payment of 
claims at that time, the renting of the property having taken place in 
an insurrectionary State. 

Mr. MILLS. ‘There were cases of that kind all through the South. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask the gentleman from Arkansas if it is 
not true that a contract was made by the Army officer for this prop- 
erty, and if the Government did not use the same and have never paid 
for it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There is no doubt about that. 
fectly plain; both committees state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I had no doubt about it myself; I wanted the gen- 
tleman to state that fact. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But still my question is not answered: 
Why this was not paid through the Quartermaster’s Department at the 


time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I can not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I suppose the cuakaann of the Committee 
on War Claims can inform me. 

Mr. GEDDES. This fact plainly appears from evidence submitted 
to the committee. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] will ob- 
serve the claim was presented by the administrator shortly after the 
close of the occupancy of the premises. It sufficiently appears that it 
was on account of the sickness of the party and his subsequent death 
that it was not presented at an earlier date, and that only the short time 
of one year intervened between the time of occupancy and the time the 
claim was presented. , 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That issufficientexplanationthere. Now, 
Jet me ask one question further. Was this agreement or contract for 
the rent approved by the Quartermaster-General ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. It was. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, It has had the approval of the Quarter- 
master-General ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Oh, yes; the report shows that. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider. he 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


That is per- 





PUBLIC BUILDING, AUGUSTA, ME. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I call up Senate bill 235, and ask its present con- 
sideration. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site, and cause 
to be erected thereon, atthe city of Augusta, in the State of Maine, a substantial 
and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accom- 
modation of the post-office, United States courts, internal-revenue office, pension 
office, and for other Governmentuses. The site, andthe building thereon, when 
completed according to plans and specifications to be previously made and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $150,000; 
and the site purchased ll leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in 
adjacent bu —— by an open space of at least fifty feet, including streets and 
alleys; and for purposes herein mentioned the sum of $150,000 is hereby ap- 

ropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 

expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury : Prov a 
That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the said site 
shall be vested in the United States, and the State of Maine shall cede to the 
United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United 
States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for al] purposes except the admin- 
— of the criminal Jaws of said State and the service of any civil process 
therein. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. MILLIKEN) was read, as follows: 


That Augusta is the capital of the State, with a population of 8,666, showing a 
small increase during the last decade. It is sit ou Kennebec River, in 
the center of a n in the State, hasg fine and extensive water-power, has 
large industries in the manufacture of m, lamber, boots, and &e,,and 

railroad facilities, and is surrounded by thrifty and growing towns and 
cities within a radius of twenty miles. 










The ffice business of Augusta for the year ending June 30, 1883, was as 
follows, namely : 
I agi in trlditmnnnie tndininiinbepeana tetas $83, 878 13 
Stamped third-class matter with stamps not purchased at the Augusta 

GED insnse cocnemurnitgriaviininlemnntiag . 48,051 09 
Receipts from money-orders issued . 37,086 02 
Receipts from money-order drafts..... . 8,650 00 
Receipts for money-orders ited by postmasters .. .. 183, 571 00 
Amount of money-orders paid... ............cceccseccessssssceeeresssessssrsecceseene 139, 288 
Amount of money-order money deposited with Postmaster Goddard, 

Re icnstinertntensiniedernbeneceientantaesoneuntenpegmanatinmpernenegneagheiapin . 84,179 00 
Amount deposited with assistant treasurer at Boston, Mass............... 72,480 30 

Total postal business of the Offfice.................cccceceeeneeee eee 652,184 49 

Total number of money-orders issued during the year... ine 2, 467 
The number of money rs the year...... . a 21, 936 
Total number of sacks of newspapers sent from the office during the 

FORLP....ccccsoccocccsccccccrveesbbsstascossonsbon seeceponsasseseensecovetoccooocossoqsoncoeesseqocoooscore 47, 378 
Sted CR. CE SUC aan sites ngstnvctiintenh sesencotnsds sccntnsprenthaccoyns . 5,709,180 
Total number of pieces of mail matter handled by letter-carriers....... 1, 332, 


Total number of pieces of mail matter handled during the year........... 18. 173, 928 


In the amount of second-class mail matter for the year ating Jane 30, 1882, 
Augusta ranked as the seventh post-office in the United States, New York city 
being first ; Chicago, second ; , third; Philadelphia, fourth; Saint Louis, 
fifth ; Cincinnati, sixth; Augusta, seventh. Augusta’s receipts show 
a increase each year since 1879, when they were $51,440, and are likely to 
increase in future, for they are in great part due to large publishing houses lo- 
cated here, which do a business which extends all over the globe, and has been 
increasing for more than a decade. They have extensive permanent buildings 
and the very best class of printing machinery, and, together with the cotton and 
lumber industries here, have a continually growing business, 

We also find that this vast mail is handled in two separate buildings, more 
hree hundred feet which is both inconvenient and unsafe, as these 
have no fire-proof vaults, and is very pogenseve to the Government: 

unsafe and inconvenient buildings the Government a rental of 

though they are best that can be had, afford but 
— they give for the rental paid. It is 


ight be 
ructed SP aaeeeaiee afford. 
States office at agen, which distributes annually 
$2,500,000 on account of pensions. The internal-revenue office is also located at 
and at least one term of the United States court is required to be held 
there on account of its central location in the State and the commercial inter- 


Augusta is at the head of nav on the Kennebec 
of a Eee eect toceeenien cnaendueeeiie ona 
> accompanying this report the Senate of the 


passed 
Forty-seventh Oongress, and was favorably reported to the House, but on ac- 
spe ee SANGER SE ES. Lunpeny, whohed e of it, was not called up on 


would therefore recommend that bill H. R. 702, accompany- 
pass, ry ee cost of said building and grounds,*when 
the sum of y 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] 
he will not consent that the bill may be amended by inserting 
“*dollars,’”’ in line 11 of the engrossed bill, the following: 


the duty of the Secretary of the Treasu: after the site for 
gual have been pane, Se angen e Seaceed ons of 


‘ eo 7 etme I would have placed 
if it been suggested. 
pro tempore. Isthere objection to the consideration 
Mr. W. of Ohio. Iwasabout to an amendment; but 
Goonaameel the gentleman from Todlona [Mz. HOracan and 
accepted by the from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] is substantiallg 
the same, so I ,will not offer mine. 








a 
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The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and accordingly 
it was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MILLIKEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DR. THOMAS J. JONES. 


Mr. HALSELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6533) for the 
relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Dr. Thomas J. Jones, of Warren County, Ken- 
tucky, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum- 
of $300, for medical services rendered the Eleventh Regiment Kentucky In- 
fantry Volunteers duriug the months of October, November, and December, 1861. 


The report (by Mr. FERRALL) was read, as follows: 


This claim is for medical services alleged to have been rendered the Eleventh 
Regiment of Kentucky Infantry Volunteers during the months of October, No- 
vember, and December, 1861, under appointment of Col. P. B. Hawkins, com- 
manding the said regiment. 

Colonel Hawkins in his affidavit states ‘‘ that he appointed the said Dr. Thomas 
J. Jones pro tempore as the attending physician on the sick of his regiment, 
there be no regular surgeon appointed; that hé knows the said Dr. Thomas 
J. Jones attended to the sick of his regiment most faithfully, day and night, for 
over three months.” 

Under sections 1304, 1305, and 1306 of the Army Regulations of 1863, pages 313, 
314, and 518, commanding officers of United States troops had authority, in proper 
cases, to employ private physicians. 3 

Your committee, in view of the foregoing statement of facts, report herewith 
a substitute for the bill, appropriating the sum of $300, and recommend its pas- 
sage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH F. WILSON. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Committee of 


the Whole on the Private Calendar from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 275) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour allotted to this business has 
expired. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour is dispensed with. 

Mr. TOWNS. D. Imove that the House now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is entitled 
to the floor. 

(Mr. DINGLEy concluded remarks begun and printed on page 1444. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the feature of this bill which seems 
to command most attention and which is of the most practical impot- 
tance is that in relation to the compensation of railroads for transporta- 
tion of the mails. Undoubtedly the committee is impressed with the 
importance of some reform in regard to that matier of expenditure. 
Under the act of 1873the compensation paid to railroad corporations for 

rtation of the mails was very materially increased. The limita- 
tions which were provided prior to that time were removed and a very 
material and striking increase of compensation to railroads provided for, 
while since that time the expenditure of the Government for service on 
the star routes and bysteamboats has been largely reduced. The cost 
of transporting the mails by railroad has steadily increased notwith- 
standing the reduction since of the 15 per cent. in 1877 and 1878, and 
at a rate that ought toarrest the attention of Congress. 

I have before me, Mr. Chairman, a statement showing this extraor- 
dinary increase. The entire expenditure for transporting the mails by 
railroads, including the postal-car service in 1881, was $11,031,000. The 
estimates for 1886, after a lapse of only five years, for the same service 
was $17,559,205; an increase of $6,528,205. 

Mr. HORR. That includes the Union Pacific, too. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itincludes the estimates as they stood both in 1881 
and in 1886. 

Mr. MONEY rose. 


Mr, HOLMAN. Give me a moment to state the figures. Indicating 


the increase in five years of $6,528,205, an increase greatly beyond any 


just and fair increase which would arise from an increase in the postal 


Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman from Indiana state what is the 
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increase of mileage of railroads within that period, and also the bulk of 
mails carried over them ? 


Mr. HOLMAN, I sought to state, if my friend will allow me, a mo- 


ment ago that it was manifest that the increase was far beyond the in- 
crease of the postal service and far beyond the increased mileage of the 
railroad system. 


Mr. HORR. Mathematics will not show that, Judge. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It will still be that five years ago $11,031,000 cov- 


ered the cost of the railroad postal service, which now reaches over 
$17,500,000. I think a mere statement of the figures is a sufficient 
indication that the basis of the adjustment of this service is wrong. 


Mr. HORR. But in that statement there are included $1,100,000 of 


the Union Pacific expenses, which were not in the estimates. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend largely overstate the amount? 


I think the mail service on the Union Pacific roads could not reach 
that sum. But if I understand the estimates, in 1881 they were made 
upon the same basis as in 1886; and I think my friend will discover 
such to be the fact. I think the estimates in 1881 as in 1886 were in- 
tended to cover the Union Pacific system as well as the other roads. 
If the figures are correct, and I think they are correct as far as the es- 
timates are concerned, then it is manifest that the expenditures in this 
branch of the public service are growing far too rapidly, and in some 
manner this increase ought to be arrested. 


Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will permit me to proceed with- 


out interruption, since I have but seventeen minutes. The gentleman 
and others, unfortunately for me, occupied the greater part of the time 
allowed for debate, and I think occupied it well, so that I have but sev- 
enteen minutes at my disposal, and I trust I may be permitted to use 


the time without interruption. 

Upon the basis of the increase, to which I have called attention of the 
committee, from 1881 to 1886 the expenditure for the next fiscal year, 
1887, will have reached over $20,000,000; that is to say, for the year 
1886 the increase will be $3,184,205 over the year 1885, and in 1887 
will exceed $20,000,000. ‘This is startling increase in a single year! 

Mr. HORR. But that all comes from extra weight of mails carried 
by the roads. It can not be derived from any other source, for they 
can not get it from any other source. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The increase in 1886 over 1885 results from weigh- 
ing, and that is the very thing that ought to arrest the attention of 
Congress. The increase from one year to another, from 1885 to 1886, 
is the enormous sum of $3,184,205, if I understand these estimates. 

Mr. MONEY. Will my friend allow me to call his attention to the 
fact that the rate of increase in the receipts, which is the measure of 
mail transportation, was for the years to which he refers as follows: 
The rate of increase in the receipts for 1880 over 1879 was 10.8 per cent. ; 
for 1881 over 1880 it was 10.4 per cent.; for 1882 over 1881 it was 13.8 
per cent.; and for 1883 over 1882 it was 8.6 per cent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to yield to my friend from Mississippi 
and permit him to call attention to the figures; but the gentleman has 
had his time, and I am satisfied he could hardly expect me to consume 
my time by allowing him to call up figures, when I seek to present the 


same facts in a different form. 


Mr. MONEY. Isimply called the gentleman’s attention to that in 


order that he might consider them in connection with his argument. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But the ratio of increase is not so important or 


definite as the actual increase in expenditure. It has been proposed, 


if possible, to adopt some system that would cure the extraordinary 
result of our weighing system recognized by the act of 1873 and the 
preceding years, 

Congress in 1883 provided by law for a commission of experts to ex- 
amine and report to Congress what system could be adopted that would 
fix the railroad transportation of the mails at just and reasonable rates, 
and reform the injustice resulting from this system of regulating the 
compensation by weight of the mails. That commission has made an 
exhaustive report on this subject, and, since attention has been called 
to that report of the commission during the discussion of this question, 
I ask the Clerk to read the passage marked, for the purpose of showing 
the final conclusion reached by them in reference to this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This careful analysis of the returns of all the railroads in the United States 
points to the conclusion that as the average yield per car mile is about 26 cents, 
if the roads receive 5 mills per linear foot per mile run, or at the rate of 25 cents 
for a 50-foot car, at the ordinary speed of twenty miles per hour, they will be 
getting a rate corresponding closely to the returns from all passenger traffic 
combined, which on the face of it would seem to be both just and reasonable, 
and the commission feel constrained to make this further qualification, that the 
nae and frequency of the service, the freedom of railroads from liability, 
the certainty of the compensation, the exemption of the carrier from those ex- 
penses ordinarily attending passenger traffic, all combine to strengthen the con- 


viction in the minds ofthe commission that the rate herein recommended is both 
just and reasonable. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, when this bill was under dis- 
cussion during the last session of Congress we were then informed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] who addressed the 
committee touching this question to-day that the plan proposed last 
session to reduce the compensation to railroads by a reduction of 5 per 
cent, was not a reasonable plan, and that the plan proposed by this com- 
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mission was an intelligent and wise plan and would reduce the costof 
the transportation of the mails over the railroads at least a million of 
dollars, if my memory is correct. 

The commission claim that the plan proposed by them will reduce 
the cost a million dollars a year. That plan is embodied into this bill. 
This report proposes to pay the railroad companies for the transporta- 
tion of the mails a sum substantially equal to what they would earn 
by the employment of the same space in the transportation of passen- 
gers. And yet they said substantially that that basis is not exactly a 
fair one to the Government; that there is no responsibility in the trans- 
portation of the mails, not so much even as in the transportation of 
freights. There is no responsibility; it is freight transported virtually 
at the risk of the Government, and the only liability incurred by the 
railroad corporation is simply that of seeing that the mails are ptop- 
erly and promptly delivered; that and nothing more; while the trans- 
portation of passengers is subject to great and important responsibili- 
ties. 

Now, sir, the commission propose as the unit of the adjustment of 
compensation to railroads the payment of 5 mills per linear foot of car 
space occupied by the mails per mile for a speed of twenty miles per 
hour or less. It is said by my friend from Michigan that that basis 
will greatly exceed the present cost. And that impression had reached 
the subcommittee, of which he and myself are members and the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is chairman having ¢ of 
this bill. Therefore the majority of that committee have reached the 
conclusion that the basis should be reduced 20 per cent., and that in- 
stead of paying 5 mills per linear foot of the car space occupied it shall 
be 4 mills. My friend from Michigan thinks that is too low. 

Now, I have only this to say about it, the same that I was compelled 
to say nine years ago when this subject was first before the House and re- 
ported substantially in the same form in which it is now, except that then 
the limit of weight was not taken into account in fixing the amount of 
space to be occupied. That has been added as the result of the investi- 
gations of the commission. When the matter was then pending (I had 
charge of the bill) I was compelled to say to the Committee of the Whole, 
then considering the bill, it would be impossible to tell the exact effect 
of the measure until a practical test had been made; and Iam com- 
pelled to say that is the conclusion I have reached now. I think the 
plan must be tested practically before the exact result can be deter- 
mined. The railroad postal service is a vast and complicated one. 
There are so many roads, and the service varies so greatly in the wide 
range between the great trunk lines running many trains daily and 
the small roads doing but little service and running once a day, that 
no amount of calculation will disclose the exact results. 

But the plan is strongly recommended. It is recommended by the 
superintendent of railway mail transportation, and by this commission 
it is recommended—a commission appointed under the authority of Con- 
gress—-a commission of very competent gentlemen. And yet I am 
compelled to say for myself that I do not believe it can be stated with 
reasonable certainty what will be the cost until the effect of the 
sition shall be determined by actual experience. But I regard it of 
the highest moment that the plan reported by the commission shall be 
tested as far safer and better than the law under which we are now 
acting. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Both the Post-Office committees of the House 
and of the Senate have also to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Would it interfere with the gentleman from Indi- 
ana if I should ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to inquire of the gentleman for information 
whether the committee or subcommittee know what would be the cost 
of the railmead service of the trunk roads, for instance, under this 
method? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We have all of us made more or less calculations 
as to the effect on particular routes in different parts of the country; 
on the plan as proposed and on the basis of 4 mills for every linear 
foot car space, I think it will be found there will be some material re- 
duction on the basis of 4 mills. I think that is certain, and that there 
will be a material reduction even on the trunk lines below what is now 
paid. And I think I can safely answer the gentleman from Texas that 
at 4 mills there will be paid a good deal, sen a great deal, less than 
will be under the present law when the next weighing occurs, which 
will be in the coming spring. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate on this bill allowed 
by order of the House has expired. The Clerk will proceed to read the 
bill by —_ for amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read the following para- 
graph: 

For compensation to postmasters, $12,300,000. 

Mr. HORR. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘ $12,300,000" and insert “ $13,000,000," 

Mr. HORR. I offer this amendment simply for the 
ing a deficiency in the coming year. We 
in 1885 $11,000,000. In 1884 we expe 


of avoid- 
this service 
$11,283, 830.87; that is, 
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we expended in that year over $230,000 more than we appropriated in 
the bill of last session for the current year. Now the Depattment esti- 
mates that this year there will be a deficiency of $875,000; so that it 
will cost for this current year for that item $11,875,000. 

The Department estimates that it will cost $13,000,000 to meet the 
expenditure next year. I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that it makes no 
difference whatever whether we appropriate this money or not as far 
as the postmasters themselves are concerned. They retain their sal- 
aries out of the money collected, and consequently it isa simple matter 
of book-keeping. All I desire is to appropriate enough money to pre- 
vent a deficiency bill next year. And this amount is neec\ed for that 
purpose, It does not affect the expenditure itself one mill, nor can it 
do so, because the compensation is fixed by law. - 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The appropriation for the salaries of postmas- 
ters in this bill is an increase of $1,300,000 above the appropriatien of 
last session. It is an increase of nearly $3,000,000 over the appropria- 
tion in 1883. The expenditures last year for this purpose up to the 
30th of last June did not exceed $11,283,830. This year we have rec- 
ommended an appropriation of over $1,000,000 more money than was 
expended last year for the salaries of postmasters. The subcommit- 
tee made inquiry as to the amount that would probably be 
needed to compensate ters, and it was my firm conviction that 
$12,000,000 would cover every necessary expenditure for that purpose; 
but the general commi' thoroughly ~savanges fuck, peoyma 
in order to cover all possible danger of a deficiency, au an in- 
crease upon that sum of $300,000. It was the opinion of the members 
of the committee generally, as I understood, with perhaps the excep- 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Homa), that the appropria- 
tion of $12,300,000 would avoid the possibility of any deficiency what- 


ever. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman say that, from a single man con- 
nected with the Department, he has ever had any estimate or state- 
ment that the amount in this bill is sufficient ‘to meet the require- 
ments of this branch of the service ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say this: That the estimate of the De- 
partment is purely speculative. t estimates that there 
will be a percentage of increase co ing to that of some years 
past; but that is altogether aspeculativeestimate. I call theattention 
of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] to the fact that notwith- 
standing we appropriated last year $1,300,000 less than the appropria- 
tion in this bill, the Department has not yet sent to the Committee on 
4 any request for a deficiency. 

Mr. HORR. They do not have to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Wait until I through. I know what the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is going to say. He is going 
to say that an inquiry was sent to the Department—perhaps by some 
individual—and that some of the officers of the Department have said 
that it is probable that there will be a deficiency of $700,000 or $800,- 
000 


Mr. HORR. Eight hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 
Mr. TOWNSH . Well, uae there should be; eae 
— here a half a million more that possible deficiency the 
eficiency of last year. If there should be a deficiency—and that is 
only a matter of speculation—of, say, $800,000, then it would only re- 
quire for the current year, up to June next, $11,800,000. Now, in 
order to guard the danger of a deficiency next year, we have 
added over $500,000 to that amount. I am quite convinced, Mr Chair- 
that if the sam recommended in this bill be appropriated there 


of deficiency. 
farther, that I think the increase in the aggregate amount 
the salaries of postmasters will be much less in the future 


been in the past. The bulk of the increase last 
ted from the fact that we increased the salaries of postmas- 


will arise under the present bill. 

be appropriated for, and I am convinced from the investigation 
have made that with an appropriation of $12,300,000 we shall have 
surplus to be returned into the ury rather than a deficiency. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time fordebate upon this paragraph has ex- 
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Mr. HORR. But notwithstanding the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] said that the amount in the bill would be sufficient, we 
are now told by the officer in charge of that branch that if the expenses 
continue for the next six months as they have been for the last six 
months there will be a deficiency of $875,000. I told the gentleman at 
the time that that deficiency would have to be made up, but he would 
not believe it, and now he comes here and claims the same thing again. 

Mr. Chairman, I have an idea that these are the actual facts of the 
case. The officers up there in the Department have made their esti- 
mates carefully, upon mai ical bases, while my friend from IIli- 
nois has simply said: ‘‘ I guess we can keep this bill down if we cut 
out six or seven or eight hundred thousand dollars; so let us cut it out, 
and let it goat that.’’ Itdoes not do any harm to the service in the end, 
Mr.Chairman; I do notcare much about it, only I would like, if possible, 
to have a little business principle infused into this bill at this end of 
the Capitol. Iam going to insist on that as far as I can, but if the 
House will not consent to it, then let the bill go over to the other end 
of the Capitol and let them do there as they did last year—insert the 
business principle into it for us, as they will do. 

Mr. BINGHAM rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on pending amendments is exhausted. 
As the Chair understands, the formal amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the last word. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman in charge of this bill 
asserts that no executive communication has been received by this 


House with reference to the supposed deficiency in compensation of 


postmasters, I wish to remind him that we are not within six months 
of the time when such a communication may, according to the usage, 
be expected. Postmasters are paid under a general statute, and they 
take from the revenues of their offices the compensation they are allowed 
under the law. The compensation of postmasters of the first, second, 
and third classes is regulated by the actual amount of business done in 
their office, so that they can determine to the very cent the compensa- 
tion that they are allowed by law. The compensation of postmasters 
of the fourth class is determined by the amount of stamps canceled in 
their offices, so that they also know exactly the compensation they are 
to receive. 

The gentleman refers to the appropriation for 1884. I hold in my 
hand the estimates of deficiencies for 1884, now before the gentleman’s 
committee, and I find there the following: ‘‘ Three hundred and thirty- 


three thousand dollars, amount retained by postmasters in excess of 


appropriations. ’’ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is to mect a deficiency in the appropria- 
tions of the last Congress 


Mr. BINGHAM. Of course. But never mind that. We can not 


have from the Department a statement of the deficiencies for the pres- 
ent fiscal year until the meeting of the next Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The appropriation for the year in which that 
deficiency of more than $300,000 occurred was only $9,250,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I grant that. But I am calling the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that the estimate of deficiency for postmasters’ 
salaries during the present fiscal year will not come to this House until 
the meeting of the next Congress. That is all I have to say on this 
point. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, of course the Committee of the 
Whole will do as they please about this matter-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word before my friend from Illinois pro- 
ceeds. It is conceded that no harm will be done if we make a mistake 
about this item. 

Mr. BINGHAM. None whatever. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The subcommittee believe that the amount pro- 

in the bill is sufficient. If it is not sufficient, no injury can be 
one to this branch of the public service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. 

oa HOLMAN. So I submit we ought not to spend time over this 
matter. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [I agree to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I merely wanted to supplement what my col- 
league on the committee has said by calling attention to the fact that 
we this have raised this a riation oyer $3,000,000 beyond the 
app tion for 1884. Is it possible that the salaries of the postmas- 
ters of this country are growing so rapidly that it becomes necessary to 
increase this appropriation every two years to the extent of more than 
$3,000,000? If this be the fact, the time has come when we should see 
whether we can not reduce the salaries of postmasters. 

Mr. MONEY. You can do it by decreasing the business. There is 
no other way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I do not ask a reduction of their salaries. 
I am confident, from what I know of the appropriations of the past few 
years, that this sum named in the bill, $12,300,000, will pay every 
dollar of the salary of every postmaster in the land. I have no fear 
whatever on that point. It was out of abundant caution that the sub- 
committee the increase this year to $12,000,000; and it 


recommended ; 
was still further out of abundant caution that the general committee 
added $300,000. 











I see no reason whatever for an increase upon this item of the bill, 
except a wanton desire to swell these appropriations far beyond what 
may be needed for the public service. 

Mr. HORR. What does the gentleman mean by ‘‘ wanton’’ with 
reference to this matter? Will the amount of the appropriation affect 
the amount expended to the extent of one cent? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I admit it will not; but where is the honesty 
or good sense of appropriating vast sums of money where there is no 
need for it ? 

Mr. HORR. What can there be ‘‘ wanton’’ in the appropriation if 
the amount of expenditure is fixed by law ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is a wanton disregard of a proper sense of 
economy to appropriate large sums of money for which there can be no 
need. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the making of this appropriation as pro- 
posed cause the salaries of the postmasters to cost any more ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not atall; and if the sum appropriated should 
not be quite large enough, as said by the gentleman from Indiana, no 
possible injury can result. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Can anything be saved by cutting the appropria- 
tion down? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But weshould not appropriate more than will 
be required. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Horr to strike 
out, in lines 25 and 26, ‘‘ $12,300,000"? and insert ‘* $13,000,000,’ it 
was not agreed to; there being—ayes 40, noes 55. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $5,100,000, 


Mr. HORR. I move, in line 28, to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert 
“*three;’’ so it will read ‘'$5,300,000."’ And I will yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Illinois fMr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say a word, Mr. Chairman, in reference to 
these Post-Office appropriations. Now, the appropriation for the cur- 
rent fiscal year is $4,900,000. There is in addition a deficiency esti- 
mate for $75,000 more, which has not yet been passed upon. For some 
months it has been impossible throughout the length and breadth of 
the country to get any allowance for clerk-hire for separating offices or 
for offices of the first and second class. The truth is, where the salary 
is less than $2,000 the postmaster pays his own office-rent, his own 
clerk-hire, and except where there are star routes or cross railroads, 
where he is required to distribute or separate the mails, and where oc- 
casionally asmall allowance is made for separating—and there is within 
my own knowledge in my own section, and I understand it is so through- 
out the country generally—this class of postmasters have not only to 
pay their own clerk-hire, their own office-rent, for their own fuel and 
lights, but they have to draw on their own salaries—and it is equally 
true of fourth-class offices—to pay for the large amount of work which 
is thrown upon them. 
> I thought last year this appropriation was not sufficient. I still think 
so. For the coming year I believe the full estimate ought to be given, 
if you expect to have good service for the convenience of the people. 
I must say Iam not as anxious about it this year as I was last year. 
[ Laughter. } F 

You gentlemen are soon to take charge of these offices, or rather your 
party is soon to administer the affairs of the Post-Office Department as 
well as of the other Departments of the Government. Whatever party 
or Executive may administer them, in my judgment there should be 
sufficient money appropriated to carry on the service so as to give the 
people the amplest facilities. I do not think this bill recommends 
enough, and therefore I shall vote for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Michigan. Still I would be frank and say that if you gentlemen 
on the other side of the House do not want an increase, for one I am 
not going topush it on you. That is all I desire to say on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the committee will observe the fact that the 
increase for this service over the present year is $300,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, $200,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, $200,000; and gentlemen will see that this is 
a very material increase. Mr. Gresham, the late Postmaster-General, 
issued an order to the postmasters, as gentlemen will remember (and I 
hope gentlemen will not forget that fact), in which he admonished 


.them that clerical force was not intended to supersede their active par- 


ticipation in the duties of their respective post-offices; that the post- 
master was expected to render efficient service in the discharge of the 
duties of his office. I admit this had more direct reference to the postal- 
order system than to the general duties of post-offices; but it was a 
significant fact, and it is a fact which Congress should take notice of. 
The attention of postmasters was called to the fact they were to render 
a proper degree of service in connection with the post-offices over which 
they were placed. I believe, sit, with an increase of $200,000 a year 
you are making ample provision for that branch of the service. Iam 
in favor of appropriating all that is necessary, and $200,000 increase is 
undoubtedly sufficient. Any amount above that would, in my judg- 
ment, be unnecessary and extravagant. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
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tion for the purpose of explanation. I want to know how it is that | and still the pressure and demand will come up for higher appropria- 
the allowance for clerk-hire for Birmingham, Ala., which has gross re- | tions and a larger number of clerks. Onereason in my ju ent why 
cei pts—— General Gresham, who was a most excellent officer, asked for no more 
Mr. HOLMAN. What page? than he did was because he discovered that the clerical force was not 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Page 681 of the Postmaster-General’s | properly distributed; that in some offices there were more clerks than 
report. I wish to know why it is that the office of Birmingham, Ala., | there ought to be, and in some offices there were less than there ought 
is allowed but $1,652 for clerk-hire, while in the same State the office | to be in accordance with the amount appropriated. The report which 
of Selma, which has receipts of only $600—over a thousand less than | the gentleman from Alabama has read confirms that conviction of the 
Birmingham—is allowed $2,223. Also, why the city of Vicksburg, | late Postmaster-General, for it is well known that in some States where 
Miss., which has $100 less of gross receipts than Birmingham, is al- | the population is much less than in others they have received a large 
lowed $3,000 for clerk-hire. I wish to know if there can be any ex- | allotment for clerical foree—twice as much as is given toothers. I can 
planation why such difference is made in these offices. You will find | give the House the reason for it and the authority for believing that 
the same —- through the whole report. there ought to be a readjustment or redistribution of the clerks in post- 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think there is some explanation for this. Un- | offices. My authority is the late Postmaster-General himself in his re- 
doubtedly in some degree the distribution of the clerical force is arbi- | port at the last session of Congress. I read from page 11 of the report 
trary. The Postmaster-General assigns clerks to post-offices according | of the Postmaster-General last year upon this very question. What is 

to his own discretion. I should take it for granted that Be eye his language? He says: 
who are most persistent = asking assistance in the way of ; erical force Postmasters, backed as many of them are by influential friends, have in some 
would be mostlikely toobtain it. Thereisanother explanation to which | cases been unreasonable in their demands for allowances, and it is a 
on, 


I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Alabama, and that | ing that some of them have received more than theirshare of the app 
while others have recei less. 





is this: Some of these offices are distributing offices for other points to 
a greater extent than others. In such cases there would be a larger My friend and colleague from Illinois{ Mr. CANNON] seems to feel 
amount of clerical service required in proportion to the amountof rev- | considerable anxiety that we may not provide appropriations enough to 
enue received than in some other offices. There in some instances may | employ all the clerks that will be needed under the incoming adminis- 
be found the explanation of the difference hestates. -Butthedistribution | tration. I want to say here, sir, at the very threshold of the incom- 
of this fund is entirely under the control of the Postmaster-General, | ing Democratic administration, that 1 want to see it prove itself true to 
and heis necessarily besieged with applications for increase of clerical | the first fundamental Democratic principle of economy; I want to see 
force, and favoritism undoubtedly prevails in the service, which accounts | the incoming Democratic administration practice what we have been 
in a large degree for the difference in the clerical force of different offices. | preaching under Republican administrations. [Applause.] I want to 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- | see the expenditures of theGovernment kept within reasonable bounds. 
hausted. But if I could be convinced that this appropriation is not large enough 
Mr. BINGHAM. I move tostrike out the Jast word. I would be perfectly willing to accede to the demand that is made. 
Mr. Chairman, I have just thistosay: that if it was clearly understood [Here the hammer fell. } 
how this appropriation will be applied under the law and under the dis- Mr. BINGHAM. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
cretion of the Postmaster-General there should be no difficulty in voting | Mr. HISCOCK. I renewit. I confess I am surprised there has not 
for the amendment and the recommendation of the Department. There | been a very large reduction in the appropriations for this branch of the 
are almost six hundred first and second class post-oflices, aswell as 2,300 | service; that there is not a reduction in salaries, and that the employés 
separating offices. ‘This appropriation is disbursed and distributed | are not called upon to work more hours. I did expect the géntleman 
among this number of offices. ‘These offices return to the Government | from I)linois [Mr. TowNSHEND] would present a bill here that would 
60 per cent. of the postal revenues. There are 8,240 subordinates in | point directly in the direction of economy. 
the clerical force of the first and second class post-offices. This does Now, if the next administration is to be economical, I, for one, am op- 
not include the separating offices, where the average is about $240 to | posed to making appropriations so that they can turn a large surplus 
the 2,300 separating offices. into the Treasury. I think that would be unwise, and it seems to me 
The appropriation for this year is in deficiency $75,000. As recom- | the gentleman from Illinois instead of having increased any of these 
mended by the committee your bill appropriates $200,000 in addition | appropriations should have decreased them. 
to the allowance for the present fiscal year. But we know to-day that We have been lectured here for the last eight years on the excessive 
the allowance for the present fiscal year is $75,000 in deficiency. There- | appropriations for the Post-Office Department, and now I understand 
fore for the next fiscal year, upon the information that we possess to- | the gentleman from Illinois has brought in a bill here actually increas- 
day, the bill appropriates but $125,000 additional. ing the appropriations for the different branches of that service; and I 
That appropriation to this class of post-offices, which pay 60 per | have risen, sir, only for the purpose of expressing profound surprise 
cent. of all the revenues and gross receipts from your service, will give | that that should be the fact. 
to this vast body of offices but one hundred and fifty-six men at What does the great Democratic party intend todo? This is the 
a year compensation. It will not give an allowance to any of the sep- | first appropriation bill for this Department, the money voted by which - 
arating offices, nor will it promote a single man in the service to-day, | is to be expended by the incoming administration ; and here the country 
that numbers 8,240. is presented with a bill which proposes to increase the amount. It 
1 want to say in this connection, representing a large city constita- | does seem to me the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and the 
ency as I do, that there are grave and serious apprehensions that the | gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] have been somewhat dere- 
business interests of our community will be seriously hampered if a | lict in their duty. 
full and fair appropriation is not made for our postal facilities. Under| Mr. HORR. I rise to oppose the pro forma amendment. I am very 
the general statute to-day the Postmaster-General to all outlying sec- | glad to hear my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOowNSHEND] indorse the 
tions of the country can locate post-offices; and again under the general | accuracy, abilitv. and integrity of Postmaster-General Gresham: be- 
statute the postmasters will receive their compensation. But to the | cause the estimates upon which this bill was drawn were made by that 
districts that have a fixed post-office, like New York and Philadelphia, tleman. In the bill the gentleman has presented here he has cut 
we must make and we must demand for our convenience appropriations | down the estimates of his ideal, and proposes to have an incoming ad- 
under the general appropriation bill for clerk-hire and carrier force; | ministration run this Department for $3,000,000 less than this ideal of 
and I further make the statement that the business of the Department | his says it can be run with. 
will not be carried on under the meager increase of $125,000. Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman from Michi say that 
{Here the hammer fell. } Postmaster-General Gresham prepared these estimates? He had been 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation for the cur- | appointed judge before the estimates were prepared. 
rent year gives the entire amount called for by the Department. Every r. HO The estimates were made before Judge Gresham went 
dollar estimated for by the Postmaster-General was given by Congress | out. 
for the current year; but it seems that the Postmaster-General—and I Mr. TOWNSHEND. I venture the assertion that Judge Gresham 
am willing to admit it—did not make —_— as large an estimate as | did not pass on these estimates. 
should have been made, as appears from the present condition of things | Mr. HORR. Last year you cut down the estimates of the same Post- 
in the Post-Office, and for that reason a deficiency of $75,000 is asked | master-General $4,000,000, -and ‘had it not been for the wisdom of 
for. another that has to revise these bills our service would be to-day 
Now, in order to avoid a deficiency for next year we have given an | with a deficiency of over $4,000,000. ‘ 
tleman from II 


increase of $200,000, which will be $125,000 more than the ate The gen linois says he does this because he wants to 
tion that is made for the current year and the deficiency for this year | keep good the word the Democrats have been giving to the ¢ that 
which is asked for. But,as I have said, we gave all of the estimates | they are to run things economically. Bless your soul, Bro’ TowNn- 
for the current year—— SHEND, do not trouble yourself about that. [Laughter.] Nobody 
Mr. BINGHAM. Why, does not the gentleman know that you cut | understood you intended that in earnest. But let me say to you right 
= ee $5,000,000? here, if you ran these Post-Office matters as cemnamniaaiy as the 
r. : 


can not yield to the gentleman now for an | publicans have done in the last four years you will get the encomiums 
interruption. I say all was given that was estimated for. country. 
Now, this is an item of the bill that we can increase to any amount, | work for any less money than it is being done for now; and, as I said 
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esterday, it will be a sorry day for this nation when the Post-Office 
bin of one year is smaller than the bill for the year preceding it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I agree with you. 

Mr. HORR. It must be in the necessity of things larger. 

Now, what I have offered here is to give a little money to help out 
the distributing offices that are growing up all over the United States. 
Wherever a railroad line is run, and star routes cross it, an increase of 
work arises, and it takes clerks to distribute that mail. Do you think 
the Democrats will distribute it without pay ? [Laughter.] Will you 
get some Democrats to work at it for nothing? My impression is, Mr. 
Chairman, that if this work is to be done, and Democrats are going to 
do it, they will have to eat and drink like other men. So far asI 
know they are not visionary either on eating or drinking. [Laughter. } 
It is an actual business with them, and I propose simply to give money 
enough to keep this service in a respectable condition. But if you do 
not want it, all right; I am not going to worry over it. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hork’s amendment to strike out 
$5,100,000 and insert $5,300,000; and there were—ayes 92, noes 31. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 28 insert the following : 

“And postmasters are authorized, with the approval of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, to assign at any time or clerk or employe of their respective post-offices 
to duty in any branch the : Provided always, That any employé shall be paid 
from money-order funds for such time as he is engaged in money-order work.” 

Mr. MONEY. Postmaster-General Gresham made a ruling that no 
clerk or employé of the Post-Office paid in whole or in part from the 
allowance for postal funds should be employed in the money-order 
business, and issued an order (No. 12) to that effect. 

The result is that a clerk who is paid to transact the money-order 
business can not be put at any other work whatever. The money-or- 
der business may not occupy him one-third of his time, yet under this 
ruling of the Postmaster-General (which isa proper construction of the 
law) the postmaster can not put the clerk at any other work. And, 
vice versa, a clerk engaged in ordinary postal business can not be de- 
tailed to assist in the money-order department even though he may 
have s@thing else to do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that this 

Ih be passed over informally for the present, so that my friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. MonEyY] may offer this proposition later, after 
the matter has been examined. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no objection at all to that arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, this paragraph will be 
passed over for the present with the understanding that the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monty] may offer his amendment at a subse- 
quent time. 

Mr. AIKEN. I desire to offer an amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word dollars, in line 28, insert : 

“Three million five hundred thousand dollars of which shall be paid to clerks 


in first-class offices, $900,000 to clerks in second-class offices, and $700,000 to clerks 
in third-class post-offices.”’ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
os amendment that it proposes new legislation and increases expendi- 

ures. 

Mr. AIKEN. The gentleman is mistaken; there is not a word of 
increase inthe amendment. On the contrary, it looks directly toecon- 
omy, and therefore it seems to me that it is not amenable to the point 
oforder. I hold, sir, that it is legislating in the direction of economy 
to say exactly where and how the public money shall be spent, and not 
allow any officer of the Government to distribute it where he pleases, 
to the advantage of his friends and the disadvantage of other servants 
of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule upon the point of order. 

Mr. AIKEN. I do not care about the point of order; but is it in or- 
der, Mr. Chairman, for me to say a few words on the amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this amendment is 
not subject to the point of order, as it merely provides for the distri- 
bution of the money appropriated in the bill, and does not increase ex- 


PR TOWNSHEND. Why, sir, it increases the appropriation $300,- 
Mr. AIKEN. It does not increase it a dollar—not one dollar. It 
looks to the economical distribution of the money appropriated by the 
bill, and it is entirely germane to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the amendment does 
not increase the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let it be read again. 

The Clerk again read the amendment as above printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. AIKEN. If the committee will allow me to explain my own 
amendment ae be at least edified. 

Mr. TOWNS D. I have made the point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Justa word, Mr. Chairman. The proposition con- 


tained in this amendment does not reduce expenditures; it does not re- 
duce the amount appropriated by the bill or by the present law. It 
simply provides for the mode of distributing a certain portion of the 
money appropriated in the bill, and that mode is contrary to the pro- 
visions of an existing statute. I will call the attention of the Chair to 
the present law, if it is important in this connection; but it can not be 
important, because under clause 3 of Rule X XI, an amendment, to be 
in order, must reduce expenditure, and this does not reduce expendi- 
ture but merely provides for the disposition to be made of the money. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Chairman, do I understand the Chair to decide 
that this amendment is not in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of opinion that this amendment is 
not subject to the point of order, and will sibmit the question to the 
committee on its merits. 

Mr. AIKEN. Then I hope the House will hear me while I proceed 
to explain the amendment, and I will not submit to interruption. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is so much confusion in the 
Hall that I did not hear the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overruled the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. When 
the ruling of the Chair was understood by me I at once rose to take an 
appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, and on that 
appeal I desire to say but a word, I ask the Clerk to read clause 3 of 
Rule X XI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress. Nor shall any provision in any such bill or 
amendment thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being 
germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the re- 
duction of the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the re- 


duction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask the Clerk to read sections 3859 and 


3860 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 3859. The Postmaster-Genera!l may designate offices at the intersection 
of mail-routes as distributing or separating offices; and where any such office is 
of the third, fourth, or fifth class he may make a reasonable allowance to the 
postmaster for the necessary cost of clerical services asising from such duties. 

Sec. 3860. The Postmaster-General may allow to the postmaster at New York 
city, and to the postmasters at offices of the first and second classes, out of the 
surplus revenues of their respective offices, that is to say, the excess of box-rents 
and commissions ever and above the salary assigned to the office, a reasonable 
sum for the necessary cost of rent, fuel, lights, furniture, stationery, printing, 
clerks, and necessary incidentals, to be adjusted on a satisfactory exhibit of the 
facts, and no such allowance shall be made except upon the order of the Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Those two provisions of law determine the manner 
in which this clerical service shall be furnished to the various post- 
offices. Clause 3 of Rule X XI requires it shall affirmatively appear 
that a legislative provision upon an appropriation bill retrenches ex- 
penses. This amendment not only proposes to change the law as read 
by the Clerk, but it does so without any pretense of retrenchment. On 
the contrary, it provides for the payment of the money in a different 
mode and under different authority from that provided for by existing 
law. And the method of payment proposed in the amendment must 
eventually result in a very heavy increase of expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before submitting this appeal to the committee 
the Chair desires to say that in ruling originally upon this question he 
gave but little thought toit. The attention of the Chair, as well as 
the committee, having been now especially called to the matter, the 
Chair desires to give the reasons for the decision that he made. 

In the opinion of the Chair the third clause of Rule XXI does not 
apply to this provision at all. If the provision now proposed as an 
amendment had been included in the bill as reported—appropriating 
$3,500,000 for clerks of the first class, $900,000 for clerks of the second 
class, and $800,000 for clerks of the third class—it seems to the Chair 
the provision would not have been a change of existing law or obnox- 
ious to the rule. 

Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. HOLMAN rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to conclude his statement of 


the grounds of his ruling. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allowme a single additional word. The Chair 
must perceive that the present law applies to first and second class 
offices, while this provision extends to third-class offices. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question whether an amendment increases 
or diminishes the amount proposed to be appropriated does not nec- 
essarily bring it within or exclude it from Rule X XI, as the Chair un- 
derstands. It frequently happens that appropriations for a given year 
are larger or smaller than for the preceding year. But that considera- 
tion does not change the fact that this is a work already existing, and 
that Congress must appropriate the necessary amount therefor. 

The Chair is not passing upon the question whether more is appro- 
priated for these various classes of offices than ought to be appropriated ; 
but simply rules that it is within the province of the House, in mak- 
ing appropriations, to designate the particular objects for which the 
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appropriations are made; and by such a specific designation of ob- 
jects Rule X XI is not violated. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Has the Chair noticed the fact that this amend- 
ment entirely excludes fourth-class offices, and does thereby change ex- 
isting law? Under this amendment not one dollar of the present ap- 
propriation can be used for the fourth-class offices. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would entertain an amendment to 
provide for fourth-class offices. It must not be supposed that the Chair 
is bound to suggest necessary or proper amendments to this bill; the 
Chair merely rules upon the question whether a proposition is subject 
to the point of order. 

Mr. OATES. Now let us have a vote on the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] 
has appealed from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall 
the decision stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

The Committee of the Whole having voted on the question, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt, and would prefer to ap- 
point tellers. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’}] The Clerk will count the vote. 

The question having been again taken, there were—ayes 54, noes 34. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN], on which 
the gentleman is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. AIKEN. Inorder to meet the objection urged by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] Lask consent of the committee 
to amend my own amendment by inserting after the word ‘‘ third’’ 
the words ‘‘and fourth.’’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. Will that be sufficient? 

Mr. AIKEN. This gives a discretionary power to the Postmaster- 
General to the extent of $800,000, but not as to the bulk of the money 
appropriated. 

Now, it seems to be the desire of the House to know how I have ar- 
rived at this suggestion for the distribution of this money. I simply 
took two or three annual reports of the Postmaster-General and added 
up what they report had been disbursed for the benefit of these 
ive offices. Taking the first class, then the second class, and then the 
third class, I found the amount given the first-class offices even in the 
last fiscal year to be $85,000 less than is allowed in my amendment, 
so that this sum may be added next year to what has been ex ed 
this year for first-class offices. I take it that will be quite sufficient, 
as the past year we have had an increase of only three first-class offices. 

Then I took the second-class offices and found it in the same way. 
I added up the amount disbursed through them for clerk-hire for two 
or three years, and discovered that the amount I have inserted in this 
amendment will give a margin of $130,000 surplus to be expended for 
the incoming year. And I simply ask that the Postmaster-General be 
required to disburse the remainder of the appropriation in securing 
clerical help to the third and fourth class offices. 

Mr. Chairman, I stated yesterday that second-class offices got 17 per 
cent. on their net revenue for clerk-hire, and last year this amounted 
to only $820,000. Third-class offices paid nearly $600,000 more into 
the Treasury than second-class offices, and they received less than 17 
percent. The entire amount they received, although numbering 2,160, 
was only $420,000. This amendment gives them at least $350,000 more 
for the next fiscal year, leaving $150,000 for fourth-class offices, which 
is more than was distributed last year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with that explanation, it does seem to me this 
is a perfeetly legitimate distribution of this money. It does not cur- 
tail the authority of the Postmaster-General in disbursing the entire 
sum, but simply appropriates so many dollars for each class of Presi- 
dential offices, thereby securing justice to the many overworked post- 
masters of that class. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to oppose the amendment, but principally for 
information. I have heard the explanation of the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me suggest the shortest way out is to take 
a vote, as I am satisfied the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from South Carolina is mistaken in 
this matter. He asks you to make an apportionment of this money. 
He has told you how much it will give to one class, how much to an- 
other, and how much to another. Now, what benefit is to come from 
subdivision and separation of the amount? 

Mr. AIKEN. I will simply say postmasters of the third and fourth 
classes throughout the United States, working twelve and fifteen hours 
a day many of them, have to take the money out of their own 
to pay for clerk-hire, and in my amendment these postmasters will have 
that money supplied to them by the Government without one dollar 
being taken from the first and second classes. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam afraid the gentleman’s amendment will cripple 
the other classes, and I believe it should be voted down. [Cries of 
“Vote!’’] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker pro tempore havi 
resumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Sec- 
mary, announced the adoption of the report of the committee of con- 


ference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
7131) to authorize suits for damages where death results from the wrong- 
ful act or neglect of any person or corporation in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

It further announced the passage of an act (H. R. 7785) making ap- 
propriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
with amendments, in which concurrence was requested. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, it would be well for the committee to understand what this 
amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] does. 
Under the law, as it now is, any clerk as such can be authorized, paid 
for, either in third or fourth class offices. For the first and second class 
offices there is a provision of law which allows the Postmaster-General 
in case of rating offices to make allowance for clerk-hire. It is not 
for clerk-hire technically speaking. So I wish the committee to un- 
derstand that if this amendment is adopted it makes an appropriation 
pure and simple for clerk-hire at forty-iive or forty-six thousand post- 
offices not now entitled to it under the law. A man, therefore, who 
holds a third or fourth class post-office, where there is no cross-route, 
where there is no eeene to be done, may apply and receive a por- 
tion of this appropriation for clerk-hire. Now, that effort has been 
made several times heretofore and has been opposed, and especially 
from that side of the House, with great force and so far successfully. 
And I undertake to say, that if this amendment is to be adopted, in- 
stead of $800,000 you want a million or two millions to satisfy the 
demand. 

That is all I desired to say, and I withdraw the pro forma amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The amendment was not to. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

' The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the a the 
bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read, as follows: 

For payment of letter-carriers and incidental expenses of the free-delivery 
system 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rose to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will permit the Clerk to read 
the section through before submitting an amendment. 

Mr. ANDE N. I desire to offer an amendment at the point 
where the gentleman from South Carolina offered his amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consideration 
the Post-Office appropriation bill had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires unanimous consent 
to present the following executive communication and also to lay be- 
fore the House some personal requests of members. 

There was no objection. 


SILVER DOLLARS AND SILVER CERTIFICATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the of the , transmitting, in re- 
to a resolution of the House of February 3, 1885, relative to the 
aa refusal of certain banks and banking associations to receive sil- 
ver dollars and silver certificates in settlement of their balances, reports 
from the Treasurer of the United States and the Director of the Mint; 
which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FeRReEt, until Thursday next, on account of important 


business. : : 
To Mr. Rosecrans, for to-morrow, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. Hrrt, for to-morrow, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Rocrrs, of New York, for one week from the 11th instant, 
on account of business. 


TICKETS FOR THE ELECTORAL COUNT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to say for the in- 
formation of the House that the tickets printed and issued under the 
resolution passed on yesterday for the reserved galleries of the House 
on to-morrow during the count of the electoral vote are now in the banda 
of the Doorkeeper and subject to the order of members. 
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HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 8182) for the regulation of the Hot Springs res- 
ervation, at Hot Springs, Ark.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Troy, N. Y., request- 
ing early consideration on the Mormon question—to the Committee ou 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: Petition of George A. Hoyt, Floyd Jones, and 33 
others, corporate and natural persons, of New York city, asking thatthe 
United States shall acquire the two canals which connect Portage Lake, 
Michigan, with Lake Superior—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of H. C. Rucker and of Matthew J. 
Rucker, of Lexington County, South Carolina, asking for compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Two petitions for the establishment of night 
schools in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of Lewis Hurd, Mrs. Catharine 
Wheeler, and 26 others, of Henry County, Illinois, asking for an in- 
crease in widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Harriet Darby and others, citizens of Morri- 
son, Ill., asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of William A. Moulton, of Hidalgo, IIL, 
late a soldier in Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, 
for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Memorial of Business Men’s ‘Association of 
Oshkosh, Wis., for improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition from citizens of Indiana, asking that Ben- 
jamin Martain be reimbursed for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of numerous citizens of Limestone County, 
Texas, asking for reduction in price of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the claim of Daniel Peel, of 
Tishomingo County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POLAND: Petitions of Rev. L. C. Dickinson and others, of 
Caledonia County, and of Rey. G. F. Arms and others, of Dover, Vt., 
praying for legislation on the Mormon question—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRYOR: Papers relating to claim of Fayette Hungerford, 
with communication from the Secretary of the Navy, asking certain 
appropriations—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Petition of citizens of Council Bluffs, lowa, asking 
legislation on the Morman question—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Petition of citizens of Otsego County, and of 
Delhi County, New York, asking for action by Congress on the Mor- 
man question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS (by request): Memorial of the city council 
of Hot Springs, Ark., and others, in favor of a bill for the regulation 
of the reservation at Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. VAN EATON: Petition of David Singleton, of Adams 
County, Mississippi, asking compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of Solomon H. Messer, of Jackson County, 
North Carolina, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: Petition of Jeff M. Stone, of Lincoin 
County, Tennessee, for compensation for property taken and used by 
the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Buel, Montgomery County, 
New York, urging action by Congress on the bills before them for the 
suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of 96 citizens of Freeborn County, 
Minnesota, asking legislation on the Mormon question—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Joseph West, of Berkeley County, 
West Virginia, asking compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


PUBLICATION OF TREATIES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to submit in obe- 
dience to the statute the following concurrent resolution of the Senate 
for reference. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 9. additional copies of the treaties and conventions transmitted to 
the Senate by the President in his message of January 23, 1885, of which 1,500 
copies shall for the use of the Senate ; 3,000 copies for the use of the House ; 
4,000 copies for the use of the Department of State ; and 1,000 copies for distribu- 
tion, by the De ment of the Interior, among public libraries not depositories 
under existing laws, each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress to 
Soe two libraries to whom copies of the work shall be thus sent. And the 
Public Printer is also authorized to print and have bound 2,000 additional copies 
to be sold at actual cost and 10 per cent. added. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BREITUNG, by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1374) to provide for the sale of the old site of 
Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and the construction of suit- 
able buildings thereon; and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PENSION BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S. TABLE. 


On motion of Mr. MATSON, it was ordered that Senate pension bills 
on the Speaker’s table be taken therefrom and appropriately referred. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I rise to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The regular order has been demanded, 
which is the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon the demand for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
man to insist upon the demand? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. DUNN. I renew it. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I ask to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. ANDERSON. .Would it be in order to move that the House 
take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow ? . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it would not. 
By unanimous consent, on motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
this morning it was ordered, instead of a recess to-day, that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petition of Susan Flowers, widow of B. Y. 
Flowers, deceased, of Claiborne County, and of Mrs. Nancy Mitchell, 
of Copiah County, Mississippi, asking for compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of New York, asking Congress to provide for the purchase by 
the Government of the Forbes historical art collection—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of West Town, N.Y., and vicinity, 
in reference to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judi- 





The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions : 

By Mr. BUDD: Of citizens of El Dorado and of Placer Counties, 
and of Sacramento, Cal. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Augusta and of Stendal, Ind. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of Nicholas 0. Bowen and 43 others, of Athens, 
Mich. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Of 44 citizens of Hagerstown, Md.; of 63 citi- 
zens of Hancock, and of 63 soldiers and citizens of Hagerstown, Md. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Of citizens of Oneonta, Otsego County, New 
York. 


By Mr. BUDD: Memorial of the San Francisco (Cal.) Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring House bill 7163, to regulate the forms of bills of 
lading and the duties and liabilities of ship-owners and others—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Stockton (Cal.) Board of Trade, for the ratification 
of Nicaragua treaty; also for construction of a navy —to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

concurrent resolution of the California Legislature, favoring a 
soldiers’ home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of San Joaquin County, California, asking 
for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 


i 
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SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 11, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. D. Huntey, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting recommendations 
of the Supervising Architect to extend the limit of cost of the public 
buildings at Hannibal, Mo., and Brooklyn, N. Y.; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the 
act of July 15, 1570, a full and complete inventory of all the property 
belonging to the United States in the buildings, rooms, offices, and 
grounds occupied by the Department of the Interior; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, laid on the table. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of the Legislature of Ne- 
braska; which was read and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
as follows: 


Memorial and joint resolution concerning the people of Nebraska and the lands 
known as the Saint Josephand Denver City Railroad Company lands, ard the 
bill now pending in Congress for the relief of the settlers upon said lands. 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 
Whereas there are many settlers and purchasers of the public domain in the 

State of Nebraska who have patents from the United States for said land, the 

title to which is now disputed S an adverse claim derived originally from nts 

of land by Congress to a certain railroad company, known as the Saint Joseph 
and Denver City Railroad Company—i. ¢., Kneevals and Mitchell land claims; 

Whereas such dispute of title is a very great injury and wrong to many per- 
sons who have spent many of their best years in toil, deprivation, and expense 
upon such lands, and has resulted in the confiseation of the homes of many of 
our best citizens résiding upon and owning said lands, and their eviction there- 
from ; 

Whereas a bill is pending in Congress for the relief of the settlers upon said 
lands, which bill has passed the Senate of the United States, and is now pend- 
ing in the House of Representatives thereof: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of Nebraska, 
That the paesage of said bill would be but an act of justice to those of our citi- 
zens who are interested therein. 

Resolved, That we earnestly urge upon Congress and every member thereof, 
regardless of their political affiliations, their immediate attention and favorable 
action upon said bill, 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be requested to forward to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress a copy of this memorial and joint 


resolution, 
H. H. SHEDD, ~* 
President of Senate. 


Attest: 
SHERWOOD BURR, 
Secretary of Senate. 
ALLAN W. FIELD, 
Speaker of House of Representatives. 
Attest: 


JAMES F. SEDIKER, 
Chief Clerk of House of Representatives, 


JAMES W. DAWES, 
Govern 


Approved February 6, 188. 


or. 


I hereby certify that the within memorial and joint resolution originated in 
the senate and passed the Legislature February 5, A. D. 1885. 
SHERWOOD BURR, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
STATE Or NEBRASKA, 
Office of Secretary of State. 
1, EK. P. Roggen, secretary of state of the State of Nebraska, do hereby certify 
that I have carefully compared the foregoing copy of a memorial and joint reso- 
lution concerning the people of Nebraska and the lands known as the Saint 
Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company lands, and the bill now pending in 
Congress for the relief of the settlers upon said lands, approved February 6. 
1885, with the original rolls on file in this office, and that the same is a true an 
perfect copy of said memorial and joint resolution. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of the State of Nebraska. Done at Lincoln this 6th day of February, A. D. 1885, 


of the Independence of the United States the one hundred and ninth, and o 
this State the eighteenth. 


(sea. ) EE, P. ROGGEN, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Sarah Jane De Coursey, of 
Philadelphia, and others, praying for the of the bill (8, 438) for 
the relief of the heirsand legal representatives of Capt. Lambert Wickes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present the petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of the city of Hot Springs, Ark., praying for certain legislation in 
reference to the Hot Springs reservation. Accompanying the petition 
is a bill which the petitioners desire me to introduce to carry out the 
views set forth in the petition. At the proper time I shall introduce 
ae. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
ic Lands, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 


of Trade and the Philadelphia (Pa.) Maritime Exchange, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill (H. R. 7163) to regulate the forms 
of bills of lading and the duties and liabilities of ship-owners and oth- 
ers; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Charles H. Mendum, James P. 
Boutell, John Sise, G. R. Laighton, W. C. Walton, Andrew P. Preston, 
Joseph W. Peirce, and Andrew J. Penhallow, of Portsmouth, N. H., 
praying for the ratification of the proposed reciprocity treaty with 
Spain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GARLAND (by request) introdaced a bill (S. 2631) to regulate 
the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (8. 2632) making appropriations for 
the constructon, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

NORTHERN MONTANA INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to call upa bill on the Cal- 
endar which I think will cause nodebate. The friends of the measure 
are very anxious to get it to the other branch, where they think they 
can get it through if it is passed by the Senate now. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it leads to no debate, I shall consent. 

Mr. DAWES. If it causes debate, of course I shall withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). The 
Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent to have taken up 
at this time the bill (S. 2609) to provide permanent reservations for the 
Indians in Northern Montana, and for other purposes. Is there objec- 
tion ? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call 
up a bill that I am quite sure will not lead toany debate. It is House 
bill No. 7496, reported from the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to-have taken up for consideration at this time the bill 


(H. R. 7496) for the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son. Is there objec- 
tion ? 


Mr. HARRIS. With other Senators I have for a week past been urg- - 


ing the Senate to take up House bills favorably reported upon the Calen- 
dar in their order. I gave notice three or four days ago that until 
that was done I should object to the taking up of any one House bill 
on the Calendar other than a regular appropriation bill. I therefore, 
according to the notice, object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I then move, the Calendar being in order, that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. I concur with my 
friend from Tennessee in the view that we — to take up House bills 
and act upon them, but now that I have called the bill up and it is a 
small matter to which the Senator from Tennessee has himself agreed 
in committee, I ask him that he allow the bill to pass, and I shall 
hereafter join him in taking up the House billsin theirorder. Weshall 
not have time this morning to do what the Senator proposes, or I should 
be willing to that course this morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not even notice the character of the bill that 
the Senator wishes to have considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. _Itis a House bill reported from the Committee on 
Finance, which the Senator himself has approved. Aswe can not now 
take up under a general order the House on the Calendar, I hope 
the Senator from Tennessee will not interfere with this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senate will now consent that we shall, after 
the morning business, proceed with the consideration of House bills 
favorably reported upon the Calendar, we can at least agree to that, it 
will not delay the Senator from Ohio more than a day or two. I do 
not understand that the question of time is important in this partica- 
lar case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I submit a motion to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
= Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill notwithstanding the 
objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit again to the Senator from Tennessee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 


Mr. GARLAND. Let the bill be read by its title. 
Mr. PLAT. I rise to a point of order. 


> 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut will 
state his point of order. 

Mr.PLATT. My point of order is that although Senators have been 
standing very near me and talking very loud, I have been unable to 
hear what has been said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will resume their seats, and 
the Senate will be in order. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7496) for the re- 
lief of Wehrle, Werk & Son. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IL insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. INGALLS. The regular order. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask the privilege of moving to recommit a 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in order. The 
Chair will hear the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I rose for the purpose of asking unanimous con- 
sent to recommit a bill now upon the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I insist upon the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The Calendar 
under Rule VIII will be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move to take up at this time the joint resolution 
(S. R. 111) referring the controversy between the United States and 
Venezuela, in respect to the awards of the mixed commission, to the 
President. I asked for the consideration of it yesterday 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 








Mr. LAPHAM. I ask unanimous consent to make a very brief 


statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I asked for the consideration of the joint resolution 
when I reported it from the Committee on Foreign Relations yesterday, 
and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], under a misapprehen- 
sion, I think, objected to its consideration. 

The joint resolution refers to the President the distribution of the 
fund now in the State Department under the Venezuelan award. There 
is about half a million dollars lying there belonging to the claimants 
under the award. In 1883 we passed a joint resolution authorizing 
the President to open negotiations with Venezuela. He submitted the 
draught ofa convention to the representative of that government, who has 
finally rejected it; and Venezuela has taken the strange position that, 
by virtue of that resolution, we vacated all these awards, and that 
government refuses to pay any more money. ‘There is no alternative 
left to us now but to leave to the President the distribution of what 
money is in our Treasury. 

T hope there will be no objection to the consideration of the joint 
resolution at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New York that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of the joint resolution indicated by him. 

Mr. HOAR. The motion is now only to take up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to take up. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. The bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the reading of the 
report will be resumed. 

r. PLUMB. [ask unanimous consent that the reading of the re- 
port may be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansasasks unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of the report be dispensed with. 
Ts there objection ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I can not consent to that this morning, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The reading 
will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed, at page 23, the reading of the report sub- 
a by Mr. Pius, from the Committee on Public Lands, April 8, 


The reading having proceeded five minutes, 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise to make a suggestion and at the same time a 
request to the Senator from New York. The reading of the report is 
unnecessarily, as I think, occupying the time of the Senate. I am not 
myself willing to believe that the Senator from New York desires to 
unnecessarily use up the time of the Senate, or that he desires to put 
himself in the attitude of having delay for the sake of delay. I think 
he is a more courageous opponent than that would indicate. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent that the reading of this report may be dis- 
pensed with, that the residue of the omant bb printed in the Recorp, 
and that this bill may then go over until to-morrow at the time when the 
Calendar shall be reached, giving the Senator all the time he could have 








anyhow by reason of continuing the reading of the report. That is all 
I now ask. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the further reading of the report be dispensed with 
and that the residue of the report be printed in the RecorD and that 
this bill be passed over, retaining its place where it now stands on the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object to that part of the request which asks that 
the remainder of the report be printed in the Recorp. It would be 
of no material service to anybody to print a fraction of the report. The 
report itself is a very long one. Did the Senator mean to print in the 
RECORD the whole of it? . 

Mr. PLUMB. [am not particular about its going into the Recorn, 
if there is any point about that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator said the remainder of the report. | 
object to printing the report in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. It is printed in the RECORD now as a matter of course 
unless the Senate otherwise orders. Every report read at the desk is 
printed in the REcORD as a matter of course. Now, if the reading goes 
on it will be printed in the Recorp, and both the time of the Senate 
be taken up and thecolumnsof the Recorp be filled with it. The re- 
quest of my honorable friend from Kansas is that so much of the regular 
order as implies the Senate taking another hour to have it read, when 
of course it will go into the Recorp, may be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair will state that he knows 
of no rule which requires a report when it is read to go into the REcorD, 
that the Reporter consulted the Chair about this voluminous report 
already in print when its reading at the desk first began, and the Chair 
advised the Reporter that there was no rule which required it to gointo 
the REcorD, and that to put it there would be a useless waste of public 
money. 

Mr. HOAR. May Linquire of the Chair if that has not been hitherto 
the general, I do not know whether the uniform, rule that all the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, including anything read in the Senate, were 
printed in the Recorp? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the recollection of the 
Chair that has not been the uniform rule. Frequently the ConGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD merely states that ‘‘the report was read.’’ It has 
very often happened that where a report was brief, it was set out in 
full in the Recorp. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is the general rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At any rate the Chair took the re- 
sponsibility of advising the reporter not to reprint this long report in 
the ReEcorD as part of the proceedings, as it was read piecemeal from 
day today. Whatever responsibility there is about it belongs to the 
Chair and not to the Reporter; he only took the advice of the Chair as 
a matter of economy of space and money. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have no objection to this case standing over until 
to-morrow. I think to-morrow will be a better day to take it up for 
consideration; but I am unwilling this morning, without any under- 
standing, to say anything on the subject of its disposition. If the bill 
can stand over until to-morrow without prejudice, | think meantime 
we can come to some understanding. 

Mr. PLUMB. No;I have had no thought about it. There was no 
understanding proposed byme. Let the Senator himself be responsible 
for obstructing the business of the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Iam not responsible. This is a very instructive 
and able report, and I think the Senate ought to hear it. If, as I un- 
derstand, it is not to go in the RecorD, it ought certainly to be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; let us have it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the report. 

The reading having been continued for ten minutes, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the reading of the report may be for a 
moment suspended while I inquire whether it is the understanding of 
the Senate that after the count of the electoral vote the Senate is to 
return to the Chamber for the purpose of continuing business to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair of course is unable to 
answer. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood that, and I ask for the understanding 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We must return here. 

Mr. GARLAND. How long does the Senator from Kansas suppose 
the count will take ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The proceedings at the last occasion of counting 
the electoral vote consumed an hour and forty minutes. I suppose they 
can be concluded to-day by 2 o’clock, unless there is some interruption 
not now anticipated. 

I will suggest, in order to bring the matter to a decision, that there 
be unanimous consent that after the proceedings in the House the Sen- 
ate return to this Chamber for the purpose of continuing legislative 
business. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Kansas. 
Chamber. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand of course that the Senate will return 
to this Chamber; but I ask unanimous consent that there may be a de- 
cision on which we can act, that at the close of the proceedings in the 
House, on the return of the Senate to this Chamber, legislative busi- 
ness for the day shall be resumed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The custom heretofore has generally been that the 
first man who gets back and can get the attention of the Chair, before 
a quorum has arrived, rises and says, ‘I move that the Senate ad- 
journ.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. That I desire to avoid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is understood that the Chair will not put the 
question on adjournment until there is a quorum present to act on it, I 
think there will be no difficulty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is bound to say that un- 
der the rules a motion to adjourn is always.in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The custom of the Senate has been to return to its 
Chamber and to receive the report of the proceedings in joint conven- 
tion, and pass a resolution in regard to those proceedings. Four years 
ago that resolution was passed in each branch, not as a concurrent res- 
olution—the concurrence of the other branch was not asked for—but 
each passed the same resolution, and actual concurrent action became 
unnecessary. Weshall return toour Chamber inall human probability 
to-day before 2 o’clock, which is the hour at which the morning busi- 
ness is concluded and the general business of the day is till 
within a day or two, There will be plenty of time to have three or 
four hours for useful legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, it will be 
understood that the Senate is expected to proceed with its regular busi- 
ness on its return from the House of Representatives. The reading of 
the report will proceed. 

The Seeretary resumed the reading of the report and continued it till 
11 o'clock and 55 minutes a. m. ; 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, with a view 
of saving time in reading the report further, that if the Senate will con- 
sent that the views of the minority may be printed in the Recorp of 
to-morrow morning I will let the reading be suspended and have the 
bill stand over until to-morrow morning. The minority views are not 
long. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no pride of opinion about the majority report, 
but it seems to me that there ought to be a full statement of the case, 
and that if any part of it goes in the RecorD,it ought all to go in. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have no objection to the whole of it going in; I 
should rather prefer it. I do want the views of the minority to be in- 
corporated in the RecorD; they are not lengthy. 

Mr.SHERMAN. This involves a very lange expense, and it is an 
absolute waste. No man who will take this report and read it in the 
ordinary document form will read it in the close print of the REcorD; 
therefore it isa mere wanton waste without cause. Anyone can get it 
in more convenient form, for he can read it in document form, while 
if it is entombed in the ReEcorD it will never be seen. 

Mr. GARLAND. It is now four minutes of 12; and I suggest that 
the Senate take a recess for the execution of the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 6658) to pro- 
vide for the sale of the Sac and Fox Indian reservation in the States of 
Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had a resolution 
directing the Clerk to inform the Senate that the House was ready to 
receive the Senate at 12 o’clock m, to proceed, under the concurrent 
resolution of the two Houses, to count the electoral votes for President 
and Vice-President. 

COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses providing for a meeting in the Hall of the House of Represent- 
atives at 12 o’clock will now be executed, and the Senate will proceed 
to the Hall of the House of Representatives. d 

The Senate, headed by the President pro tempore and Secretary, and 
preceded by the Sergeant-at-Arms, thereupon proceeded to the Hall of 
the House of Representatives. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o'clock and 22 minutes p. m. 

The PRESIDENT Sas The Senate resumes its sitting. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. ident, the tellers who were appointed on be- 
half of the Senate,in pursuance of the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses to ascertain the result of the election for President and Vice- 
President of the United States, beg leave to report that the two Houses 
met ip joint convention in pursuance of the resolution, and that there- 
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upon the certificates of the electors of the various States of their votes 
for those officers were opened by the President of the Senate and deliv- 
ered to the tellers, and on being examined it appeared that the votes of 
the several States had been cast in accordance with the list which I 
hold in my hand and will send to the Chair. 

From those votes it appeared that the whole number of electors ap- 
pointed to vote for President and Vice-President of the United States 
for the term of office beginning on the 4th of March, 1585, was 401, of 
which a majority was 201. The state of the vote for President of the 
United States appeared to be— 

For Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, 219. 

For James G. Blaine, of the State of Maine, 182. 

The state of the vote for Vice-President of the United States ap- 
peared to be— 

For Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, 219. 

For John A. Logan, of the State of Illinois, 182. 

Which result having been delivered by the tellers to the presiding 
officer, the presiding officer declared that Grover Cleveland, of the State 
of New York, had received a majority of the votes of the whole num- 
ber of electors as they appeared in the certificates and by the list of the 
tellers, and so appeared to have been elected President of the United 
States for four years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1885; and 
that Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, appeared to have 
received a majority of the votes of the whole number of electors ap- 
pointed as they appeared in the certificates read by the tellers, and so 
appeared to have been elected Vice-President of the United States for 
four years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1885. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on file. 

Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution—— 

Mr. CONGER. Before that is offered I should like to have the last 
clause of the statement as to the declaration and the effect of it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will read the declaration 
the President of the Senate made at the meeting of the two Houses, 
for information: 


And the President of the Senate makes this declaration, only as a public state- 
ment, in the > sores of the two Houses of Congress, of the contents of the 
Ws opened and read on this occasion, and not as possessing any authority 

n law to declare any legal conclusion whatever. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the proper mode of presenting my . 
view upon that question I do not know that I understand; but I desire 
here as one of the Senators of this body to say that I entirely dissent 
from the declaration that the President of the Senate has no other 
power in announcing the electoral vote than to merely announce the 
facts. I do not know by what authority aquestion so long in dispute, 
and perhaps with the views of the Senate and of the people of the United 
States almost equally divided, should be es to be settled by 
making a statement of one view of ita part of the declaration. I merely 
speak of it, however, to express my dissent from that declaration of the 
a officer that he is only te make a statement of the result and 

no other power in the case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I also wish for myself, as I have recorded my 
opinion on this question at other times, to assert and put upon the rec- 
ord my statement that the declaration made was the declaration of the 
gentleman who presided on that occasion expressing his own opinion, 
and should not be taken as a precedent except so far as it may command 
the judgment of mankind hereafter. I believe that the President of the 
Senate exercised a constitutional power when he presided over the joint 
body to-day and counted the vote, and that his announcement is the 
conclusive end of all argument upon the question, and that doing so he 
not only gave his own opinion as to the result of certain papers that 
were ted to him, but he made the only constitutional declaration 
that is provided for under existing law of who shall be President of the 
United States after the 4th of March. 

I simply rose to enter my caveat now so that this declaration of the 

residing officer shall not be ed as concluding what I consider to 
his constitutional duty and which he has performed with ability and 


r. HOAR. Mr. President, I conceived it to be my duty as one of 


the tellers to report to the Senate only somuch of the of the 
two Houses as seemed to me to be of the substance of the ascertainment 
and declaration of the result. I did not, therefore, in the report which 
I made, communicate the various declarations or statements of the 
ee cea 
r Ohio, that the declaration which has been adverted to 
was a declaration of his own understanding of the signi of the 
official act, and in no way entered into it as giving it authority or as 
t or weight for the future guidance of the rep- 
resentatives of the American e in the two Houses except so far as 
the very great and deserved weight which attaches to the opinion of so 
eminent a constitutional la may make it a precedent hereafter. 
I desire to introduce a ution—— 
Mr. INGALLS. Without entering, Mr. President, upon the discus- 
sion of a question which is and probably always must remain an open 
on this occasion to express my dissent absolutely from the 
conclusions contained in the of the President pro tempore of 
the Senate, and to say that in my judgment it should not be held ia 
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any way asa precedent governing the action of that officer or of this declaration which he made was no part of the constitutional proceeding, 
body upon similar occasions hereafter. any more than his calling the two Houses to order or other statements 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I merely wish to express my concur- | which he was bound to make in the exercise of his duty; but that it 
rence in what has been said by the Senator from Kansas. In my judg- | was his individual expression of a judgment as to the scope and extent 
ment the duty devolved upon the Vice-President of the United States | of an official act which he performed. It seems to me it was entirely 
in the matter of counting and announcing the vote for President of the | proper for the presiding officer to make that declaration, although no 
United States is a high constitutional duty; and the declaration made | part of the constitutional proceedings, because otherwise he might be 
by the President pro tempore of the Senate to-day in my judgment is | supposed to be undertaking to do what, as he viewed the question, 
not in accord with the requirements of the Constitution. would have been an act of usurpation. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, I had occasion eight years since to Mr. CONGER. When I called attention first, after the reading of 
examine this question. I find from the journals of the convention | the report, to this subject, I did it not with any view of entering into 
which framed the Constitution that the clause of the Constitution rel- | any discussion upon the question one way or the other, and I did not 
ative to counting the electoral vote as acted on and adopted read that | suppose without some proposition being made that the discussion would 
the President of the Senate should then and there open all the certifi- | be entered into; but I did feel as if it was the right of any Senator 
cates. and the votes should then and there be counted in the presence | here to dissent from any mode of declaration not authorized by law or 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, making the Senate and | by the Constitution as a precedent. It was for that purpose and that 
House of Representatives mere witnesses of an act to be performed by , only, giving all due weight and superior weight to the opinion of the 
the presiding officer of the Senate. presiding officer and his own view of this question, that I desired to 

Following that, the first resolution adopted on the subject was a res- | dissent from that declaration as in my judgment a wrong construction 
olution of the convention in which they recommended among other | on the power of the office upon a point long disputed and still in dis- 
things that the Senatorsshould appoint a President of the Senate for the | pute in the Senate and House and among the people of the United 
‘sole purpose of receiving, opening, and counting the electoral votes for | States. 

President ’’—just that language exactly—and that was done. Follow- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs leave to state, with 
ing that precedent of the fathers, Vice-President Adams counted and | the indulgence of the Senate, that the Senate, in the opinion of the 
declared the result, and announced himself to have been elected Presi- | Chair, is in no way responsible for the declaration that the President of 
dent of the United States. I believe, sir, that it was the intention of | the Senate made on the occasion referredto. Neither the Senate of the 
the framers of the Constitution that the presiding officer of this body | United States nor the House of Representatives had conferred any au- 
should perform the duty of counting the votes as well as of receiving | thority upon the President of the Senate to make any declaration. 
and opening the certificates. There is no law, within the knowledge of the President of the Senate, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not think it very profitable at this | which provides for any proceeding, except the Constitution. The Presi- 
stage of the session to reopen the great debate of eight years ago; but | dent of the Senate was of opinion, and still is, that a concurrent resolu- 
I think, as all the suggestions which have been so far made upon this | tion is not a law; and if the concurrent resolution providing for this 
question have been made upon one side, it is proper to remind the Sen- | occasion had contained any direction to the President of the Senate that 
ate and the country that by a very large majority the Senate of the | was inconsistent with his views of constitutional duty, he would have 
United States expressed eight years ago on the fullest debate its dissent | been bound to disregard it, or preferably, as he certainly would have 
from the propositions which have been advanced by the several Sen- | done, he would have resigned his office and allowed the Senate freely 
ators who have spoken, in that concurring with some of the greatest | to elect some gentleman whose opinion coincided with that of the ma- 
constitutional authorities we have ever had in this country, including | jority. ; 

John Marshall, Oliver Ellsworth, if my recollection is not at fault, No Senator need feel bound as a precedent by anything the President 
Daniel Webster, and Abraham Lincoln. And a late eminent Senator | of the Senate said. He was exerting a constitutional duty in opening 
from the State of New York stated in my hearing that every member | the certificates and superintending the making manifest of what they 
of the Senate but eight had in his hearing expressed sentiments which | contained; and he stated on his own responsibility, and on that of no- 
were in conflict with those which have been expressed by the Senator | body else the negation of an implication that might have arisen froma 
from Ohio and the Senator from New York. Atany rate, whether that | different statement of the result; that is all. 

statement was true or not, a computation which I myself made showed Mr. INGALLS. I ask leave at this time to offer a resolution. 

that all the then Senators of the United States, with eighteen excep- Mr. HOAR. I had the floor to offer a resolution, and yielded. I 
tions, a very small minority of the body, were on record expressly and | think the Senator from Kansas should not interpose other business. 
distinctly declaring that the President of the Senate had not the power Mr. INGALLS. It bears directly on this subject. 

to count the vote under the Constitution in any sense of the term of The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
counting the vote, which implies the right to decide what votes should | imous consent to offer a resolution at this time. It will be read. 

or should not be taken into consideration in ascertaining the constitu- Mr. BAYARD. It will be read for information, I presume. 

tional result. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information, after 

I myself believe that the President of the Senate derived for the | which the Chair will call for objection. 
count of to-day an authority from the concurrent resolution which the The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. INGALLS, as follows: 
two branches have passed, and that his declaration of the count which Resolved, That the Senate does not assent to the concluding declaration of the 
the two branches witnessed and which was the result of the report of Trecisout, of a ie aly apeensemens of the sae me Rreneens and 
the tellers representing the two branches, in their presence, without Samenas thie deep. 1¢ United States made in the presence of the two Houses of 
their dissent, uttered by the authority of the two branches a constitu- 
tional declaration and proclamation of the result. Our ancestors were 
jealous of executive power. They were in the habit of continuing the 
same in the public service year after year and official term after 
official term, and 1 believe they would have deemed it monstrous if 
the su ition had been suggested then that the Vice-President of the 
United States, the constitutional President of the Senate, who as they 

y established the Constitution was one of the two leading can- 
didates for the office of the Presidency (because there was no voting for a 
Vice-President in those days, as everybody remembers), and who of 
course would be in the ordinary course of events one of the leading 
candidates at the election the result of which was to be declared, should 
be clothed with the enormous power under the Constitution of deter- 
mining the question whether he himself were duly elected President, 
and that there should be under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States no possible appeal from his decision. I hold that to be a propo- 
sition repugnant utterly to all we know of the opinions, practices, and 
conduct of our ancestors who framed the Constitution. 

It was true in almost every State in the Union, with one or two ex- 

tions, at that time, as it is true in a large number of the States 
since (I think there was but one exception at that time), that the two 
Houses of the Legislature ascertained the result of the election of the 
Executive. So it was in my own State; so it was in Virginia; so, I 
think, it was in every State but New York. 

I do not desire, however, to go into this interesting question at this 















The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask that it may lie over. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made and the resolu- 
tion goes over. 


Mr. HOAR. Ioffer the following resolution, for which I ask present 
consideration: 


Whereas the Senate having met the House of Representatives in accordance 
with the fifth section of the act of Ist March, 1792, relative to the election of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President of the United States, and the electoral votes baving 
been opened by the President of the Senate in the presence of the two Houses of 
Congress and counted by the tellers appointed on the part of the two Houses, 
and it appearing that the whole number of electors appointed to vote for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President of the United States is 401, of which a majority is 201 ; 
and it further appearing that Grover Cleveland, of New York, had received 219 
votes for President of the United States, and that Thomas A. Hendricks, of In- 
diana, had received 219 votes for Vice-President of the United States, which num- 
ber is a majority of the votes of the whole number of electors appointed, and the 
same having been duly declared by the President of the Senate in the presence 
of the two Houses: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Senate is of opinion that the 
Constitution and laws have been duly executed, and that no further declaration 
of these facts is necessary. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CONGER and Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to say that this resolution is 
time, that as Senators have thought proper to put on record | in the usual form. It is exactly the resolution adopted four years ago, 
their and there has been no dissent from it, I wish to state Mr. INGALLS. But the declaration is not in the usual form. 


y my dissent. I agree with the Senator who first spoke, 


Mr. HOAR. The declaration contained in it is the declaration of 
T have no doubt that the occupant of the Chair agrees, that the 


four years ago. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The resolution 
will be printed and go over. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


rhe bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox In- 
dian reservation in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7131) to authorize 
suits for damages where death results from the wrongful act or neglect 
of any person or corporation in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House concurred in some and 
non-concurred in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8039) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern- 
nment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
JouN F. Fouuett of Ohio, Mr. WALDO HutTCcHINS of New York, and 
Mr. J. G. CANNON of Illinois managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. 92) authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Association the regi- 
mental colors which belonged to said artillery and which are now in 
the custody of the Secretary of War, with an amendment in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announcéd that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
7522) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; in which it requested the con- 
eurrence of the Senate. 

“PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business of yesterday, which is the bill (H. R. 7004) to re- 
peal alllaws providing forthe pre-emption of the public lands, and the 
laws allowing entries for timber-culture. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, and the pending question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to withdraw that amendment. AsI said yes- 
terday, I offered it with the understanding that it was agreed to by all 
the membersof the Senate Committeeon Public Lands. There a rs 
to be some difference of opinion in that committee in regard to if, and 
I am not willing to take the responsibility of fathering the amendment 
myself and thus imperiling the bill. I however take occasion to say 
that I do not see any harm in the amendment itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Oregon withdraws 
the amendment submitted by him yesterday. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move to add tothe first section of the bill the fol- 
lowing additional proviso: 

And provided further, That all outstanding certificates of de ton account of 
surveys heretofore issued under the provisions of sections 2401, 2402, and 2408 of 
the Revised Statutes, and acts supplemental thereto, shall be receivable as cash 
aaa for fees and commissions in the disposal of public lands at the land offices 


at which such certificates are now receivable in commutation of homestead and 
pre-emption rights, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask thata letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office which I sent to the desk may be read in connection 
with the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 22, 1885. 

Sir: In reply to your personal inquiry of this date relative to outstanding cer- 
tificates of deposit issued on account of surveys, and the effect upon such certifi- 
cates of H. R. No. 7004, providing for the repeal of the sosengtion and timber- 
culture laws, &c,, as reported with amendments from the Senate Committee on 
Public Lands, I have the honor to state as follows: 

The amount of such certificates now outstanding arising from deposits made 
since July 1, 1880, is $995,441.12. A small amount arising from deposits made 
prior to July 1, 1880, also remains outstanding. 

Such certificates are issued under sections 2401 et seq., Revised Statutes, as 
amended by the acts of March 3, 1879 (20 Statutes, 352), and August 7, 1882 (22 Stat- 
utes, 327), providing that settlersin unsurve townships may make deposits for 
the expenses of the survey of such to ps. 

The certificates are receivable from the settlers who made the deposit in part 
payment for their lands, and are also made assignable by indorsement, and w: 
so assigned are receivable in payment for lands entered by settlers under the 
pre-emption and homesiead laws in the land district in which the deposit was 
—. Certificates issued prior to August 7, 1882, are so receivable in any land 

i ot. 

The effect upon these certificates of the of the pre-emption law would 
be to ultimately restrict their use to commuted homestead cases. They would, 
however, meanwhile be used_in zope’ of lands to which existing p- 
tion claims attach, and under w: entries have been or may be . Such 
entries, present and prospective, cover many millions of acres. 

The amendment of the homestead law, extending the period requisite for 
commutation, would have the effect to defer the present use of the certificates 
in that class of cases. 

it does not occur to me that there would be any objection to extending the use 


of the certificates so as to make them receivable in payment for public lands 
generally. I think that with such provision the ue of outstanding certifi- 
eates would not be impaired. 

I respectfully call your attention to the fact that agricultural-college scrip 
issued under act of July 2, 1862 (12 Statutes, 503), is locatable on lands subject 
tosale at private entry, and under section 2278, Statutes, may be received 
in payment of pre-emption claims. By construetion such scrip is also received 
in commuted homestead cases. Military bounty-land warrants are receivable 
only in like manner. Private land scrip iss under the acts of June 2, 1858 
(i utes, 294), and July 22, 1860 (12 Statutes, 85), and the supplemental acts of 
March 2, 1867 (14 Statutes, 544), June 10, 1872 (17 Statutes, 378), and June 28, 1879 
(20 Statutes, 274), can be used only in the same way. 

The pending bill makes no special provision for this class of cases. In event 
you should desire to consider an amendment covering these cases, as well as 
certificates of deposit, 1 make the following suggestion in connection with your 
request that I submit appropriate forms of amendment in the matter of certifi- 
cates of deposit : 

Add to section 5 the following: 

* Provided, however, That this section shall not be construed to prevent the loca- 
tion of military bounty-land warrants or of cultural-college or other scrip 
issued under existing laws upon any unoccupied and unappropriated lands now 
su t to such location: And provided further, That all outstanding certificates 
of deposit on account of ae issued under the ions of sec- 
tions 2401, 2402, and 2403 of the Revised Statutes, and acts supplemental thereto, 
shall be receivable as cash (except for fees and commissions) in the disposal of 
public lands at the land-offices at which such certificates are now receivable in 
commutation of homestead and pre-emption rights.” 

The reason for the exception of fees and commissions in the above form of 
amendment is because of the small and irregular sums in which fees and com- 
= are payable and the trouble which would be involved in adjusting dif- 

erences, , 
I return herewith your memorandum of points of inquiry submitted. 


Trey N. C. McFARLAND, 
Commissioner, 
Hon, J. N. Dotru, 
United States Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not understand fully the purport of this 
letter. 1 ask whether the effect of the amendment will be to extend 
the power of the certificates of deposit, by making them good outside of 
the land district in which they were issued ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think not, but I was about to make a statement of 
what the amendment. is. 

After this bill had been reported my attention was called to the fact 
that there had been issued under existing laws certificates to parties 
who had advanced money for carrying on the public surveys. The 
amount of these outstanding certificates is now about $400,000—a little 
under that sum. They are receivable in payment for pre-emption 
claims, and, by construction of the Department, are also receivable in 
payment for commuted homesteads, which is but another form of pre- 
emption. i 

If by this bill we repeal the pre-emption law, of course we impair 
the value of those outstanding certificates; and if we require, before a 
homestead entry can be commuted, thirty months’ residence instead of 
six months’ residence, of course the number of commuted homesteads 
will be much smaller than at present, and thus we shall almost repu- 
diate these obligations which have been issued upon the faith of an act 
of Congress. 

In my judgment only two courses are left for Congress in this mat- 
ter. One is to authorize the redemption of these certificates at the 
Treasury of the United States when a presented and pay them 
in cash from the ; the other is the one proposed by the pend- 
ing amendment to authorize their receipt in payment for other public 
lands sold for cash as a compensation to the holders, if the bill under 
consideration should become a law, for the loss caused by the change, 
which would yas their being used to the extent at present allowed 
in payment of pre-emption claims. : 

I made an inquiry of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
concerning this matter; and his letter in answer to the inquiry states 
the maziner in which the passage of the bill under consideration would 
impair the value of these certificates; and he also states that he sees no 
these certificates to be used in payment for other 

sold for cash, except as to payment for fees 


at eae eee car noes eee eae see & 
system of book-keeping w he does not desire to enter upon. 

The sito cantante Gi be to ellaw thaw ctatitantes jo bo 

are all redeemed, in payment for any other class of 

United States receives cash—mineral, coal, and other 

which payments are made in cash; and I think such a provis- 

ion would be an equivalent for the restricted use of them which the 

is bi . Lam not particular about it, but I 

like to have the bill the Senate, inasmuch as I reported 

it from the Committee on Pu Lands and might be held in some 


sense ble for its effect, without having the matter brought be- 
fore the with the recommendation of the Commissioner of the 


General Land Office upon the subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. seals Ingluladion an anes = vey 
important character. It ] upon statute- en- 
was before the Senate 
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ized to be used in payment “ lands within the land district in 
which the land was situated. is amendment repealsal] those sections. 
I have not had an opportunity of examining the proposed amendment. 
It has not been submitted to the Committee on Public Lands during 
the consideration of ‘this bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state that after the bill was reported the letter 
was received, and it has been called to the attention of the committee. 
Then, after the bill was reported, I was authorized by the committee 
to offer this amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Was it fully considered there ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think so. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Itis certainly legislation of an important charac- 
ter. The issuing of scrip subject to location upon the public lands of 
the United*states has been a fruitful source of corruption and fraud, 
and so great had these become that it was with great hesitation the 
Senate enacted the legislation already upon the statute-book. I am 
opposed on principle to creating any scrip or authorizing the issuance 
of any scrip which shall be assignable and locatable upon the public 
lands of the United States. If the scrip is to be issued in compensa- 
tion of services of any kind or in the liquidation of any obligation 
of the Government—— 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator I think is entirely under a misapprehen- 
sion. This is not scrip. These certificates are already issued; and 
they are merely obligations for so much money. They do not author- 
ize the location of any land; buta homesteader or pre-emption claimant 
may secure one of these certificates and turn it in in lieu of money when 
he pays forhis claim. If we repeal the pre-emption laws we will have 
$400,000 of these certificates outstanding, which represent so much 
money paid for the benefit of the Government underastatute of Congress 
which provides that these certificates may be used to pay for pre-emp- 
tion claims not only by the parties advancing the money, but they are 
ao and may be used by any pre-emption claimant. 

The only object of the amendment, which was drawn in the General 
Land Office, is to prevent the repudiation of these certificates, and, as 
they will not be redeemed in payment for pre-emption claims hereafter 
owing to the repeal of the law, and as they ure not likely to be in 
demand for paying for commuted homesteads, to allow them to be used 
in payment for mineral lands and timber lands on the Pacific coast. 
Those are, I think, all the cases in which they can be used under the 
amendment. We supposed that would be a fair compensation for re- 
stricting their use under existing laws in payment for pre-emptions; 
but they are not scrip; no one can locate land with them. They will 
be simply made an equivalent to so much money receivable in pay- 
ment for all public lands, as they are now in pre-emption and commuted 
homestead cases. 

Mr. McMILLAN. These certificates were issued to persons who de- 
sired to make surveys of lands for their own benefit. They were issued 
in order to remunerate them for making surveys in advance of surveys 
regularly made by the Government of the United States. Persons were 
unwilling to wait until the Government surveys were extended to lands 
upon which they wished to enter, and this law was passed for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to go on and survey the lands in advance of the 
Government, and they were to. be compensated for the surveys by the 
issuance of this scrip; and so far as it was authorized to be used its use 
was limited to the district in which the lands surveyed were located. 

Mr. DOLPH. This amendment does the same thing. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the limitation? 

Mr. DOLPH. Thesame limitation asat present—that is, the certifi- 
cates shall be received at the land office at which such certificates are 
now receivable in commuted homestead and pre-emption entries. They 
are receivable in the same way precisely. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is the limitation that broad ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes,sir. The Senator will see it in the latter part of 
the amendment; they have been made assignable by law already. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If that is the construction—— 

Mr, CALL. If the Senator will allow me I should like to ask a ques- 
tion. I should like to know, if the Senator is advised, who is respon- 
sible for the correctness of the surveys made under the law referred to. 
How have they ever been ascertained ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Oregon will answer that. 

Mr.DOLPH. The money is placed to the credit of the Government 
and expended by the surveyor-general the same as any appropriation 
made by Congress for on surveys. The surveys are carried on 
by the surveyor-general. are reported by him. They are ap- 

by the General Land iC aeeciy an ebvenee 06th 
ernment representing so much money paid out by the Government. 

Mr.CALL. The surveys are carried on under the supervision of the 


ME DOLPH. . Yes, sir. 


Mr. McMILLAN. The money being deposited by the individual 
who desires the land surveyed. I have not had an opportunity of ex- 
the proposed amendment as carefully as I would desire to do, 

bat if the construction given to it by the Senator from Oregon is cor- 
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rect, it relieves it of my objection. Still I am opposed to making these 
certificates receivable in payment of the public lands because the lands 
surveyed may be in a portion of the country where the lands are not 
arable, and the district may extend to and embrace territory where the 
agricultural lands are the principal aad prominent lands in the district. 
These certificates may be used for the purpose of payment by parties 
who choose to go and make their surveys voluntarily. 

As I said, the issuing of scrip has been a fruitful source of fraud and 
wrong upon the Government, and it has brought the public service, so 
far as the land laws are concerned, into great disrepute, and perhaps is 
one of the elements which have led to the demand for repeal of the 
pre-emption law. I was opposed to the enactment of the law now on 
the statute-book. If these parties have taken certificates under the 
law they are not deprived of any right to which they were entitled. They 
were advised, of course, of the right of the Government to repeal any 
law upon the statute-book, and they took these certificates under those 
circumstances and are not now entitled to plead that they have aright 
to use them for any other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH. IftheSenator from Minnesota will propose an amend- 
ment for the repeal of the laws under which these certificates were is- 
sued, I shall have no objection to its adoption; but we are confronted 
with this difficulty: These certificates are already issued. They are 
outstanding to the amount of about $400,000. They are assignable and 
pass by delivery. They can be used only to pay for commuted home- 
steads and in payment of pre-emption claims. The question is, what 
shall be done withthem ? Every one in this body knows that if the pre- 
emption law is repealed and no provision made for the payment of these 
certificates the holders will come here for relief and Congress will make 
appropriation to pay them in cash, with interest, out of the Treasury. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office says he sees no objec- 
tion to extending their use so that they may be received in payment in 
lieu of cash for all lands subject to cash entry. I think that would be 
the best way to dispose of them—to provide a method by which they 
may be paid in land. By this amendment we create no new right. 
These certificates are not scrip. No man can locate land with them. 
If the amendment prevails they could only be used as now within the 
district in which they were issued. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. If the Government has received funds for the 
payment of these surveys there would be no hardship in the Govern- 
ment paying the certificates in cash, because it would be paying for 
service which the Government itself should have performed and which 
it would in time perform. 

Mr. PLUMB. There ought to be no misunderstanding about this 
matter. If this bill should not be passed, the people who hold this 
scrip can go on and make use of it according to the law as it now stands, 
which provides for its use from time to time in the entry of public 
lands. In making this repeal the committee have simply thought it 
not wise to take away the right which was conferred by a previous law 
under which this scrip has been acquired. We donot enlarge it at all} 
and I presume all that is now outstanding can be located only in the 
land district in which the surveys were made. That was the effect of 
the law of a few years ago; it was so limited; and I think the Senator 
from Minnesota would not advocate the taking away of a right simply 
because we happen to be amending and changing our land system. 

The amendment itself adds nothing at all to the value of what these 
people have, but only preserves their rights as they are; and that I 
think is very much wiser legislation than it is to attempt to take away 
a right on the theory that perhaps at a future time Congress under 
some impulse or other may make a money compensation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I now offer an amendment to section 3, which I send 
to the desk to be read, and then I will state the necessity for it ina 
moment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed in section 3 to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘ entry,’’ in line 8, to the end of the section, as follows: 


And obtaining a patent therefor, the proofs of actual settlement and cultiva- 
tion thereof to be filed at least six months prior and as preliminary to the appli- 
cation for the patent, and in the same manner and to the same effect as is pro- 
vided and required in section 3 of thisact as to final proofs and the issuance of 
patents. 

And to insert in lieu thereof these words: 


And before the expiration of Sve peoms from obtaining a patent therefor from 
the Government as in other cases directed by law, on making proof of settle- 
ment and cultivation as provided by the laws in force granting pre-emption 
rights, 


Mr. DOLPH. The necessity for this amendment will appear by ref- 
erence to the statutes. We have stricken out section 3 of the bill as it 
came from the House, which provided a new manner of making proof 
in homestead entries. The latter clause of section 4 of the original 
bill which is section 3 of the present bill, referred to the previous sec; 
tion, which is stricken out, for the manner of making proof in com- 
muted homestead cases, but it was overlooked by myself and the com- 
mittee in reporting the bill. By this amendmentit is proposed to strike 
out the last clause of section 3, which refers to the previous section 
which has not been adopted, and to restore the clause of the section as 
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it stands in the Revised Statutes, so as to require the proof to be made 
in cases of commuted homesteads in accordance with the pre-emption 
law which has been heretofore in force. It is a mere formal matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS obtained the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. INGALIS. I yield totheSenator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], 
who desires to propose an amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have one or two more amendments to offer. 

Mr. INGALLS. Coming from the committee ? 

Mr. DOLPH. They are not from the committee, but they are mere 
formal corrections of the several sections. I yield to the Senator from 
Michigan with the understanding that we shall go back and that I may 
hereafter have an opportunity to offer several amendments. 

‘ Mr. PALMER. I move to add as a new section to the bill the fol- 
lowing: 

That wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale or disposition on the 
part of the United States by reason of grants made to aid in construction of rail- 
roads or other works of internal improvement, and such withdrawals have been 
terminated by act of Congress, executive order, or order of the Land De - 
ment, or where lands have been, by operation of inw, reduced in price to $1. 
acre, and said lands have been purchased, in good faith, at said price, or entesed 
with warrants or scrip, and the officers of the Land Department have issued 
certificates or patents thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry, with- 
out such lands having first been proclaimed by the ident and o ered at 
public auction, and where, on the 25th of January, 1885, there are no valid con- 


flicting claims thereto, all such entries, and the certificates and patents issued 
thereon, are hereby confirmed and declared valid and legal. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CALL. The amendment has not been printed, I think. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state for the information of the Senator from 
Florida that it was printed and put upon the desks of Senators several 
days ago. 

Mr. SLATER. As I understand the language of the amendment, it 
is broad enough to cover a case that I have in my mind, where some 
six hundred or more persons have settled on land of this description 
under the homestead law. There being some question about the land 
being subsequently offered for sale, the effect of it will be to foreclose 
and turn the homesteaders out, if I understand the language of the 
amendment correctly. I refer to the settlers on what is known as the 
Ontonagon and Brulé River grant. I think it covers that case. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Oregon will permit me to make 
a statement, I think I can satisfy him that the amendment does not in- 
volve any of those settlers. It provides merely that where lands have 
been withdrawn from market and afterward restored to market by order 
of the Land Office and have not been reoffered at public sale, where 
parties have gone on in good faith and purchased the lands at the re- 
duced price as ordered by the Land Office, their titles shall be vali- 
dated. It covers I do not know how many acres in Michigan. For the 
Senator's information and for the information of the Senate, possibly it 
would be well for the Secretary to read the letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, contained in Senate report of com- 
mittee, No. 1026. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon yield ? 

Mr. SLATER. I yield for the reading. 

Mr. PALMER. Let the Secretary read what I have marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office referred to by the Senator from | ae will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





















DEPARTMENT OF THE LyTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 14, 1835. 

Sre: Tam in receipt, by your reference, of a letter from Hon. P. B. Pivus, 
chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate, transmitting a 
copy of Senate bill No. 2508, ‘to confirm titles to lands in certain cases,”’ and re- 
questing the views of your Department thereon. 

The bill, though = in its nature, applies particularly to certain lands in 
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan, which were once offered. at public sale and 
afterward withdrawn from private entry by reason of railroad grants, and then 
relieved from the withdrawal, or were reduced in ——- by act of Congress, but 
were not again offered at public sale at the redu price nor restored to private 
entry by public notice, but which were nevertheless entered as lands su’ to 
private entry, contrary to decisions of the courts and the decisions and instruc- 
tions of this Department. I am not informed that this state of facts exists else- 
where than in the locality referred to. Many of such entries in that locality 
have been patented, and such patents have not been attacked. It is held —— 
——— ate have passed beyond the ss of the land 

any See nee entries upon such lands remain of record 
some of which have been oe for camoeilation 1 for illegality, and all of which 
are liable to be so held when reached for action. These unpaten entries 
which are deemed illegal embrace a probable aggregate of between 100,000 and 


Settlers have gone upon some of these lands with a view of claiming title there- 
to under the homestead or pre-e on laws as soon as their entries may be ad- 
mitted, and applications to make ~_ Sahrpendbeogras received and are 
awaiting action in several hundred cases. 

The bill confirms titles which have 
Dae between the United States and the peive verse lath. tthe Unite 
one between a — 
this bill waives the illegality in the entries and makesthem val 
any settlement, claim, or ar conflicting 
the approval ofthe act, the entriesare not val The confirmation proposed 
is that which does not affect the rights or claims of third parties, and does not 
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ine 16. While this language 
verse ri or claims, its meaning might 

the wo “settlements or applications ”’ were also ats. so that the p 
should read (lines 15 and 16) “ and when, at the date of the approval of this act, 
there are no conflicting claims thereto, or settlements upon such lands, or ap- 
plications to enter the same,”’ &c. 


has | soerved up to the date of 


Fresruary 11, 





to adjudicate nor make rules for adjudication in cases of ating 
n 


Fiaima, but leaves the respective claimants in such cases to the operation a 
remedies of existing laws. I perceive no objection the act legislation p 


The — point which occurs to me as re act open to any oubt | in 


to its construction is the phrase where there are “ no conflicting claims,”’ 
in Rane’ 16. While this language seems broad enough to cover all cases of adverse 
rights or claims, its speasing might perhaps be rendered more certain if the 
words “settlements or appl 
should read (lines 15 and 16) *‘and when, at the date of the i of this act, 
there are no conflicting | claims thereto, or settlements on such 
tions to enter the same,’ 


cations" were also added, so that the paragraph 
ands, or applica- 
I return herewith Senator PLUMB’s letter, and copy of Senate bill No. 2509. 


Very respectfully, 
N. C. McFARLAND, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. H. M. Tecier, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. PALMER. I move to amend the amendment, as suggested by 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office, by inserting in line 15, 
after the word ‘‘ thereto,’’ the words “‘ or settlements or applications.’’ 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I should be glad to have the recom- 


mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office read again. 
I do not think that the amendment comprises all that the Commissioner 
suggested. I shall be opposed to the amendment unless it shall so ap- 
pear. I ask for the reading of the recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office again. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That portion of the recommendation 


of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, referring to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Michigan, will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


oe only point which occurs to me as rendering the act open to any doubt i in 
t to its construction is the phrase where there are ‘‘ no conflicting claims,"’ 

seems broad enough to cover all cases of ad- 

perhaps be rendered more certain if 


Mr. MILLER, of California. The amendment of the Senator from 


Michigan does not go quite as far as the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office recommen 
in view of the many conflicting claims in the Western States, and par- 
ticularly in the State of California, where there are cases in which a 
Spanish or Mexican grant which has been declared invalid has been 
covered by a railroad grant made by act of Congress prior to the final 
settlement of the question in respect to the Spanish or Mexican — 
t 


I regard the amendment as very important 


There are cases where settlers have gone upon land claiming 

was Government land, because covered by a Spanish grant at the time 
the railroad grant was made, and there are other parties claiming the 
same land under titles derived from the railroad company. Unless we 
are very careful in legislating upon this subject we shall confuse these 
questions and make an intense conflict between rival claimants to land, 
which will lead to interminable litigation and difficulty. 

I shall insist on the words which have been oe aes by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office being i in the amendment 
before it is adopted. That I think would save it and leave it to the 
decision of the courts as to which party should have the land where 
there are rival claims of settlers, pre-emptioners, homesteaders, and 
every kind of claims that a may be in the land office. We should 
save the rights of all 

Mr. PALMER. If the tetas from California will permit me to in- 
terrupt him, I should like to say that the amendment covers nothing 
except those entries where there are no conflicting claims, settlements, 
or applications. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The question might arise as to what 
is a conflicting claim. A fon variety of questions might arise. I 
wish to save the rights of ies and leave it to the courts to de- 
cide which is the lawful aameneti to the land where ies claim under 
different titles and sources of title, such as a Spanish grant or home- 
oot eee s or a title from a railroad company holding the land under a 
rai ' 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from California will permit me, I will 
state that the object is merely to validate the titles procured by inno- 
cent parties in good faith where there is no conflict of any character 
whatever. A conflicting claim is a conflicting claim, it es no odds 
of what character it is. The only parties involved here are the United 
States and the holders of the certificates or patents who have bought in 
good faith. If there are any third parties projected into the case under 
any of these descriptions, as a matter of course if there is a conflict and 


they are thrown out, will have their redress in the courts before 
the proper tribunal. is to make good the action of certain 
United States officers who have land and who supposed they were 


doing it legally, until a recent decision of the Supreme Court, which is 
of this character: 


All lands which were 7 in the market at the enhanced Sake minimum 
section of the act of 


ae prior to the lst of agar Lei. wore S75 nas pew eee 
ngress of June 15, 1600, 204 i dg are not, how- 


See private entry at the snk calen tae uae at public 
Some of these lands were offered at private entry before being reoffered 


at public sale, and where there is no conflict it seems to me perfectly 
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right and just and fair that the action of the officers of the United States 
should be validated. 

Mr. DOLPH. I fear the amendment is not fully understood by every 
Senator. The facts in the case are that certain lands which had been 
withdrawn on account of certain railroad grants were put in the mar- 
ket after the expiration of the time within which the roads were to be 
constructed under the terms of the act and before the lands were for- 
feited. Some lands which will probably be affected by this amend- 
ment were sold under a wrong construction of the law by the then 
Secretary of the Interior or Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


add ‘‘or applications to enter such lands;”’ 


The Secretary. After the word ‘‘settlements’’ it is proposed to 
so as to make the amend- 
ment read if amended 

That wherever lands have been 


withdrawn from saje or disposition on the part 


of the United States by reason of grants made to aid in construction of railroads 
or other works of internal improvement, and such withdrawals have been termi- 


nated by act of Congress, Executive order, or order of the Land Department, or 


where lands have been, by operation of law, reduced in price to $1.25 per acre 
and said lands have been purchased, in good faith, at said price, or entered with 
warrants or scrip, and the ofticers of the Land Department have issued certifl- 
cates or patents thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry, without such 


lands having first been proclaimed by the President and offered at public auc- 
tion, and where, on the 25th day of January, 1885, there are no valid conflicting 
claims thereto, or settlements, or applications to enter such lands, all such en- 
tries, and the certifica'es and patents issued thereon, are 
declared valid and legal 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to suggest what might be the possible 
effect of the amendment of the Seaator from Florida. These are lands 
subject to private entry. They have been sold once at private entry 
and the Government has received the money for them. If some per- 
son, supposing that the first sale was illegal, has slipped up in antici- 
pation of this act and filed an application to purchase the lands again, 
assuming that they are still public lands, it seems to me that might 
render the bill entirely nugatory as to such lands. 

Mr. CALL. The amendment which I propose is recommended by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and it could have no such effect as is sug- 














Other lands were sold by the officers of the local land offices despite 
the instructions of the General Land Office. The amendment will only 
affect lands which have been sold and paid for, and the purchase-money 
for which has gone into the Treasury of the United States. 

While the sales were illegal, because contrary to law, still, in view 
of the vast number of cases of that kind now pending in the General 
Land Office and in the courts, in cases where, as provided in the amend- 
ments, there are no conflicting claims, where no one else is claiming the 
land, and it is merely a matter between the purchaser and the United 
States, I think the best thing to be done is to confirm the title, keep the 
money, and let the parties have the land and thus get rid of this annoy- 
ance. 

A portion of the lands which have been offered at private sale, 
sold paid for, have been settled upon by pre-emption and home- 


hereby confirmed and 


stead claimants who are pressing their claims before the Committee on 
Public Lands and in the Department and in Congress. The bill does 
not affect such cases, but I think we ought to make haste and prevent 
any further complications of this kind by confirming the title of pur- 
chasers, where oe are no conflicting claims at the present time, and 
preventing any future contest between such purchasers and pre-emp- 
tion and homestead claimants. It is not the object to affect any case 
where there is a conflicting claim. However, the amendment is not 
important enough to take up time, and if the Senator from Michigan 
desires to have it adopted I do not suppose the committee will object. 
But the Committee on Public Lands believed that the bill was best as 


reported. 

Mr. PALMER. At the suggestion of the Senator from Oregon I will 
withdraw the amendment to the amendment. I did not think at the 
time that I was invading the rights of the Committee on Public Lands. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Michigan withdraws 
the proposed amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. As there are other amendments which it is desired 
to offer to the bill, I should like to have the matter go over for a little 
while, and in the mean time, if there are other amendments to be offered, 
let them be offered, in order that this measure may have a little further 
consideration. There are one or two amendments that I should like 
myself to suggest to be inserted. 

Mr. PALMER. I supposed that we had got to the end of the amend- 
ments, and that was the reason I offered mine. 

Mr. SAWYER. We might act upon this amendment, and then the 
Senator from Kansas can offer his amendments. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Before the amendment is voted upon, 
I shall move to amend it. I move to insert the words suggested by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, because I think they are neces- 
sary and proper. I think the amendment has a much wider scope than 
was stated by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. [hope the question will be settled without further dis- 
cussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have not the words before me, but I 
wish to move such an amendment to the amendment, and take the sense 
of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. CALL. DoI understand the Senator from Michigan to with- 
draw the amendinent recommended by the Secretary of the Interior, 
which he to line 15 of his amendment? If that amendment 
is withdrawn, and I am in order, I shall renew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment would not be in 
order now. The Senator from California has proposed an amendment 


to the amendment offered by the Senator from Michigan. As soon as 
the amendment offered a Senator from California is disposed of, 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Florida. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. In line 15 of the amendment of the 
Senator from Michigan, after the word “‘thereto,’’ I move to insert 
the words ‘‘or settlements; ’’ so as to read: 


om are no valid conflicting claims thereto or settlements, all such entries, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. Afterthe word ‘‘settlements,”’ asinserted by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California, I move to add the words “or ap- 
plications to enter such lands.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the reading of the amendment in connection 
with the amendment just offered by the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment as proposed to be amended. 


gested by the Senator from Oregon. 
a party who has made the application to enter as against the provisions 
of this proposed law. 
entry was valid, but certainly being recommended by the Secretary of 
the Interior it is proper that it should go into this measure, for it saves 
what may be a legal right in the applicant. 
done by its adoption. 





It simply saves the legal rights of 


It is true there might be a case in which the 


There can be no harm 


Mr. CONGER. The object of the amendment offered by my col- 


league is to save from applications for entry and from purchase lands 
which have been sold by the United States and paid for by the pur- 
chasers, and patents or certificates given, but over which there is some 
cloud to the title, because the Land Office failed to reoffer the lands at 
public sale. 
ance with law, these titles would be as perfect 


But for that omission, which perhaps was not in accord- 
as any patent of the 
United States could make them. 

Since that was understood, since the decision of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office has been rendered that the lands were not in 


all respects sold according to law, that they ought first to have been 


reoffered at sale, persons of opinion that they could take away land 
for which patents had been given and payments made have made appli- 
cations for entry, have made applications for settlement, and they are 
doingit every day. The object of the an:endment is to secure the rights 
of those who in good faith under the offer of the Government have pur- 


chased the lands, paid for them, received their patents or certificates, 


and have in all other respects a perfect title, only that the Government 
failed to offer them at public auction. 
Now then, with this proposed amendment suggested by the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office every application for entry that has 


been made since this decision of the Commissioner of the General Land 


Office comes in with a conflicting claim; and wherever such claims 
have been made (and they have been made by hundreds over the coun- 
try) they conflict with the title of the original purchasers and throw 


them out from the benefit of this proposed general amendment. As 
the Senator from Oregon says, if any one has his title still, and nobody 
has attempted to jump his claim by an application for a settlement or 
a pre-emption, it will relieve those, but the others will be thrown out 
of the protection of the original amendment. I do not think it a wise 
change; I think it defeats the object to a certain extent of the original 
amendment, and I hope it will not be adopted. 

Mr.CALL. On the statement of the Senator from Michigan, I with- 
draw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
his amendment. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam in sympathy with the purpose the Senator from 
Michigan had in offering this amendment, and the only thing I fear is 
that we shall, without intending it, make it too broad. 

There are cases where, if we undertake to interfere in controversies 
we ought not to make an arbitrary legislative decision as to rights. As 
I understand this case, the courts have decided"that under certain cir- 
cumstances lands were required to be offered at public sale a second 
time before they could be subject to private entry, and it is designed 
now to relieve against the effect of that decision, which was that all 
private entries made of lands not thus offered a second time were in- 
valid. I think the better way would be, instead of confirming and 
making valid all these entries, to relieve them against the objection that 
the lands have not been offered a second time, and then let them take 
their chance as to whatever other rights they may have or as to what- 
ever other points there may be upon them affecting their legality. I 
will therefore move to insert after the word ** thereto,’’ in line 15, these 
words: : mi 

It shall not be essential to the validity of such purchases or entries that the 
lands should have been offered at public sale a second time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senator from Florida withdraws 


The Senator from Kansas offers an 
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amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan, which 
will be reported. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘thereto,’’ in line 15, and before 
the amendment already adopted, it is proposed to insert: 

It shall not be essential to the validity of such purchases or entries that the 
jlands should have been offered at public sale a second time. 

Mr. PLUMB. The effect of that will be, in place of declaring all 
these entries valid and legal as against all other objections as well as the 
one that the land has not been offered the second time, we relieve them 
from the legal effect of that failure to offer at public sale the second time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLuMB] tothe amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr, PALMER. I call for the reading of the amendment that I 
offered, as amended by the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER] and 
also the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered: by the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale or disposition on the part 
of the United States by reason of grants made to aid in construction of railroads 
or other works of internal improvement, and such withdrawals have been ter- 
minated by act of Congress, executive order, or order of the Land Department, 
or where lands have been, by operation of law, reduced in price to $1.25 per acre, 
and said lands have been purchased, in good faith, at said price, or entered with 
warrants or scrip, and the officers of the Land Department have issued certificates 
or patents thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry, without such 
lands having first been proclaimed by the President and offered at public auc- 
tion, and where, on the day of January, 1885, there were no valid conflict- 


ing claims thereto, it shall not be essential to the validity of such purchases or 
entries that the lands should have been offered at public sale a second time. 


Mr. PALMER. I think that involves it so that it will end by mak- 
ing the amendment very obscure. 
Mr. HALE. The words last proposed ought to be put in another 





place. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Let the clause come in after the word 
‘* settlement,’’ and the word ‘‘ thereon ’’ should be added to “‘ settle- 
ment.’’ I move to make the correction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent that the word ‘‘thereon’’ be added to his pro 
amendment after the word ‘‘settlement.’’ Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose it is understood that I desired to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘ thereto’’ and insert what I sent to the desk, and I 
will say that I do not think the word ‘‘ purchases’’ is necessary there, 
but I find it used in the preceding portion of theamendment. I think 
the word ‘‘entries’’ has a well known significance and is all that is 
necessary. These lands must have been entered at what is called pri- 
vate entry; and that is the character of the entry, no matter whether 
they were paid for in money or paid for by scrip; but I have used the 
word ‘‘purchases’’ in order to accommodate the amendment to what I 
find in line 8 preceding. My motion was designed to be to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘thereto’’ and insert what I have sent to the desk. 
That, I think, makes the amendment exactly what the Senator from 
Michigan desires to have it and prevents it from going further than he 
has in his mind. 

' The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
‘*thereto,’’ in line 15 of the amendment, as follows: 


The settlement thereon, all such entries, and the certificates and patents issued 
thereon are hereby confirmed and declared valid and legal. 


And insert: 

It shall not be essential to the validity of such purchases or entries that the 
lands should have been offered at public sale a second time. 

Mr.SAWYER. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. I think 
the provision was in good shape as it was before. It was reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Public Lands, recommended by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and it is not at all doubtful. It 
applies to lands paid for ten or fifteen years ago, dnd I do not know why 
we should not say, as the original amendment provides, that they were 
paid for and regular entries were made. I prefer the language of the 
original proposition. "i 
. Mr. PLUMB. [appeal to the Senator’s sense of fairness if it was 
not said that there was nothing to complain of about these titles until 
the Supreme Court decided that the lands were not subject to entry:for 
the sole reason that they had not been offered at public sale a second 
time. If we take away that objection the titles are exactly where the 
parties who held them before sw they were; and certainly we 
ought not to confera newright. It is enough if we restore these people 
oe they had a perfect right to consider were their 

ights before. 


te nie ae a pon waa San 
tet Gore men i as 

brought to the e d 
punaly boualaen Tt? parties will be entirely ousted if 
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Another point that I wish to call attention to is this: It is true the 
Committee on Public Lands upon a particular class of cases approved 
a bill applyingspecifically to certain cases. Now it is proposed to make 
this general, not merely in that particular locality, but throughout the 
United States. It will be a drag-net. We donot know where it will 
reach, or what rights it will involve. It is dangerous legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. DOLPH.. I move that the word ‘ are,’’ inline 15 of the amend- 
ment, be stricken out and the word ‘‘were’’ inserted. That is made 
necessary by the change of time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none, and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan will be so modified. The question 
now is on the amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again read. 

The CuteF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 


That wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale or disposition on the part 
of the United States by reason of grants made to aid in construction of railroads 
or other works of internal improvement, and such withdrawals have been termi- 
nated by act of Congress, executive order, or order of the Land Department, 
or where lands have been, by operation of law, reduced in price to $1.25 per acre, 
and said lands have been purchased, in good faith, at said price, or entered with 
warrants or scrip, and the officers of the Land Department have issued certifi- 
cates or patents thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry, without 
such la having first been proclaimed by the President and at public 
auction, and where, on the 25th day of January, 1885, there were no con- 
flicting claims thereto, or settlements thereon, all such entries and the certifi- 
= and patents issued thereon are hereby confirmed and declared valid and 


Mr. MORGAN. I wishto call the attention of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, to this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. PALMER. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
28, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Blair, Dolph, Lapham, Plumb, 
Brown, e, MeMillan, Sabin, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Chace, Hawley, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Conger, Hill, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cullom, Hoar, Palmer, Wilson. 
NAYS—29. 
Bayard, Fair, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Butler, George, Kenna, Vance, 
Call, Groome, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Camden, Miller of Cal., Williams, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Morgan, 
Coke, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Edmunds, Jackson, Pugh, 
ABSENT—19. 
Aldrich, Gibson, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Gorman, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of N. Y., est, 
uitt, Lamar, Pike, Walker. 
y, Logan, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think that Section 1 may be made clearer and less 
involved by transposing some words in it. I therefore move to insert 
after the word ‘‘that,’’ in line 3, the words ‘‘section 2299 and,’’ and to 
strike out from lines 8 and 9 the words ‘‘and section 2299.’ It is 
“a sees words to make the sense clearer. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


ony the Senator from Oregon. 

' t. COCKRELL. Ishould like to understand it. 
Mr. DOLPH. It makes no change whatever. It is only a transpo- 
sition of words to make the meaning clearer, so that one of the sections 
repealed shall not come in conflict with one of the sections excepted. 


sentence is a little involved as it stands in the bill, and the amend- 
—* only to make it clear. 


ae tate 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, and 
ask to have the report of the committee upon the bill from‘which it is 
taken read for information. It is as short a statement as can be made 
in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The CurEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as an additional section 


Src. 8. That section 2347 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
“Src, oat, Every Seen 5 the of twenty-one years, who is a citizen 
< wed his intention to become such, or any 


of the United States, or who has declared 





re 
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association of persons severally qualified as above, shal], upon application to 
the register of ine proper land office, have the right to enter, by legal subdivis- 
ions, any quantity of vacant coal lands of the United States not otherwise ap- 
propriated or reserved by competent authority, not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres to such individual person, or three hundred and twenty acres tosuch 
association, upon payment to the receiver of not less than $5 per acre for such 
lands where the same shall be situated more than fifteen miles from any com- 

leted railroad, and not less than $10 per acre for such lands as shal! be within 
Fifteen miles of such road.” 


Mr. DOLPH. Icall for the reading of the report connected with the 
bill from which the amendment was taken. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DoLpn 
(Aanuary 9, 1885: 
The Committee on Public Lands,to whom was referred the bill (S. 2483) en- 
~ titled “A bill to amend section 2347 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the entry 
of coal lands,”’ have carefully examined the same, and report it back to the Sen- 
ate with the recommendation that it do pass. . 
The only change in the existing law proposed by the bill is to reduce the price 
of coal lands from $10 to $5 per acre where the same are situated more than fif- 
teen miles from any completed railroad,and from $20 to $10 per acre where the 
same are within fifteen miles of s uch completed road. 
/ Under the nt law coal land is sold for $10 minimum and $20 maximum 
} x acre, while the most valuable of mineral lands of all other classes are sold at 
per acre 


So far as your committee can ascertain, there is no good reason for the differ- 
ence in price which now exists between coal lands and other mineral lands. 
Coal isa ae article of general and every-day use, and the interest of the 
consumers of , who constitute a very —_ proportion of our entire popu- 
lation, demands that the laws for the disposal of coal lands by the Government 
should be so framed as to induce the sale of the lands and the opening and de- 
ve me the mines. At present prices the land can not be purchased by 

JAI tn the ion of your committee, should the price be reduced as provided in 
this bill, sale of coal lands would be largely increased, the opening and de- 
Sa of coal mines greatly stimulated, and the receipts of the Govern- 
ment from the sale of this class of lands instead of being diminished would be 
considerably increased. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iwill makeastatement in regard to this amendment, 
and then if there is any serious objection to it let it be made to appear. 

I introduced a bill, which went to the Committee on Public Lands 
and was reported favorably unanimously from that committee, to change 
the price of coal lands from $10 and $20 per acre, the present price, to 
$5 and $10. I find that there were only fifty entries of coal lands in 
the United States last year, although there were several thousand ap- 
plications to purchase. As was said in the report of the committee, 
we think there will be much more coal land sold at the reduced price 
than at the present price, and the lands will be brought within the 
reach of the poorer classes, whereas they can now be purchased only by 
capitalists and tors, so that the Government would receive more 
money, the coal would be developed, and coal would be cheaper. 

The proposition is simply to reduce the price of coal lands. In sev- 
eral of the States coal lands are now subject to entry as agricultural 
lands; in many of the States there are mineral lands which are sold at 
$2.50 an acre, or are subject to private entry; and there is no other 
class of mineral lands that costs more than $5 an acre. Gold-mines, 
silver mines, iron mines, and every other class of mineral lands in the 
United States are sold at not exceeding $5 an acre. 

This amendment does not reduce the price of coal lands to that ex- 
tent, but reduces the price of coal lands within fifteen miles of a rail- 
road to $10 an acre and without those limits to $5 an acre. 
the present price one-half. It isa question every Senator can under- 
stand upon the statement of it. I have seen nothing but favorable 
comments on the proposed bill from the public press and from every 
quarter where it has been noticed. 

Mr. HARRISON. When this bill was called up those of us who had 
not the honor and the privilege of being members of the Committee on 
Publit Lands of the Senate understood that it was a measure to repeal 
the pre-emption and timber-culture clauses of the public lands acts, 
and to reserve the domain of the United States for homestead entries. 
That was a proposition general in its character and which every Sena- 
tor could readily understand, and to which most of us had already given 
our assent. , 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Indiana willallow me to say that 
that was the understanding also of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
I did not that there would be legislation proposed here over 
the entire public domain when this bill was called up. 

Mr. HARRISON. T am glad to have that said by the Senator from 
Alabama. Now we are asked, by amendments which have been pro- 
aay and are being proposed, to enter on the business of revising the 

laws of the United States. For one, I desire to say to the Senator 

in — of this bill that if we are to have amendments proposed here 
tow the attention of the Senate has not been directed, to which 
possibly in part the attention of the Department has not been directed, 
as to which we have no and as to which the attention of the 

Senate has not been invited in advance, and of which we can have no 

ee of amendments at the Secretary’s desk, 
one I shall oppose the whole bill. 

I do not think it is fair to the Senate to be loading down this bill, 

which had one object, an obvious and well understood one, when 
it was it the Senate, by amendments the scope of which we 


can not as they are here. A few moments ago I 
voted an amendment. It may be right in itself; it may be 
proper ; but it was new to me, and I could not in the time 


XVI——96 


It reduces; 

























| 


jections to it, let it be voted down. 


opposition to the interest of the Government. 


allowed here acquire that information which was necessary to an intel- 
ligent vote, and sol voted ‘‘no.’’ I hope this bill may be brought back 
to its original plan and idea, a bill for the repeal of the timber-culture 
and pre-emption laws of the United States, and be allowed to pass in 
that shape. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concur with the Senator from Indiana that we 
are covering entirely too much ground in this bi'l. I voted against 
the amendment of the Senator from Michigan for the very same reason 
that the Senator from Indiana has stated. I did not have time to con- 
sider that amendmentas I thought it ought to be considered, and there- 
fore I was unwilling to act upon an amendment that was so radical in 
its character, and might have such very strong effects on titles already 
granted. The amendment ought to go to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and be considered there before it is put on here, and so ought 
this amendment of the Senator from Oregon, and I hope that the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will content himself with allowing the Senate to take 
a vote upon the two propositions that were involved in the bill orig- 
inally. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to say to the Senator from Alabama that the 
status of this measure is this: The proposition was introduced by me 
as a separate bill, and it went to the Committee on Public Lands. I 
understood the Senator from Alabama to favor it in committee. There 
was a unanimous report upon it at all events. The amendment was 
printed and laid upon the desks of Senators a week ago. Therefore 
the measure has the unanimous sanction of the committee, and fur- 
thermore I understood that the agreement was that the committee 
would endeavor to put some of these important matters of legislation 
relating to the public lands on this bill, it being a House bill, in order 
to secure action upon them, and I so stated publicly when I proposed 
to call up the bill. I have offered the amendment. It isan easy mat- 
ter to vote it down if there is any objection to it. 

Then I have submitted and had printed another amendment which I 
intended to propose, being also a measure reported favorably from that 
committee, amending the timber and stone act, but out of deference to 
the opinions which have been expressed I will not offer it. As to the 
amendment before the Senate, let it be voted on. If there are any ob- 
I can not see any; I have heard 
none. It has, I repeat, the unanimous sanction of the Committee on 
Public Lands in a report which has been read, and it has been printed 
as a proposed amendment to this bill, and has been on the desks of 
Senators for a week. 

Mr. PLUMB. I say now, as I said to the Senator from Oregon pri- 
vately, that I thought it was unwise to offer these amendments to this 
bill. I foresaw I thought exactly what we see now, that Senators would 
not be willing to enlarge the scope of the bill to include matters about 
which there had been no public discussion and about which there was no 
immediate emergency for action, at all events as compared with that 
which is believed to exist in regard to the main questions covered by 
this bill. I think now that it would be the wise thing to accept the 
suggestion made here on the Senate floor, more particularly because 
these matters about which the Senator from Oregon is specially con- 
cerned in regard to his own locality, the coal lands, &c., are of a kind 
which can be permitted to wait, however just and meritorious they 
may be, without in any manner inconveniencing anybody or being in 
| think, therefore, the 
best way is not only for the purpose of the passage of the bill here, but 
as a matter of propriety for the regularity of proceedings in our busi- 
ness here as well as elsewhere, because we have to have the concurrence 
of the House, that the bill should be kept as free as possible from ex- 
traneous matter. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, while concurring on general prin- 
ciples with the Senator from Kansas in regard to attaching extra legis- 
lation to this bill, I would say that the amendment offered by me and 
which by implication he said was not very pressing is really very press- 
ing. It'is to cure a supposed defect in the titles to a great portion of 
the northern part of the State of Michigan. Men have cleared farms 
and developed land, made it valuable, and now they are subject to 
conflict of title, because the United States officers did not comply with 
the law in the matter of advertising that the land should be offered at 
public sale before being restored to private entry. 

That is the whole animus of my amendment, and it seems to me that 
all conflicts are provided for, that no injustice can be done to any one, 
because it only provides for those cases where the United States is one 
party and the present holders of the patents are the other. If there is 
a conflicting claim, it is thrown out; it does not come within the scope 
of the amendment. The object of appending an extra section to the 
bill was to enable the House to act on it, this being a House bill, as 
there is no probability of getting consideration for the proposition of 
the amendment in the House as a separate bill at this late period of the 
session. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Michigan whether the 
proposition he made in his amendment has been favorably reported in 
the Senate from the Committee on Public Lands as a separate meas- 
ure? 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. HARRISON. 


Yes, sir. 
At this session ? 
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Mr. PALMER. Yes,sir; I think thatisso, and L offered the amend- 
ment to this bill for the purpose of getting legislation. It is also rec- 
ommended by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. DAWES. When this bill came before the Senate I hailed it as 
a very beneficent measure, one that I thought was demanded more than 
almost any pending in this body. I very much fear that it is going to 
be defeated. There are two ways of killing a bill; oneis by overload- 
ing it, and another is by voting against it. One is just about as effica- 
cious as the other. Next to crowding all the legislation you can think 
of intoan appropriation bil! because you can not otherwise get it through 
another body very well, is the attempt to put all sorts of legislation on 
one bill; and in a body that does not have any rule which requires 
amendments to be germane to the main body of the bill, it is a great 













Refleet a moment, sir. This country has grown to its present strength, 
more homes have been acquired under your pre-emption laws than un- 
der any other land laws you have passed; more of the West has been 
eee influence and oper- 
ations of your pre-emption laws than under any other, not excepting 
your boasted homestead law, valuable as that is. 

Sir, if I were going to put a title to this bill that would delineate its 
effect, I should say, ‘‘An act to facilitate the sale of lands to 
tions,’’ because that will be the effect of the bill and its legitimate scope 
and operation in the far West, and I am surprised that the people’s 
House, coming up from the people as they do, the who under- 
stand these laws, should have been entrapped into passage of such 
a billasthis. Itis true there have been great frauds, numerous frauds 


temptation. In the existing state of things, having as proper a regard under these laws; but as great as they have been, as nu- 
for the rules of other bodies as i law its us to have, | merous as they have been, the evils that come from that source can not 
we might just as well become a committee idation and putall | exceed the evils that will come to the from. their 


we want in one bill—there is no rule against it—and put that on an 
appropriation bill and send it to the other branch, and then we may 
have accomplished something. 


From my boyhood to the present time I have always lived in sections 
of the United States where these laws were of application, where 


pares the lands of the United and 

Now the amend ment which the Senator from Oregon proposes is doubt- | homes under them past season I mingled with the people. They 
less a very good measure. What makes me think it is is because the | asked me whether it was probable the law would be 
Senator from Oregon advocates it. I de not know anything further | repealed. I told them that I feared it would be. of them said 
about it. But this is quite certain: if every good measure that our | that they hoped not; although they had been long in the West, 
friend from Oregon advocates is to be put upon this bill we are down | they had not yet been able to avail themselves of its provisions and 
at once. Here is a plain proposition for Congress to say whether the | wished to do so. 

public lands shall be reserved hereafter for homestead settlers, and we| Now, sir, what is the effect? Within the past t or thirt 
have been at work upon that. gg yee ene years you have covered the great body of the West land- 
we have stricken that out of the bill. Pray, then, what is in the bill? i 


If this bill so loaded does not carry even that proposition, then we are 
in the position of seeking and inviting all those who can employ men 
for three or four months te go and settle down upon the public lands 


im the name of a pre-emptor or a homesteader to gather in the public | main, and in proportion as restriet their right to acquire just 
lands by the thousands and thousands of acres, those lands which we | in that you facilitate the sale by land. of 
have proclaimed are to be for the settler, until all our public lands shall | the y are now holding and are seeking to sell. 

become to be what three-fourths of them are now, held by large cor-| There is another consideration to be remembered, that the lands you 
porations that never die and never have any heirs to whom they can be | have yet remaining for settlement are not the rich and alluvial lands 
distributed after death, and they will be held in all coming time by | of the West as a general thing. Here and there you will find a little 
counties, by States, by tracts too large to make anything but a great | valley that settlers would like to have, as valuable as the lands of the 
Western State. 


My friend from Oregon seems to have lost sight of that great feat- 
ure of the bill and the only feature of it originally, im thedesire to get 
those good and beneficent measures which he has considered himself 
all together in one bill, so that when ‘‘be it enacted ’’ shall become 
efficacious and a law, little else will be reguired for us to do here save 
perhaps to look after the one bill which came from the other bedy to. 
prevent the further appropriation of the public lands in vast quanti- 
ties by foreign holders and by corporate bodies. Every measure my 
friend from Oregon has brought here has so commended itself to me 
that I have voted for it blindly; but now I ask him te let us have the 
privilege of taking his bills seriatim and try them one atatime. I give 
him my word that I shall alter my own judgment and course if I fail 
to follow him step by step if he will allow me that privilege. But let 
us have the question decided here by yeas and nays whether the busi- 
ness of appropriating public lands in these vast quantities under false 


eB 
7 
a 


I ask my friend from Oregon if he would not needa 
@ desert-land law to carry it out in full? 


gone. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, Iam very much obliged to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts for his expression of confidence in myself, but 
I wish to say that I think I have proved myself diligen ae 
to put this measure in proper shape, and pressing it on of 
the Senate, and this is the first amendment to the House bill proposing 
new legislation I have offered. This amendmentis I think germane to 


you can 
the bill. The bill ander consideration is a bill to amend the land laws | expect to grow in the nature of erops or vegetables of 
of the United States. Theamendment is intended for the any One man, even if he gets water for one hundred and 


have the amount of stock that many a farmer in Illinois will keep and 

that it would be either improper or contrary to the rules of the Senate | maintain well on eighty acres of land. 
to attach it to this bill, but I deferto the of Senators whosay | And yet the cry has up and the House has been entrapped into 
the measure ought not to be attached to bill for fear of jeopardizing this, one of most beneficent laws ever put your 
its and withdraw the amendment. a law which has built more homes, has greater 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon withdraws | wealth, and is more important than it ever has been so far as it 
his amendment. applies to the sections yet to be But I suppose the men who 
Mr. SLATER. I desire to make a few remarks in relation to the the States that have grown up under this law have come into 
general bill as it came from the House. since the generation that settled there. Their States under the 
The amendments that have been attached to.the bill in the main speetten af Oe Sen Saee grea to be senile. They listen to these 
received my approbation in the Committee on Public Lands. As stories, more or less true, come from the Department, of frauds; 
sant Se RS Set SEES SE an0 Sexe.cee Sata, mean oan, ot ee Gees wee Een 
should have voted for ; but no provision can be attached to the | different They no Rein Ov ane Sn anes getpe 
i bill that can secure my support. trate them should be punished and seat to the ee not 
Senator from ye ee ere es repeal your law. Amend your jaw so as to those commit 

Why, sir, there is none so blind as Senator from Massachusetts | frauds, and save to the men 


i 
[ 
: 
f 
: 


been 
gress or in any other Congress since I have been here, the proposition 
to repeal the pre-emption laws to my mind is the mest monstrous. 








Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this bill if enacted will effect an 
entire revolution in the present public land system of the United States, 
and many of my constituents and others oo rang — homestead 
and pre-emption system have written me zg t a 
have been partially completed by which they expect to go on e pub- 
lic domain, and suggestion has been made that perhaps equity would 
require that in a matter as important as this the time when it is to go 


into effect should be a little If it would not be 

able to the Senator from Oregon has charge of the bill [Mr. DoLpx], 
I would like to move as an amendment that the bill, if it becomes a law, 
shall take effect at some time in the near future, say on the Ist of June 


or July, 1885. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not speak for the committee; but as far as lam 
concerned I have no to that p ition. 

Mr. INGALLS. will then move in line a of section 1 to strike 
out the words “‘ of this act’ after the word ‘‘ the,’’ and insert 
the words “‘ Ist of July, 1885.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Secretary. In section 1, line 21, after the word “‘the,’’ itis 
to strike out “passage of this act’’ and insert “‘ Ist day of 

uly, 1885;’’ so that the clause will read: 

however, That this shall not affect any valid rights heretofore 


Provided, 
acerued or accruing under said laws, but all bona fide claims lawfully initiated 
before the Ist day of July, 1885, may be perfected, upon due compliance with 


law, &c 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
pegpennas senty Sa Reaetes haem Konme (er. INGALLS]. 

~ The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Inline 7 of section 2, after the word “‘ the,’’ I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘ of this act.” and insert as in the for- 
mer amendment, ‘‘ist day of July, 1885.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

«ME INGALLS. In section 4, line 7, I move to strike out the words 


passage of this act’’ and insert, as in the previous amendment, the 
words ‘* Ist 


The amendment was agreed t- 

The bill was re a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to reserve for a separate vote that part 
of the amendment madeas in Committee of the Whole striking out the 
latter clause of section 3 of the bill. I wish simply to have the ques- 
tion divided so that the vote on striking out the last clause of the sec- 
tion 


~~ be taken seem. 

The PRESIDING ICER. Does the Senator from Kansas refer to 

the clause commencing in line 17? 

— PLUMB. I refer to the clanse commencing in line 17, which 
And an act entitled “An act to provide additional regulations for homestead 


and pre-emption entries on ie ” approved March 3, 1879, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be reserved. 
How shall the vote be taken on coer te in the other amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole? [‘‘In gross.’’] The question 
oo agen cenquting te the amendments in gross if there be 


~— SHERMAN. At some stage of the bill I should like to have it 
read as it stands since it has been amended. 


Mr. ALLISON. That had better be done now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. . i 
eee aapen of oft. itn Seeenhle Satan 

and I do not know what amendments have been put upon it. 
ING OFFICER. The bill as amended will be read. 
Secretary read the bill as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. [notice in the reading of the first section of the bill 
ee ne ead oe miring the land offices to re- 
ceive everywhere certificates issued surveys of publie lands. I 
should like to have that clause read re 


read again. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. That part of the bill will be again 


as follows: 
, That all outstanding certificates of d 
the provisions of of sections 


it on account of 
, 2402, and 2408 of 


shall be receivable as cash 
im the dispore! of pa brie lands at the land 
are now receivable in » commuutatiats of home- 


Department and approved as the other cases. For these moneys certi- 
epi aaoguaaaaaaimammaaeasaes 
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by the Commissioner of the General Land Office in a letter which was 
just read at the desk, about $400,000 in amount of these certificates.’ 
They are made assignable and may be used to pay for pre-emption claims 
and commuted homesteads in the district where the money was paid 
for the surveys. 

The proviso does not extemd the limit to which they may be used; 
but as a compensation for the repeal of the pre-emption law, and in 
order that the certificates may be disposed of for public lands, it ex- 


tends them to the entry of other public lands where cash entries are 
made. 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. DOLPH. In the district. 

Mr. ALLISON. I happen to know that there were great frauds in 
the surveys of public lands in the arid regions of our country and these 
certificates were spread over those portions of the country where lands 
were valuable. Some yearsago we provided that the certificates should 
only be receivablein the surveying district where the survey was made, 
so that if people were engaged in surveying arid lands which nobody, 
wanted for settlement they should apply the certificates to payment 
for such land and not be allowed to transfer them to the rich regions. 
of Oregon, Dakota, and Minnesota. 

Mr. DOLPH. This retains that provision of existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am very glad to know that I was mistaken in 
listening to a casual reading of the provision. As I understand the 
Senator from Oregon now, it does not enlarge the scope of the certifi- 
cates in any 

Mr. DOLPH. Not as to the place where they may be used. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not as to the place where they may be used. 

Mr. DOLPH. The amendment was drawn in the Land Office. \ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, except that which 
was reserved for a separate vote, the clause commencing in line 17, and 
embracing lines 18, 19, and 20 of section 3. 

The amendments were coneurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, striking out 
the clause beginning in line 17 of section 3, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


And an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide additional regulations for homestead 
and pre-emption entries on public lands,’ approved March 3, 1879, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed 

Mr. PLUMB. The act of 1879 required the publication by a home- 
steader or pre-emptioner of a notice in anewspaper for acertain number 
of weeks before his entry could be perfected, thus imposing a cost of 
from $4 to $6 upon each one of them. The bill as it came from the; 
House repealed that act. The third section was stricken out by the 
Senate committee, I consenting in company with other members of the 
committee, without observing at the time that the section as stricken 
out contained that provision. I think the law of 1579 ought to be re- 
pealed, and I therefore should be glad to have the Senate reject the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, and repeal that pro- 
vision of law. I do not think the provision has operated as it was de- 
signed it should operate, to prevent frauds; and inasmuch as we now 
limit the entries on public lands to one form, and that a homestead, 
and. as no title can be acquired under any circumstances without an oc- 
cupancy of at least thirty months, there would not seem to be any 
necessity for the publication which is now required, and which was 
designed primarily to apply to homestead and pre-emption entries 
which could be made after an occupancy of six months. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kansas made astatement which 
strikes me with surprise. If it is true I should be much more in favor 
of the bill than I have been. Do I understand thatif the bill is passed 
no land can be entered except under the homestead law ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Only under the homestead law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, as I understand it, every parti- 
cle of: public land can be bought with money atter the passage of the 
bill just as readily and upon the same terms as it may be bought now. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Kansas could convince me of 
that, it would give me great satisfaction. As I understand, the Senator 
from Oregon acquiescing in the motion of the Senator from Missouri, 
the Senate struck out all the provisions of the bill which affected in any 
way whatever the entry of public lands for money, and under the bill 
as it now stands any corporation in this country or any other, or any 
citizen of this country may enter any land for money which is now sub- 
ject to entry im that way. 

Mr. PLUMB. I made my statement too broad. I will qualify it; 
but still it does not touch the point that is under consideration. The 
committee inserted a provision which was designed to reach, and which 
only did reach lands in Southern States, because only in those States 
— ae as to a small tract of land in Washington Territory) 

anes to private entry without settlement. 
” i. Me, SHERITA: For money ? 

Mr. PLUMB. "Ye. for money without settlement. We deMgned 
to put all the lands in the Southern States which are now subject to pri- 
vate entry (and they are chiefly timber lands, I believe) under the opera- 


In the distriet where the surveys are made? 
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tion of the homestead law. The Senate failed to to the amend- 
ment of the committee in that regard; but in all the Northwest, and 
in all the other States of the Union, under the bill no land can be 
acquired except by occupancy for at least thirty months. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Can not that be under the existing law? Is there 
no land now in the Northern States subject to private entry without 
settlement ? 

Mr. PLUMB. As I said, there may be possibly a handful of land in 
Washington Territory. With that exception I think there is not an 
acre in any Northern or Northwestern State or Territory which can be 
purchased under what is known as private entry by the payment of a 
dollar and a quarter an acre irrespective of settlement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That statement surprises me. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was going to add that the provision of 1879 was 
enacted in order to throw some safeguard around the execution of the 
pre-emption law by requiring a publication by the pre-emptioner and 
also by the homesteader, because it embraces them both; but it was 
designed especially for the pre-emption claimant, requiring him to give 
notice of the time when he would make application to complete his 
entry under the pre-emption law. That was deemed best because of 
the frauds that were being committed under the pre-emption law and 
by reason of the belief that such a publication would to some extent 
prevent them. 

Now we have repealed the pre-emption law; it is no longer oper- 
ative, and no one can acquire title to land, except in Southern States 
where lands are open to private entry, unless by a settlement which 
shall not be for less than thirty months in duration. That, I believe, 
is a sufficient notice to all the world of the intention of the party, and 
will give ample opportunity for the protection of the Government 
without imposing upon the homesteader the necessity of paying from 
four to six dollars to a newspaper to publish his intention to enter the 
land 


Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Kansas explain the fifth sec- 
tion of the bill as reported by the committee? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, failed to 
insert section 5of the bill, reported by the Committee on Public Lands, 
as an amendment. That proposed section was in these words: 


That after the passage of this act no public lands of the United States, except 
abandoned military or other reservations and mineral and other lands the sale 
of which at public auction has been authorized by acts of Congress of a ial 
nature having local application, shall be sold at public auction or be su to 
private entry; and all offered public lands are hereby withdrawn from market, 
and shall be disposed of as unoffered public lands. 


That was designed to prevent the entry for money of the lands now 
subject to private entry, of which there are none except, as I said, a very 
small quantity besides those in the Southern States, chiefly in the States 
of Louisiana, Alabama, and Mississippi. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator from Kansas say that the statement 
of the Senator from Ohio has no application except in those States ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TheSenator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] shows the 
a statement he made yesterday, and he says there are 500,000 acres in 
Northern Michigan and Minnesota. 

Mr. PLUMB. As I said, there may possibly be some lands hereto- 
fore offered for public sale, but they are within very limited areas, and 
the law as to those is not enlarged. I was not aware of the existence 
of any such land up there, but it must be very small in extent. 

I think myself that the provision as reported from the committee 
ought to have been adopted. I believe it is wiser for the State of Mis- 
souri, Which is especially under consideration here, and all of the South- 
ern States, that every single acre of land in those States shall be sub- 
ject to acquisition only on condition of settlement, but the Senate 
thought otherwise, and therefore those lands are not covered by the 
bill, but are left exactly as the bill found them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Senate made as in Committee of the Whole, to 
strike out the clause which has been read. 

The amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB, + In order to take the provision out of its anomalous 
position in the bill, I move that it be inserted at the close of the bill 
as a separate section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the clause which by a vote of the Senate has 
been retained in ES Galen end of the bill as a sep- 
arate section. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that the clause be amended by striking out 
the first word, the word ‘‘and,’’ and substituting “‘that,’’ so as to 
read: ‘* That an act entitled,” &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made by 
unanimous consent, if there be no objection. 


Mr. PALMER. I move to add as an additional section to the bill 
the following: 


Sec.—. That wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale or on 
tho umn of the United States by reason of grants made to aid in of 
rail is or other works of internal i and such be gy md 
been terminated by act of Congress, executive or order of the 


portment, or where lands have been, by operation of law, reduced in to 


25 per acre, and said lands have been purchased, 





or entered with warrants or scrip, and the officers of the Land Department have 
issued certificates or patents thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry 
without such lands having first been proclaimed by the President and offere 

—_ auction, and where, on the day of January, 1885, there were no 

id conflicting claims thereto, or settlements thereon, all such entries, and the 
certificates and patents issued thereon, are hereby confirmed and declared valid 
and legal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. HARRISON. As I had occasion tosay afew moments ago, this 
proposition comes to me and, I think from what has been said, to other 
Senators in the nature of a surprise. I inquired a little while ago 
whether as an independent bill it had ever received the favorable re- 
port of the Committee on Public Lands, and was advised by some mem- 
bers of the committee that it had, and by others that it had not. I 
think, however, inquiry shows that perhaps not in the exact form, but 
in something like its present form, it was reported favorably to the 
Senate by the Committee on Public Lands, but unaccompanied by any 


report. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will permit me I will state that this 
was a distinct bill originally, being Senate bill No. 2509. It was re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands with certain amendments, 
and it is now offered as an amendment to the bill before the Senate as 
a better means of securing legislation on the subject than in any other 


way. 

Mr. HARRISON. So I understood; but the point I make is that it 
was unaccompanied by any report from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. There were two bills containing a recital of the same 
provision, reported from tlie Committee on Public Lands. There was 
areport made on one of them, I am not able to say on which just now. 
The subject is covered, however, by a communication from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. HARRISON. The inaccuracy, if there be an inaccuracy in the 
statement which I have been making, grows out of the fact that I did 
not succeed in getting definiteinformation on inquiry from members 
of thé Committee on Public Lands of the Senate. I was advised by 
one member of that committee that no report had accompanied the 
measure, and by another that the bill had not—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. If a report has been made, can we not find it? 
Have we not got the record? 

Mr. HARRISON. I understand that the report is here, it having 
been presented to me now by the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. PALMER}. 

I sent for and have before me now, but have not had time to examine 
it—as the book has been placed on my desk since I rose—the case of 
Eldred vs. Sexton, in 19 Wallace, 169. I will send the book to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorRGAN ] who is upon the Committee on Public 
Lands. He may examine the case and see what its ee the 
question is. It seems that in 1880 an act was passed which is found 
in the twenty-first Statutes at Large, page 237, and the third section of 
that act is as follows: 


That the price of lands now subject to entry which were raised to $2.50 per 


acre, and put in market prior to January, 1861, by reason of the grant of alternate 
sections for is hereby red 


to $1.25 per acre. 

I do not understand whether the trouble here is that these lands were 
sold at the reduced or minimum rate of $1.25 an acre, hav at one 
time been withdrawn from public entry, and were entered at that rate, 
and that the law has since been declared that they were not subject to 
sale at a dollar and a quarter an acre, but should have been Jk nog 
the market at the double minimum price, as it is called, of $2.50 an 
. pression is that they could not have been sold at private 
sale for a dollar and a quarter an acre, because they had not again been 
offered at public sale. I may be entirely mistaken about the difficulty, 
I am information. Do I understand—the Senator from 
chigan’can advise me—whether the lands are subject to entry by per- 
sons at double the minimum price without being offered again at pub- 
lic auction, and whether the question is simply one of a dollar and a 
quarter an acre or whether it is one which 8 the title altogether? 
Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Indiana will permit me, I think 
the text of the amendment will inform him. The language is: 


: 


FE 


ond ance eerie bey bere seeigeiee be ont of C > 
order, or order Land Department, or where lands have , by opera- 
tion Jaw, reduced in price to $1.25 per acre, and said lands have been pur- 


whole difficulty intended to be remedied is where parties have 
peg mpi Lacey 7 that have been restored by act of Congress 
or order of the Land Office to market at $1.25 an and the Su- 
preme Court has since decided that those lands: should have been re- 








1885. 
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$1.25 an acre. I may be altogether wrong; I am simply attempting to 
gather the state of the case,which, as I said, has come to me as 4 sur- 
prise, because my attention had not been attracted to it, it beinga bill 
that had not yet been reached and no notice had been given that its 
consideration would be pressed. I want to get at what the facts are. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The question is whether those who 
paid a dollar and a quarter an acre have a good title. 

Mr. HARRISON. Exactly. 

Mr. HALE. The withdrawal from sale may have been terminated 
and the lands restored by a proclamation of the President. 

Mr. HARRISON. I say to the Senator from Maine that the procla- 
mation does not have to precede the sale at $2.50 an acre. The lands 
may be sold at the double minimum price without any proclamation, 
oan without being offered at public sale as I understand; but before 
they can be sold at the minimum price, $1.25 an acre, there must be a 
proclamation restoring them, and they must be once offered at public 
sale. 


Mr. CONGER. If the Senator will allow me, under the $2.50 act 
they must then be offered at public sale before they can be entered at 
$2.50, but by law they have been withdrawn from that class at $2.50, 
or the double minimum, and may be entered at $1.25. In either case, 
if they had not been offered at public sale at $2.50, they must be so 
offered before sale, or else the claimant must seek a suit in court to per- 
fect his title. Having by law been reduced to $1.25 they must then be 
offered at public sale. So the Supreme Court have decided. It is not 
a question whether the Government shall receive $2.50 an acre or $1.25 
an acre, but it is whether the mere neglect to offer the land at public 
sale’shall be cured by a statute. It is a cloud on the title which it is 
desi to remove. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Michigan may be right. The 
impression I had was that where the lands were offered at the double 
minimum price it was not a condition precedent toa private entry that 

should have been offered at public sale. Perhaps the Senator is 
ight in saying that it was. I think we ought to have from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands or the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAn], who is a member of that committee, some clear state- 
ment of: just what the trouble is, how much land is involved in the 
legislation, what the attitude of the Department with refer- 
ence to the question is, and then I think we shall be in a condition to 
vote upon the amendment. I voted against it before upon the impres- 
sion derived from some members of the committee that it was unneces- 
sarily broad for the particular purpose mentioned, and especially in its 
concluding words which undertake to confirm absolutely certain things. 
Instead of — saying that the lands shall stand as if they had been 
offered at public sale and let everything else be as it is now, the 4mend- 
mentas I understand it goes further, and not simply relieves these peo- 
ple from this condition, but it assumes to confirm certain titles. 

It seems to me that if such is the purpose of the provision it should 
simply say that in cases where sales have been made the fact of pre- 
vious failure to offer the lands at public sale should not be held to in- 
validate the title, but that such cases should be heard and determined 
by the General Land Office precisely as if the lands had been offered at 

blic sale. That would leave everything else unaffected. It would 

ve the man who had complied with the land laws in every other par- 
ticular but this one in a condition to perfect his title, and would not 
put us in danger of going further by assuming to confirm titles by act 
of Congress which should stand, after we have removed this defect, 
upon their own merits and upon the papers which’ have been filed. 

Mr. PALMER. I! will state for the information of the Senator from 

i as he has not probably read the communication from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, that that officer says under 
date of January 4, 1885, that— 

The confirmation is that which 0 i ‘laims 
aoe ation proposed ich does not affect the rights or claim 


does not propose to adj 


of judicate nor make rules for adjudica- 
tion in cases of conflicting claims, but leaves the respective claimants in such 


cases to the operation and remedies of existing laws. 

It applies merely to cases where the United States may remedy the 
laches or derelictions of its officers. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Michigan whether that 
communication is not addressed to the Senate bill and not to his 
amendment, and whether the terms of that bill do not differ in some 

from the amendment ? 
tr. PALMER. There has been a very slight change for the protec- 
tion of the settlers. The amendm were made were of a char- 
flicts, if possible—that is, to 
make the measure of conflict moreextensive. In the original bill it was 
to cases where there were no conflicting claims. In the propo- 
as amended as in Committee of the Whole it was put in as “‘ valid 

claims or settlements thereon.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to say just one word in relation to the 
amendment. I have had a number of letters from constitu- 

of mine who say to me that they have paid their money for lands 
which they have not a perfect title, and that this measure will en- 
them to perfect their title. So far as they are concerned, unques- 

they are innocent purchasers, and they ought, I think, to have 
title. Therefore I shal! favor the amendment. 


ty 


i 





CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United States. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


In compliance with the act of Congress approved January 16, 1883, entitled 
‘‘An act to regulate and improve the civil-service of the United States,” the 
Civil-Service Commission has made to the President its second annual report 

That report is herewith transmitted. 

The commission is in the second year of its existence. The President con- 
gratulates the country upon the success of its labors, commends the subject to 


the favorable consideration of Congress,and asks for an appropriation to con- 
tinue the work. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 11, 1885, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be printed and 
with the accompanying document referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 
EIGHTH NEW YORK HEAVY ARTILLERY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives returning Senate joint reso- 
lution No. 92 with an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 10, 1885. 

Resolved, That the joint resolution from the Senate (No. 9) entitled ‘ Joint 
resolution authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War to deliver to the 
Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Association the regimental colors which be- 
longed to said artillery, and which are now in the custody of the Secretary of 
War,” do pass with the following amendment: 

In line 4 of the bill strike out the word ‘‘ Beam "’ and insert the word ** Ream ;"’ 


so as to read; *‘And which were captured by confederate forces at Ream Station, 
on the Weldon Railroad, Agigust 25, 1864."’ 


Mr. HARRISON. I suppose that is simply an error in nomencla- 


ture. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments dis- 
agreed'to by the House and agree to the request of the House for a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. CoCKRELL were.appointed. 


7 
RECOMMITMENT OF A PETITION. 


Mr. McPHERSON. lIask unanimous consent to recommit a peti- 
tion to the Committee on Pensions. I have the consent of the mem- 
ber of the committee who made the report in the case. It is the peti- 
tion of Martha A. F. Terrett, widow of Colville Terrett, latea lieutenant 
in the United States Navy, praying for an increase of pension. The 
petition was reported adversely by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. W1L- 
SON] on the 16th of January, 1885, and was ordered to lie on the table. 
I desire to have it recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate heretofore taken, laying 
on the table the petition referred to by him, be reconsidered and that 
the petition be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


OLIVER 8S. FLORENCE. 


Mr. COLQUITT submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committée to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate the sum 
of dollars to Oliver 8. Florence, of the Capitol police, for extra services in 
gugrding the room in which the electoral votes were kept from December 4, 
1884, to February 11, 1385. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2633) to amend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide for furnishing trusses to disabled soldiers,’’ 
approved March 3, 1879; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2634) granting an increase of 
pension to Grace I’. Edes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

BINDING OF GLOBES. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
have bound at the Government Printing Offices 650 volumes of the Congres- 
sional Globe furnished to the Senate Library under the joint resolution approved 
May 16, 1884, 
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AMENDMENTS TO A BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR and Mr. VOORHEES submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them respectively to the river and harbor appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 


to be printed. it 
PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7004) to re- 
peal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands and the 
laws allowing entries for timber culture. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan declares 
that he desires this amendment put upon the bill for the purpose of 
getting it through this session of Congress, and he puts it on a House 
bill in order that he may have a better opportunity of passing it. Ido 
not know that I should be opposed to the amendment of the Senator, 
considered as a separate proposition, but I think it is hardly proper to 
put it on this bill. It is a separate subject of legislation entirely; has 
reference to a different condition of public lands from that which is pre- 
sented in the bill sent over from the House and amended and 
back to the Senate; and more than that it appears to be a sort of special 
and local measure involving particular grants in particular States. 

I am apprehensive that if we declare forfeitures of some of these rail- 
road grants, as we have been doing and are expected to do, if we put 
this measure through the Senate now we shall find it in the way of 
some particular legislation that we desire to put upon those special 
land-grant forfeiture bills. The measure in itself appears to be a just 
one, but I would prefer very much to have the roads named to which 
it is to be made applicable. It clearly applies only te cases where rail- 
road grants have been made, roads have been located, and afterward 
the locations changed, and thereafter, without any new order of offer- 
ing the lands for sale, they have been entered at private entry in the 
land office. 

Mr. SAWYER. TheSenator isa little mistaken. It is broader than 
that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, it is very broad. 

Mr. SAWYER. It will affect more lands than the Senator sup- 


Mr. MORGAN. Lnoticein theamendmentoffered by the Senator from 
Michigan that he insists upon the words ‘‘ valid conflicting claims ’’— 
‘there are no valid conflicting claims thereto’’—and the words ‘‘ on 
settlements’’ come in at some point, I do not know precisely where. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Alabama will t me, I will 
say that I did not insist on that. I put that in at suggestion of 
other Senators, The object was to confirm all these titles, not only 
where there was no conflict, but where a conflict had been had and had 
been determined in favor of the ht it was a little su- 
pertluous, but I put it in at the’ of rs. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no reason tMat I can conceive of why, 
where a party has in good faith by the consent of the local land officers 
paid his mone y and got a certificate for entry of lands that were not 
withdrawn and afterward became virtually but not legally lands that 
were offered for sale, he should not have his certificate, and why the 
Government should not relieve him unless in the mean time some con- 
flicting claim has arisen in favor of some other poe but I am appre- 
hensive that this very sweeping legislation will include such cases as 
that, and that we shall be legislating here to give effect to certain titles 
which otherwise would not be of any validity as against other individ- 
uals who are making honest, bona fide claims to the land; as, forinstance, 
giving effect to a title where a person has entered it at a dollar and a 

uarter an acre, and another ——_ has bought the same land at two 

ollars and a half an acre. e case of Eldred vs. Sexton, 19 Wallace, 
which has been referred to by the Senator from Indiana, seems to lay 
down the law very explicitly ym uestion just as it was stated 
by the Senator from Oregon. wil ead ~ syllabus: «+ 


The fundamental principle ~s of Congress of April some, 
and since governing the matter of sales of Se oabiie lands, ot “" *~ 
ic ein ok at 


are not permitted until after the lands have been e 
the price for which they are afterward pote. held to be cable to a case— 
that of the grant by Congress, June 3, 1856, of alternate sections designated by 
odd numbers, to the State of Wisconsin for the aid of the Chicago and North- 


western Railway. 


The point in the decision which is applicable to the present case is as 
follows: 


There, after the line of the railroad was located and the price of fai within 
six miles designated by even numbers doubled—that is to say, fixed at $2.50 per 
OO eee ter eee price and remained un- 
sold, so that thenceforth they became private entry at $2.50, but not at 
less, the line of the road was changed by ins reetienat 
side of the six-mile limite certain n of these even sections; the resolution pro- 
viding «oat the even sections of public lands reserved to the U’ 
the act of June 3, 1856 (the original grant), Er aneas the originally located route of 
railroad,and along which no railroad has been constructed, shall hereafter be 
sold at $1.25 per acre. 


It was— 


Held, notwithstanding this provision, — “ fundamental "abeve 
spoken of was of so ing a character that shew See whi 
within the six-mile limit, hed been ae tned ch pabtinankeent at $2.50and conan. 
were nct open to private entry now that by the of location they were with- 


out that limit, until they had been offered for public sale at $1.25 per acre,and 
had been left unsold. 


So it is established by this decision that the prevailing practice of 
the Government shall obtain, as a rule of construction of the public land 
laws, that lands must be reoffered by the Government before they are 
the subject of private entry. Where the price has been reduced from 
$2.50 to $1.25 they must be reoffered, although they were once offered 
at a dollar and aquarteranacre. That isa formality that must be gone 
through with by the Department before the lands can be said to be sub- 
ject to privateentry. That isa decision against which now the Senator 
from Michigan is asking relief, and in a proper case I concede that he 
is entitled to relief. The only ‘difficulty I have about the matter is that 
it is provided here that there shall be no other valid conflicting claims. 
Now, it may be that some persons have come in and offered to buy these 
lands or actually bought them and paid $2.50 an acre for them, while 
other persons have come in and bought lands ata dollar and a quarter 
an acre—different prices according to the construction placed on these 
acts by the local land officers. 

The question arises in my mind if we pass this amendment we are 
legislating to decide upon private titles between private individuals, 
and that is the point of the case about which I have apprehension. 
would very much , therefore, that the particular facts in the par- 
ticular case against which we are to relieve should be brought forward. 
If there is a particular railway grant in Michigan where the line of the 
road has been changed, and in consequence of that certain lands have 
been thrown out of the limits that were included for a time, and there- 
fore withdrawn from market, let a bill be brought here for the purpose 
of remedying that particular case. We can understand then the whole 
subject; but because such a mischief as that may have been wrought 
in Michigan, to make that the basis of legislation to affect all, 
classes of claimants throughout the United States it seems to me is 
rather a hazardous business. . 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask how he understands this amendment. It 

reads ‘‘ that wherever lands have been withdrawn from settlement,’’ 
eS Does the Senator understand that to apply only to a case where 
that has already been done, or should we be making a provision of law 
that would attach whenever other lands are withdrawn from sale? It 
strikes me that the phraseology is not very clear if it is intended to ap- 


ply only to existing cases. 
Mr. MORGAN. I think the of the act is broad enough to 
include all cases in the retrospect as well as in the future. 


Mr. HARRISON. Then certainly that is an additional objection, 
and we are attempting to provide a remedy fora particular case and are 
establishing a law that is to apply to the future cases that may occur 


Mr. PALMER. It seems to me that both the Senator from Alabama 
and the Senator from Indiana are at fault in their interpretation of this 
1 sent ae tanya atentmnerenmcnereetner dl 


been withdrawn from sale or disposition on the 
partet dhe United Sista, on. ms. aohaminenehienesiolarpbamntnes> 
nated by act of Congress, executive order, &e.— 
And— 


se ¢ 
ee eet ean inate price, &c., said 
I do not see how that can y to the future. 
Mr. MORGAN. Suppose ten after this date an officer of 


fore.’’ There is no trouble about getting at the meaning of the Sena- 
tor’s amendment, no trouble in es ay it entirely it. That I 
understand him to state is the of the amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. I would suggest the Senator from Alabama 
just insert that. I will accept that; or say ‘‘ where that has hitherto 
been done.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I would ask who is to decide on the validity 
of these conflicting claims ? lc tn i that ha litigation here 

the law so as to relate back to titles that oe 


i 


say, for one acres of land, or any other amount, paid 
nee a? =. 
= PALMER. the Senator me? 
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United States and the holder of that certificate I am willing to confirm 
the title. But suppose that in the mean time some person has come in 
and acquired a title to this same tract of land under the laws of the 
United States, as they are construed by the Supreme Court. I do not 
wish now by legislation to go back and interfere with that title, to 
change the law so that it will have some retrospective effect upon that 
title. That would not be a proper thing for Congress todo. We had 
better take up the certificates by refunding the money; and in fact 
there is a general law which authorizes and requires the refunding of 
money in cases of this kind where entries have been improvidently 
made; or if persons have gone on and made improvements on the land it 
is better for Congress to pay for the improvements and to do justice fully 
in this particular than it is to interpose its authority and the weight of 


its opinion in behalf of one claimant of the land against another, both | 


claiming under the Government, one claiming under the law and the 
other contrary to law. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Alabama permit me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. He will see by the Paes of the amendment 
that this only’applies to cases where the United States is one party and 
the purchaser the other party, that where there are any conflicting 
claims they are not included, nor is the title cured or affected in any 
way by this measure. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct as the bill was originally reported 
where there is any conflieting claim, but we have now the word “‘ valid,’’ 
or rather “‘any valid conflicting claims,’’ and that requires some court 
to decide it; that requires some authority on the part of the Govern- 
ment or somebody else to decide on the validity of that conflicting 
claim. If the Senator should limit the question entirely between the 
purchaser from the Government and the Government so that the con- 
troversy that might arise in respect of it between two private citizens 
would not get into the case possibly, then I should be satisfied with it. 

I am willing, if a man has made an entry at a dollar and a quarter 
an acre, and that is now the price of the land, that he should have his 
certificate or should have his patent, provided some person else in the 
mean time has not come in and acquired a right to the land; and if the 
amendment should be limited entirely to cases between the Government 
of the United States and a claimant, I am willing that this should be 
considered as a valid title as against the Government. But where there 
is any person else who is interested at all, I should object to having the 
matter settled in that way. 

I do not wish now to legislate so as to give to a man a title that was 
invalid at the time he got it. I am willing to pay him for the land; I 
am willing to compensate him for all the damage he has sustained, 
but not to take the title from some person else and transfer it to him. 

That is my difficulty about the amendment, and I think it will be 
much better for the Senator to allow this matter to be considered on a 
separate bill, and let us have the facts of the particular case to which 
the bill is to be —— I should like to have the railroad company 
named, to have all the facts and circumstances of the particular case 
Stated to Congress in order that we might know precisely what we were 
doing. Here is a proposition that covers the whole territory of the 
United States, and I think it will be found very inconvenient in re- 
spect to some of the legislation we have already enacted and some that 
itis p to enact. 

Mr. . I think if this matter is laid over until to-morrow I 
can make some valuable contributions in the way of information upon 
the subject. I have some papers in regard to it which I received some 
time ago, and I laid them away, in reference to this question coming 
up in the Senate; but I have them not now in the Chamber. I will 
move for an executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope before that is done—— 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator to withdraw the motion until we 
have an order to print this bill as far as it has been agreed to, so that 
im some way we may know a little more as to the scope of it than we 
can by a hasty at the desk. 

Mr. VEST. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the bill as it now stands with the amendments agreed to—— 

Mr. ALLISON. And proposed. 

The PRESIDENT oye tempore. And proposed, be printed. That 
order will be entered if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the order is made, I desire to move a sub- 
stitute for section 5, so that it may be printed also. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio submits an 
— intended to be offered by him as section 5, which will be 

Mr. PLUMB. The old section 5 was stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know. 

Mr. PLUMB. But there is another section 5. 

Mr. SHERMAN 


% - Iknow it. 
Ue I offer an additional section to the bill, which I ask 
The P. 


IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas sends an 
















The Senator from Missouri moves*| P© 
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,ameudment to the Chair intended to be proposed as an additional sec- 


tion tothe bill. That also will be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Pepresentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
Which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, 
Towa; and 

A bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, 
deceased. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a commit- 
tee of three members of the House of Representatives be appoint ed by the House 
and two members of the Senate be appointed by that body, to wait on Grove: 
Cleveland, of the State of New York, and to notify him that he has been duly 
elected President of the United States for four years, commencing with the 4th of 
March, 1885; and also to notify Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, 
that he has been duly elected Vice-President of the United States for four years, 
commencing with the 4th day of March, (885, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now, I ask to have printed a statement to accom- 
pany the Army appropriation bill in the nature of a report from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Towa, from the 
Committee on Appropriations, submits a statement to accompany the 
report of the Army appropriation bill, and asks that it be printed. 
That order will be entered, if there be no objection. 

«EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty-three minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 23 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 11, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
JOHN S. Linpsay,, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to offer a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Illinois ina moment. ‘The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
POLAND] is recognized. 

SUITS FOR DAMAGES IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. POLAND. I rise to present a privileged report. I submit a 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill H. R. 7131. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House No. 7131, “to authorize 
suits for damages where death results from the wrongful act or neglect of any 
rson or corporation in the District of Columbia,” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and.do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
and agree to the same with the following amendments thereto: 

In the first section of said Senate amendment, and next before the proviso to 
said section, insert the following words: ‘‘and such damages shall be assessed 
with reference to the injury resulting from such act, neglect, or default, causing 
such death, to the widow and next of kin of such deceased person.” ‘And also 
by adding to said first section, after the proviso, the following words: ‘And pro- 
vided further, That noaction shall be maintained under this act in any case where 
the party injured by such wrongful act, neglect, or default has recovered dam- 
ages therefor during the life of such party.” 

And also by amending the said Seyate amendment by striking out of the 
second section thereof the words ‘two years’’ and inserting “‘ one year,”’ 

And the Senate agree to the said amendments to the Senate amendment to 
said bill. 

. LUKE P. POLAND, 

J. R. TUCKER, 

WM. DORSHEIMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 

H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. POLAND. I will not take any time to make any explanation 
of this report unless some gentleman on the floor should desire it. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. POLAND moved to reconsider tf vote by which the report of 
the committee was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ACTION ON BILL VACATED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to submit a state- 
ment with reference to the action of the House on Saturday last on the 
bill named. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

The action of the House on Saturday last disagreeing to certain quenimeatp 

ith 


of the Senate to the bill of the House H. R. 5713 and asking a conference w 
the Senate thereon will be vacated, the said bill not having passed the Senate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The action of the House was taken on 
the motion of the gentleman from California [| Mr. Rosecrans]. The 
Chair, having submitted to the House the statement of facts, asks that 
this may be ordered. The Chair hears no objection. 

HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to offer a privileged motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the House for the remainder of 
the present session be 11 o'clock a. m, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to have the 
resolution referred to the Committee on Rules ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire a vote on it. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point that the resolution should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and the resolution is referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is not as I understand the rule. Such 
a resolution has been offered every session and I have never known one 
to be sent to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has never known one that 
was not sent to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will state to the House that it will be reported 
back between this and Monday. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent to change the reference 
of the bill (H. R. 8117) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 
deceased, from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the reference to the Committee on Claims having been errone- 
ously made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to offer a privileged resolution, which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be directed to admit to the floor of the House 


ladies having tickets issued for the members’ gallery during the joint session 
for the count of the electoral vote. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is that a privileged question ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. _ I will state that this is in the exact language of 
the resolution offered in the Forty-sixth Congress, which was at that time 
held to be privileged, and which was passed. I think there can be no 
objection to it. Thestate of facts is this: About eight hundred tickets 
have been issued; the seating capacity of the galleries set apart is barely 
four hundred. Hence this is necessary in order to accommodate those 
holding the tickets which have been issued. 

Mr. COSGROVE. 1 ask that the resolution be again reported. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, is that motion privileged ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Do 1 understand the Chair to hold that this is a 
privileged motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is a privileged 
motion, in the light of the rulings that have been made by theSpeakers 
of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
rise ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, my understanding of the 
rules of the House is that under them certain persons are admitted upon 
this floor and all other persons are excluded. Now, the resolution of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] proposes to admit upon 
the floor of the House persons who, under the rules, are excluded from 
the floor; therefore it is a proposition to change the rules of the House, 
and is subject to the point of order that it must go to the Committee 
on Rules, and can not be considered without one day’s notice. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have at hand a reference toa prec- 
edent if it is desired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not necessary to debate the point 
of order further. The Chair will state (if the gentleman from Tennes- 
see is content) that this is not the first time this point has been raised 
and ruled upon, and the Chai no disposition to overrule the rulings 
made by its predecessors, whith is that the rule to which the gentle- 


Mr. Speaker-—— 
For what purpose does the gentleman 


I rise to make a point of order on this 


man from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] has adverted does not y toa 
joint session of the two Houses of Congress, but applies simply to the 
sessions of the House. Such has been the ruling from the Chair here- 
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tofore, and the present occupant feels no disposition to controvert that 
ruling. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then, Mr. Speaker, there is no rule ex- 
cluding any one from the floor of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when it is in joint session, except 
at the pleasure of the House. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution offered by 
Mr. MCMILLIN; and there were—ayes 134, nays 72. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Appropriations, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill of the House 
8089, making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1886,and for other pur- 
poses, together with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having considered 
the same, beg leave to report as follows: They recommend concurrence in the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1,3, 4,5, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 24, 27, 28, 29, 
30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 46, 48, and 49. 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 2, 6,7, 8, 10, 
11, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45,47, and 50, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no separate vote is demanded upon 
the amendments the question will be upon concurring in the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate amendments 
be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. 
cluded the reading, 

Mr. BENNETT rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina withdraw his demand for the reading of the Senate amendments ? 

Mr. BENNETT. I do, sir, because I can not get any information 
from it. [Laughter. } 

The amendments numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 24, 
27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35,46, 48, and 49 were concurred in. 

Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I move that the House non-concur in the remain- 
der of the Senate amendments and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. FoLLett, Mr. HutTcHins, and Mr. CANNON. 


OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice 
the bill (H. R. 7675) relating to the compensation and duties of United 
States attorneys, marshals, and other court officials, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


Before he had con- 


REFERENCE OF SENATE PENSION BILLS. 


* The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House made 
yesterday various pension bills from the Senate now on the Speaker’s 
table will be taken up and appropriately referred. _ 
Bills of the following titles were accordingly taken from the Speaker's 
table, read twice, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions : 
A bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Sydney L. S ‘ 
A bill (8. 1365) granting an increase of pension to Eugene O’Sullivan, 
late a se t of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer Infantry ; 
A bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett ; 
A bill (8. 1546 ing a pension to Orin R. McDaniel ; 
A bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to James McCallen ; 
A bill S 1655) granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 
A bill (8. 1790) granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. Dutton; 
A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 


8. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt; 

8. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner; 

S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 8S. Harrold; 
S. 2160) granting a pension to Robert Walker; 

8. 2204) granting arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach; 

8. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond; 

7 8. 2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias An- 

ee; 
(208) granting» pen to Cyr sr. ; 
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bill (S. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; 
bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover; 
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A bill (S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances 
Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas; | 
A bill (S. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins; 


A bill (s 2587) granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley: and | House tothe extentand for the purposes set forth in the resolution above quoted, 
oe oe . 


A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to Patrick Furlong. 


Bills of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table, read | house in which such certificates (gold and silver certificates) shall not be receiv- 


twice, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 357) granting a pension to William Lockhart; 

A bill (S. 1183) granting a pension to Hugh O'Neil; and 

A bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden. 

Ss. W. MARSTON. 

On motion of Mr. COSGROVE, by unanimous consent the bill (S. 1035) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle the claims of S. W. 
Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union agency, Indian 


Territory, forservices and expenses, was taken from the Speaker's table, | 


read twice, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
SILVER DOLLARS ANP SILVER CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. BLAND. Iask unanimous consent that an order be made to 
print in the RecorD the communication which came in last evening 
from the Secretary of the Treasury in response to a resolution of the 
House asking information relative to the alleged refusal of certain banks 
and banking associations to receive silver dollars and silver certificates 
in settlement of their balances. oS ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bann]? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is accordingly made. 

The communication is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 10, 1835. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of resolution of the House 
of Representatives dated February 3, 1885, as follows: ; 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
to inform this House whether the Clearing House Association at New York, or 
any national bank thereof, refuses to receive silver dollars or silver certificates 
in the settlement of their balances, or refuses to receive silver dollars or silver 
certificates from the Government in payment of balances due from the Govern- 
ment to said association, and whether any official or officials of the Government 
accede to or recognize such rule or practice. 

“Also, what amount of gold came into the Treasury of the United States in 
exchange at. par for silver dollars and silver certificates during the month of 
January, 1885. sip : 

“Also, whether any national bank, or association of national banks, refuses 
to receive or pay out silver dollars or silver certificates contrary to law, or have 

any rule or practice in that regard for the purpose of discrediting such 
money, or the effect of which is to depreciate the same. 

“Also, what amountof silver coin was in the Treasury of the United States on 
the Ist day of January, 1879, and of each year thereafter, not held for the re- 
demption of silver certificates, and what proportion the said coin bore on each 
of those dates to the net cash in the Treasury at those several dates. 

“Also, what amount of the customs and internal revenue and other receipts 
of the Government, stated separately, have been received in silver coin or silver 
certificates, stated by months, for each year since the lst day of January, 1879. 

“Also, what other governments of the world did, during the year 1883, permit 
the coinage of legal-tender silver coin; also, the amount of such coinage, and 
what part thereof was from recoinage and what part from bullion. 

“Also, the price paid per ounce by the Director of the Mint for silver bullion 
on the Ist days of January and July in each year from 1878 to 1885, both years 
inclusive.” 

In reply, I inclose herewith ies of reports from the Treasurer of the United 
States and the Director of the Mint,to whom the resolution had been referred, 
which contain the information desired. 

Very respectfully, 


The SreaKER of the House of Representatives. 


H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, February 10, 1885, 

Sir: I have the honor to submit such information as this office is able to fur- 
nish in answer to the resolution adopted by the House of Representatives on 
the 3d instant and referred to the Treasurer of the United States for report. 

1, “Whether the Clearing House Association at New York, or any national 
bank thereof, refuses to receive silver dollars or silver certificates in the settle- 
ment of their balances, or refuses to receive silver dollars or silver certificates 
from the Government in payment of balances due from the Government to said 
association, and whether any official or officials of the Government accede toor 

ize such rule or practice.” 

It is not known to this office that the Clearing House Association at New York 
or any national bank thereof has, since the passage of the act of July 12, 1882, 
refused to receive silver dollars or silver certificates in the settlement of their 
balances, or has at any time refused to receive silver dollars or silver certifi- 
cates from the Government in payment of balances due from the Government 
to said association. 

The following resolutions, among others, were adopted by the New York 
Clearing House Association November 12, 1878, viz: 

“Resolved, That in order to facilitate the payment of drafts and checks between 

Treasurer of the United States and the associated banks, the manager of 
the New York Clearing House is authorized to make such an arrangement with 
~ assistant treasurer as will accomplish that purpose through the medium of 

ouse. 

" ossicad than the associated banks of this city, after the Ist of January, 1879, 
will (1) decline receiving coins as ‘special deposits,’ but accept and treat 
them as lawful money; (2) abolish special exchanges of gold checks at the 
Se (3) pay receive balances between banks at the clearing-house 
either in gold or United States legal-tender notes; (4) receive silver dollars upon 
only under special contract to withdraw the same in kind; (5) prohibit 

of balances at the clearing-house in silver certificates or in silver dol- 
excepting as subsidiary coin, in small sums (say under $10); (6) discontinue 
special accounts by notice to dealers on Ist of January next to terminate 


In a letter to the chairman of the clearing-house committee of Boston, dated 
November 18, 1878, Secretary Sherman said that— 

The yn = nme between this Department and the New York Clearing 
House was confined to the convenient adjustment and payment of 
drafts drawn upon the Treasury and the banks, respectively, and to the receipt, 
by the banks, of United States notes as coin, after the Ist day of January, 1879. 
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The several resolutions adopted by the associated banksof New York * * * 
were for the guidance of the banks and not in any respect a stipulation with the 
Government.” 


The Treasury, in January, 1879, became a member of the New York Clearing 


A provision having been inserted in the twelfth section of the act of July 12, 
1882, that ‘‘no national banking association shall be a member of any clearing- 


able in settlement of clearing-house balances,’ the associated banks of New 
York adopted the following resolution 

‘Resolved, That the resolutions adopted by the Clearing House Association on 
the 12th of November, 1878, be, and are hereby, modified so far as they conflict 
with section 12 of the act of Congress passed July 12, 1882.”’ 

The members of the clearing-house have continued to settle their balances in 
gold coin or certificates, or United States notes, and as nosilver dollars or silver 3 ae 
certificates have been tendered, none have been refused. The Treasury, al- Ve 
though not a party to any understanding that silver dollars or certificates should 
| not be tendered, and though it has never in any way waived the right to pay 
; demands upon it in any kind of money which may lawfully be tendered for the 
| purpose, has conformed to the practice of the associated banksin paying the 
| balances against it atthe clearing-house. The Department has deemed it inex- 
pedient as a matter of public policy io force the issue of silver dollars or certifi- 
cates at the chief financial center of the country until compelled to that step by 
the condition of the Treasury. Silver certificates have recently been used in 
part payment of a day’s balance against the Treasury, and have been accepted 
by the clearing-house. They will be again so used whenever the state of funds 
in the Treasury may require it. 

2. “‘ What amount of gold came into the Treasury of the United States in ex- 
change at par for silver dollars and silver certificates during the month of Jan- 
uary, 18857" 

There was deposited with the assistant treasurer at New York during the 
month of January, 1885, $575,000 in gold, for which drafts payablein silver cer- 
tificates by the assistant treasurer at New Orleans, La., were issued by the Treas- 
urer. : 

There was also received during the same month $42,000 in draftson New York, 
which were collected through the clearing-house, in exchange for which silver 
dollars were forwarded by the Treasury from the mints. These drafts, while 
not payable in gold, became equivalent to gold receipts by reducing the balances 
against the Treasury at the New York Clearing-House. The exchanges were 
made at par. 

It is not known thatany other amounts of gold came into the Treasury in ex- 
change for silver dollars or silver certificates. 

3. “ Whether any national bank, or association of national banks, refuses to 
receive or pay out silver dollars or silver certificates contrary to law, or have 
adopted any rule or practice in that regard for the purpose of discrediting such 
money, or the effect of which is to depreciate the same.’’ 

The Treasury, not being a member of any other clearing-house than that at 
New York, has noauthentic information as tothe rule or practice of other clear- 
ing-houses in the receipt or payment of silver dollars or silver certificates. It 
is publicly reported that silver certificates are accepted in settlement of balances 
at the clearing-house in Boston. 

Silver certificates are used in the payments to the public creditors, including 
the national banks, at all of the subtreasuries, except New York. 

This office has no further information as to the rule or practice of individual 
national banks, other than that contained in the above-quoted resolutions of 
the New York Clearing House Association. ‘ 

4. ‘What amount of silver coin was in the Treasury of the United States or 
the Ist day of January, 1879, and of each year thereafter, not held for the redemp- 
tion of silver certificates.and what proportion the said coin bore on each of 
those dates to the net cash in the Treasury at those several dates.” 

The following table shows, for the Ist of January in each year, from 1879 to 
| 1885, the amount of the cash in the Treasury, less certificates actually outstand- 
| ing, the silver dollars held and silver certificates actually outstanding, and the 
amount of silver dollars actually owned, with the percentage of the latter to the 
net cash in the Treasury. 

As the Treasury also holds other silver coins and silver bullion, the table also 
shows, for the dates named, the amounts of such eoin and bullion held, and the 
total silver assets, and the percentage of the same to the net cash in the Treasury : 
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5. ‘“‘ What amount of the customs and internal revenues and other receipts of 
the Government, stated separately, have been received in silver coin or silver 
certificates, stated by uanthe, for each year since the Ist day of January, 18797’ 

By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, no distinction has been made, 
since January 1, 1879, in the accounts of the Treasury, between coin and cur- 
reney, and no record has been kept in this office of the kinds of lawful money 
received. The assistant treasurer at New York has, however, kept a record 
of the kinds of funds received at his office, from customs, since January 1, 1881; 
and a statement showing the amounts of internal revenue and of customs, and 
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the amounts of silver dollars and silver certificates from the latter source, re- Silver certificates are also received at the New York office on account of trans- 
ceived at his office, by months, since that date, is appended fers of funds, the 5 per cent. fund of national banks, customs receipts at othe; 
-_— — —— | ports,&c. The following statement shows the amount of such receipts of cer. 
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Statement showing the value of silver coined by. Soreign countries during the year 1883, and its composition. 
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SRI. .n:citctenneconnsemniintoanesingeiphadiaanatidaaaatadimeicneidae 24,083, 921 | $24, 083, 921 Depositors. 
Bolivia ..... iil sodaeelinadiinnatiininess-sies al 1, 600, 000 | 1, 600, 000 |. *] Government account 
Argentine Republic. roeno estassaqundintepianaapaieialihbaninay cab vd 1, 715, 445 | 1,715, 445 1 
Great Britain.. covcecactecuninaienitintedesniiegndinnasisiitiahenss <ntiighnencdeltiienyitinersdessneantabinte 6, 201, 517 , 000 | 4 Government account, 
SiN hscbaptintesunitiipeesin ied | 24, 927, 400 |......0000- 24, 927, 400 750, 000 24,177, 400 | Depositors. 
TIRIINIIIIED, 0 cccecsnsqoenavesninnsnniaaiasiinbanininesnnsiathihanesiiaiieditedetion daa | 504, 464 594, 464 UE Bicteevecadctniebeaenesl Government account»® 
Austria-Hungary S, 552, 191. |........-... 5,552,191 ae Do. 
Netherlands ......... ain ‘Si, 085 81, 085 Do. 
Norway ........ seal 37,520 37, 520 | Do. 
Sweden... sd i 230, 468 250, 468 Do. 
Spain....... -| 7, 769, 050 | 2, 754, 371 DO Oe Bi vccccancennssteysceee~o]eoccsornccopsssntmmesion Do. 
a | 7, 584, 188 |-- : — 1,926 10 oe Depositors. 
zi woe euenes 7 mami 
Turkey... vibe ; aa 44, 000 |. ...1 Government account 
Colombia... ie sie 699, 174 4 
OUTED ncninuteiiiatines: setinaeesiatesnay-hianntammtdmadiaieadaaiatialinlinsiminiateitasite iemniietnnecedtiiahdadertin ne 605, 579 Government account. 
Total beni ma 78,282,195 | 9,919,485 | 84,688,912 | nnenmnnnn nemesis 
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the Mint. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members called for the regular order. _ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the hour provided 
for by the new rule for the consideration of bills called up by members. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I movethat the House now take a recess until five 
minutes before 12 o’clock. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will not be done. We can proceed 
now with business under the hour rule, and there will be that much 


time saved. nities 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is aware 
that this motion is not debatable. ie 
Mr. BUCKNER. * I withdraw the proposition. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I move that notice be sent to the Senate 
that the House will be ready to receive the Senate at 12 o'clock to-day, 
to proceed with the business of the electoral count in accordance with 
concurrent resolution already adopted. 

The motion of Mr. KEIFER was agreed to. 


JOSEPH F. WILSON. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour under the new rule now be- 
gins at fifteen minutes before 12 0’clock. The Clerk will report the bill 
called up in this hour yesterday by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
CANNON], and coming over as unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and required to issue to Joseph F. Wilson, of Peoria, Ill., or his legal representa- 
tives or assigns, a number of warrants — to eighty acres, in tracts not less 
than the subdivisions provided for in the United States land laws, to be located 
by the said Wilson, or his legal representatives or assigns, on any of the unoc- 
cupied and unappropriated public lands of the United States subject to pre- 
emption or homestead settlement, in lieu of the west half of the northeast 

uarter of section 19, in township 35 north, of range 5 west, situate in Porter 
nty, Indiana, which said tract of land was entere ed 
Smith, of County, Missouri, under and by virtue of the provisions of the 
acts of C approved June 8, 1872, and March 3, 1873, relating to additional 
homesteads, by the said Josiah Smith, after his said entry, sold and con- 
ve to the said Wilson, and of the title to and possession of which the said 
Wilson was divested and dispossessed by the judgment and decree of the circuit 
court of the United States for the district of Indiana, at the November term, A. 
D. 1880, thereof, by reason of a prior disposal of or a prior equitable title in and 
to said tract of land, as the said court held and decided, to or in persons other 
than the said Josiah Smith; and the said Wilson, or his legal representatives or 
assigns, after the location of the said warrants on such lands as he or they may 
select, shall be allowed patents for the land so located ; and the lands taken, 
selected, and located as authorized: and provided for by this act shall be in full 
satisfaction of any claim, right, or benefit which the said Josiah Smith, or any 
one claim under him, may have, or may have had, underand by virtue of the 
provisions ef the said acts of Congress, as well as in full satisfaction of any claim 
which the said Wilson, as assignee or grantee of the said Josiah Smith, may 
yo - may have had, against the United States touching said described tract 
of land. 


Mr. CANNON. I think it is unnecessary to have the report in this 
case read or to make any statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill ? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
—: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EIGHTH NEW YCRK HEAVY ARTILLERY ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. STEVENS. I call up for consideration the joint resolution (S. 
R. 92) authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War to deliver to the 
Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Association the regimental colors 
which belonged to said artillery, and which are now in the custody ot 
the Secretary of War. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

_ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to the Eighth New York Heavy Artillery 
Association the ntal colors which belong to said artillery, and which 
were captured by confederate forces at Beam Station, on the Weidon Rail- 
road, August 25, 1864, and are now in the custody of the office of the Adjutant- 


General of the United States Army; said colors to remain the property of said 


Mr. STEVENS. I do not care to discuss this joint resolution. I 
. The SPEAKER pro torpor * Toth 
pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this joint resolution ? : 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the joint 
resolution. 7 a 


oa Mia aon "Ream , ~ ae a ae 
a ,’ which is the proper name o 
station referred to in Siecintion. “ott - 
The amendment was agreed to. 
ok resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading, read 
the and passed. 
Mr. moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
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olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, KEOKUK, IOWA. 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up for consideration 
House bill No. 483, for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, 
Iowa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, 
a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, in the city of 
Keokuk, Iowa. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building 
shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed 
for the site and building complete the sum of $150,000 - Provided, That the site 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by 
an open space of not less than forty feet, including streets and alleys; and no 
money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Iowa shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same 
during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of the State and the 
service of civil process therein. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I see the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. McCo1p], who 
represents the district in which this building is situated, is on the 
floor, and before objection is called to the consideration of the bill I 
wish to inquire of the gentleman whether he is or is not willing to re- 
duce the amount of appropriation to $100,000, and also to agree to an 
amendment to provide for the purchase of the site before the plan of 
the building is approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. McCOID. I agree to the amendment appropriating $100,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be considered as adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will send up to the Clerk’s desk an amendment 
covering the point indicated by me to the purchase of the site. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not yet before the House 
for consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can be done by unanimous consent. It’ is to 
come in after the appropriation of $100,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site for said 
building shall have been purchased, to cause plan and specification of said build- 
ing to be prepared, which said plan and specification shall not involve an ex- 
penditure in the erectionand completion of said building or the purchase thereof 
exceeding the portion of100,000 remaining after the site of said building shall 
have been paidfor. And no plan for said building shal! be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the sum which re- 
mains after paying for the site of said building. 


Mr. HOLMAN. [understand the gentleman from Iowa accepts both 
of my amendments. 

Mr. McCOID. I have no objection to the amendments. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is there any report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. STORM. If there is, I ask that it be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 483) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Keokuk, in the State of Iowa, respectfully report that they have had the bill 
under consideration, and recommend the passage of the same. 

The city of Keokuk is the place fixed by law for holding the circuit court and 
the district court of the United States for the eastern division of the southern dis- 
trict of lowa, which division embraces the oldest, wealthiest, and most popu- 
lous portion of the State. Keokukis a prosperousand growing city, of a present 
population of 15,000 inhabitants, and is rapidly extending and increasing its com- 
mercial and manufacturing interests. It is located at the Des Moines Rapids 
Canal on the Mississippi River, and is the head of deep-water navigation for the 
largest steamers running above Saint Louis, the average depth of the river being 
one foot higher from Keokuk to Saint Louis than from Keokuk to Saint Paul 

The canal is eight miles in length, and was built at a cost tothe United States 
of about $4,000,000. 

The United States, pursuant to a recent act of the Forty-seventh Congress 
are now building at the canal extension dry-docks, which will make the cana! 
the finest harbor on the river. 

The relation of this city to the Mississippi River and its vast and rapidly grow- 
ing commerce make the court of admiralty here the most important north of 
Saint Louis. . 

Keokuk is equally fortunate in her railroad facilities, affording easy and ready 
communication with all parts of the district and State and adjoining States. 
The great railways of the West, the Wabash, Saint Louis and Pacific, the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island and Pacific, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy meet 
here and compete for business; and the Saint Louis, Keokuk and Northwest- 
ern Railway Company, running from Keokuk south to Saint Louis, and north 
with connecting lines to Saint Paul,and southwest with connecting lines to 
Kansas City, have the headquarters of its operating department at Keokuk. 

— the commerce of this city by land and by water is important and exten- 
sive. 

The post-office and internal-revenue receipts are very large, and the business 
so courts is larger than at any other point in Iowa, unless at the capital of the 

At present there are inadequate accommodations for the business of the Gov- 
ernment. The courts, the post-office, the office of the deputy revenue collector 
and the office of the judges are in separate buildings on annual leases, and the 
public records and public property are exposed to hazards and dangers that 
should be promptly provided against by the erection of a suitable building. 

All of the Federal judges for lowa, the justice of the Supreme Court assigned 
to that circuit, the judge of the Circuit Court, and the district judge are united 
in the opinion that there is a pressing and urgent necessity for the erection of a 
public building at this point adequate tothe accommodation of the public busi- 
ness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KEIFER. Iask by unanimous consent further proceeding under 
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the rule be discontinued, as the time has nearly arrived when the House Mr. CLAY (one of thetellers) continuing. It also appears from the 


will receive the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only five minutes remain. In obe- 
dience to the custom heretofore observed the Chair will ask that the two 
front or first tiers of seats in the House may be vacated for the occu- 
pancy of the Senate. 


COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE, 


At 12 0’clock m. the Doorkeeper announced the Senate of the United 
States. 

The Senate entered the Hall preceded by its Sergeant-at-Arms and 
headed by the President and the Secretary of the Senate, the members 
and officers of the House rising to receive them. 


The President of the Senate [Mr. E>DMUNDs] took his seat as presid- | 
ing officer of the joint convention of the two Houses, the Speaker pro | 


tempore [Mr. BLACKBURN] occupying the chair on the left of the Vice- 
President. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The two Houses have met 
pursuant to the Constitution and the laws and their concurrent resolu- 
tion for the purpose of executing the duty required by the Constitution 
and the laws in the matter of counting the electoral vote for President 
and Vice-President cast by the electors in the several States for the term 
commencing on the 4th of March, 1885. 
two Houses will please take their places. 

Mr. HoAR and Mr. PENDLETON, the tellers appointed on the part of 
the Senate, and Mr. CLAy and Mr. KEIFER, the tellers appointed on 
the part of the House, took their seats at the Clerk’s desk, at which 


the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House also occupied 


seats. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The President of the Senate 


will open the votes of the several States in their alphabetical order, and 


now opens the certificates from the State of Alabama and hands to the | 


chairman of the tellers on the part of the Senate the certificate of Ala- 
bama received»by mail, and to the chairman of the tellers on the part 
of the House of Representatives the certificate received by messenger. 
The certificate will be read. 

Senator HOAR read in full the certificate of the vote of the State of 
Alabama, giving 10 votes for Grover Cleveland, of the State of New 
York, for President of the United States, and 10 votes for Thomas A. 
Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, for Vice-President of the United 
States. eo 

Mr. CLAY (one of the tellers) then read at length the certificate of 
the vote of the State of Arkansas, and announced the electoral vote of 
that State for President and Vice-President. 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LOWRY. 


tirely unable to hear the reading of these documents. 
of the objects of having them read is that they may be heard by the 
members of the joint convention. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The Chair will endeavor to 
enforce order as faras possible. Gentlemen will please preserve silence 
on the floor and in the galleries in order that the certificates may be 
heard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I suggest that by unanimous con- 
sent only the operative part of the certificates be read, containing sim- 
ply the result of the vote, after having been examined by the Chair 
and found to be lar. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. In the absence of objection 
the tellers will read only the substance of the certificates. 

There was no objection. 

The tellers then proceeded to announce the electoral votes of the States 
of California, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Ii- 
nois, and Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. The Chair now hands to the 
tellers the vote of the State of lowa received in duplicate. The Chair will 
state that the vote received by mail not having been received by the first 
Wednesday in January, the Secretary of State was officially informed 
thereof, who sent to the district judge for the vote deposited there as re- 
quired by law, which was also returned. I open them all; two will be 
handed to the tellers and the third placed on file, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The tellers then proceeded to announce the electoral votes of the States 
of Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu- 
setts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Hampshire, and New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. I now open and hand to the 
tellers the vote of the State of New York, received in duplicate, one by 
messenger and one by mail. 

Mr. CLAY (one of the tellers). It appears by the certificate of the 
eleetors of the State of New York that Grover Cleveland, of the State 
of New York, received 36 votes for the office of President of the United 
States [ Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. Let there be order during 
the proceedings. 





The tellers appointed by the | 


Owing to slight confusion arising in the body of the | 
House and throughout the galleries and from other causes we are en- 


I suppose one | 


| certificate of the electors of the State of New York that Thomas A. Hen- 
| dricks, of the State of Indiana, received 36 votes for the office of Vice- 
| President of the United States. The certificate is duly attested by the 
| great seal of the State, and is signed by the governor—Grover Cleve- 
|land. [Loud applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

| The PRESIDENT OF THESENATE. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
| take into custody any gentleman or other person who, by applause or 
| other manifestation, disturbs the order of these proceedings. 

The tellers then proceeded to announce the electoral votes of the States 
|.of North Carolina, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wis- 
consin. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. I have now opened the cer- 
tificates of the electors of all the States, and their votes have been re- 
ported. The tellers will now make their computations and report the 
state of the vote. 

The following is the report read by Senator Hoar, one of the tellers: 


List of votes for President and Vice-President of the United States for the 
constitutional term to commence on the 4th day of March, 1885. 


| For President. 7 —— 
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votes to which each 
State is entitled. 
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-GEO. F. HOAR, 
GEO. H. PENDLETON, 
Tellers on the part of the Senate. 


J. WARREN KEIFER, 
J. F. CLAY, 
Tellers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Senator HOAR (one of the tellers) said: Mr. President, the tellers on 
the part of the Senate, and on the part of the House of Representatives, 
have ascertained the state of the vote of the electors of the respective 
States forthe offices of President and Vice-President of the United 
States; and it appears that the whole number of electors appointed to 
vote for President and Vice-President is 401, of which a majority is 201. 
The state of the vote for President of the United States is for Grover 
Cleveland, of the State of New York, 219; for James G. Blaine, of 
the State of Maine, 182. For Thomas A. Mendricks, of the State of 
Indiana, for the office of Vice-President of the United States, 219; and 
for John A. Logan, of the State of Illinois, for the office of Vice-Presi- 


dent, 182. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. Senators and members of 
the House of Representatives : 

The tellers have reported to the presiding officer the state of the vote 


which you have heard, from which it appears that Grover Cleveland, 
of the State of New York, has received 219 votes for the office of Presi- 
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nited Sta’ and that James G. Blaine, of the State of 

ped coadheer ner 182 votes for the same office ; that Thomas A. Hen- 
dricks, of the State of Indiana, has received 219 votes for the office of 
Vice-President of the United States, and that John A. Logan, of the 
State of Illinois, has received 182 votes for the same office. : 

Wherefore, I do declare that Grover Cleveland, of the State of New 
York, has received a majority of the votes of the whole number of elect- 
ors appointed, as they ap in the certificates read by the tellers, and 
so appears to have been elected President of the United States for four 
years, commencing on the 4th day of March, 1885; and that Thomas A. 
Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, has received a majority of the votes 
of the’whole number of electors appointed, as they appear in the cer- 
tificates read by the tellers, and so appears to have been elected Vice- 
President of the United States for four years, commencing on the 4th 
day of March, 1885. And the President of the Senate makes this declara- 
tion only as a public statement in the presence of the two Houses of Con- 
gress of the contents of the papers opened and read on this occasion, and 
not as possessing any authority in law to declare any legal conclusion 

ver. 

withe business for which the joint convention assembled having been 
completed, the Senate will retire to its own Chamber. — 

[The announcement of the result of the vote was received with loud 
applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

e Senate then retired from the Hall; and (at 1 o’clock and 17 min- 
utes p. m.) the Speaker pro tempore resumed the chair, and called the 
House to order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the House take a recess for fifteen 
minutes, in order that the Hall may be cleared. 
The Senate then retired from the Hall; and (at 1 o’clock and 17 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess for fifteen minutes. 


AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 1 o’clock and 
35 minutes p. m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill which 
was under consideration during the special hour when the business of 
the House was suspended for the assembling of the joint convention of 
the two Houses. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know if the House did not, before 
suspending business for the purpose of proceeding to the electoral count, 
dispense with the remainder of the special hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the Journal will show that it did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That could only have been done by 
unanimous consent, and no such request was submitted to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. According to the ruling of the Chair on a former 
occasion the hour under the special rule consists of sixty minutes next 
after the beginningof the hour. The Chair made that ruling on a point 
of order raised by myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois raise 
the point of order now? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not. I merely state that was the ruling of 
the Chair on a former occasion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule on any point of 
order if the gentleman desires to make it. 

Mr.SPRINGER. ThenI make the point of order that the hour under 
the special rule has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the point of 
order is well taken. There should not, in the judgment of the Chair, 
be taken into account the time occupied by the joint session of the two 
Houses. The Chair doesnot think that should be counted against the 
hour under the rule which the House adopted for the transaction of its 
business. 

_ Mr. SPRINGER. Iam very glad to hear the Chair make that rul- 
ing, because it is exactly in accordance with my previous idea. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair would further remark 
that the House has not been in session, but the two Houses were in 

COUNT OF THE ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. KEIFER. According to custom, I furnish a report of the official 


count of the electoral vote as declared by the President of the Senate 


for the of having it spread upon the Journal. 
The KER tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEr- 
on) , one of the on the part of the House, submits the report by 


of the official count of the electoral vote for President and 
Vice-President of the United States in order that the same may be spread 
upon the Journal of this House. 
Mr. KEIFER. And published in the Recorp. 
aa — to be — upon the senenet of the House 
in RECORD. appears in the proceedings of the 
joint convention of the two Houses. } 7 = 
_ Mr. KEIFER. I now offer a resolution, in the usual form, declar- 
ing the sense of the House in the matter of the electoral count. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the House of Representatives having met the Senate in accordance 
with the fifth section of the act of Ist March, 1792, relative to the election of 
President and Vice-President of the United States, and the electoral votes hav- 
ing been opened by the President of the Senate pro tempore in the presence of 
the two Houses of Congress and counted by the tellers appointed on the part 
of the two Houses of Congress, and it appearing that the whole number of elect- 
ors appointed to vote for President and Vice-President of the United States is 
401, of which a majority is 201, and it further appearing that Grover Cleveland, 
of the State of New York, had received 219 votes for President of the United 
States, and that Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, had received 219 
votes for Vice-President of the United States, which number is a majority of the 
votes of the whole number of electors appointed, and the same having been 
duly declared by the President pro tempore of the Senate in the presence of the 
two Houses: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That it is the sense of this House that 
the Constitution and laws have been duly executed and that no further declara- 
tion of these facts is necessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the resolution is of 
such a privileged character that it is before the House for consideration 
now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to it. I only wish to modify 
it so that it shall be communicated to the Senate. It does not appear 
to embrace that within its provisions. 

Mr. KEIFER. Isupposed the resolution would be communicated to 
the Senate without a special provision for so doing. This is exactly 
the resolution offered in the House four years ago, with the exception 
that that resolution was in the form of a concurrent resolution, although 
it was not sent to the Senate. The Senate adopted a resolution exactly 
in this form four years ago, with the exception that it was in form of a 
concurrent resolution, and it was not sent to the House. So we make 
them separate resolutions, one of the Senate and one of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish merely to suggest that the fact of the House 
having adopted this resolution be communicated to the Senate. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that may be done without putting it in the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
Clerk of the House being directed to communicate the resolution to the 
Senate if adopted. 

Mr. POLAND. It appears to me this resolution is faulty in form. 
It refers to the provisions of an act of 1792, which act was repealed. 
Its provisions are contained in chapter 1 of title 3 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States. The resolution should refer to the provis- 
ions of that chapter and not to the act of 1792, which was in form re- 
pealed. I would suggest that what is said in the resolution as to the 
act of 1792 be ‘stricken out, and that there be inserted a reference to 
the provisions of chapter 1 of title 3 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is possible that the criticism upon the resolution 
made by the distinguished gentleman from Vermont isa fair one. I 
wish to say, however, that the resolution in that respect is precisely in 
the language of the resolution adopted four years ago and on prior oc- 
casions of like character. And yet; Mr. Speaker, I think that the fact 
of the repeal of thisstatute in the revision of the laws being well settled 
it might be better to modify the resolution as the gentleman from Ver- 
mont suggests, so that it shall refer to the chapter of the Revised Stat- 
utes on the subject of the electoral count. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio accept 
the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido; and will modify the resolution accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
modification proposed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We did not hear what the modification was. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Vermont will com- 
municate to the Clerk’s desk the amendment he proposes to offer. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, there can be no trouble about this 
matter now; but, as it may become a precedent, I suggest that it had 
better be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEIFER. The change ought to be made now. There is no 
question about the fact of the repeal of the statute. The resolution 
can. be amended, and I accept the amendment which the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. PoLAND] has sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is that resolution before the House for considera- 


Strike out “the fifth section of the act of Ist March, 1792,’ and insert ‘ chap- 
ter 1 of title 3 of the Revised Statutes of the United States.” 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIrER] 
permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [ask it forinformation only. Why isit that we 
change the form of the resolution now from what it was four years ago, 
making ita separate House resolution instead of a concurrent resolution ? 

Mr. KEIFER. We changed the form simply because the resolution 
enacted four years ago in the form of a concurrent resolution was in 
fact only a House resolution, which was not sent to the Senate for their 
action. The Senate did the same thing. They adopted a resolution 
which was also in the form of a concurrent resolution, but was in fact 
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onty a declaration of the sense of the Senate and did not come to the 
House for its action 

Mr. HAMMOND. Why? 

Mr. KEIFER. Simply because each House acted separately, and 
while the Senate resolution was in form a concurrent resolution it was 
in fact a mere resolution of that body. I will state further, for the in- 
formation of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HammonpD], thaton yes- 
terday, at a conference held between the tellers on the part of the Sen- 
ate and the tellers on the part of the House, in the presence of the Pres- 
ident of the Senate, this very matter was considered, and it was agreed 
that we should put the resolution in a form to correspond with the fact, 
and strike out concurrent feature of it. That was agreed to in the 
conference by Senator PEN DLETON and others. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I would ask whether the tellers on 
the part of the House on our side are satisfied with the change ? 

Mr. CLAY. There is no objection to it at all. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I have none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word before this 
matter has been passed upon by the House. From the announcement 
made here by the president of the joint convention it seems that there 
was no declaration as to the result of the vote. On the contrary, the 
President of the Senate simply announced that it appeared from the 
count made by the tellers that Grover Cleveland had received the 
number of votes indicated, and that the other candidates had received 
the number of votes indicated as having been cast for them, and he 
then went on to disclaim any intention to make any official declaration 
as to the result of the count. 

Mr. KEIFER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I find that at the time Mr. 
Lincoln was declared elected the Vice-President said: 

Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois, having received a majority of the whole num- 
ber of electoral votes cast, is elected President of the United States for four years, 
cou meneing on the 4th day of Mareh, 1861. 

A similar announcement was made as to the election of the Vice- 
President. I see further, that the same form was followed when Gen- 
eral Grant was declared elected President of the United States. Atthis 
time there has been a departure from that practice and no official decla- 
ration has been made here that anybody is elected to the office of either 
President or Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Several Mempers. The vote was announced. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; the vote was announced. The president of 
the joint convention announced that one candidate had received so many 
votes and that the other candidate had received so many votes, but he 
then went on to make the disclaimer to which I have referred. Now, 
that is a departure from all the precedents upon this subject, and for 
that reason I would prefer that this whole matter should be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to report such addi- 
tional resolution as may be necessary for the purpose of making known 
the official result of the election. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to say that the Pres- 
ident pro tempore of the Senate, the presiding officer of the joint con- 
vention, in making the announcement of the ascertainment of the vote 
as had to-day, announced the result that had been found, and simply 
added a disclaimer of any authority on his part, as the iding officer 
of the Senate or the presiding officer of the joint convention, to make an, 
declaration at all. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sprrvcer 
make any motion ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido. I move that thiswhole matter be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MOULTON. I think the declaration is exactly right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the judgment of the Chair the 
declaration of the presiding officer of the joint convention was exactly 
what it should have been. 

Mr. KEIFER. And it has no relation at all to this resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not asked the Speaker for his opinion. I 
desire to state mine. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state, as the officer 
spreentins the Tee Se Sean ion, that there would have 
n a protest made if in the judgment of the Chair yg aA 
lasation had been sania om the part of thee poutine eiear of joint 
convention. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. HAMMOND. My point is that the joint-session having made 
its declaration, this House now nothing to do with whether it made 
it correctly or i 


incorrectly. 
Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I have not made any motienin refer- 


ence to that. 


Several members addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman make any mo- 


tion ? 


a I desire to make a motion, if I can get permission 
state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. 
The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is no motion before the House. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman is mistaken; there are 
two motions before the House. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I move to lay themon the table. 

The SPEAKER pro e. The Chair kas not reeognized the gen- 
tleman for that purpose. gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRincER] 
will submit his motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to commit this whole subject to the Com- 
mittee en the Judiciary, with instructions to to the House what 
further declaration, if any, should be made for ing the election of 
the persons who have been elected President and Vice-President of the 
United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the announced vote 
elects, and that any ministerial part of the proceeding is not essential 
te the establishment of the fact that Grover Cleveland and Thomas A. 
Hendricks have been elected by the electoral college President and Vice- 
President of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair concurs with the gentleman. 

Mr. CLAY. The declaimer to which reference has been made was 
only a position taken by the President of the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is discovered only at this late day that that is 
a proper way to make the announcement. 

Mr. HAMMOND and several other members addressed the Chair at 
the same time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair ean not listen to a dozen 
gentlemen at once. ‘The Chair will not recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] except in his order. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iam in onder, because I desire to make a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the tle- 
man to make his pointof order, but will try to secure orderfirst. [ After 
a pause.] The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] has submitted a 
resolution, to which an amendment has been offered by the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. PoLAND], which amendment has been accepted by 
the from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer}. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Whatisit? Let it be read. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask to have that resolution re- 

° 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask to be allowed to 
state the question that is before the House, and then, unless there be 
objection, the resolution will be in reported to the House by the 
Clerk. The gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Kerrer) submitted a resol u- 
tion, to whieh the from Vermont [Mr. Peotanp} offered an 
amendment, which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KErrer} has indi- 
eated his willingness to accept. The from Iinois [{ Mr. 
SPRINGER] has moved to refer the whole matter, the resolution and 
the am t, to the Committee on the Judiciary. That motion is 
now pending, and the Chair izes the from Georgia 
[Mr. HAMMOND], who raises a question of . 

Mr. SPRING I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to having the resolution reported 


again, as modified, for the benefit of the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absenee of objection the Clerk 


Mr. COX, of New York. I imagine that the Constitution settles 
this matter. 
Mr. KEIFER. I do not yield the floor for further diseussion. 1 de- 


mand pom sy question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Lf the gentleman from New York [ ir. 


Cox} rises te a point of order he will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let the resolution first be read. 

The SPEAKER pro . Lhe Chair had already directed the 
reading when the gentleman from New York. 


Mr. COX, of New York. The “gentleman from New York’’ did 
not intend to interrupt the Chair for a moment. ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The resolution having been again read, 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. . 

een epnsia [ie 

RANDALL] asks that, in the event of the ion of this resolution, it 

made the to communicate the 


of 


have an extract from the 


The having the greatest number of votes for President shali be Presi- 
dent, if such number be a majority of the whole number of electors appoiated. 













1885. 


The person having the 


the Vice-President, 
ors appointed. 


Mr. KEIFER. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I think the Constitution in this matter 


executes itself. 


Mr. KEIFER. I agree to that; but I insist on the previous ques- 


t 


I do not propose to make a 


greatest ber of votea as Vice-President shall be 
such mamber be ® majority of the whole number of elect- 
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I must now insist on the previous question. 


y friend on the other side to elect our President. 


Mr. KEIFER. The reason I have insisted on the previous question 
is because I hoped we would get to other business. ot 
tant te me whether the resolution be adopted or not; but it is in ac- 


cordance with custom. It is in the same form as a resolution offered 


Mr. COX, of New York. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 
precedent for the future; and I do not want 


It is not impor- 


four years ago by Mr. House, then a member from Tennessee. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 


gentleman 
tion of the 


tleman from Vermont. 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 78, noes 70. 
Mr. KEIFER. Let us have tellers. 


Mr. MOULTON. 


The 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


; nestion is on the motion of the 
from New York [Mr. Cox] to lay on the table the resolu- 
from Ohio as amended by the motion of the gen- 


The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 34, noes 28. 
The SPEAKER pre tempore. 


roll. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I hope the resolution will be read again. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Clerk will 


again the resolution. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. 


I object. 


The Clerk will proceed to call the 


Mr. BAYNE. I hope the resolution will be reported again. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no authority to order 


the resolution reported a third time, when objection has been made. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Cox, of New York, 
and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 137, nays 113, not voting 


73; as follows: 


t, 
Blackburn, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd 


Broadhead, 

Browne, T. M. 

Buchanan, 

Budd, 

Burleigh, 

Burnes, 

Cabell, 

Caldwell, 

Campbell, Felix 
J.E. 


. 


r, 
Cassidy, 
Clardy, 
Converse, 


s. 
Cox, W. R. 


. 


F 


D. B. 


{ 


G. E. 


pa 


F 


w.w. 


FP 


: 


YEAS—137. 
Davis, L. H. Lanham, 
Does ; om 
eumbeiner, Lovering, 
Dowd, . 
Duna, Lyman, 
— MecCoid, 
cS Maybury, 
Elliott, Miller, IF. 
Follett.” mm 1 
Garrison, Morse, 
Geddes. Moulton, 
Gibson, Muldrow, 
Graves, aes 
Greenieaf, Mutohicr, 
Neece, 
Hatch, H. H. O’ Ferrall 
=~: H. O'Neill, J.J. 
Herbert, Peal ” ae: 
Hewitt, A. 8. Pryor, 
Hil, Pusey, 
el oe 
Hunt, Reese. 
—, ag = 
Jeffords, Rockwell, 
Johnson, Rogers, J. H 
Jones, : - Russel 
Jones, J. K. Senes, 
NAYS—113. 
Findlay, McCormick 
Forney, Millard, 
Fyan Morrill, 
Guenther, Nicholls, 
Halsell, Nutting, 
Hammond, O'Neill, Charles 
Ha Y > . 
Hart, Perkins, 
~ T.J Tires, 
-J. Poland, 
Hewinc'G. W. Poze, 
Hiscock, Randall, 
—— uw 
—" Rice, 
Houk, Skinner, C. R. 
Keifer, Skinner, T. G. 
Ketcham, Smith, A. Herr 
ss Senith HY. 
Lewis, Spooner, 
McComas, Stockslager, 


Seymour, 
Shively, 
Singleton, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charies 
Stewart, J. W. 
Swope, 
Talbott, 
aeeuee, J.M. 
ompson, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Wallace 


Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
Wilkins, 


Young. 


Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
















NOT VOTING—73. 

























Arnot, Ellis, Kleiner, Rankin, 
Atkinson, Ferrell, Lacey, Ray, G. W. 
Barr, Foran, Laird, Reed, T. B. 
Belford, Funston, Lamb, Riggs, 
Belmont, George, McAdoo, Robinson, J. 3. 
Blanchard, Glascock, Matson, Rogers, W. F. 
Bowen, Goff, Miller, 8. H. Rosecrans, 
Bratton, Henderson, D. B. Milliken, Shaw, 
Breckinridge. Hitt, Mills Siocum, 
Breitung, Holton, Mitchell, Smalls, 
Buckner, Hooper, Morrison, Sumner, C. A 
Chalmers, Howey, Murray, Throckmorton, 
Cobb, James, Nelson, Weller, 
Cellins, Jones, J. T. Ochiltree, White, J. D 
Cook, Jordan, O'Hara, Whiting, 
Craig, Kean, Payne, Wise, J. 3. 
Curtin, Kelley, Pettibone, 

Deuster, Kellogg, Pheipa, 

Dunham, King, Price, 


So the resolution as amended was laid on the table. 
Mr. LORE moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 
Mr. KEIFER objected. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
On all political questions, until further notice— 
Mr. MORRISON with Mr. JoHN S. WISE. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. Larrp. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. LACEY, for this day. 

Mr. Matson with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. JoRDAN with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. GLASCOCK with Mr. KELLEY. 

* Mr. ForRAN with Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. FERRELL with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. CRala. 

Mr. MuRRAY, with Mr. Henperson, of Iowa. 
Mr. ROSECRANS with Mr. Hooper, on this vote. 
Mr. LAMB with Mr. JAMEs. 

Mr. KING with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. CurTrIN with Mr. Barr. 

Mr. EvLis with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. MILs with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. SLocum, with Mr. Ray, of New York. 

Mr. RieGs with Mr. PAYNE. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 



























NOTIFICATION TO PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT ELECT. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the resolution I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky submits 
a privileged resolution, which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a committee 
of two members of the House be appointed by the House, and one member of 
the Senate be appointed by that body, to wait on Grover Cleveland, of the State 
of New York, and to notify him that he has been duly elected President of the 
United States for four years, commencing with the 4th day of March, 1885; and 
also to notify Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, that he has been 
duly elected Vice-President of the United States for four years, commencing 
with the 4th day of March, 1385. 

Second, That the President of the Senate do make out and sign a certificate in 
the words following : 














CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION. 

Be it known that the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America, having been convened in the city of Washington, onfthe second 
Wednesday in February, in the year of our Lord 1885, the underwritten Presi- 
dent of the Senate pro tempore did, in the presence of the said Senate and House 
of Representatives, open all the certificates and count all the votes of the electors 
for President and Vice-President of the United States; whereupon it appeared 
that Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, had a majority of the votes of 
the electors as President,and Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, had 
a majority of the votes of the electors as Vice-President. 

By all of which it appears that Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, has 
been duly elected President, and Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of Indiana, 
has been duly elected Vice-President, of the United States, ly to the Con- 
stitution, for the term of four years, beginning on the 4th day of March, 1885. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand this —— day of February, 
1385, and have sealed with the seal of the Senate. 

And that the committee hereby inted, when notifying the persons elected 
of their election to the offices of President and Vice-President of the United 
States, shall present te each of them a duly authenticated copy of the foregoing 


certificate. 

Mr. CLAY. I offer that resolution, Mr. Speaker, in accordanee—— 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, by consent of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky I ask him to allow me to move an amendment to that resolu- 
tion, changing the resolution in the statement made that the President 
of the Senate opened and counted the votes, so it will read: ‘‘ That he 
opened the certificates of the electoral votes of the several States, and 
they were counted in the presence of the two Houses.’’ 
; a CLAY. I accept that amendment as a modification of my reso- 
ution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As it is 2 matter of some importance, 
the Chair will ask the gentleman to reduce his amendment to writing. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not think it is necessary to make any extended re- 
marks on the resolution which I have presented. It is in accordance 
with all the precedents heretofore except as to the two most recent 
Presidential elections. I now demand the previous question om my 
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resolution as modified at the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkan- 
eas [Mr. Dunn]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. With the consent of my friend from Ken- 
tucky I move to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert “‘five’’ as the number 
constituting the committee, two on the part of the Senate and three on 
the part of the House. 

Mr. CLAY. That is rather a large committee. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is suggested in deference to the opinion | 
of gentlemen on both sides. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I 
wish to know from the Speaker what rule of the House or clanse of the | 
Constitution justifies the presentation of this resolution as 4 question 
of privilege? 

Mr. CLAY. It has been so regarded from the very beginning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. According to the custom and all the 
precedents such resolution on this day has uniformly been regarded as 
one of the highest privilege. It is not so much a question of rule as it 
is in accordance with the mandate of the Constitution ef the United 
States. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion will be in order when 
the gentleman is recognized as having the floor. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [ Mr. CLAY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLAY. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to yield to me 
not to exceed five minutes. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 


I move to lay the resolution upon the 


I rise to another parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. When can I make the motion to lay 
the whole resolution upon the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can submit that mo- 
tion as seon as he gets the floor. 

The resolution was reported as modified. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless the precedents are uniform—— 

Mr. CLAY. Permit me to state, Mr. Speaker, right here that I ac- 
cept the suggestion of the gentleman from New York[Mr. Cox], and 
will therefore modify the resolution so as to make the committee con- 
sist of five—two from the Senate and three from the House. I will 
now yield the floor to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, unless the precedents have been uni- 
formly in favor of such action as is proposed by the last clause of this 
resolution, providing for the execution of a certificate of election of the 
President and Vice-President by the presiding officer of the Senate— 
I say unless the precedents are uniform in that direction, and I think 
they are not, I must, as a member of the House, object to that portion 
of the resolution. 

The declaration of the result of the count is unquestionably proper— 
the counting of the votes. The appointmentof a committee of the two 
Houses of Congress to wait upon the President and Vice-President elect 
andinform them of the result of the countis for manifest reasons proper. 
Beyond that I do not think the House shouldgo. Ithink the action of 
the two Houses ought to terminate right there;.and therefore I say 
again that, unless my friend from Kentucky [Mr. CLAY] has found the 
precedents uniformly recognizing some other attestation than the simple 
declaration of the result of the counting of the vote, I hope he will con- 
sent that the last part of the resolution which provides for the official 
certificate of the President of the Senate be stricken out. 

It is clearly apparent, Mr. Speaker, from what has occurred in the 
history of this country to what perils the Government might be exposed’ 
in the future if it was recognized that the title under which the office 
of President and Vice-President shall be held required some other pro- 
cedure than a compliance with the simple requirements of the Consti- 
tution of the result of the count. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I can not say in response to the gentleman 
from Indiana that the precedents are entirely uniform, but in the elec- 
tion of General Washington, the first President, that form was pursued. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, well; what was good enough for Washington 
ought to be good enough for us. [Langhter. 

Mr. CLAY. In the election of Mr. Harrison that same form was 
pursued. In the election of General Grantin his second term, and Mr. 
Lincoln, I think, it was also pursned. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But, as I understand the gentleman, it has not 
been the uniform practice? 

, as I have stated. 


Mr. CLAY. It has not been uniformly 
There is not then a uniform line of precedents—oc- 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
casional instances only of such a verification as is 
think we ought not to follow and give new forceto a 
dent, and one which experience demonstrated might, in an unfor- 
tunate contingency 
danger the public safety. It is a precedent that we certainly should 
not now 
sult of the count, in the manner 


Constitution, and 


by the 
the appointment of a committee to inform the citizens chosen for Presi- 


dent and Vice-President of their 


is as far as we can, in my 
judgment, go with safety. I eee from Kentucky [Ms 
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CLAY] will consent that all of the resolution shall be omitted except 
the part providing for the committee. 


at all it is very proper that the persons elected to the offices of Presi- 


| Sary or that it is required by the Constitution. 


| tion. 
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Mr. CLAY. I think, Mr. Speaker, that if this resolution be proper 
dent and Vice-President should have that information given to them 
and the certificates of election at the same time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman will not hold that it is neces- 

Mr. CLAY. It is not necessary, nor is it required by the Constitu- 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to strike out all of that portion of 
the resolution which provides for the certificate—all after the first clause. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. CLAY. I have said that I did not regard it as necessary, no: 
is it required by the Constitution; but it is well known that the Pres- 
ident and Vice-President elect do not know officially the fact of their 
election unless such action shall be taken by the Co This sim- 
ply prescribes that an official notification shall be sent to them. At 
present there is nothing but the statement in the public press of the 
country. 

I have agreed to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio[ Mr. 
KEIFER]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 235) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Augusta, Me.; and also that the Senate had passed a 
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 2609) to provide a permanent reservation for the Indians 
in Northern Montana, and for other purposes. 


NOTIFICATION TO PRESIDENT-ELECT. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I shall not perhaps occupy that much 
time. I rise to say, sir, simply that this resolution, in so far as it is 
necessary under the Constitution and the laws of the United States, in 
the matter of determining the election of the President and Vice-Presi- 
dent, is wholly Like the resolution just laid upon the 
table it is not one of the essential things in the determination of the 
result of the count of the electoral votes. But, like that resolution, it 
may be a matter of courtesy on the part of the Congress of the United 
States, that witnessed the count of the electoral vote and the ascertain- 
ment of the result, that the officers who are elected by that count should 
have a proper notification. That is all. 

Whether Grover Cleveland receives a notice through the newspa- 
pers of the day, through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, or by notifica- 
tion sent by the Vice-President, or through the action of a committee 
that may be sent by the two Houses of Congress, or not at all, it makes 
no difference so far as concerns the question as to who will be the Presi- 
dent-of the United States for four years from the 4th of March next. 

But, sir, I maintain that there are sufficient precedents for the adop- 
tion of this resolution. They are not uniform, it is true, from the be- 
ginning of Presidential elections down to the present time, but there 
are precedents, and of a character that it seems to me are well worth 
following. In the important act of electing a Chief Magistrate of the 
United States, when we have done all that is essential and gone through 
all of the requisite forms, it is due the dignity of that high office, and 
to the — elected to it, that we should notify him in some form. 
There are many things which we do which do not belong to and can 
not be classified as absolu mm feo essential, and yet they are important and 
in accordance with right good policy. If the notification of the 
a of a —— to the high office of President and another to the 

h office of Vice-President is only a courtesy, I would still give it. 

e have had twenty-five elections for Presidential terms. In seven 
cases there have been re-elections of persons who were President. 
Washi nm was re-elected, Jefferson was re-elected, Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson, Lincoln, and Grant were each re-elected to the office of Presi- 
dent of ‘the United States. My recollection now is, from having ex- 
amined the question some time since, that in each of these cases 0! 
re-election at least there were committees sent to notify the Presi- 
dent-elect of his election to the office of President of the United States. 
I do not say that this has been uniformly the case, but in some instances 
it has been the practice. 

In other cases the at oso | has been to send a notification in writing 
over the of the ‘President of the Senate to the person electe( 
President of the United States and tothe person elected Vice-President 
of the United States. In some instances has called on the 
President-elect after he was notified to send notice to the Vice-Presi- 
dent-elect of his election. But there are numerous instances that form 
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ution. Therefore I vote for this resolution. 
— COSGROVE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio a que 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Obio 
has expired. 
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Mr. COSGROVE. Then I will address to the Chair a parliamentary 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Is it not customary for all joint resolutions to be 
signed by the presiding officers ef one or other or both bodies? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itis. But this is not a joint resolution. 
It is a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CLay] 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out all of the resolution put the 
first clause? , : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a motion now pending, made 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Josrru D. TAyLor], as the Chair 
understands, to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr.WASHBURN. I thought the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. JosEPH 
D. TAYLOR] was not allowed to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Ohio to make that motion, and that this discussion was going on 
by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understood the Chair to say he would recog- 
nize the gentleman from Ohio to make that motion when it was in or- 
der to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. CLAy] claim he was holding the floor to the exclusion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to make the motion to lay on the table? 

Mr. CLAY. Ido. I now move the previous question on the reso- 
lution as amended, and the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hotman], which proposesto strike out that part of the resolution 
that relates to the certificate. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is to say, it proposes to strike out all 
after the first clause of the resolution. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The motion to lay on the table is not de- 
batable. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is notdebatable. Butthe 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] rises to makea parliamentary in- 
quiry. The gentleman will state it. 

*Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to know whether the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CLAY] accepts the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Kentucky has 
no sueh power. It is for the House to determine whether the amend- 
ment shall be adopted or not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That amendment is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is pending. The question is on 
 < -egaes of the gentleman from Ohio to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Which 
motion has precedence ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to lay on the table. The 
gentleman from Kentucky has asked the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution he has submitted, subject to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana; and, pending that demand, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoserH D. TAYLOR] moves to lay the 
motion on the table. 

The question taken on the motion to lay on the table, there 
were—ayes 38, 08. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. ,Is itnot necessary for a vote to be taken on the amend- 
ment which I suggested and offered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was objection, 
and the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN] was 
aecepted without objection. 

Mr. DUNN. is sufficient. 

Mr. ROGERS, of"Arkansas. Before the vote is taken on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana we desire to hear how the resolu- 
“_* a if amended. 

[ AKER tempore. Does the gentleman ask for the reread- 

~~ the resolution ? “$ . 

if the ROGERS, tk ne. I a for the rereading of what is left, 
portion w ntleman from Indiana moves to strike 

—" — out. 8 7 

5 AKER pro tempore. Unless there be objection the resolu- 
tion will be read as proposed to be amended by the gentleman from In- 

Mr. HOBLITZELL and Mr. KEIFER objected. 























Mr. KEIFER. I shall not object to the rereading after the previous 


question shall have been ordered. 
XVI——97 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question js upon the demand of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CLAy] for the previous question 
on the resolution and the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous ques- 
tion was ordered; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, I do not object to the resolution being read 
again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. Unless there be 
objection the Clerk will report the resolution as it will read if amended 
as proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That a commit- 
tee of three members of the House of Representatives be appointed by the 
House, and two members of the Senate be appointed by that body, to wait on 
Grover Cleveland, of the State of New York, and to notify him that he has been 
duly elected President of the United States for four years, commencing with the 
4th of March, 188%; and also to notify Thomas A. Hendricks, of the State of 
Indiana, that he has been duly elected Vice-President of the United States for 
four years, commencing with the 4th of March, 1885. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Kentucky rise ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to have the resolution re- 
ported again. I think it states we believe that Grover Cleveland was 
elected. I donot. I believe that there were forty districts in which 
there was no election. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is net in order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. CLAY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the phraseology of that 
resolution should be changed so as to make it read: ‘‘Commencing on 
the 4th ad? of March,’’ instead of ‘‘commencing with the 4th day of 
March.’’ If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CLAY] will look at 
the resolution I am sure he will see the propriety of the change. 

Mr. CLAY. The Constitution fixes the time. 

Mr. HUNT. But the proper language should be used. 

Mr. CLAY. I think that is rather a technical point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the modification 
of the resolution as suggested? ([Callsof ‘‘ Regularorder!’’ ‘‘ Regular 
order !’’} 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEOKUK, IOWA, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The 
regular order is the consideration of the unfinished business under the 
hour provided by the special rule. The Clerk will finish the reading 
of the report on the pending bill (H. R. 483) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Keokuk, Iowa. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the report as printed earlier in 
this RECORD. ‘ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Mc- 
Corp] would consent to make the amount named in that bill $75,000 
instead of $100,000. As prices are new, $75,000 is money enough to 
build a good, substantial building. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate in oppo- 
sition to the bill has expired. The gentleman from iowa [Mr. McCo1p] 
has five minutes of his time left. Does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
WARNER] desire more time ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment is notin order, because 
the bill is not yet before the House. 

«Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I have already yielded to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] to reduce the amount 
from $150,000 to $100,000. The Secretary of the Treasury submitted 
an estimate stating that $150,000 was necessary; but I have accepted 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [|Mr. HoLMAN], and I 
do not think it would be wise to reduce the amount below that. I only 
want to say further, in addition to what is stated in the report, that at 
Keokuk they have an iron bridge across the river which cost a million 
dollars, the finest bridge across the Mississippi north of Saint Louis; 
they have there a canal which has cost the Government $5,000,000; they 
have as fine a national cemetery as there is in the country; they have 
there the engineers in charge of the Government works; they doa whole- 
sale grocery business larger than is done in any other place in the State 
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of Lowa, and a wholesale dry-goods business larger than any other in 
lowa—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
was exhausted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated that the time for de- 
bate in opposition to the bill was exhausted. The gentleman from 
Iowa had exhausted none of the time in favor of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But the first five minutes was exhausted 
in reading the first part of the report. 

Mr. McCOLD. That was not in my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the report was called 
for without reference to the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. McCOID. I will only add that I have been in this House a 
long time and have never asked a measure that was not a proper one, 
and | believe that those who know me know that I would not ask for 
the passage of a bill of which I had any doubt as to its justice, pro- 
priety, or economy. I ask the House to pass this bill, and I hope that 
no one will object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I shall not object myself, but when the 
proper time comes I shall offer an amendment to reduce the amount 
to $75,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill ? 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

The question was taken, and seven members objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But seven members have objected, 
not a sufficient number, and the bill is before the House for considera- 
tion 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I move to strike out the words “ one hun- 
dred ’’ before the word ‘‘thousand’’ and substitute the words ‘* sev- 
enty-five,’’ so as to make the amount $75,000 instead of $100,000. 

The House divided; and only 18 members voted in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed. 
: Mr. McCOID moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ° 






















Mr. Speaker, I thought the time for debate 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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HEIRS OF MARY JANE VEAZIE. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 851) 
for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the sum of $5,440 be, and the same is Prevy, appro- 
priated, out of any pone in the Treasury not otherwise aqgecetiotrs. te pay 
the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, deceased, late of Natchez, Miss., for property 
taken for the use of the United States troops stationed at Natchez, Miss. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 
Strike out “ $5,440" and insert ‘‘$2,500.”’ 


Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, a bill similar to this was intro- 
duced in the Senate during the Forty-seventh Congress, was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims of that body, was unanimously indorsed 
by that committee, was passed by the Senate without ition, came 
to this House, was referred to the War Claims Committee of this body, 
‘was reported favorably, and went upon the Calendar, but was never 
considered by the House for want of time. The present bill was intro- 
duced in this House at this session and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, who have reported it with an amendment cutting down 
the amount allowed to $2,500. The bill having received the favorable 
consideration of my friend from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] as a subcommittee, 
and having been reported favorably by the Committee on War Claims, 
I think everybody will agree that there can be no objection to it. The 
loyalty of the parties, the taking of the property for the use of the 
Army, and the value of the property have been fully established. It 
seems to me there can be no objection to the bill. There is a report 
from the Committee on War Claims. If any gentleman so desires, it 
can be read. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. SINGLETON.” So I understand. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think the report had better be read. 

The report (by Mr. GEDDES) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 351) for 
tho seated the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, deceased, submit the following re- 
port: 

The facts out of which this claim for relief arises will be found stated in Senate 
report of the Committee on Claims, No. 406, first session Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, hereto appended. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report baek the bill 
with the recommendation that it do , with an amendment, as follows: 

Insert in the third line, in place of ion ‘* five thousand four hundred and 
a the words “ two thousand five hundred.” 

“The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred a bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Jane Veazie, having examined the same, make the following 

“Tt “eee from the evidence and papeus om dis tu: Giana tat Hem 
1863, to mber, 1863, there was taken from the plantation 
Mrs. Mary Jane Veazie, near the city of Natchez, in the county of Adams, 
State of Mississippi, by the military authorities of the Government, for 
the United States troops then in the permanent occupation of that d 
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and stationed at said post,certain property belonging to the said Mary Ja 
Veazie, for which the present bill proposes to make her compensation. She 
describes the property taken, and states her account against the Governmen 
as follows: 


Two horses, at $150 each ; one carriage, $200..........:..cccccccseccseereereereenereceeeeces $500 
ET EE | 
Fifty-six head of neat cattle, at $20............cc.-ccecreeenereeresscrneeeeeerennecseceneeserrens L, 120 
Weber WN Bae BIE on. cc cc cscccecesccecive.ccececvece scccsvncosces boscevsenseccesseseoscoseeosecees . Bo 
Twenty-five brood mares, at $50..............00..-0.0cscssseesenreeecenenseneeceees eorseemeceees 1, 250 
One hundred and fifty cords of wood, at $3..............000.ccccccsseceeserenmennceenre 450 
Three frame houses, at $200, $185, and $155............... eaeitinpanhepunastahemndgmedan 520 
Two bales of cotton, 420 pounds each = 840 pounds, at $1..................c0000000 B40 


th ccnmiprienveen soeenconse 5,440 

“ Which amount she claims under the act of Congress of July 4, 1864. She states 
that no receipt or voucher was given her for her property ; that she had no one 
to attend to the matter, her husband being absent at the time, employed in the 
custom-house at New Orleans, La., while she was prevented from looking after 
the business in person by the long protracted and fatal sickness of her little 
child. It is clearly established by a number of credible witnesses,who were in 
a position to know, and who testify to the fact as of their own knowledge, that 
the above-described property was actually taken in 1863 from the said Mary Jane 
Veazie for the use of the United States Army stationed in and around the city 
of Natchez, and that the charges which she has made were the fair market 
prices therefor at the time and place the same was taken. 

“Tt is also shown that Judge James H. Veazie, the husband of the said Mary 
Jane Veazie, was a loyal and consistent Union man, devoted to the Government 
and Union of the States; that he opposed secession, and gave no aid to the rebell- 
ion ; and that in 1863, when his wife's property was taken as aforesaid, he was em- 
ployed in the custom-house at New Orleans. In 1864, 1865, and 1866 he was em- 
ployed as cashier of the assistant treasury in that city. A others who 
testify to Judge Veazie’s loyalty is General Stewart Van Vliet, assistant quarter- 
master United States Army, who says, ‘I know that he was a loyal citizen during 
the war and is so now.’ It is also clearly established by the affidavits of severa! 
credible parties, well acquainted with Mrs. Veazie, that she shared fully her 
husband's sentiments and devotion to the Union; that she and her family were 
loyal to the Government, and gave no aid to the rebellion. Her property havin, 
been a priated to the use of the Government, ber right to compensation, in 
the opinion of your committee, comes within the spirit, if not the letter, of the act 
of July 4, 1864. But the items of $200 for carriage and $840 for two bales of cotton 
taken from claimant, can not be properly regarded as a n army supp! y 
and should be rejected. Your committee accordingly recommend that the bil! 
for relief of claimant be amended by striking out the words ‘ five thousand fou: 
hundred and forty dollars,’ in the third line of the bill, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words ‘twenty-five hundred dollars,’ and, as thus amended, the 
committee recommend the passage of the bill by the Senate.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (before the reading of the report was 
concluded). The first five minutes allowed for debate on this bill have 
expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, obtained the floor, and said: I ask that 
the residue of the report be read in my time. 

The reading of the report was then concluded. 

Mr. HORR. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill why this claim was not presented before the proper tribunal at the 
proper time, in the proper way, and adjusted through the regular chan- 
nel? 

Mr. SINGLETON. The answer to that question appears in the re- 
port. In the first place, the husband of Mrs. Veazie was absent from 
home, being at New Orleans, in the employment of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. In the second place, he was in the later years of his life 
very much afflicted. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, this claim arose in my district 
and the difficulties which prevented its earlier presentation and adjust- 
ment have been correctly stated by my colleague [Mr. SINGLETON | 
I happen to know—not personally, it is true, but from report about 
which there can be no doubt—that the husband of this lady was absent 
in New Orleans in Federal employ. 

Mr. HORR. When? 

Mr. VAN EATON. During the war, and at the time of the occur- 
rences out of which this claim arises. . 

Mr. HORR. Very well; what prevented him from making the claim 
in the usual way and getting it allowed as other claims were ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Because he was at the time exceedingly afflicted, 
being in impaired health both mentally and physically. 

Mr. SINGLETON. So that he afterward died. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Yes; and in the later years of his existence he 
became so poor, I understand, that his library was sold inorder to fur- 
nish the means of his support. 

I know further that in our section of the country this is regarded as 
a just claim, if any claim can be just, a just claim for the whole amount 
originally named in the bill. Inasmuch as the sum has been cut down 
by the committee to $2,500, I believe the least this House can do is to 
allow this amount. 

One word with regard to the loyalty of these parties. I happen to 
know that they were not popular at all in that portion of the country 
because they were loyal: While the fact that they remained loyal is 
no recommendation to me, it does bring the case within the usages unde: 
the law. I repeat that in my portion of the country the claim is re- 
garded as in every sense just, if ever a claim was just; and I happen to 
know the feeling of that community in this matter, as the claim origi- 


a eee or tee. 
Mr. BROWNE, 














Indiana. If I understand this , the com- 
mittee find that $4,400 is due the claimants in this case. I would like 
to know why the amount has been cut down to $2,500. Is it because 
of the loyalty of the claimants? 

i, ~ eames The claim has been cut down from $5,440 to 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. So I understand. The committee de- 
duct $840 for two bales of cotton and $200 for a carriage. That would 
Meat. SiNGLETON. The committee has reduced the amount still 
te BROWN E, of Indiana. But why? Because the claimants were 
loyal or because the Government of the United States has for years de- 
layed payment ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. I can not say. — ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate on this 
bill has expired. Is there objection to its present consideration ? The 
Chair hears none, and the bill is before the House. ; 

The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was 

to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISSUE OF DUPLICATE CHECKS. 
Mr. PETTIBONE. I move to take up for present consideration the 
bill (S. 1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 3646 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended to read as follows: - ; 

‘* Whenever any original check is lost, stolen, or destroyed, disbursing officers 
and agents of the United States are authorized, after the expiration of six 
months and withir three years from the date of such check, to issue a duplicate 
check; and the Treasurer, assistant treasurers, and designated depositaries of 
the United States are directed to pay such duplicate checks, upon notice and 
proof of the loss of the original checks, under such regulations in regard to 
their issue and payment, and upon the execution of such bonds, with sureties, 
to indemnify the United States, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe. This section shall not apply to any check exceeding in amount the sum 
of $2,500." 

Mr. PETTIBONE. This bill simply strikes out in section 3446 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States the limitation of $1,000 and 
inserts $2,500. There are now about thirty bills pending in this House 
restoring lost checks, and this bill will let them all in and allow the 
Secretary of the Treasury and other disbursing officers of the United 
States, on the filing of proper refunding bonds, to issue duplicate checks 
in place of those which have been lost to the amount of $2,500 instead 
of $1,000. It applies to pension ckecks as well as to quartermaster’s 
cheeks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HILL. LIobject. I am not satisfied this important change in 
the statutes should be made without consideration. It seems to me it 
throws wide open the doors of the Treasury to all sorts of petty frauds. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The bill hag received the consideration of the 
Committee on Claims and been unanimously reported by them. It 
simply authorizes the very parties who issued checks to issue duplicates 


the filing on the part of the claimants of a sufficient refunding bond, 
and after a proper time has elapsed. 

Mr. HILL. Is it accompanied by a report of any committee? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Yes. There are now over thirty-five cases pend- 
ing in this House which this legislation will cover. 

Mr. HILL. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A word on the bill. It has always seemed to me 
the law is too narrow in providing for the issue of duplicate checks. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. You can not get the Senate to go higher. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It should embrace not simply duplicate checks, 
but it should also authorize the issuing of duplicate certificates of de- 
posit in subtreasuries. There is no general law on that subject now. 
I had occasion a short time ago to inquire at the Treasury Department 
whether a duplicate certificate of money deposited in a subtregsury 
could be issued, and was informed it could not be done. This legisla- 
tion should be broad enough to cover all these cases, checks on the one 
hand and certificates of deposit on the other. But I will not embarrass 
this measure, which, of course, is right. It changes the law only in in- 

the amount. 

Mr. MORRILL. The present law authorized the issue of duplicate 
oon . the amount of $1,000, and this simply increases that amount 

wy * 

There was no objection; and the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accerdingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETTIBONE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DETROIT, MICH. 


Mr.MAYBURY. [call up for present consideration the bill (S. 1609) 
to provide for the of a site and the erection of a abies build- 


ing thereon at Detroit, Mich. 





and directed to sell, at public auction, for cash, and after thirty days’ advertise 
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The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a suitable lot of land in the city of Detroi 
county of Wayne, and State of Michigan, and cause to be erected on the grounds 
so purchased a building suitable for the accommodation of the courts of the 
United States, of the custom-house, post-office, pension office and other Govern- 
ment offices in that city. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said 
building shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall not 
exceed for the site and building complete the sum of $900,000: Provided, That the 
site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings 
by an open space of not less than forty feet, including streets and alleys; and no 
money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Michigan shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal law of said State and 
the service of civil process therein: Provided, Thatif the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall deem it advisable to use for said purpose the site now owned by the 
United States,upon part of which the post-office and custom-house building 
now stands, he may do so; and should he further deem said site insufficient, he 
may enlarge the same by the purchase of additional adjoining grounds. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Treasury, in the event of the selection and pu 
chase under this act of a site other than thai now owned and occupied by thy 
United States within said city of Detroit, be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to sell at public auction, for cash, after thirty days’ advertisement of 
the time, place, and terms of sale, the property in the city of Detroit purchased 
by him for the erection of a public building under and by virtue of an act of Con- 
gress approved May 25, 1882, entitled “An act to provide forthe erection of a 
public building at Detroit, Mich.;’’ and the moneys received from such sale 
shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States 

Src. 3. That in the event of the purchase and use of an entire new site, the 
after the erection of the building provided for in the first section of this act, or 
at such a time as the exigencies and needs of the public business may render 
such action prudent and desirable, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 


ment of the time, place, and terms of sale, the property or site now owned and 
occupied by the United States as a post-office, custom-house, and for other offices 
of the United States; and the money received from such sale shall be covered 
into the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury may, in his discretion, delay the sale of the property referred to in the 
second section of this act, and offer the same for sale jointly with the property 
referred to in this section of this act, and in like manner and terms: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in any and every case of an attempted 
sale, shall be authorized and empowered to reject any bid which in his opinion 
shall be less than the value of the property or part thereof offered for sale under 
the provisions of this act, and reotfer the same for sale in the matter above pro- 
vided until the said property shall bring a fair price. 

Sec. 4. That an act cntitled “An act to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Detroit, Mich.,’’ approved May 25, 1882, being chapter 187 of volume 
22 of the Statutes of the United States, is hereby repealed: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed as in any manner affecting the ap- 
propriation so far made for the purpose contemplated in that act, but that the 
same shall be available to be applied in effecting the objects sought under the 
provisions of this act. 


Mr. MAYBURY. Mr. Speaker, I will state to thé House that this 
bill is precisely similar in its text to the bill reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House. I have 
not the time to state all the facts which perhaps should be stated to this 
House, but I assume the House will take cognizance of the fact this 
building is asked for a city of 175,000 people, with two dependencies 
numbering some 25,000 more, making a community of 200,000 people 

I will devote the few minutes left to me in giving to the House a com- 
parison of the appropriation made in this bill with those made for erec- 


| tion of public buildings in thirty-one cities of this Union. I have 


whee iis itively proved they have been lost or destroyed, and on selected for the purpose of this comparison no mean cities. I have 


omitted the citiesof New York, Brooklyn, Boston, Chicago, Saint Louis, 
and San Francisco, and have taken cities of like character with the city 
of Detroit, many of them, indeed most of them, not of the same com- 
mercial impor.ance of that city. I have selected such citiesas Albany, 
N. Y.; Charleston, S. C.; Hartford, Conn.; Louisville, Ky.; Memphis, 
Tenn.; New Orleans, La.; Portland, Oreg.; Portland, Me.; Toledo, 
Ohio, &c. I have made a comparison of the appropriations made for 
the public buildings in those thirty-one cities with that proposed in 
this bill. 

My comparison has been made first upon the ratio of population, and 
upon that the city of Detroit would receive a little less than three mill- 
ions of money. I have made a comparison upon the basis of the re- 
ceipts of public moneys—first, if you please, the postal receipts. The 
postal revenue for Detroit last year was $303,126.02. The postal rev- 
enue from the thirty-one cities to which I have referred was $3,361, - 
220. Striking an average on this basis would give to the city of Detroit 
$1,865,272. 


Now I have made a comparison also upon the basis of the number of 


| 
public buildings and the number of employés in the service of the Gov- 

| exament and it shows these figures: In the thirty-one cities I have 
mentioned the cost of public buildings is $19,000,000; the total num- 
ber of Government employés is 1,730. In Detroit there are three hun- 
dred and six public employés, one hundred and ninety-six of whom 
require office-room. On this plan of comparison the appropriation for 
Detroit would be $2,480,000. 

I have made also an estimate upon the basis of the customs revenue 
derived from these thirty-one cities, which aggregates $5,150,600. At 
Detroit last year $406,000 was collected. Taking this as the gauge 
of comparison, the appropriation for the city of Detroit would be 
$1,580,528. The total internal revenue derived from these cities was 
$24,537,236. The internal revenue collected at Detroit was $1,251,000. 
Upon this basis the appropriation would be 31,016,207. ‘ 

I have made a further estimate, sir, based upon the total revenues 
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derived from these cities from all sources, which will be found to ag- 
gregate $33,000,000. For Detroit it amounts to $1,970,280, on which 
basis the appropriation for that city would be $1,180,406. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate in sup- 
port of this measure has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was not able to understand clearly 
the effect of this bill from the hasty reading, and I beg to make some 
inquiries of the gentleman from Michigan with reference to it. In the 
first place it proposes to limit the cost, as I understand it, to $900,000, 
proposing either to build upon the present site or to select a new site. 
If a new site is purchased is it proposed that the proceeds of the sale of 
the old site shall be added to the $900,000 for the new building? 

Mr. MAYBURY. No,sir. The bill especially states that the money 
realized from the sale of the present site shall be covered into the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand, then, sir, that part of the bill. 

Now I think, perhaps, the amount suggested—$900,000—while in 
pointof fact it is notlarger than undoubtedly, asthe gentleman says, we 
have appropriated for other large cities, is still, I think,a greater sum 
than is required. 

We have been so extreme in our extravagance in regard to the erec- 
tion of public buildings throughou. the country for many years past 
that the country has protested against it. I think my friend ought to 
consent to the naming of a more reasonable sum for the erection of this 
building than the amount fixed in the bill. Nine hundred thousand 
dollars, as I understand it, is mentioned in the bill for that purpose— 
that is to say, for the purchase of the site and the erection of the build- 
ing. 

Mr. MAYBURY. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the purchase of the site and the construction 
of the building. Now I suggest that $700,000, or at the extreme 

750,000, would be ample for all the purposes named. 

The revenues mentioned by the gentleman do not indicate to any 
material extent the importance of this locality for a public building. 
Unimportant towns comparatively have the same-claim. One in sight 
of where I live pays $3,000,000 into the public Treasury, and yet that 
furnishes no reason for the erection of a public building there. I ask 
the gentleman, therefore, before the time expires for calling for objec- 
tions to the consideration of this bill, that in the event of a new site 
being purchased the same proposition shall be incorporated in this bill 
which was adopted a short time ago with reference to another bill, the 
bill immediately preceding this, and that it shall apply to this; that if 
a new site is purchased the plan of this building shall not be adopted 
until after the purchase of such site, and that then the balance of the 
appropriation remaining only shall be applied to this purpose. Will 
the gentleman consent to that? 

Mr. MAYBURY. Mr. Speaker, I will state, if permitted to do so, 
in answer to the gentleman from Indiana, that when this matter was 
considered before the Senate committee the appropriation to be reported 
was fixed at one and a half million of dollars; and at my own sugges- 
tion the committee of this House—acting on my recommendation—re- 
ported the amount now fixed in the bil). 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I am not asking as to the amount of appropri- 
ation, but to the limitation as to the remainder after purchasing the 
site; that the remainder only shall be expended in the construction of 
the building. The site is first to be purchased and the balance of this 
appropriation only applied to the building. 

Mr. MAYBURY. As I understand the gentleman from Indiana, I 
see no objection to his suggestion. Thatis to say, that if the siteshall 
be purchased with the $900,000 the building shall be erected out of the 
remainder. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that there be considered also as pending the 
proposed amendment to reduce the amount to $750,000. 

Mr. MAYBURY. I think that there has been some controversy in 
the minds of gentlemen with reference to this question, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Indiana, of this extension of the appropriation for 
similar pur . The statute in force would prevent that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is inoperative. 

Mr. MAYBURY. But the statute exists and makes it a penal of- 
fense for any officer of the Government to extend the appropriation by 

lans or specifications involving a larger ex iture. 

° mm HOLMAN. Now I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk., 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not yet before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before objections are called for I presume it is un- 
derstood that both those amendments may be offered. 

Mr. MAYBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But there is the further question, Does 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MAYBURY ] accept thatamendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan has no 
power to accept any amendment. The Chair understands it is agreed 
the amendments shall be offered. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration cf the bill? 

Objection was made by two members—not a sufficient number. 


Yes, sir. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is before the House for action. E the 
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The question is on the amendments of the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. HoLtMAN], which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The first proposition is to strike out $900,000 and 
insert $750,000; and then I propose to add the following language 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for a division of the two propositions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will order a division of the 
question. 

The Clerk read the amendments proposed by Mr. HOLMAN, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out ‘* $900,000” and insert ** $750,000.”’ 

And add as a proviso to the bill the following : 

* Provided, however, That if a new site shall be purchased for said building, as 
heretofore authorized, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury after 
the site for said building shall have been purchased to cause a plan and specifica- 
tions of said building to be prepared, which said plan and specifications shal! not 
involve an expenditure in the erection and completion of said building and the 
approaches thereto exceeding the portion of said $750,000 remaining after the site 
of said building shall have been paid for. And no plan for said building shal! 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure exceed- 
ing the sum so remaining after paying for the site of said building.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. A division of the question being permitted, in the 
event of the first proposition being voted down it would be necessary 
to modify the second so as to make the amount correspond with the 
amount named on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the question is sus- 
ceptible of division. The question will first be on the first amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana to reduce the amount. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that if 
the motion to decrease the amount is voted down, the amount in the 
second amendment can then be increased. 

Mr. MAYBURY. I call for the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is understood the motion may be made to in- 
crease the amount in the second amendment if the first should be voted 
down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands it will be in 
order to make the second amendment correspond with the effect of the 
vote of the House on the first amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MAYBURY moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is first on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana { Mr. HOLMAN] to reduce the 
amount provided in this bill from $900,000 to $750,000. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 43, noes 107. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A quorum not having voted, I ask that we may 
have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a question of order. 
the special rule has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The hour has expired. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 
The motion was agreed to—two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND rose. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I desire to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will reeognize the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] after he has heard the gentleman 
trom Ilinois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills; pending which the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Roc- 
ERS] rises to make a privileged report. 

CLAIM AGENTS AND ATTORNEYS IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I am directed by the Select Committee 
on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay to report. back the 
Senate bill No. 2511, and to ask for its immediate consideration under 
the previous order of the House. 

Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill (S, 2511) relating to claim agents and attorneys in pension cases. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I inquire of the Chair is this bill privileged for 
consideration ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say it is. This bill 
was referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, with power to report it back at any time, which, 
in the view of the ir, carries with it the right to consideration. 
The question of i however, may be raised against the bill. 
The Chair holds the committee under the order of the House had the 





The hour under 





to report the bill back at any time for immediate consideration 
absence of any question of consideration being raised. 
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Mr. HORR. How does the bill come before the House at the pres- 
ent time? ’ : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair has just stated, as plainly | 
and distinctly as he can, that the House ordered this bill to be referred | 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back | 
Pay, with power to report it back at any time; and the committee has | 
now reported it back. 

Mr. HORR. And it goes to the Calendar. | 

| 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair thinks not, and has just 
stated that the power to report back at any time carries with it the | 
right to consideration, subject to the'right of every member to raise the | 
question of consideration to be determined by the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to aquestionof order. At the time this 
bill was reported the House was about to divide on my motion that 
the House should resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. I ask if a privileged report can intervene to 
prevent the question being taken on my motion’ Uys 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House was not “ dividing’’ on 
the gentleman’s motion, which is the language of the rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My motion was pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], stating to the House at the same 
time that he would recognize the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Ro@ERs] to make a privileged report. The Chair does not think the 
point of order well taken. The motion of the gentleman from I1linois 
bad not been voted upon. 

Mr. HORR. I do not see how the gentleman from Illinois, who had 
taken the floor and announced his purpose to proceed with the appro- 
priation bill, could be taken off the floor by another bill thrust in here 
without the knowledge of any one. It does seem to me a queer pro- 
ceeding. It is different from anything I have ever seen in this House 
before. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has the gentleman any point of order 
to raise? 

Mr. HORR. I do raise a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, HORR. I make the point that this bill can not come back to 
the House in this way except simply to be placed upon the Calendar, 
as it would be, in the first instance, when it came over from the Sen- 
ate. 

The SPEAKER pro . The Chair overrules the point of order, 
and states again, for the third time, this bill was referred to the com- 
mittee with an order from the House to report it back at any time, which 
order, in the judgment of the Chair, in conformity to the uniform rulings 
of the Chair, carries with it the right of consideration, subject to the 
point of consideration being raised by any gentleman. The Chair goes 
further, and states that the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. TowNSHEND ] 
had moved that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for a certain purpose; the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] then rose with a motion of higher priv- 
ilege, just as any gentleman in the House might have risen and moved 
that the House adjourn, which would have taken precedence over the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND], as did the 
—s _— the gentleman from. Arkansas. The Chair so ruled and still 
80 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the Chair hold that the motion I made 
does not take precedence of the report of the gentleman from Arkansas | 
[ Mr. RocErs]? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that the repart of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. RoGERs] takes precedence of the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND]. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regu- 
lar order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, is it not in the power of the majority 
of the House to proceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated more than once 
that the question of consideration may be raised by any member. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order, and I call 
for the previous question. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to the question of consideration, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the demand 
for the previous question is not in order until the bill has been read. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consideration upon 
this bill at this time, in order that the House may go on with the ap- 

t pro tempore. Thequestion of consideration was first 
raised by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWNSHEND]. As many 
as are in favor of proceeding with the consideration of the bill reported 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] will say “ ay ’’—— 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill for 
“i SPEAKER 

/ pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas with- 
draws the bill, and the question recurs upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ‘TowNsHEND] that the House do now resolve 
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itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7785), with the Senate amend- 
ments, and have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being no objection, it will be so 
ordered. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND]. Before putting that motion the Chair will lay 
before the House a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles 
when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 235) providing for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Augusta, Me.; and 

A bill (S. 591) for the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley. 

CIVIL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage; which was referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

In compliance with the act of Congress approved January 16, 1883, entitled 
“An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” the 
Civil Service Commission has made to the President its second annual report. 
That report is herewith transmitted. The commission is in the second year of 
its existence. The President congratulates the country upon the success of its 
labors, commends the subject to the favorable consideration of Congress, and 
asks for an appropriation to continue the work. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, February 11, 1885. 
REMOVAL OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for subsistence and removal of certain Eastern 
Cherokee Indians; which was referred to the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

GAS-PIPES IN PENSION BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of an appropriation for gas-pipes in the United 
States pension building; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Supervising Architect recommending an increase in the limit of cost 
of the public building at Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT DALLAS, TEX., AND OXFORD, MISS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a recommendation from the 
Supervising Architect for the extension of the limit of cost of public 
buildings at Dallas, Tex., and Oxford, Miss. ; which was referred to he 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DUNHAM, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 

for five days, on account of important business. 
BILLS REFERRED. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, reported from 
the Committee on Pensions bills of the following titles; which were 
ordered to be placed on the Private Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. 7513), with an amendment, granting a pension to Mar- 
garet B. Harwood; and 

A bill (H. R. 4393) for the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin. 


W. H. MURDAUGH. 


Mr. TUCKER. I desire unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary two bills removing political disabilities. 

There being no objection, Mr. TUCKER reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary a bill (H. R. 2183) to remove the political disabilities 
of W. H. Murdangh, of Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that we pass these bills at once; it will 
take but a moment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Bills of this character are usually passed 
as soon as reported. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill H, R. 8183; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 


Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That all political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the 















































Pein sei, 


<2 




















1542 


i 
United States be,and the same are hereby, removed from W. H. Murdaugh, of 


: ‘ 

KEIFER. I desire to know whether there is a petition in this | 
from the person whose disabilities are to be removed. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, yes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
(two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 


ar 
. 


Mr. TUCKER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to 


Mr. TOWNSHEND and others called for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 

KER] has sent to the desk two bills, only one of which has been 
acted on 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I must call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remaining bill will be returned to 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now 
to ask unanimous consent to take up the Mexican war pension bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think it would. 
The regular order has been called for, and the question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that the House 
now resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1386, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For payment to letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free-delivery 
system, $4,100,000; $45,000 of which may be used,in the discretion of the Post- 
master-General, for the establishment, under existing law, of the free-delivery 
system in cities where it is not now established : 

Mr. HORR. I move to amend the paragraph just read by striking 
out ‘‘100”’ and inserting ‘‘535;’’ so as to make the appropriation for 
payment to letter-carriersand incidental expenses of free-delivery system 
$4,535,000. I yield my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
POTTER }. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, in rising to urge the adoption of this 
amendment I wish tocall attention to the vast importance of expediting 
as much as possible the delivery of letters in all the cities of the Union 
and all the large towns to which this free-delivery system is now and 
may be extended underthe law. This is an era when we are saving as 
much as possible the timeof the country. Time is business, it is com- 
merce, it is progress, it is the advance of civilization. 

The loss of half a day in all the great cities of the Union is so much 
lost from the executive capacity of the agein which we live. Nowhere 
can the amount of money now asked for be applied so as to affect so 
directly and potently the welfare of the whole country as in the ad- 
ministration of the Post-Office Department. In this matter there is no 
question of constitutional law, there are no local jealousies, no sectional 
interests to embarrass us. Every dollar that we give goes directly to 
the people, goes directly toward the promotion of the business, the wel- 
fare, the progress of the country. One hundred thousand dollars spent 
in our cities and large towns in securing the delivery of the mails at an 
earlier hour than they are now delivered will be an actual saving of 
more than ten times that amount to the country. 

I hold in my hand a letter received a day or two since from a gentle- 
man in Chicago, stating that unless the mails arrive there so as to be 
given to the carriers before 11 o’clock in the morning they are not de- 
livered until the next day. Those letters comprise, perhaps, business 
orders from all regions of the country whose trade centers there, so that 
delay in the delivery of a single day’s mail is often the cause of the 
loss of vastly more than the amount which would be distributed to that 
city under this amendment. 

I know that in the city which I have the honor to represent in part 
on this floor there were last year many thousand applicants in favor of 
increasing this appropriation. It was then somewhat increased, and 
the great advantages of the increase have been so apparent that there 
is to-day a unanimous sentiment in favor of continuing this increase 
until letters shall be delivered in these great centers of the country 
without the least loss of time. 

But this question does not affect the great cities alone; it affects as 
well all the towns having commercial connections with these cities. If 

a letter sent to New York or Chicago can not be delivered on the same 
day it is received there, at least one day is lost to the business and en- 
terprise of the country centering in those cities. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If it will not disturb the gentleman, I 


ait 
would like to ask him whether this proposed en’ ment of the appro- 
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priation is for the purpose of increasing delivery facilities or for increas- 
ing the salaries of carriers? 
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Mr. POTTER. Simply for increasing delivery facilities; nothing 

Mr. HORR. The salaries are all fixed by law. 

Mr. POTTER. The salaries are fixed by law. The object is that 
letters arriving at all the cities and towns of the country to which this 
system extends may be delivered at once, so that our constantly ac- 
celerating means of communication by steam, by telegraph, &c., may 
The 
object is simply that mails arriving at these different places shall not 
be delayed unnecessarily, but delivered at once. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, we have in this item granted 
an increase of 350,000 over and above the appropriation for the current 
year. The amount we have appropriated is over a halfa million more, 
or about a half a million more than the amount which was expended 
for the last year ending on the 30th of June. 

Mr. MONEY. Compare it with this year. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We have given an appropriation of half a mill- 
ion of dollars to the free-delivery offices over and above the amount ex- 
pended last year. 

Mr. MONEY. But how as to this year? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It will be more. We have about reached the 
limit of the establishmentof free-delivery offices. There are only nine, 
I understand, now in the United States not supplied with free-delivery 
service where it is possible to apply it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me right here. The gentle- 
man will get an opportunity in his own time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What, under the law as it now exists, will be re- 
quired to pay the letter-carrier service without the extension t® an ad- 
ditional city and without the addition of another man ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman’s question is too long and he 
can explain it in his own time. Now, I wish to say about this item 
that the subcommittee on appropriations have considered it, and the 
majority of that subcommittee have reached the conclusion, in view of 
the fact the time has come when alimit will be put to the free-detivery 
service in other cities, and in view of the fact we have given half a mil! - 
ion dollars over what was expended last year, that the point has been 
reached, in the opinion of that subcommittee, when we should call a 
halt in extravagant appropriations for free-delivery offices. 

Mr. HORR. Did you take into account the fact of the increase un- 
der the law of $150,000 in order to carry out the law itself? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What $150,000? 


Mr. HORR. The increase of salaries under the law is $152,150. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is one of those items. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Answer that question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, sir, as I said yesterday, so far as this 
service is concerned, the more you give the more will be demanded. 

Mr. HORR. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Just the reverse. 

Mr. HORR. The law fixes the salary at so much. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And the number of free-delivery letter-carriers 
will be multiplied no matter how much we appropriate. 

Mr. HORR. You do not answer my question. Did you take into 
account that fact? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We took into account the whole situation and 
reached the conclusion that the sum we have appropriated is ample for 
that purpose. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can go on without being interrupted I will 
proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Did you 
‘*3Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have only five minutes—you will have your 
own time. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, let him go on. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Allow me—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Notnow. These gentlemén are obtaining large 
appropriations every year. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Allow me a question—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not now; wait until I get through. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I never discarded you. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, then, put your question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is whether this appropriation is in pur- 
suance of existing law? 

Mr. HORR. ere is not money enough to pay them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. When you get through with your questions | 
will proceed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Thatisall. I take but little of the time 
of this House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It isin pursuance of the present law, and !n 
my judgment if economically administered, as I hope it will be, un- 
der the next administration, it will furnish ample means to supply the 

free-delivery service. 

Mr. HORR. Do you propose the incoming administration shall pay 
these men less than the law says they shall receive? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not. 

Mr. HORR. Then your appropriation lacks $200,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not yield. I say there are millions and 
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i : le in this country who do not get free-delivery service, 
~ oo mele order to furnish it to towns and cities of 20,000 in- 
habitants in other sections. , 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is not correct, because we make a 
sae TOWNSHEN D. That is not correct. New York city makes a 
mtr, COX, of New York. Andso does Philadelphia make a surplus, | 
and so does Baltimore. a ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There are but ten cities where the free-deliv- 
ery service is self-sustaining. 

A MemBer. There is not a city that does not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have the statistics here to show. I say only 
ten—I may be mistaken about the exact number—are self-sustaining. 
The vast majority of free-delivery offices are a burden upon the Treas- 
ury. They do not pay, a vast majority of them. x 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman can not mean that, unless he confines 
them to local postage. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course I do. 

Mr. HORR. Why of course? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The last Postmaster-General declared that it 
should be so confined, and made that the measure of the self-sustaining 
quality of the free-delivery offices. He declared in his report that that 
should be and was the proper measure. 

Mr. HORR. Does not the gentleman from Illinois know that, as a 
whole, they pay a considerable amount of surplus revenue? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know that New York city furnishes nearly 
the entire bulk that comes from the free-delivery system.: 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The timeof thegentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONEY. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, the statement of the honorable gentleman in charge 
of this bill is certainly misleading with reference to this portion of it. 
He takes occasion to say that the appropriation is half a million of dol- 
lars in excess of the appropriation of last year. Why did not the gen- 
tleman say of ten years ago, or make his basis of comparison any other 
ancient date ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Because that is too far off. 

Mr. MONEY. If the gentleman undertakes to show the actual con- 
dition of the expenditures, why does he not compare it with the appro- 
priations for the current fiscal year? Now, I say that it is only $100,000 
in excess of the appropriation for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. MONEY. The increased business, according to the report of 
the Postmaster-General, for the current year is 16.30 per cent., and if 
the gentleman in the preparation of his bill proposed to make an ap- 
propriation for this service commensurate with the increased business 
of the Department it will be necessary to appropriate $600,000. 

Now, in the consideration of the provisions of this bill in its applica- 
tion to the postal service it should be remembered that it is neither a 
sectional nor a partisan service. Itis aservice that is performed for the 
benefit of the whole country, and I do not think that it is the intention 
of the people of the United States or their wish to cripple the Govern- 
ment in any manner in sustaining or in extending these facilities. It 
can not be so. In this particular item, therefore, not only would the 
appropriation, if made upon the basis of the increase of business, be 
over $600,000, but how can the gentleman state so positively that there 
could be only nine offices that would be benefited by the extension of 
this system? How can the gentleman tell what will be the growth of 
our cities and towns during the year? How many towns throughout 
the country may reach the limit of 20,000 population or $20,000 in 
gross revenue, which would entitle them to the benefits of the free-de- 
livery system? That is a question that the gentleman has no means 
of determining. 

And not only that, sir, but I wish to state also that the gentleman 
was mistaken when he said that he had considered the whole system 
of the postal service of this country, and had appropriated adequately 
to meet its necessities. 

_ Why, taking into consideration the present force of carriers, if not a 
single one should be appointed during the fiscal year, and the system 
should not be extended to embrace a single town in addition to those 
where it is now in operation, the law regulating promotions would re- 


Se than thesum appropriated here to meet the demands of the 


Mr. HORR. That is a fact. 
Mr. MONEY. Of course itis. Even a blind man could see that. 
> ieee = en aes the whole country is interested in 
ent of the ivery system. Every correspondent 
throughout this entire country is interested in the Scodeliveny egthom 
in order that his letter may get to his merchant or correspondent as 
speedily pee ac It isa service to the whole country and for the 
country and all the people and should not be hampered; and in addi- 
— to that if you cripple the service in one branch, so multiplied are 
Hy ramifications of the service and so sensitive is it, that you cripple 

t in every department. 


And in point of fact, of the $52,000,000 that is covered by this bill, 
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notwithstanding the stump-speeches which have been made here upon 
the subject of extravagance and economy, $50,000,000 of the sum can 
not be affected in the matter of expenditures by the figures put into this 
bill. That expenditure is regulated by the law asit stands. I care not 
if you appropriate $100,000 or $1,000,000,000; $50,000,000 in the appli 
cation is governed by the law, and not affected by the provisions you in- 
corporate here 

But, sir, this particular provision is limited by existing law. The 
Postmaster-General dare not go beyond that limit except in so far as 
the pay of the carriers at their present status and their prometion as 
regulated is concerned to meet the requirements of the service. Be 
yond that, however, the expenditure is limited by statutes already in 
existence, and it is for this House to say if it will cripple this branch 
of the service or develop it. 

In my judgment, sir, it would be wise not only not to arrest the 
development of this service, but to extend it to cities of 10,000 inhabit- 
ants. After a while, as we progress in this country, I have no doubt 
whatever that it will be extended, and that we will eventually carry 
our letters into every town, village, and hamlet in the entireland. To- 
day we are at least twenty-five years behind most of the other civilized 
nations in this particular of free delivery. Most of the countries of 
Europe that pretend to a properly arranged postal system deliver letters 
by a carrier to the minor towns and hamlets. In Great Britain the de 
livery is daily in the towns and villages, and even in the rural districts 
they have carrier-delivery three times a week, and the lowly tenant ot 
the cottage receives this welcome visitor. In Hungary and Austria 
Italy and Spain, Switzerland, France, and Germany the same system 
is in operation for the benefit of the public. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HARDEMAN was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. 
MONEY. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Georgia for his 
courtesy. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not worth while to speak here of a few thousand 
or a few hundred thousand dollars in connection with a great service 

like this. “ Does any gentleman imagine any of his constituents will 
call him to account for a provision that extends more liberally and 
more efficiently a great public function like this, which diffuses its bene- 
fits all over the land? In my section of the country thousands of peo- 
ple would not care though you should abolish the Supreme Court, 
though you should do away with the Army and Navy; but lay your 
hand on the slightest member of this great service and you will arouse 
a general indignation. 

We are all interested in the Post-Office, a Department by means of 
which the Government lays its hand of benediction on the people, and 
nothing but blessing can flow from it. We want this service so per- 
fected, so extended, sodeveloped that every community in the country, 
however remote, shall be brought into more intimate, closer, and more 
rapid communication with every other part of the country. 

And after a while we shall take in the postal telegraph, and shall make 
communication so rapid and so frequent that sectional lines will be 
blotted out, and States will exist, except’as to their autonomies, as sim- 
ple geographical divisions. Nothing will tend to unite the people so 
much as to perfect your postal system. Let us not linger in the rear in 
the glorious race of progress. Except in machinery and appliances of 
distribution, we are behind the world in that liberal and enlightened 
spirit which carries out measures for the general good. 

Our neighbor the Dominion of Canada transports all its newspapers 
and periodicals free of any charge, because it resognizes in the press ot 
the country—its religious, agricultural, and other periodicals devoted to 
Science, arts, and industry, and the great news press—a great educator of 
the people. I would have the diffusion of these means of education as 
free as the wind of heaven, without cost and without price, without 
limit or restriction. 

If we rise to a proper sense of our duty we will enlarge this system 
it is true by prudent and proper advances, but we will enlarge it until 
it embraces within its operation every facility that human ingenuity 
can devise to make it as widespread and far-reaching and as general in 
its, application as it is to-day in the free-delivery cities. 

Let me state another thing. If you restrict the number of letter- 
carriers in the great cities you will put the country to the expense of 
building store-room for its mails. In New York there are handled one 
hundred and forty tons of mail matter each day. 

If we restrict the facilities of mail delivery in any particular you 
must enlarge your accommodation for storing and handling your mails 
until they can be called for by the citizens themselves. And besides, 
as suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PoTTeRr], look at 
the time consumed by people visiting the office for their mails. 

Another word, Mr. Chairman. In my opinion this amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. Horr] is necessary to 
preserve even the service as it isnow. Butwewantitsextension. We 
want these privileges carried further and further. And I assure you 
you never yet made an improvement in this service to which there has 
not been a response in the increase ofits revenue. Talk of the cost of 
this service! The report of the Postmaster-General shows that the re- 
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ceipts of the free-delivery system amount to $1,273,000 above its ex- 
penses. It matters not if New York furnishes the whole of the excess 
of receipts, or if it is distributed through a number of cities. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A vast majority of the free-delivery cities do 
not pay expenses. 

Mr. MONEY. What difference does that make? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It makesa great difference if New York anda 
few cities bear the expense of the service for the others. 

Mr. MONEY. The people ask for this service, and the people cheer- 
fally pay the money for it, and they should receive the benefit which 
it brings. [Loud applause. } ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have listened to the speech of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. MoNEY] with interest. If the expression of 
beautiful theories without reducing them to practice were either desir- 
able or possible, we might all afford to follow his suggestion. He be- 
gan on a proposition to increase the appropriation for this special serv‘ce. 
Branching off from that in beautiful and eloquent and metaphcrical 
terms, he launched into an extension of the service from cities of 20,000 
inhabitants down to those of 10,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Villages. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Villages, as the gentleman from North Carolina 
suggests. And what would it take tocarry out the service in the man- 
ner suggested by the gentleman from Mississippi? Why, sir, in place 
of having a deficiency of from three to five millions of dollars a year 
we would have a deficiency of $15,000,000 a year, and, as now suggested 
to me by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HUTCHINS], an increase 
of office-holders that would be almost, like the sands of the seashore, 
innumerable. 

Iam in favor of the free-delivery system. It is not my purpose to 
attack it. - It has performed a good work, and may be made useful in 
future. But, like all other branches of the service, it should be kept 
within judicious limits. 

The gentleman from Mississippi, passing from that, gnuggests a still 
further departure, in which I think we should not follow him. Not 
content with swelling this appropriation, not satisfied with suggesting 
a scheme that would increase the appropriation for deficiencies to $10,- 
000,000 or $15,000,000 a year, he goes into another project, What is 
that? That the Government ought to take possession of and control the 
telegraphs ofthe country. Thatisanother beautifalscheme. But how 
practical! What would be the consequence of it? Already this free 
Republic is ruled over by 120,000 officers—selected how? It purports 
to be democratic; it is reputed to be a representative Republic; yet out 
of those 120,000 officers less than 500 are elected by the people. And 
the gentleman proposes a system which would vastly increase and prob- 
ably double the number of these appointive officers, if the Government 
should ever assume to purchase or build a postal telegraph to be oper- 
ated by Government officials. How many would it take to run that 
system? When would be the end of it? I enter my protest at this 
time against a system so problematical in its workings. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MeMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. MONEY. How many officials or employés, in addition to the 
present number, does the gentleman think it would require to do the 
business under a proper postal-telegraph system? 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘“‘ In addition to the present number’’—I know 
not, according to any plan that I have ever seen. 

Mr. MONEY. I thought not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Nor does the gentleman. 

Mr. MONEY. I can tell you. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You can not tell, nor does the man live possess- 
ing powers of mind this side of Omniscience that can tell. 

Mr. MONEY. If my friend will allow me-—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has had his tarn. 

Mr. Chairman, it appears that on every bill that is brought in here for 
an increase of these appropriations the beauty of the postal system and 
its necessities are to be clamored about. I remember that in years gone 
by, in the star-route period, an appropriation of $2,500,000 was de- 
manded by the Postal Department to continue peculation, fraud, thiev- 
ing. It was done under the guise of extending the mail service. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HORR. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I donot propose, Mr. Speaker, to argue the 
value of the postal-telegraph system. Whatever it may have of value 
belongs to the future. But I dothink my honored friend from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] in charge of this bill should have been more thor- 
oughly candid and full in his statement when I asked him about the 
cost and the net proceeds of the free-delivery system. Why, sir, for the 
year which ended June 30, 1884, the excess of postage on local matter 
over the total cost of the service was $1,273,278.35. The increase over 
the preceding year was $251,384.34. 

Every time we have increased the appropriations for this service we 
have added to the revenue, and any business man will readily under- 
stand what that means and how it comesabout. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has told you on this subject what I will not read, but I will em- 


body in my remarks. This system of delivery is more acceptable than 
the old mode of office delivery. It is more accurate, more thorough in 
the delivery of letters. It reduces the number of dead letters. It di- 
verts to the post-office many letters formerly delivered by expresses 
and private messengers. It stimulates mail and local correspondence, 
increases postage on local matter, saves time and money to the people 
and fruitless calls at the post-office. It yields a large surplus of postage 
on local matter above its cost, notwithstanding that the class of matter 
for which it gets credit is only about 25 per cent. of the matter handled 
by the carriers. There is no answer to these facts. There is no way 
of getting over them, or under them, or around them; and the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in appropriating money in pursuance of existing 
law should have brought in an amount adequate to meet every idea 
and requirement embodied in the legislation on this subject. I hope 
that this House will stand by the letter-carriers, stand by this increase 
of revenue, stand by the men who stand by the letter-carriers, who are 
our best friends in all our local and domestic relations. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HORR. I yield a minute to the gentleman from Mississippi 
{[Mr. Money]. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I am not accustomed to speak in this 
House upon subjects that I am not informed upon. When I undertake 
to express views upon any subject here, I do it only after careful study 
and preparation. I have had the honor to-day to draw the fire of my 
distinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who, not hav- 
ing given himself the trouble to examine into this matter of the postal 
service, is able to speak out of the abundance of what he does not 
know, and consequently can say a great deal. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman defies me or any other man to say what would be the 
number of additional Government employés required to perform the 
service under a proper postal telegraph system, and, as the matter is 
before the House, I think it a proper thing to reply to him now. | 
asked the gentleman whether he knew what the ‘humber would be, 
and he said he did not. That was the answer that I expected of him. 
Sir, I do know, because the committee to which I have the honor to 
belong has now upon your Calendar a bill reported by thedistinguished 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rocrrs], which, if enacted into law, 
would give a fine postal telegraph system to this country with not one 
single added Federal official, not a single additional appointment, and 
would make a reduction in rates to a schedule under which every soli- 
tary telegraph company in the United States has signified its intention 
to bid if the bill should become a law. And yet, as I have said, that 
system provides for ne additional Federal officials, no enlargement 
whatever of the Federal patronage. So much for that question. 

Now, when gentlemen speak here about robbing the Treasury to give 
the people proper mail service, and talk about the people being taxed 
to support this great post-office system, I ask them if they are able to 
point to any system of taxation so universal in its application, so easy 
of collection, or borne with such general acquiescence in the levying 
of it as the tax that is paid in the form of postage for the conveyance 
of mail matter. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. I withdraw my forma] amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, while I recognize the intelligence and the information 
that this general debate has given us, I fail to see its direct bearing upon 
the ph now at issue. If I can have the attention of the House 
for five minutes I think I can clearly demonstrate that the amount al- 
lowed in this bill will not conduct this service during the next fiscal 
year under the law as it now exists. 

The letter-carrier service, like the ‘‘ civil service,’’ has come to stay 
in the fature administration of this Government. It is the offspring 
of Republican administration, and came into being under legislation 
adopted in 1863. To-day, recognizing the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] as the spokesman of the next administration, the 
Republican party hands over this service to the incoming administra- 
tion with a net profit of $1,250,000 per annum. 

This bill, as submitted by the committee, appropriates $4,100,000 for 
this service. The law passed at the first session of this Congress gives 
for this service for the present fiscal year $4,050,000.. Before this same 
Committee on Appropriations is an application for a deficiency of $5U,- 
000 in this service created under the law. When that deficiency is 
met, the appropriation in this bill will be exactly what it is for the 
present fiscal year. But that is not enough. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
appropriation last year was $3,500,000-—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. The year before last. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I mean the appropriation for the year ending 
the 30th of June last. The Postmaster-General reports that of that 
appropriation over $10,000 remains in the Treasury unexpended. _ 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why does the gentleman discuss the appropria- 
tions of last year? The issue is, what is the service costing this year 
and what will it cost next year? The gentleman undertakes to pred- 
icate the iations for the coming year upon those for the last 
year; but should be predicated on the expenditures of the presen‘ 
fiscal year the necessary increase of business. I hold in my hand 
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a letter from the chief of the letter-carrier division of the Post-Office 
a stating that, without extending this service toa single 
additional city, without the employment of one additional map, it will 
cost, under the law for the next fiscal year, $4,297,950; for itis tobe re- 
membered that letter-carriers entering the service at $600 receive after 
one year’s service $800, and after two years’ service $1,000. This is 
the amount they must be paid under existing law. So that $197,950 
will be required for the next fiscal year beyond the amount allowed in 
this bill; yet the bill provides that $45,000 shall be given for the estab- 
lishment of new offices. 

{Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would like to have about two minutes more. 

Mr. BAYNE obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to my col- 
league [Mr. BrncHam]. a f 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, this isa paying service. It does 
not come to this House with hat in hand asking for alms. Here is a 
common-sense business proposition. Four million and fifty thousand 
dollars has been given to this branch of the Post-Office Department to 
be expended during the present fiscal year. What is the result? I 
hold in my hand a dispatch from the chief of this service, stating that 
the net income to the Government from this service will be $1,250,000. 
What business man of this House, if he could realize $1,250,000 upon 
an investment of $4,050,000, would not extend such a system? Since 
1874, without the break of a single year, this service has returned a 
large net revenue to the Government. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me a2 moment? | 
The Postmaster-General says that there are one hundred and fifty-six 
letter-carrier oftices—— 

. BINGHAM. I am speaking of these offices as a group. 
. TOWNSHEND. And of these one hundred and fifty-six offices 
only twelve are self-sustaining. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do notcare if only one is self-sustaining. You 
have established this system; it is now in successful operation; and the 
gentleman himself by his own bill is debarred trom arguing against it, 
beeause the bill appropriates $45,000 for the establishment of new 
offices. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to state that according to official report the net revenue derived_from 
this system during the present fiscal year will bea million and a quar- 
ter of dollars. 

Mr. BINGHAM... Yes, sir. 


Mr. McMILLIN,. In arriving at that result does not the gentle- | 


man take the net revenue from all sources in the cities that have this 
system ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me explain. Iam glad the gentleman has 
asked that question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know that the city of New York and a few 


other cities pay a revenue, but I know also there are many others that 
do not. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Iam glad to have the opportunity to make an ex- 


planation. The letter-carrier service in the cities where it is estab- | 
lished depends wholly for the payment of its expenses and for its revenue | 


upon the postage on drop or local letters. It not only does its work 
and returns a million and a quarter of dollars profit to the Government, 
but every letter and every newspaper @ming from every section of the 
country to be delivered at these local delivery offices is delivered by the 
carriers without the charge of a fractional part of a cent to the gen- 
eral Post-Office service. 

It makes a million and a quarter of dollars per annum upon its own 
business, and does in addition the delivery of all other mail matter that 
goes into that office. 

im. mf hammer fell. } 

tr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise so much to oppose the 
amendment as to call the attention of the committee to the fact thatif 
this bill is to pass, as well as the other appropriation bills behind it, it 
will be impossible to allow so much time to be consumed as has been 
- this aoe ——— bill up to the present moment. Gen- 
lemen can pass the appropriation bills if they are to drag as this 
mpokinatr a If, then, the bille ante be to pursue that policy in 
c of the appropriation bills, this House may as well make u 
its mind to a called session and be done with it. . . 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not perfectly competent for the gentleman at 
any time to move the committee rise and close debate ? 
uae It is in the hands of the chairman of the subcom- 
ant HORR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one ques- 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HORR. Could not all this trouble be avoided if they would 
bring them in right in the first place? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They are brought in right. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Undoubtedly, if we should throw wide open the 
invite gentlemen to come in and help them- 


doors of the Treasury and 


selves we would be all right from my friend’s standpoint. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes; that is their position. 
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discussion, and therefore will be indulged for a few remarks on the pend- 
ing subject. Gentlemen assume this Committee of the Whole know 
nothing about it, that gentlemen have not examined the report of the 
Postmaster-General, that thisisatreshsubjectofdiscussion. Now, every 
gentleman knows last year three and a half millions of dollars were ap- 
propriated for this service, and that $14,500 were afterward added, 
making in all $3,514,500, of which ten thousand and more dollars went 
back into the Treasury. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In this the second year after that state of things it 
is proposed to add on the basis of that expenditure nearly $600,000 
to this branch of the service. Gentlemen know further it is these 
branches of the public service nearest to the people, in which they take 
the deepest and most earnest interest, on measures of public policy of 
the highest moment, that these branches of the Government are seized 
upon to inaugurate schemes of extravagance which sooner or later 
bring the blush of shame to honest men all over the land. But when 
gentlemen make appeal for extravagant and unwarranted appropria 
tions in any given branch of the public service on account of its being 
nearest to the hearts of the people, they forget that in thus encourag- 
ing unnecessary and wasteful extravagance of public expenditure they 
are sowing seeds which always result in a harvest of humiliation and 
misery to the country. 

Now, an increase of $600,000 in this service is in my judgment ample 
and sufficient for all proper purposes. I am making no argument 
against the free-delivery system. I think it is good enough. There 
are about ten of these offices which pay their own way. The industry 
of the whole balance of the people supports the others. Iam not in- 
clined to complain of it. The system is fairly fastened upon the coun- 
try, and there is a disposition to acquiesce in it. I do,forone. But, 
sir, I do protest against opening up here, because of the nearness of 


this service to the hearts of the people, a system of extravagant and 
discreditable expenditure of the public money. 

The Committee on Appropriations believe this.increase to be suffi- 
cient. 


A MEMBER. There is no increase. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The salary of letter-carriers is fixed, but the num- 
ber to be employed is within the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 
If we make extravagant appropriations, of course the number will be 
increased beyond the wants of the public service, and you can not pre- 
vent it. If you furnish the money to the Post-Office Department the 
pressure will be irresistible to expend every dollar of it. It is because 
it is necessary to impose not only just restraints upon ourselves, but 
upon those charged with the administration of the Government, we 
appeal to you to make only a fair and reasonable increase of appropria- 
tion for the public service, and not to permit bills in which great public 
interest is felt to be made the agency of extravagance and corruption 
in governmental administration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why does not the gentleman give us for the in- 
coming administration sufficient to execute the law? 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is what I wish answered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As I have already stated, and as every gentleman 
knows, while the salary is fixed by law, the number of persons to be 
employed is within the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are there now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If you furnish the money irresistible pressure will 
be brought to bear upon the Postmaster-General to employ men beyond 
the needs of the service. Now, I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
will move the committee rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing debate. 

The committee divided; and there were-—ayes 77, noes 90. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. BINGHAM were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, noes 
¥ 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. HORR. I now call for a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn by 
unanimous consent, and the question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 64. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to my colleague on the committee that 
he take a yea-and-nay vote in the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will withdraw the demand for tellers, and 
give notice that I shall demand a yea-and-nay vote in the House. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For wrapping paper—— 





Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
ment I send to the desk. 
Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the committee do now rise. 
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Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
the amendment be stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to oppose the amendment; let it be 
read 

The CHAIRMAN. 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The committee has just voted down a motion 
to rive. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I make the point of order that 
it is not competent to renew that motion; the last vote disclosed a large 
majority in opposition toit. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The last vote was on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, and there bas heen intervening business since 
the former vote on the motion to rise. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to offer the amendment now, 
to have it printed in the Recorn, and will then yield to the motion to 
rise 

Mr. HAMMOND. For the purpose of having the amendment read 
I will yield to the gentleman trom New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can then be printed for infor- 
mation. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


I give way for that motion, but let 


The gentleman from Georgia moves that the 


After line 3 insert 

** Letter-carriers may be employed for the free delivery of mail matter as fre- 
quently asthe public convenience may require at every place containing a popu- 
lation of not less than 10,000 within its corporate limits.”’ 


Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. RANDALL. A pointof orderon that amend- 


ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Let the Clerk conclude the reading of the amend- 
ment. The point of order will be reserved. 


The Clerk concluded the reading of the amendment, as follows: 


Provided, The gross revenue for the preceding fiscal year from 
or post-offices in such place shali have aggregated at least 310,000. 

Letter-carriers may also be rap at the principal and most central post- 
office of towns or places within short distances of one another, provided such 
towns or places contain in the aggregate a population of not less t 10,000, and 
the gross revenue for the preceding fiscal year from the several offices aggregate 
not less than $10,000, 

Ail laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this provision are hereby repealed. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The points of order are reserved. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not reserve the pointof order, but I make 
the point of order directly uponit. I am willing, however, that the 
gentleman from New York shall be heard if he desires it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I submit as a point of order that that was read 
simply for the purpose of allowing it to be printed in the REcorpD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I want my point of order to be consid- 
ered as pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 


the post-office 


The point of order is made upon that amend- 


I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. My point of order is that the gentleman from 
New York rose to move this amendment and had the floor, but between 
the time that-he sent it up to the desk and the time it was read by the 
Clerk the gentleman from Georgia interposed the motion that the com- 
mittee rise. I make the point of order that the gentleman had not the 
floor for that purpose until the amendment had been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman subsequently yielded the floor 
for that purpose, and the amendment was read by the Clerk for the in- 
formation of the House, at the suggestion of the gentleman from New 
York himself, in order that it might be printed in the Recorp. 

The question is, Will the committee now rise ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Georgia yielded the floor 
to have an amendment of the gentleman from New York read. When 
it was read I immediately raised the point of order upon it. Now I 
insist that I have the right to have that point of order disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state that the gentleman 
from Georgia yielded to have the amendment read for information in 
order that it might be printed in the Recorp. It has been read, then, 
simply for information, and is not now a pending amendment. The 
Chair distinctly stated that the points of order were reserved. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order upon it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order when the amendment is 
proposed for consideration. The question is, Shall the committee now 
rise? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the Post-Office appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now adjourn, but 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLFrorD] to make amo- 
tion. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the motion to adjourn is withdrawn I 


renew it 
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Mr. RANDALL. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Middletown, N. Y., iv re 
erence to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of citizens of Haverstraw, N. Y., in reference to the 
Mormon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange o/ 
Philadelphia, Pa., regarding the purchase by the United States of the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canal—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: The memorial of the directors of the Com- 
mercial Exchange of Philadelphia, in behalf of the Portage Lake and 
Lake Superior Ship Canal—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of W. P. Sheafer and 63 others, citizens 
of Pottsville, Pa., urging action on the Mormon question—to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers relating to the claim of E. A. Harper 
of Chattooga County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of E. A. Harper, of Chattooga County, Georgia, asking 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of Rencker, Linkhorn & Co. and 200 
others, leading dealers and shippers of live-stock, of Pittsburgh and 
East Liberty, Pa., against the Hopkins resolution relating to shippinz 
of live-stock—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNN: Petition of citizens of Arkansas forthe improvement 
of the Cache River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Memorial of the committee of the commissioners 0: 
the States to the World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition 
praying for aid for said exposition—to the Committee on Appropriations 

By Mr. EVERHART: Resolution of:the Young Men’s Democratic 
Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., urging the discontinuance of the coinage oi 
the silver dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Board of Exchange, in regard to 
purchasing by the United States of Portage Lake and Lake Superior 
Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Petition of A. Van Vleet, Charles Williams, John 
Meeker, and others, citizens of New Jersey, in favor of legislation on 
the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petitions of Robert A. Clark; of Susan E. Scrog 3 
gins, daughter of Mrs. Lucy Kirk, deceased, and of James Davis, all 0: ; 
Cherokee County, Alabama, for compensation for property taken and 
used by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of citizensof Oregon for the improvement 
of Coquille River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Commercial Exchange of Phila 
delphia, in favor of the acquisition by the United States of the Portage 
Lake and Lake Superior Ship 1—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Papers relating to the claim of A. P. Burditt and 
James Fisk—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLTON: Preamble and resolution approved by the mayor 
councillors, and aldermen of the city of Annapolis, Md., in favor of the 
Senate bill providing for the erection of a public building in that city 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolution of the Young Men’s Democratic Clu 
of Brooklyn, in favor of stopping the coinage of the silver dollar—t» 
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the Committee on Coi , Weights, and Measures. 
Also, resolution of citizens of Karns City, Pa., upon the subject 0! 
river and harbor improvement—to the Committee on Rivers and Ha: 


bors. 

Also, memorial of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, in favo 
of the acquisition by the United States of the Portage Lake and Lak: 
Superior Ship Canals—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Petition of citizens of Westchester County, \ 
York, on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Resolution of the Young Men’s Democrat: 
Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., relating to the coinage of silver dollars—t» 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petiti® of Augustus P. Clarke, Jate surgeon of t!: 
Sixth Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers, war of 1561, for arrea: 
of ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. MOULTON: Petition of 200 citizens of Effingham Coun! 
praying for action against polygamy—to the Committee on the Ju! 


ciary. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of William M. Thomson, of Alexandr. 
Bay, N. Y., and 28 others, asking that the United States acquire title tv 
Portage Lake’ and Lake Superior Ship Canals, and make the same {ree 0: 
tolls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, petition of Anna Shelmidine, of Lorraine, N. Y., and others, 

asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pen- 
ions. r = 

-~ Mr. STORM: Petition of Rev. J. B. Woodward and 57 others, 

citizens of East Stroudsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of certain bills 

for the suppression of polygamy in the United States—to the Commit- 

tee on the Judiciary. alla i Se 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, praying 
for the enactment of a law for the acquisition by the United States otf 
the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canal—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. Ef . : = 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Gloversville, N. Y., urging 
action by Congress on the bills now before them for the suppression of 
Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Petition of William Mauler, tor compensa- 
tion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: sh < Fas 

By Mr. BURNES: Of numerous citizens of Mound City, ef Ebony, 
and of Maryville, Mo. a” : ; 

By Mr. COBB: Of numerous citizens of Green and Knox Counties, 
Indiana. 


SENATE. 
’ TuurRspDAY, February 12, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Huntiey, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
answer tonresolution of the 5th instant, a report of the Commissioner of 
Railroadsand letters from the Attorney-General and the president of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company on the subject of the settlement of the 
indebtedness of that company as provided in the Thurman act, so called. 
If there be no objection, the letter of the Secretary, with the accom- 
panying letters and pa) will be printed, and they, with the accom- 
panying printed documents, will be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with section 194 of the Revised Statutes, a list of all persons employed 
in his Department during the year ended December 31, 1884; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 4th instant, 
a report of the steps taken by him to establish an advanced course of 
instruction of naval officers at Coasters’ Harbor Island, Rhode Island; 
which, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas not now in his seat [Mr. PLump] desired that this 
bill should be laid upon the table for the time being if he were not in 
the Senate at the time it was presented. If there be no objection the 
bill will be laid on the table. 

The bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The biil (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, 
Towa, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT-ELECT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


pore yeh resolution from the Houseof Representatives, which will be 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Is THe House or REPRESENTATIVES February 11, 1335. 
Pr — na the Howe of tives (the Senate concurring), That a commit- 
nate mem —— the House of Representatives be appointed by the House, 
Cleveland ——— es the Senate be appointed by that body, to wait on Grover 
elected Provident site of New York, and to notify him that he has been duly 
er : ‘the United States for four years, commencing with the 4th 
ana, that he has been dul ‘elected Vice Pree sid sat of the United States fo fo ~a 

lected en e Uni or four 
years, commencing with 4th day of March, 1835." 


The PRESIDENT tem 2 tt 
consideration of the resolution? e. Is there objection to the present 


Mr. GARLAND. I move to refer that resolution to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. If such a resolution be deemed prope: 
or necessary, the language of this one needs some correction, and it is 
better for it to go to that committee for investigation 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections 


rhe motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a resolution adopted at a meeting of 
steamboat owners and managers held in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio 
in which they remonstrate against the repeal of section 4419 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and state that if that section should be repealed a use 
less and unnecessary burden would be added to the already oppressed 
navigation interest. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented petitions of the Daily and Weekly Local 
of Sandusky, Ohio; the Daily and Semi-Weekly Torchlight, of Xenia, 
Ohio; the Standard of the Cross, of Cleveland, Ohio; the Christian Wit 
ness, of Newark, Ohio; the Standard Publishing Company, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio; the Yellow Springs Review, of Yellow Springs, Ohio; the 
Weekly Echo, of South Solon, Ohio; the Western Tract Society, of Cin 
cinnati, Ohio; the Independent Press, of Wakeman, Ohio; the East 
Liverpool (Ohio) Tribune; the Hocking Valley Printing and Publish- 
ing Company, of Athens, Ohio; the Ohio Educational Monthly, of Ak- 
ron, Ohio; the Buckeye Vidette, of Salem, Ohio; the Republican Ga- 
zette, of Logan, Ohio; the Beverly Dispatch, of Beverly, Ohio; the 
Independent, of Richmond, Ohio; the Toronto Tribune,.of Toronto, 
Ohio; the Free Press, of Fredericktown, Ohio; the Dennice Novovéku 
of Cleveland, Ohio, and the Portsmouth Blade, of Portsmouth, Ohio, 
praying for a reduction of postage on second-class matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, praying 
for the repeal of the law which fixes the term of certain administra- 
tive officers at four years; which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JACKSON. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bil (S. 1400) for the relief of Edward C. Garlick, have directed 
me to report the same back adversely. At the request of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] I ask that the bill be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cai- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1999) for the relief of John K. Le 

Jaron, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1668) for the relief of George T. Dudley, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2503) for the relief of Charles E. Maris, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

A bill (S. 632) for the relief of the heirs of Manning R. Ariail and 
Sarah Fish, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1370) for the relief of Washington Ford. 

Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs I re- 
port back a communication from the Secretary of War, with sundry 
papers accompanying it, on the subject of establishing signal stations 
upon the Island of Nantucket, Massachusetts, and ask that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of J. H. Hammond, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 


CHANGE OF NAME OF BANK 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2571) to authorize the Merchants’ Na 
tional Bank of Little Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First 
National Bank of Little Rock, to report it favorably with an amend- 
ment. This‘is a very short bill, and it is rather necessary that it 
should reach the other House in season to be acted upon there. | 
therefore ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill 
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The amendment reported by the Committee on Finance was to add 
to section 2 the following words: 

And that after such change of name the First National Bank of Little Rock 
shall continue to be in all respects the identical association previously known 
as the Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The Chair begs 
to call the attention of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to 
the bill (S. 2571) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little 
Rock, Ark., to change its name to the First National Bank of Little Rock. 
lt appears on looking at the bill after its passage that in the print where 
the word ‘‘months’’ should be printed it is printed ‘‘ montb.”’ 

Provided, That such acceptance be made within six month after the passage 
of this act 

The Chair will ask unanimous consent that in the engrossment of 
the bill that may be made to read ‘‘months’’ instead of ‘‘ month”’ to 
make sense of it. The Chair hears no objection. 

THE STEAMER ALERT. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report an original joint resolution to authorize the 
return to the Government of Great Britain of the Arctic relief steamer 
Alert. As it is necessary that this measure should go to the other 
House as soon as possible, I ask for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 121) to authorize the return to the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain of the Arctic relief steamer Alert was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. NGER. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved, &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to re- 
turn to the Government of Great Britain the Arctic relief steamer Alert, pre- 
sented by that government to form a part of the United States relicf expedition 
which on the 22d of June, 1834, rescued Lieut. A. W. Greely and the survivors 
of his party at Cape Sabine; and the President is also hereby requested in re- 
turning the Alert to express suitable acknowledgments for the action of said 
government in so promptly placing the vessel at the service of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. {s there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none; and it is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 


THOMAS ©. OSBORN. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, reported a bill (8. 2635) to permit Thomas O. Osborn, minister- 
resident and consul-general of the United States to Buenos Ayres, to 
receive a symbolic shield from the Argentine Republic; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from California will ask that the 
bill may be passed at once so that it may go to the other House. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Iwill make that request. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the bill be now considered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read at length subject to objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Thomas O. Osborn, minister-resident and consul-gen- 
eral of the United States at Buenos Ayres, be,and he is hereby, authorized to 
receive an engraved symbolic shield from the Argentine Republic. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (8S. 2636) granting a pension to Laura 
M. Cheek; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 123) prohibit- 
ing railroad corporations selling, mortgaging, or pledging lands donated 
by Congress or offering so to do when a bill for forfeiture is under con- 
sideration in either branch of Congress or patents have not been issued 


for thesame; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


The bill will be read for informa- 


LOAN OF TENTS, 


Mr. JONAS introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 122) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to loan twelve hospital tents and outfits to the Ameri- 
can Society of the Red Cross for use in New Orleans; which was read 
twice by its title. 


= r. JONAS. I request the immediate consideration of the joint res- 
olution. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Be it resolved, éc., That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to loan 
to the American Association of the Red Cross for use by their branch in New 
Orleans at the World’s Exposition grounds twelve hospital tents and outfits 
Provided, Satisfactory security is given for the safe-keeping and return of the 
Same. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill. In support of the amendment | 
present certain letters from the Treasury Department containing a rec- 
ommendation for the proposed appropriation. I move that the amend- 
ment, with the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to submit a resolution in regard to a for- 
mal matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tworesolutions went over yesterday 
which it is the duty of the Chair first-to lay before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Concurrent or other resolutions” 
being in order, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution offered 
yesterday by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs]. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. INGALLS was read, as fol- 
lows: A 

Provided, That the Senate does not assent to the concluding declaration of 
the President of the, Senate in the announcement of the vote for President and 
Vice-President of the United States made in the presence of the two Houses of 
Congress this day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. I propose to make the same motion 
in regard to the resolution offered by me yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Massacliusetts 
{Mr. Hoar]. It will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to waive the reading of it 
The Senate heard it yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the read- 
ing of the resolution will be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the resolution be printed in the REcorD the 
same as if read? 

Mr. HOAR. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


It was printed in yesterday’s proceedings when pro- 


Mr. CONGER. It is not printed in to-day’s Recorp, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that it is 
printed inthe Recorp. It will not be reprinted in to-day’s proceed- 
ings ordinarily. The Senator from Massachusetis moves that the res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INAUGURATION OF THE PRESIDENT-ELECT. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following resolution, which I belie\« 
is in accordance with the usual custom of the Senate: 

, That a committee of three Senators be appointed by the President 


Resolved. 
of the Senate to make the necessary arrangements for the inauguration of the 
President-elect of the United States on the 4th<lay of March next. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently appointed Mr. SHrr- 
MAN, Mr. Hawkey, and Mr. Ransom as the committee of arrange- 
ments. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, 1's 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 8183) to re- 
move the political disabilitiesof W. H. Murdaugh, of Virginia; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
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the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
reside re: nee 

, wr bill (0. 235) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
i Me. ; 

me iit (581 for the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley; and 

A bill (H. R. 7131) toauthorize suits for damages where death results 
from the wrongful act or neglect of any person or corporation in the 
District of Columbia. 

: TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
On the 9th day of December the bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture 
of lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other 
purposes, was ordered to be placed upon the Calendar of Special Orders. 
It semained on thespecial-order calendar until within a few days, when, 
without having been considered by the Senate, it was displaced from 
its order and does not appear upon the Calendar of Special Orders. I 
ask if there has been some mistake on the part of the clerks in taking 
the bill from the Special-Order Calendar, or whether it has been done 
by a vote of the Senate? a. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that there has 
been no mistake on the part of the clerks. The bill was laid before 
the Senate as a special order and considered, in the technical sense of 
being entered on the Journal as considered, as a bill before the Senate 
for action. The Senate by a vote refused to consider it, and proceeded 
to consider another bill. That, under the constant ruling of the pre- 
siding officer, sent the bill back to its place on the General Calendar, 
and it ceased to be a special order. 

Mr, VAN WYCK.. Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
restored to its place on the Calendar as a special order. I doubt very 
much whether Senators considered, in the hurry of the moment when 
they resolved to take up for consideration the silver bill, that they were 
displacing this bill upon the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. What would be the place of the bill? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It would be at the head of the Calendar of Spe- 
cialOrders. There is where it belongs. I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be restored to its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Nebraska and to the Senate, what perhaps is entirely unnecessary, 
that under the present rules it is in order for a Senator at any time after 
the morning business is closed to rise in his place and move to proceed 
to the consideration of any bill on the Calendar, which motion is to be 
determined at once and without debate. 

The Chair will now state the request of the Senator from Nebraska. 
The Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that the bill (HH. 
R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes, be restored to the place it 
formerly held at the head of the Calendar of Special Orders. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I inquireif that would affect the unfinished business, 
which is the pending order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not affect the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not understand under what rule the bill, 
having been made a special order, was retired to a place on the Cal- 
endar of General Orders. It seemed tome at the time the decision was 
first announced, which I believe was on the morning after another bill 
had been taken up, that the Senate was not properly advised, or it 
might not have consented to the ruling which was made. I did not 
understand that any public announcement had been delivered from the 
Chair as to the rule or the interpretation of the rule under which the 
special order was displaced. It occurred to me at the time when I first 
discovered it that it was not in accordance with the spirit of the rule. 
I have always understood that when a bill was made a special order 
it would remain such under our rules unless displaced in the manner 
pointed out by the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule, Rule X, in relation to 
special orders, reads in this way: 

1. Any subject may, by a vote of two-thi § ‘ 

a special order; cand Winn the time a = She epee ezeenes, bo = 


Gaaraicane se aan before the Senate unless there be unfinished busi- 


a the Chair did, and it was before the Senate for action upon the 
ilj— 


and if it is not finally disposed of on that day, it shall take its place on the 
Calendar of Special eau, in the order of time at which it was ane special, 


unless it shall become by it the unfinished business. 
2. — two or more special orders have been made for the same time they 


papeedence accord to the order. in which they were severally as- 
== that order shall oa be changed by direction of the Senate. 7 


. motions to aes = order, = >) peaees to the consideration of 


P this bill,which pursuant to the special order of the Senate 
hed been base batiee to Misenena oce cakes the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole for action, under another rule of the Senate the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. ae that the Senate proceeg@ 
to the consideration of another bill. Senate on the yeas and nays 
voted that it would proceed to the consideration of that other bill, and 













































1549 


that in the understanding of the Chair (he consulted some Senators 
either then or on a former occasion) finished that bill as a special or- 
der. To hold otherwise would be to hold that a bill once made a spe- 
cial order would through a whole session retain its place unless it was 
acted upon directly by a vote rejecting it or passing it. The Chair 
could not put that interpretation on the rule and did not. 


Mr. INGALLS. I do not speak complainingly of the decision, but 


I am very sure that the Senate has not until this time understood it. 
It was not the purpose in the vote which I gave in any way to displace 
or interfere with the special order. But I see that there are still on 
the Calendar of Special Orders, the time for which has long since passed, 
that is, the particular day has long since passed, three bills or joint 
resolutions yet remainingassigned as special orders; and I can not un- 
derstand why, if one special order was displaced by a yea-and-nay vote 
upon the question to take up another bill, all of those, which had been 
previously reached in the order of time, at least so far as the almanac 
is concerned, should not have taken the fate of the first upon the list. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. While the order of time had gone 


by, they had not been reached in the procedure of the Senate, and they 
had not had their day in court, so to speak, as special orders not hav- 
ing been reached before, the Senate always having had before it unfin- 
ished business. The Chair may add to the Senator from Kansas that 
the present occupant of the chair voted against the motion of his col- 
league, because the Chair understood what his own interpretation of 
the rule was, and he did not wish to displace the Texas Pacific bill. 


Mr. INGALLS. Does the Chair then understand that if the Senate 


should vote to-day to take up another bill, the first special order upon 
the assignment would be displaced and go back to the Calendar of Gen- 
eral Orders ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand it 


until thatspecial order is placed before the Senate and is before the Sen- 
ate as a bill to be acted on. 


Mr. HOAR. Willthe Chair be kind enough to state under what rule 


a motion to proceed to take up another subject is in order when a special 
order is pending, that special order having been made so by a two-thirds 
vote? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that when a 


bill is made a special order and is laid before the Senate, that special 
order of the Senate has been executed. It has been placed before the 
Senate for consideration at that time. That being done, the Chair un- 
derstands the provisions of Rule IX, as well as the provisions of the rule 
relating to special orders which expressly recognize a motion to proceed 
to other business, entitle any Senator, the special order having been laid 
before the Senate and the bill being under consideration, to move to 
displace that, as he might any other bill. 


Mr. HOAR. Rule IX and Rule X both seem in their letter, as also 


the general rule about motions, to exclude the right to put that question 
in that form when a special order is before the Senate. Rule LX says: 


If there shall be no special orders for that time, the Calendar of General 


Orders shall be taken up and proceeded with in itsorder * * * and in such 
case the following motions shall be in order. 


Then the other rule says what motions shall be in order—to amend, 


to adjourn, and so on; and Rule XXII says on page 13: 


When a question is pending no motion skali be received but— 
To adjourn, 
To adjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be toa 


day certain, = 


To take a recess, &c. 
Neither of these rules admits a motion to proceed to take up another 


subject when a special order is before the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule as to special orders—the 


Chair will call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to it— 
stood before its last amendment at the last session differently from what 
it does now; but Rule IX stood very much, if not entirely, the same: 
Under the rules as they then stood the Chair announced his decision on 
some question that was presented, that it would be in order to move to 
proceed directly to the consideration of any other bill on the Calendar 
under the second clause of the ewamerated motions under Rule IX: 
That was doubted upon the suggested ground that special orders once 


laid before the Senate did not fall within the scope of the ninth fule! 
The Chair thought that they did; but that being doubted, the matter 
was referred to the Committee on Rules, and they reported two amend- 
ments, among which the Chair thinks he remembers was this one at 
the end of Rule X: 

And all motions to change such order, or to proceed to the consideration of 
other business, shall be decided without debate. 

The Chair thinks, if he understeod the Committee on Rules, the 
purpose of that was to put a special order once laid before the Senate, 
within the same category of the power of the Senate upon motion to 
proceed to other business if it chose to do so. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the first clause of the tenth rule would seem to 
be nugatory; that is, that if the special order be not finally disposed of 
on that day it shall retain its place. Certainly it is nota final dispo- 
sition of that order to lay it before the Senate. It is not a final dis- 
position of it to substitute some other business for that day. If it be 
not finally disposed of on that day it shall take its place on the Calen- 
dar of Special Orders in the order of time in which it was made a 
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special order unless it shall become by an adjournment unfinished 
business. That isthe provision. It seems to me that would require, 
if the special order were displaced by something else, that it should 
take its old place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sees the force of the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts and saw it when the mat- 
ter was under consideration on a former occasion, but taking the whole 
rules together, the Chair thought and still thinks, with great respect, 
that a special order is finally disposed of as a special order when it has 
been regularly laid before the Senate and is up for consideration and 
by a vote of the Senate it is declared that it will not consider it and 
will consider something else. 

Mr. HOAR. The rule contemplates that if it continues during the 
day and is the unfinished business by adjournment it is not finally 
disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It finally disposes of it as a special 
order, and it becomes unfinished business by the very language of the 
rule, as the Chair thinks. 

Mr. HOAR. If it be not finally disposed of, it shall be so and so, 
unless it becomes by adjournment unfinished business, implying that 
it is not finally disposed of in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair puts exactly the opposite 
interpretation on those words, that when it becomes ‘the unfinished 
business it ceases to be a special order and has been disposed of as that, 
but stands at the very top of the whole Calendar as unfinished busi- 
ness, having therefore a preference over all special orders. 

Mr. SEWELL. Does not the third section of Rule LX apply to the 
case in point? It reads thus: 


' Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall 
have the effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its place on the Cal- 
endar. 












Mr. WILSON. Then I say the Senator ought not to start that dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it is exactly right to let that bil! 
stand in the way of all legislation. I do not know what the bills from 
the House are, but I know that there are several important bills that 
the Senate is very much in favor of. We can probably in a short time 
dispose of all those to which there is no objection, and thus get rid of 
and enroll those bills in time to have it done methodically and without 
mistake. I have always proposed and expect to vote for the bil! of the 
Senator from Iowa, but I do not think it ought to stand in the way o: 
the general legislation of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the House bills on the Calendar of the Senate be 
taken up in their order as under Rule VIII, subject to objection and 
to five minutes’ debate? Does the Senator from Ohio ask that Rule 
VIII shall also operate in regard to a vote of the Senate to consider a 
bill notwithstanding an objection ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; let the order be under the operation of the 
eighth rule entirely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair only wanted to under 
stand it. The Chair will therefore state the request again. The Sen 
ator from Ohio asks unanimous consent that the House bills on the 
Calendar be taken up in their order as under the whole operation of 
Rule VIII. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘concurrent 
or other resolutions,’’ that order of business is closed and the Chai: 
lays before the Senate the Calendar under Rule VIII. The first bill 
in order on the Calendar is Senate bill No. 1886. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines Rive: 
lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will pro- 
ceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed at page 26 the reading of the report su} 
mitted by Mr. PLUMB from the Committee on Public Lands April 8, 
1884. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope that the Senator from New York will consent 
that the further reading of this report may be dispensed with. It does 
not go into the Recorp, the reading of it does not inform the Senate 
about anything; it is merely in the way of the progress of the bill; and 
unless the Senator desires to hear it read himself I hope he will consent 
that the further reading may be dispensed with. We can refer to such 
parts of the report as we desire in our remarks, and those parts wil! 
then go into the RecorD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrison in the chair). The 
Senator from Alabama asks unanimous consent that the further reading 
of the report be dispensed with. Is there objection ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Since the statement was made yesterday that no 
part of this report can go into the RecorpD I am inclined to yield the 
demand that it shall be read; but I supposed that the report being read 
it would be placed in the RecorD, where it could be seen. Under the 
ruling of the Chair it appears it will not go into the Recorp. I want 
in some way that the views of the minority, which are addressed di- 
rectly to the consideration of the question before the Senate, shall be 
either printed in the REcoRD or read to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York ob- 
ject to the suggestion of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator that he can put any part 
of the re — he chooses in his own remarks so as to bring out anything : 
that he desires to inform the Senate of. That will answer every pu: 


pose. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Although I was charged yesterday with being an 
obstructionist because I insisted upon the reading of the report of the 
committee in support of the bill, I have no desire to detain the Senate 
with the reading of the residue of this report; none whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to dis- 
pensing with the further reading of the report. The further reading 
is dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I move the indefinite postponement 
of this bill; and my purpose in doing so is to get the question at issue 
before the Senate directly as to whether we ought to consider it or not 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. MORGAN. The subject has been before the Senate very fre- 
quently. I suppose it has received as much examination as almost any 
other question of a like character at least that has ever been here. !t 
has been before the Committee on the Judiciary and received a mo-' 
thorough examination from that committee, and they made a unan.- 
mous report. I think it was unanimous. The report to which I refe: 
was presented by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Gomsaun}, moet ar- 


ing that there was nothing in this case of which Congress had any 
jurisdiction. 




































That is as I understand the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was not the case. A motion 
to pass over is different from a motion to supersede a bill and proceed 
toanother bill. Passing over is quite a different thing from displace- 
ment on motion. 

Mr. SEWELL. I understood this bill was set aside temporarily or 
otherwise passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was not the motion. The mo- 
tion was a direct one under another clause of the rule to proceed to the 
consideration of the trade-dollar bill, and on the Chair’s understanding 
of the rule he voted against the motion of his colleague although he 
wished to have the trade-dollar bill considered, voted on the yeas and 
nays to keep the special order where it stood for action. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. lIasked unanimous consent that the bill be re- 
stored to its place on the Calendar of Special Orders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska that the Texas Pacific land-grant forfeiture 
bill be restored to its old place at the head of the Calendar of Special 
Orders? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

































ORDER OF BUSINESS. 






Mr. SHERMAN. In order to prevent any struggle, for we have 
come to that period of the sessian when it is likely to come, I suggest, 
without knowing the bills on the Calendar, that by unanimous consent 
the House bills now on tite Calendar may be taken up under the eighth 
rule, subject to objection and also subject to the five-minute limitation 
of debate. In that way we may dispatch a number of bills that will 
excite but little opposition, or if there is any objection after that they 
go over and take their chances with other bills. I make that sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON. Does that displace the pending bill reached in the 
call of the Calendar? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it brings them under the eighth rule. I 
move to take up House bills. 

Mr. SEWELL. Suppose you take upa House bill and I object to it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it goes over. It is subject to the eighth 
rule. I propose to take up House bills under the provisions of the 
eighth rule. 

Mr. WILSON. If that interferes with the present position of the 
bill for the relief of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, I object to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not interfere with that. We dispose of 
this order first, and leave that still standing. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I object. Thatbill, as I have stated before, 
was reported nearly a year ago and it has got by repeated displace- 
ments until now it is at the head of the Calendar, and I desire it to be 
continued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to vote = that bill, but it can come up 
again as soon as this order is 

Mr. WILSON. It was reported last > March. It will require the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives if it passes the Senate, and I can 
not consent to its displacement now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Are we to stop until the State of Iowa does jus- 
tice to its citizens? For the State of Iowa ought to men pe 
of this money. I do not want to go into that discussion; but I think 
it is wrong to keep that bill in the way of all others. 
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; case isa v¥ longed struggle between the State 
a symm — citizens, or se the State of Iowa and the United 
States Government, and between the citizens of Iowa and the United 
States Government. It originated, as the Senate knows, in a grant of 
land made to the State of Iowa for the purpose of: improving the Des 
Moines River. The first question that arose in it was whether the land 
thus set apart for this public work was granted above the Raccoon Fork 
of that river. While this controversy was. pending here a number of 
citizens, attracted doubtless by the excellent quality of the land and 
the beauty of the country, moved in there and commenced their set- 
tlements. They were originally squatters, as they are termed, and I 
believe they still honor the name by having located under that title in 
the State of Iowa, a large number of ~ oe — excellent 
people. as a community as there is in that State. 

ae set up their titles to this tract of land; they 
pressed their claims upon the local land offices and afterward upon the 
Department of the Interior, and many of them obtained certificates of 
entry, and some of them obtained patents. oe 

Congress sought to relieve the difficulty by passing a joint resolution 
explanatory of former legislation. The effort of Congress was ev idently 
only to quiet the title, to give to the State of Iowa the grant of lands 
that was embraced in the original act, not the later interpretation, but 
to confirm as far as they could confirm the titles that had been made 
under the sanction of the laws of the State of Iowa. 

Out of this imbroglio arose a number of lawsuits between quite a 
number of different parties. These lawsuits originated, all of them, I 
believe, in the State of Iowa and in the State courts of lowa; at all 
events the State courts of Iowa were appealed to from the local land 
courts up to the supreme court, and from thence appeals were taken to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and a variety of cases that it | 
is not necessary now to enumerate have been decided by the Supreme | 
Court of the United States. 

Now this bill provides for a new lawsuit; and that is all that it does 
provide for—a lawsuit in which the Government of the United States 
shall be one of the intiffs, and a certain class of persons interested 
in these lands shall join with the Government in the action, the object 
of it being as declared to settle all questions of controversy in respect 
to the ownership of these lands. 

When this case was before the committee we went over the subject 
and investigated it as thoroughly as we could, having also the advan- 
tage of the report made by the Committee on the Judiciary, which was 
an exhaustive report. A minority of the Committee on Public Lands 

with the Committee on the Judiciary that we could find no 

ground of jurisdiction for legislative purposes remaining in Congress; 
that this whole matter had been decided by the courts of the country, 
and that there was really no question left open that we would discover 
that the courts had not practically adjudicated touching the title to 
these lands. 

Mr. President, a very fair way to try this matter would be this: it 
would be for some of the Senators who insist upon the passage of this 
bill and the renewal of this litigation to state a case that actually ex- 
ists that is not covered by some decision made by the supreme court of 
Towa or by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I do not refer now to a case that we can make by legislation; I do not 
refer to a case that may spring upafter we have legislated to ‘:ange titles 
here; but — the existing state of facts, under the existing laws of 
the United States, let some Senator now state a case as one actually ex- 
isting, not hypothetical, but one actually existing, which is not cov- 
ered by some deeision that has been made by the supreme court of 
Towa or by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Then when we Ss case stated, we can understand, I think, how 
far we can go in legislating to give a remedy in that particular case. 
But this matter has been em byan almost universal complaint 
among a certain setof claimants that their rights had not been fairly con- 
sidered, that they had not had a fall and fair opportunity to have them 
adjudicated, that the Government of the Upited States has not taken 
those which are to deciare ‘the rights of persons who 
claim it; that therefore it is necessary to have some Congres- 
sional declaration, and fi ing that Congressional declaration to have 
a new lawsuit to determine how far ean affect titles that al- 
ready exist. In my judgment the bill, while well intended, while in- 
tended to give repose to a great community and to quiet down questions 
which never to have existed, instead of quieting down those ques- 
tions and —— disputes only sows another harvest of litiga- 
tion, and it will be years before that can be terminated. 

The Committee on Public Lands were not only embarrassed by the 


been greatly worked upon; mine have been. I confess that I have a 
great desire to compensate those people, who have been misled in the 
both in the purchase of these lands and in 

in some way or other. I feel that 
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improvements put 


the 

the Government of the United States has been derelict about this mat- 
ter. of netess itself is not without blame in respect of it; but the offi- 
cers on Government of the United States having charge of the public 
lands ve made acontrariety of decisions, they have made contradict- 
ory decisions, repugnant decisions in regard to these titles, and they 
































have left the people of Iowa in a condition where some of the officers 
would induce them to go on and make- expenditures of money and of 
labor in the-improvement of their farms, while other officers would 
come on succeeding them and overturn their titles entirely. Then 
they would rush into the courts, and they were not satisfied of course 
with the decisions of the courts of the State of Iowa; .and then Con- 
gress was appealed to to come in and indemnify the State of Iowa, to 
grant lands in excess of the original grant, which was done; so that the 
State of Iowa outof the lands granted, I suppose, might have made com- 
pensation to her citizens. It is insisted on one side that Iowa having re- 
ceived this indemnification at the hands of Congress, it is her duty to 
indemnify her people. I have not adopted that view of the case, be- 
cause I have never begrudged to any of the new States the lands within 
their borders. 

I have always felt that there was a certain degree of inequality be- 
tween the new and the old States in respect of the domain within their 
borders. The old thirteen States. and several others that were carved 
out of them by the assent of Congress received not from the Govern- 
ment of the United States, it is true, but they received in the partition 
of territory which they acquired in our revolutionary struggle the ab- 
solute title to all the lands within their borders, subject to certain con- 
tributions that they had ‘to make to pay some of the expenses of the 
Revolutionary war, and also to pay bounties to some of the soldiery of 
that war; but practically the old States got all the land within their 
borders, while the new States got no part of the land within their bor- 
ders except certain reservations which they made for school purposes 
aud purposes of locating and building State-houses and the like—very 
small parcels of land compared with the vast domain that they surren- 
dered by their acts of cession to the Government of the United States. 

So I have never been at all disposed to be strict in giving to the new 
States the lands within their own borders ‘for any public purpose that 
might be useful tothe people; and so I have not adopted the view which 
some Senators have taken in committee and elsewhere, that because the 
State of Iowa received certain lands in the nature of an indemnity, she 
should have furnished them to her people to compensate them, for the 
losses which they had sustained because of our loose legislation, and 
because of the contradictory decisions made in the Land Office. I have 
never believed that that relieved the Government of the United States 
from its own obligation morally and equitably to compensate those 
people for the difficulties and traps into which they had been led by 
our legislation and by our system of decisions in the Land Office. 

Now, sir, | announce my willingness on this floor to-day to have an 
account taken between every settler in Iowa who has been misled by 
the action of the officers of the Government of the United States and 
the United States Government, have the balance struck, and pay it in 
money, so that no citizen of that State shall have the right to complain 
of the Government of the United States that he has been misled by its 
action into making imsprovements upon lands that he purchased and 
paid for to the Government under the decisions of the General Land 
Office; but I want this matter out of the way, so that we can proceed 
to make that compensation in order that the Government of the United 
States can discharge itself of this debt, as it must of every honorable 
obligation resting upon it, it makes no difference whence derived. I 
can conceive of no obligation of greater weight in the scale of honor than 
that which arises in favor of a citizen of the United States who has 
been misled by the judgment or action of the Government officers in 
placing his home upon a piece of public land and making improvements 
thereupon of which he is deprived afterward in consequence of the fact 
that those officers had no right to authorize the settlement. 

Here are other persons who are interested in these lands. Laws were 
passed and decisions made by courts of the highest appellate authority. 
These laws settled the rights of men to go to lowa and buy these lands 
People living in distant States went there and invested their money 
They are innocent purchasers in every sense of the word. They bought 
not only in innocence of any defect in the title, but they bought actually 
under the invitation of the Government of the United States and also of 
the State of Iowa. Wecan not regard these men as being intruders into 
the State of Iowa, it makes no difference if some of them have got more 
than one hundred and sixty acres of land in a body. 

At the time these laws were en:cted the State of Iowa was an unset- 
tled country to a large extent; it was very new; it needed population 
and it invited population, and Congress seconded the invitation, to get 
not population only but capital into thatcountry. And mark how she 
has prospered. What State of all the numberof the younger sisters in 
this great Confederacy has had greater prosperity than Iowa? But she 
has been dependent for it very largely upon the public-land grants that 
have been made to her so liberally by Congress. It was right to make 
them. She has enjoyed the benefit of them; she has got population; 
she has become wealthy. Now it is not right that we should turn 
back and say to the men who took their money in there and invested 
it in Iowa lands, ‘* You shall have no title,’’ or that, ‘‘ You shall have 
eternal litigation before this matter is ended.’’ 

I might remark, I think with great justicealso, that the laws and de- 
cisions of the United States are not fully respected in regard to these 
lands in Iowa. There isa disposition there.to resist the laws, a disposi- 
tion not to allow them to have their full effect, a disposition to contra- 
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vene the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. There 
are organizations there having ostensibly for their purpose, if not resist- 
ance to the decisions, at least the protracting of the litigation over these 
lands. ‘That is a bad state of affairs, and I should like to remedy it. 

We can not get rid of that feeling by holding outa vain hope to these 
people that they can possibly overturn the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in some further litigation. We had better 
express a decisive judgment, as was done by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and say that Congress has no longer any power over this ques- 
tion, for that is the fact. 

If Congress has not passed the title to these lands, then there is no 
use of passing laws; making decisions, and issuing patents; and I be- 
lieve, so far as I have been able to understand the facts in this case, 
Congress has just as much right by an act to take the title of a tract of 
land that I may hold under a patent that is thirty or forty years old 
out of my hands and give it to any otherSenator on this floor as it has 
to go back and rip up these decisions by enacting a new law, create a 
new litigation, and enable a court to make a decision contrary to the 
decisions that have already been made. There must be a time when 
the Government of the United States can rid itself of its title; and 
whenever that Government has issued a patent that is not fraudulent 
on its face—by which we mean a patent that is not affected with fraud 
in the fact of its issue—Congress can not recall that patent and undo 
it by a legislative act. It is a conveyance made by the Congress of the 
United States, having power to make it, having an understanding of 
the facts, certainly not subject to duress; and when the conveyance is 
not affected by a fraud that inheres in the patent itself and makes it 
void as a muniment of title, that patent conveys that land, and after 
we have gotten rid of it in that aspect, whatever question arises in re- 
spect of the title to that land afterward becomes a judicial and not a 
legislative question. 

So I think that every question in this case, as far as I have been able 
to see, indeed I am sure that every question in this case that is now 
sought to be raised by this bill and to be brought back again before the 
céurts for adjudication, is a judicial question mérely, and not a legis- 
lative question. The whole subject of the title to these lands has passed 
beyond the domain of Congressional legislation. What we have done 
is a finality, so far as the Government is concerned, and if we have done 
wrong, nothing remains for us to do but to pay the damages to the peo- 
ple that we have injured by our contradictory and inconsistent course 
of legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama, that this bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to detain the 
Senate long in submitting the remarks upon this motion which it is 
my desire now to do, but if Senators will give me their attention for a 
few minutes I think I can present this case in a manner that will give 
it clear understanding to the mind of every Senator. 

In the very heart of the State of Iowa there are living to-day more 
than one thousand families to whom the passage of this bill means more 
than I can tell or we can realize. These families include many persons 
now in the winter of life. Years of adventure, hardship, and toil are 
behind them, all of which were expended in hopeful endeavors to se- 
cure and improve homes for themselves and their families on the lands 
to which this bill relates and which they now believe of right belong 
to them. For more than a quarter of a century have many of them 
lived where they now live, having commenced their terms of occupancy 
in full belief that the end would be perfect titles to peaceful homes. 
Relying on the good faith of the Government and depending on the as- 
surance of written public law, they entered upon the struggle through 
which homes in the West were then secured. As they pursued the even 
tenor of their ways the wilderness was subdued, waste places were re- 
claimed, civilization advanced, homes were established, farms unfolded 
their beauties, families multiplied, and happy communities evolved the 
elements of thrift and prosperity. They had no suspicion of danger to 
the titles to which they looked for an assurance to them of the results 
of their willing sacrifices and sturdy endeavors. It was no fault of 
theirs that governmental action and inaction induced the presence of 
conflicting claims and controverted rights. 

Twenty-five years ago the section in which these lands and homes 
are situate was the frontier of Iowa settlements. No one then had 
reason to believe that the conditions which now exist relative to the 
titles to the lands there situate would ever ire, and these settlers 
began their work in that new region in full belief that under and in 
pursuance of the land laws of the United States ect titles would 
eventually come to them from the Government. did know what 
Congress, the Secretary of the Interior,. the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and the State of Iowa had done. This they were 
bound to know. But they did not and could not know what these 
powers and officers might do or attempt to do in the future. Nor did 
either prudence, duty, or the law require them to enter upon inquiries 
relative to the possibilities which might appear in that uncertain field 
of action, and they now believe that whatever was subsequently done 
could not lawfully affect their rights. 

_It is not necessary for me here to affirm that vested rights can not be 
divested by an act of Congress or by the mistake or unlawful act or de- 
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cision of an executive officer of the Government. We all know that it 
can not be done. Whatever rights these settlers had they, in contem- 
plation of the law, now have, in spite of legislative or executive action, 
whether it be that of the United States or of the State of Iowa. And 
this doctrine will apply with as effective force to the bill which we are 
now considering in the event of its enactment by Congress as it does to 
the acts which have cast a cloud upon the titles to the lands which con- 
stitute one of the most beautiful sections of the State of Iowa. Hence 
no one can be harmed by the passage of this bill. Even the temporary 
disturbance which may be occasioned by the commencement and prog- 
ress of the action which it directs shall be instituted on behalf of the 
United States by the Attorney-General will be more than compensated 
by the perfect title to be assured by the judicial determination of the con- 
troversy. And this view of the case leads me to remark that the conten- 
tion which it is the office of this bill to terminate is not wholly measured 
by the private rights involved in it. It is one of those disturbances 
which affect a considerable region of country in all of the relations which 
influence values, contentment, prosperity, a = progress. From this 
aspect of the case a public question results. This broadens and inten- 
sifies the character of the bill. Its object embraces the interests of all 
of the people of the region immediately affected; indeed of the entire 
State of Iowa, and of the individuals, residents of other States, who 
claim title to any part of the lands involved adverse to the settlers: 
Each and all of these are definitely interested in obtaining, at the earli- 
est practicable day, a final judicial determination of the controversy 
which rests like a blight upon the titles of all. 

I do not state the case too strongly when I say that the controversy 
which it is believed the methods provided by this bill will settle rests 
like a blight on all of the titles to the lands affected. Noone who has 
not come personally into contact with the facts and effects of this case 
can fully realize or perfectly appreciate how absolutely this blight has 
settled upon its every feature. But every person in interest knows ful] 
well how malign its influence has been and still is, and it will get no 
better but rather or worse until in some such way as is now pro- 
posed a definite judicial remedy shall have been applied; and I am sur- 
prised that the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company and all 
of its assigns and grantees do not join in asking for the passage of this 
bill; for the title of that company and of its assigns and grantees will 
remain in doubt, challenged and uncertain, until some such remedy 
shall have been provided and applied. 

Many of the settlers who are urging the passage of this bill, I am in- 
formed, are grantees of the said company, having endeavored to perfect 
their titles by purchasing that claimed by the corporation also. Still 
others, who have no title but such as they have derived from the com- 
pany by purchase, approve this measure and ask that it be enacted into 
a law. My information is to the effect that these several classes of 
claimants and grantees can neither sell their lands nor raise money on 
them by incumbrance. Every phase of the title is regarded as in some 
way imperfect, and is the subject of suspicion. Nor will this condition 
be remedied by any worrying-out process on behalf of the resisting cor- 

ration. A thousand families,someof whom have been occupying these 

nds as homes fora third of acentury,and many of them,as I have already 
stated, for more than a quarter of a century, will not give up the contest 
even though this bill should fail of passage. They are not asking that 
the rights of others be interfered with, but simply that their own shal! 
be protected. They claim that in fact and in law the legal title to all 
of the lands covered by this bill is in the United States; that having 
complied with the laws relative to pre-emption and homestead entries 
they are entitled to patents for the lands on which they have settled 
and made their homes; that as to the remaining, concerning which no 
adverse claims exist, they are content to have them confirmed to the 
said company or to its grantees as this bill provides. That is the whole 
case as these settlers present it. They simply ask that all of the ques- 
tions involved in the conflicting claims to these lands shall be judici- 
ally determined, alleging that in none of the cases cited against them 
has this been done. 

In this latter allegation fhey do not stand alone, as is abundantly evi- 
denced by the fact of the universal suspicion which rests upon the titles 
involved. The cases cited are not free from the taint of alleged collu- 
sion. I make no charge in this regard, nor shall I enter upon an exam- 
ination of the said cases. It is sufficient for my purpose and in justi- 
fication of this bill to say that in noneof the said cases has the United 
States asserted its title, and the settlers who ask for the passage of this 
bill have had no opportunity which would allow them to do so. 

The representatives of those settlers tellme that ee - _ 
associates will prom ee eee of the judi- 
cal pesestling waa tale ill proposes to institute should it prove to 
be adverse to them. It may be ed to this that in so doing they 
would but be ing the law @ duty incumbent on 
every good citizen. is true; but it is also true that it involves the 
sarrender of the results of the labors of their lives, the loss of homes 
which have sheltered them, and in which their families have been reared, 
and another start in the struggle of life with too many of their years 
gone for those yet remaining to move upon them freighted with hope 


and goodly of success and fortune. 
Mr. Prosihent, the citizens who aak for the passage of this bill have 
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importuned Congress for relief. They have been patient and re- 
eel Tt does not seem just to deny their prayer. They can not 
put their case in the courts. But the Government can go there under 
the provisions of this bill. These citizens are humble; but their rights, 
though they may embrace merely claims to titles to small holdings of 
lands on which they have spent the best years of their lives in hardy 
endeavors to found and homes, should be as sacred in the con- 
templation of the Government as though they were the owners of prin- 
cipalities of lands and millions of invested capital. A government can 
be as truly great in guarding the comparatively insignificant rights of 
its humblest citizens as in contests for empire. We can give the pro- 
tection prayed for in this case not only without injustice to other citi- 
zens, but ina manner which, while it protects private rights, will also 
promote the public welfare. For it must be seen by all that even 
though the remedy proposed shall fail of that full measure of good re- 
sult which would secure to these patient settlers their homes, it cer- 
tainly will quiet the titles to all of the lands whose conditions are dis- 
turbed and values unsettled by this long existing controversy. Hence, 
whatever the final issue may be, a good result will have been reached. 
A conflict of many unpleasant features will cometoan end. I can but 
hope that the end will assure to these patient people their homes. 


But should it fail of this, it will give rest and perfect title to one of 
the most beautiful and fruitul sections of the State of Iowa. The 
Government will have done its full duty, and the citizen will feel that 
it is not unmindful of him, though he may be poor and his home hum- 


ble. This will tend to remove unrest and establish contentment; and 
noresults of government are more to be desired than these. 


With this description of the case I am willing to submit it, so far as 
I am concerned, to a test of the motion made by the Senator from Ala- 


ma. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, some four years ago almost exactly 
1 had occasion at the instance of the Judiciary Committee to examine 
this matter very thoroughly, and I made a very careful and elaborate 
examination of it so far as I was concerned; and as a result I was di- 
rected to submit as the unanimous voice of that committee a report in 
accordance with the views expressed by the Senator from Alabama 


[Mr. MorGAN] a few moments ago. 


In making that examination I had every sympathy with what are 
called the settlers there, and I used the few faculties I had to the best 
of my ability to find out some way to give them a remedy or to give 
them relief; but I was forced to the conclusion, as was the committee 
unanimously, that there was no relief that Congress could give, that 
the matter had long since passed ont of the legislative jurisdiction of 


Congress. 4 


One of your predecessors, sir [Mr. HARRISON in the chair], Mr. Pratt, 
years before I came into the Senate, and ‘years before I ever had any 
idea that I should be able to get to the Senate, made a report from the 
Judiciary Committee, which was unanimously indorsed, to the same 
effect as the report I made and as the minority report made now by the 
Senator from Alabama. The Senator from Alabama has expressed my 
views so thoroughly and so completely that I shall not detain the Senate 
many minutes. I will simply attempt to re-enforce, with some addi- 
tional light on the question in more recent years, what the Senator from 
Alabama has said. Coming down to the pure stubborn question of fact 
and law, the settlers do not stand in relation to this property as innocent 

rs. Itcan not beclaimed. But while that is true, as was so 
well stated by the Senator from Alabama, I have some sympathy with 
in dealing with them ought 
not to hold them to the strict letter of the law, but might open its sym- 
pathy and give them some relief, possibly in the way suggested by the 
Senator from-Alabama, but certainly not in the way the bill proposes. 
\ Now I wish to call the attention of the Senate for a few minutes to’ 
the closing part of the report which I made four years ago from the 


them, and believe that possibly 


Judiciary Committee on this subject: 


meting Ge opening of the land offices in 1868, by the direction of 
+ a e entry of these puede Sa rernnnent ae e — to the 
put upon their guard, not only by the decision 

in the Wolcott case, but paar eeatet by the circuit court, that there 
ao <a wed the a ae — to take the risk, 

y acqu no title. From the very start 

there was a cloud of doubt. They can not, in face of these facts, be segnaded on 
purchasers. The intrinsic value of the lands at the time when they 

wane Ges filings and entries waa probably nearly as great as now, aside from 
* provements. But the ittee understand the fact to be that the lands 
ue ail ae all settled upon while the order was in force withdrawing 
applications for entering at the land office ap- 


Not 
the 
committee 
was a question as to their 
and the ultimate 


innocent 


F 


them from although man 
pear to have been made since.” 


So that according to the law of the case from the foundation of the 
Government to the present day the Government is never understood 


to warrant and covenant in 


to th ts it makes. 
The in oll e grants it makes 


to 
their and 


and 
jection. The closing paragraph of the report is: 


ae more recent decisions ages open, 101 U.S. nm, —_ ssentene 
approve the earlier cases on read 
cited, from them all it is clearly to be gathered that ain mates eee 


of Weber, Ibid. 
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them subject to their own risks, and 
p> we a was ae to put these settlers 
Ww opportunity of knowing is knowledge. 
But, as stated “3 the Senator from Alabama, if you could comprte this 
ve it to them in meritorious cases I should have no ob- 
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beyond the reach of Congress, and whatever rights the settlers seek to show or 
may wish toestablish, they are not within any remedial legislation of Congress; 
they can not be affected by any act of Congress; in fact, it is a subject over which 
Congress has no jurisdiction ; and the committee ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and recommend it be indefinitely postponed 


In that report, and in the report of Mr. Pratt which preceded it some 
years, the litigation on this subject was analyzed from the case in twenty- 
third Howard about twenty-five years ago, and they run in one current 
from that down to one hundred and ninth United States Reports, which 
I have here, and from which I shall read a short paragraph, the Supreme 
Court holding without a dissenting voice that Congress had passed this 
property away from the United States. Here I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senators from Iowa to one fact which in this report is not 
stated, but I will now undertake to state it. Sharing with them in the 
fullness of their sympathies and their desire to aid these settlers, I yet 
say that the State of lowa should do this. She was the recipient of all 
these lands and of this grant; and if she has come in between the 
Greenleaf settlers and the United States, she should take the onus of 
protecting the parties, and it should not be thrown on the United States. 
She parted with the property over twenty years ago. In the report the 
cases are all referred to; but since then, a year or more ago, in the case“of 
The Dubuque and Sioux City Railroad Company vs. Des Moines Valley 
Railroad Company, the Supreme Court said where this very question 
came up— 

That the act of July 12, 1862, (c. 162, 12 Stat., 43 

Now nearly twenty-three years ago— 


transferred the title from the United States and vested it in the State of lowa 
for the use of its grantees under the river grant. 


And they refer to the Wolcott case and the Litchfield case and the 
Weber case and all the decided cases; and so you see that by an un- 
broken course of decisions for twenty-five years past this property has 
been determined to have passed to the State of Iowa—to have passed ° 
away from the United States—with which the United States has now 
no more to do than it has with my home in Little Rock. There is the 
whole case in a nutshell. 

sut the Senator from Iowa who has just taken his seat said these 

parties never had any opportunity to test this question. Let us see. 
I hold in my hand a transcript of a case decided by the Supreme 
Court over one month since, the case of Bicknell vs. Comstock, on ap- 
peal from the eastern district of New York, where one of these persons 
had sold his land and made a covenant and warranty of title. The 
vendee caught him in New York and sued him there for a breach of 
warranty. The Supreme Court reviewed this whole question again 
from the Litchfield case in twenty-third Howard down to the case in 
one hundred and ninth United States Reports, and determined that 
this party had no title, that Congress had passed the title to the State 
of Iowa, and he must account on his warranty. 

Now, what is Congress asked to do in the face of all this? To per- 
mit parties to go into the tribunals in Iowa to litigate about property 
that the Supreme Court of the United States has said the Government 
has no title to. It has said it now almost five times five. The honor- 
able Senator from Iowa says the bill can do no harth. Suppose, for 
the sake of the argument, that to be true; I might just as well ask Con- 
gress to pass a law to permit me to sue for the great ranch of my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] in Texas that I might covet and desire. 
The Government does not own it; Congress has nothing to do with this 
property. It may be a very interesting business for Congress to permit 
people to go into court and litigate; but if the Government has no title 
to the property about which the litigation is to be instituted, Congress 
has no business to pass such a bill. 

But I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa that it will do harm. 
How? It will simply bring litigation upon these people that the courts 
will be compelled to dismiss upon a motion or on a demurrer to fhe 
complaint filed, because if there is no title,if there is no right to this 
property in the Government, Congress can give no right to bring a suit 
for it; and a courton demurrer will dismiss the bill and say, ‘‘ You have 
nothing to litigate about, so far as Congress is concerned.’’ You point 
to these innocent people who, according to the speech of the Senator 
from Iowa, have already suffered greatly, and you plunge them into 
an additional expense for litigation. Thatis the harm it willdo. I 
sympathize with the settlers, and I am willing to stretch, if you please, 
the legislative conscience of Congress to do something for them in mer- 
itorious cases; but not to invite them to litigate about a matter where 
there is no right to the property in the General Government. This bill 
would be a delusion to them, it would be a snare, and then they would 
come back to Congress after their complaint was dismissed and say, 
“*Well, we thought you were giving us bread, but it turns out to be a 
stone. We ask now for some further relief.’’ 

As Congress has virtually passed on this repeatedly, and the Supreme 
Court so often, there is nothing left, it seems to me, but for the Senate 
to sustain the motion of the Senator from Alabama that the bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 1 o’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 


ness, which is the bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the 


& 
% 





paca ene eres: wee 






















































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








FEBRUARY 12, 





pre-emption of the public lands and the laws allowing entries for tim- 
ber-culture 
CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS, 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to yield to me 
fora moment. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to present at 
this time the following resolution: 


Reaolved, That after the call for “‘ concurrent and other resolutions" has been 
concluded, it shall be the duty of the President of the Senate to lay before the 
Senate, in their order, House bills on the Calendar which have been favorabl 
reported by a Senate committee, ey to the provisions of Rule VIII, w 
shal! continue until 1 o'clock each day until all of such bills shall have been 
considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask that the resolution may be printed and lie upon 
the table until to-morrow morning, at which time I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to consider it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
up to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the following amendment to that: 


That this order shall not interfere with the pending case. 


Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection whatever to that amendment if 
the Senator from Iowa desires it inserted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do desire it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
by consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution as amended be read again for infor- 
mation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read again for 
information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the amendment being adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that it has not 
been adopted. It has been simply accepted by the Senator who offered 
the resolution as a modification. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the resolution: 

Provided, That the pending order, Senate bill No. 1886, shall not be interfered 
with, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it appear that that isan amendment, not a mod- 
ification. I have no objection to it, but I do not care to be responsible 
for it. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Senator from Iowa pro- 

an amendment to be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire that my amendment shall cover the scope 
of the bill pending before the Senate in the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa desireto 
propose the amendment now, or will he withhold it until the resolu- 
tion is under consideration ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not very particular. I will offerit now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be acted on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I give notice of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa can at this 
time give notice of an intended amendment and ask to haveit printed. 
It can not be properly offered as an amendment now, because the reso- 
lution is not pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senate very well understands the gen- 
eral scope of the amendment I propose. It is hardly worth while to 
print it. 

: Mr. HOAR. I[ask that the resolution be read as it would read if 
amended. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. HARRIS with 
the amendment of Mr. ALLISON added thereto. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the resolution is not now before the 
Senate for action, but I beg leave at this time to ask the Senator from 
Tennessee whether he proposes to have the resolution passed in such 
terms that it will deprive the Senate of the ordinary power to take up 
upon motion any matter that it may see fit during the morning hour? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think it would have that effect. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator does not intend that effect, will he be 
good enough in the interval to look at the resolution and see whether 
it may not possibly have it? 

Mr. HARRIS. My present request is that the resolution be printed 
and lie on the table until to-morrow morning, at which time I will ask 
the Senate to consider it, and in the mean time I shall be glad to have 
the Senator from Massachasetts look at it, as I will do. 


/ PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7004) to re- 
a all laws a the pre-emption of the public lands and the 
aws allowing entries for timber-culture, the pending question being on 
the amendment proposed by Mr. PALMER as an additional section. 
Mr. VEST. ee ee this bi?] postponed until 
to-day in order that I might submit to the Senate some papers that I 
had received in regard to it. It is hardly necessary for me to say that 
I have no personal interest in the subject, but on the 26th of January 
I received from a person unknown to me, but I spoke about him tothe 
Senators from his State and others, who concurred that he was a gen- 
tleman of high character, as high as any one in that State, and he makes 


It is offered so that it will be in order to call it 


The resolution will be so amended 


some suggestions in regard to the question pending on this bill which, 
it seems to me, should receive attention. The matter should be the 
subject of a separate bill, and should not be placed by amendment on 


this bill in the way now to be done. I ask the Secretary to 
read this letter I send to the desk. I will not give the name ot the 
writer, but he is known to theSenators from Michigan. The statement 
is of a public nature and relevant to the matter now before the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. Grorce G. Vest, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Sim: Permit me tocall to your notice a bill recently introduced by Senator 
PALMER, of this State, reported on the 20th instant from the Committee on Puly- 
lie Lands, and recommended for immediate action, which provides: “That 
wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale to aid internal improvement, 
or where the lands have been reduced in price to $1.25 per acre, and such lands 
have been purchased in good faith and patents obtained therefor, without 
having been first proclaimed by the President, such patents shall be valid, where 
on the 2th of January, 1885, ane are no conflicting claims,” &c. 

The bill is drawn in the interest ofa few men, who Seepgenatiins by officials 
in the local land offices, and more especially in Northern Mi igan and Wisconsin, 
to purchase at private sale, for cash, at $1.25 peracre, valuable lands of the United 
States worth to $100 per acre, and this, in direct conflict with the law 
providing “‘ that all lands shall first be ee President and 
offered at public auction to the highest bidder, = acre being the minimum 
price,”’ thereby throwing the lands open to competition and enabling the gen- 
eral public to attend the sale, purchase if they so desire, and the Government 
to realize approximately, at least, the value ofthe lands. _ 

And oe eos these persons before the country posing as innocent purchasers 
in th. 
ee was no good faith in these transactions, and none can properly be 

i ‘ 

The bill is not in the interest of homesteaders oractual settlers; on the contrary, 
its design is to cut these people off, and isin direct conflict with the design of 
the Government to reserve its lands for actual settlement. 

It is an effort on the part of certain land speculators to bolster up by legis!a- 
tion claims procured in a notoriously unlawful manner to lands the titles to 
which have already been declared void by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. A few individuals have quietly en choicest and most valuable 
tracts before the y are awareof what is going on, and after these 

w they want, the knowledge ually spreads that 
the lands are being taken, anda few pieces are up by A, B,and C 

I trust you will not permit this attempt to make the Government a party to 
robbing itself to pass unnoticed. 

The Washington correspondents of our Michigan poueenerre seem to be in 
the employ of innocent (?) pa as they do not give the facts, but a garbled 
statement, leading one to understand t rsand r men are to be 
injured by the ruling of the Secretary of the Interior and the decision of the 
Supreme Court. 


Mr. VEST. I would not submit a private letter to the Senate unless 
I knew the character of the writer, and I know this gentleman from 
the statements of Senators to be a man of high character, whose state- 
ments are entitled to respect. He states here that the Washington 
correspondents of the Western papers, especially of Wisconsin and Mich- 
igan, are entirely in the interest of this amendment which was reported 
here as a Senate bill. Attached to this letter are extracts from the 
correspondence of some of these dents. There is one state- 
ment made in behalf of the amendment from a correspondent of the 
Detroit Post manifestly in this interest. He says: 

For twenty-five or nese eee officers of the Land Department have been 
offering at private sale which had been withdrawn from market for rail- 
road and er purposes and then restored without another public auction of 
them. Thousands of citizens of Michigan have been pure these lands for 
many years. In a great number of cases men have made it t chief business 
and have by this time become the owners of Sauetenete, Two or three citizens 

Detroit bave written here that their entire consists in lands which 
they have thus been acquiring. Mines have been dug uj lands so purchased, 
homes secured, and farms lata out. Messrs. Barnhart, Hill, and Freeman, of 
Grand Rapids, Case & McKinnon, of Marquette and others, who are in Wash- 
ington now, own probably 100,000 acres of these lands. 

I read this, coming from a party favorable to this amendment, to 
show that this legislation is not in the interest of the poor men of 
Michigan and Wisconsin, that it is not in the interest of homesteaders 
or of pre-empters who seek, in accordance with the general policy of the 
land lawsof the United States, to secure humblé homes upon the public 
lands, but it is in the interest of speculators. Here are these gentle- 
men whose names I have read from the lips of their friends, who are in 
Washington now, to secure title to 100,000 acres of the public domain 
by this act of alone, that the statements made by 
the gentleman whose letter I have are true and shown to be true 
from the public press. é 

Will it be pretended that these were innocent purchasers? Who 
ever heard of men 100,000 acresof public land without knowing 
exactly what they bought? Who does not knowthat men will not put 
their entire fortunes in a tion of that sort without examining 
every fact and having the legal opinions that can be bought for 
money in this entire country? 

With no knowledge personally, with noacquaintance personally wit! 
one Sn een eee, I am authorized to declare here from my 
seat in the that the facts show beyond question that this is a 
speculation for the purpose of buying up hundreds of thou- 
of acres of public land on an uncertain title at a price at which 
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which, I take it, can not be contradicted, because especially the salient were exceeding their authority, or where there was a probability that 


these lands in vast bodies in the hands of certain individ- 

a ees from a friend of this measure, I am authorized in making | 
tatement that 1 have made. 

Staemee ane the amendment will be rejected. ste 
Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Missouri has pictured a frightfal | 

representation of the amount of turpitude involved in the amendment. 
I suppose very likely some men may possibly have gotten title there in | 
late years knowing that they were getting an imperfect title; but those | 
are not the men whose rights I des:re to secure. oe 

At the time when there was a carnival of land grants in Congress, 
along about 1556, nine lines of road, I believe, were given grants. They 
threaded our State in every direction. Certain amounts of land were | 
withdrawn from market, and owing to the peculiar directions in which 
the railroads were run it took out from market nearly one-half of the 
northern half of the lower peninsula. Those lands have been pur- 
chased not only by speculators, by lumbermen, but by farmers—men who 
have put their sweat, their blood, and their toil in those acres, and now 
a cloud has come on their title, which always existed, but which they 
were not aware of till the last decision of the Supreme Court, which | 
was to the effect that all lands which had been withdrawn from market 
should be again offered at public sale before they were subject to pri- 
“loan of these cases, as the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
states in his letter to the Committee on Public Lands, there was no of- | 
fering at public sale. I do not know how far the defect in the titles of | 
those lands will extend or to how many thousands of acres, but I know | 
that a vast majority of the land-owners of the northern half of the lower | 
peninsula of Michigan are in jeopardy by reason of not having their | 
titles confirmed. They bought the lands honestly, they paid for them, | 
they have held them, some of them twenty years, paying taxeson them, | 
and now they are liable to the depredations of land-j umpers and jackals | 











they were exceeding it, and have bought up hundreds of thousands 
of acres of valuable land at a dollar anda quarter an acre in fraud of the 
rights of the Government and in fraud of the rights of other citizens 
of the United States, in that case we ought not to pass a law which 
validates their titles. The speculators took their chances; they lost 
the case in the Supeme Court of the United States, and it is unfair and 
unjust by a sweeping act of Congress to give them their game after they 
had taken the chances and lost. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state, in answer to the Senator from Missouri, 
that the amendment is not entirely in the interest of speculators 
There are thousands of farm titles which are also involved in the same 
uncertainty by the acts of the Land Office, as well as the titles of men 
who have bought for speculation. I do not consider that there is any 
great crime in speculating in lands. I consider that the United States 
is benefited, and that all parties are benefited, if men buy lands and 
pay taxes on them and hold them for sale. 

But the amendment is not intended to benefit rich men alone. It 
involves more poor men than rich men. If the Senator sees in it any- 
thing that appears to him like an attempt to defraud the Government 
hope he will propose to so amend the amendment that it may pass 
in such a shape that the northern half of the southern peninsula of 
Michigan at least, and also the Lake Superior region, may be relieved 
from an incursion of land-jumpers that would be worse than that of 
Attila and the Huns or the Goths and Vandals, and which would un- 
settle half the property in the northern part of the lower peninsula of 
Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan { Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. HALE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONGEXR. I do not know on what authority the Senator from 


of every character. | Missouri says this measure is intended for the advantage of men own- 
In regard to the letter which the Senator from Missouri has read, I ing 50,000 and 100,000 acres of land in Michigan. It will be news to 
will say that I know the gentleman who wrote it. He is a reputable | any Michigan man to have sucha statement made. I have never seen 


man, and I can not conceive the animus of that letter unless it is that | any such statement coming from any of the persons who have written 


he has some private pique to gratify, and if the thing should be fol- 
lowed up, if it were worth while, I have no doubt that would be estab- 
lished. As to the land he speaks of in the upper peninsula of Michi- 
gan I know but little. Possibly there may have been some titles gotten 
there by men who knew that they were buying a defective title, but in 
the case of the vast majority of the lands where the defect in title is 
attempted to be cured by this measure the owners are honest men and | 
men who deserve relief. I suppose there can not be anything of this 
kind brought up before Congress without the vision of a big land steal | 


letters or sent petitions in regard to this matter. I understand from 
the Senator that he gets his information from private sources, and I do 
not know how authentic they may be. 

he real truth about this matter is that the decision of the Land 
Office, confirmed by the Supreme Court, throws a cloud upon the title 
of lands that have been entered for the last twenty or twenty-five years 
as the homes of hundreds and thousands of people of Michigan. I speak 
of Michigan because I know more about that, but in Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, and other States there have been public lands situated as these 


being involved. I hope the matter will be exhaustively discussed. I | public lands were, and where by the action of the Land Office they 


am ready to answer any questions in regard to it. 
If Senators will look at the letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 


have been held out to the people of Michigan and Wisconsin and Min- 
nesota as subject to entry without having been first offered at public 


eral Land Office they will see the animus of this measure and why it | sale. The people who bought these lands, whether they bought more 


should pass. He says: 
- From the foregoing it appears that, briefly stated, the practite of this office 
has been: 


1. In the earlier 
public notice such ee 


Again he says: 


nts to the States to restore to private entry by a simple 
nds as had once been offered. 








or whether they bought less, have been misled by Government officers: 
They have been deceived in regard to a law which it was supposed the 
executive officers of the United States understood, and they have paid 
their m ey and bought their lands and received their patents and their 
certificates of ownership. Hundreds and thousands of men have gone 
with their families into the northern part of our lower peninsula, and 


If for any reason lands which had once been offered at $1.25, and afterward at | into the upper peninsula, and have spent years with their families there 


$2.50, were reduced to $1.25 acre, a second offeri t that price d 
== of late to os boon SiCIGEE wettensary én onder to ae 
subject to private entry. 
Whose fiult was it that these men got defective titles? It was the 
fault of the officers of the United States; and where there are no con- 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, let me say a word in regard to— 
a PRESIDING aoe Does the Senator from Michigan yield 


, pardon; I t the Senator was through. 
Mr. PALMER. No; but I bowl like to hear what the Senator 
wishes to say 


was about to say, and possibly I had better say it in 
’ ee that I think there is not a single Senator 
myself Iam absolutely certain) who, if a question 


Ee 
ail 


_ 


af 
aa 
: 


should ever be presented such as I take it from the character of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Michigan he thinks is presented to the Sen- 
se, would hesitate one instant in validating the title of an honest bona | 


E 


le amount of land, whether one hundred and sixty acres or more, 
was in actual possession of it for the purpose of makinga home. I 
there is not a Senator here who would hesitate to validate such 
denier’ give such a man a prior right over any one else for land thus 
g Kanieenle Sates eng time when facts exist (I do not say 


FE 


whether they do or not, they are quoted here from a responsibl 
source, a man of good character) showing Eatipasnletens have gone _ 


land knowing that the title was defective, knowing that the land officers 


purchaser who went tothe land office and bought fora home a reas- | 


| clearing land and making homes with the patent of the United States 
in their hands, believing that they had a home under the laws of the 
United States, believing that the great patent of the United States gave 
them their lands and gave them their homes, and after years of toil and 
-years of sacrifice of comforts in the wilderness, when. they had a career 
of some comparative comfort and competence before them, all at once by 
a new decision of the Land Office, supported by the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, they find that they have no right to these lands, or at least 
that there is a cloud upon their title, and they find, worse than that, 
that any speculating man may go right upon their farms and pre-empt 
their home, their house, their barn, their garden, their orchard, thei: 
| fields, or may go and settle upon it and claim it*as a homestead even, 
and take away the rights of all these settlers at u grasp. 
| There is no sense in such a state of the law as that, and Congress 
should provide a remedy immediately. It may be that some have 
larger portions of land and some smaller, but it affects all alike. Why 
should not this remedial measure be passed to stop the rapacity of 
those who would take away from the settler his hard-earned orchard 
and garden and house and barn; or, if he has died in the struggle to 
make him a home, who would take it away from the widow and from 
| the children, and they, standing there with the broad seal of this Gov- 
ernment upon a patent to their lands, are driven off by whatever spec- 
ulator, knowing this cloud and defect upon their title, may sce fit to 
plant himself in the midst of this home gained by so much toil and by 
so much labor? 

I care not if there be a few men who have large possessions. I speak 
for the hundreds and thousands of the poor men of Michigan who set- 
tled that.country, who within twenty years have made the wilderness 
of the northern part of our lower peninsula smile like a garden, beauti- 
fied by homes, cheered by the improvements which their hard labor 
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has made, and which are about to be swept away and taken away by 
the rapacious land-shark. And men will vote against this measure in 
favor of homestead settlers, giving them the right to go and take these 
lands, when by doing it they wring the hearts of thousands of men, 
women, and children in all these States and take away their posses- 
80ns. 

The Government made this defect in title. The Government failed 
to put these lands up at publicauction. The Government of the United 
States, the paternal Government of the United States, led them into 
this trap into which they are to perish to lose their homes. 

I make this appeal for the settlers on these lands. I make this ap- 
peal in favor of making valid the great patent of the United States to 
the homesteader, to the pre-emptionist, and to the settler. 

The State of Michigan in the last twenty-five years has doubled its 
population, and it has doubled it by inviting to these wild lands set- 
tlers from every State in the Union, who have.gone there, improved the 
lands, and made their homes; and years afterward they find a cloud 
upon their title—ay, they find themselves in the position of having it 
all wrested from them because the President failed to order the lands 
to be offered at public sale. 

I do not know a case in all the legislation of Congress where justice 
and equity and right more demand the passage of such a measure as 
this to secure the people of the United States in homes that they have 
already made. I would goas far as the farthest in preserving the pub- 
lic lands of the United States for homes for the people, for lands for the 
landless, but I shall not do itat the expense of those who have put upon 
their lands the toil of years. I would not drive the father of the fam- 
ily and the mother and the children from the homes into which they 
have put all their labor, all their toil, all their love for the family and 
for their children during long years of privation and labor. 

That is what this amendment means. It would save those homes to 
the thousands of people of these States where this class ef lands has been 
sold and patents given, and where, by an unexpected order of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, sustained properly probably by 
the Supreme Court on mere technical points of law, they are to be driven 
from their homes, driven into exile in their old age, driven from their 
gardens and their fields, from their houses and from their barns into a 
hopeless exile. 

I have stated the object of theamendment. If it happens that some 
men more fortunate, with more lands, have a large number of acres in 
some few places, it may have that objection. But are you not to do 
right by those who have got more lands? The main object here is to 
preserve the thousands, and I had almost said hundreds of thousands, 
of individuals—the thousands of families—from being wrecked and de- 
stroyed, with the muniments of title to their lands in their hands. 

What a spectacle it would be to let a speculator come and take away 
these lands and drive off as with a flaming sword the people who have 
toiled and labored so long for a home and see them wandering away 
from their homes, to the eternal disgrace of this nation and this people, 
bearing aloft and fluttering in the winds a valid title and patent of the 
United States, with the great seal of the United States attached to it ! 
Yet that is what those who oppose this measure will compel in these 
cases unless some remedy like that proposed in the amendment is held 
out to our people there. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to repeat what I said yesterday upon this 
question. There are quite a large number of citizens of Pennsylvania 
who claim that their titles are clouded in such a manner that this 
measure would cure the defect.. They are respectable citizens who have 
written to me in regard to the matter, saying that they purchased on 
the faith of the derivation of their title directly through a patent by 
the Government and paid their money, and they hold that they are 
entitled to a clear grant from the Government of the United States. It 
appears to me, therefore, to raise the question of the protection of the 
innocent purchaser in this case, in addition to that of the settler. For 
that reason and for the reason stated by the Senator from Michigan I 
shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yesterday I took the ground in discussing this 
matter that the subjett ought to come up again before the Committee 
on Public Lands. A bill was reported from that committee substantially 
the same as the amendment now proposed by the Senator from Michigan 
{Mr. PALMER]; but it was offered merely as a general proposition of 
law, a sweeping proposition affecting all cases of this kind throughout 
the United States. I had no idea that there was any controversy about 
lands in Michigan or elsewhere of the character suggested by the state- 
ments made by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. It seems, 
though, that there is a question of conflict of title between the claim- 
ants to these lands, and that question has been pending a long time. 

I suppose from the information the Senator from Missouri gave us 
this morning that the whole controversy arose out of the case of Eldred 
vs, Sexton, the head-notes of which I read yesterday, decided by the Su- 
preme Court in 1873. It has been nearly twelve years since that decis- 
jon was made, and I am not aware that any movement has been made 
since that time for the remedy of this difficulty by act of Congress. Iam 
totally unfamiliar with the state of facts abuubtieen controverted titles, 
and the Committee on Public Lands, so far as I am aware, are totally 
unfamiliar with it. We looked at the proposition that was sent to us 





as a general proposition which upon its face was very fair and very 


plausible. At the same time it ought not to have the application that 


is intended to be given to it here. The Congress of the United States 
ought not to interfere between private claimants to land from the Gov- 
ernment to settle questions that in their nature are only judicial. The 
laws of the United States, as expounded in the case of Eldred rs. Sex- 
ton—— 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to inter- 
rupt him ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the Senator from Alabama labors under a 
wrong impression in regard to the amendment. Where there are any 
conflicting or adverse claims it is not intended by the amendment to 
cure the defect in the title; such cases go to the proper tribunals. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was the manner in which the bill was first 
reported from the committee, but still Senators have put in it a ques- 
tion of valid conflicting title. Weare to legislate so as to declare, con- 
trary to the decision of the Supreme Court, that an entry of lands 
within these railroad limits at a dollar and a quarter an acre is valid. 
That is the first step taken in the amendment. It is to validate an 
entry which the Supreme Court of the United States has declared to 
be invalid under thelaw. Having taken that step, another party comes 
in with a conflicting claim, and you require that that claim shall be 
valid. In other words, it is proposed to legislate out of the hands of 
whoever may be the holder of the property a title which he holds under 
the Government of the United States, for which he has paid $2.50 an 
acre, and then legislate it into the hands of a man who holds a certifi- 
cate for which he paid a dollar and a quarter an acre, which the Su- 
preme Court held to be invalid. You declare the invalid title to be a 
valid title, and you exclude the man who paid $2.50 an acre for his 
land unless he can prove that his title was a validone. That is decid- 
ing the whole case by legislative action in a single proposition. 

The —— ss of the United States ought not to be asked to doa thing 
of that kind. If the Government of the United States has sold the land 
to any person for a dollar and a quarter an acre, and there is no person 
else who claims the land under any purchase from the Government 
whatever or under any right of homestead or any right of pre-emption, 
then I am willing to confirm the certificate that was granted at a dol- 
lar and a quarter an acre, because what we should do then would be 
merely to waive the difference between a dollar and a quarter and two 
dollars and a half an acre on the price of the land; but to go beyond 
that and to take up the question of title and make valid by act of Con- 
gress an invalid title, decided to be so twelve years ago by the Supreme 
Court, and then to fence in and protect that title, to put it in a bomb- 
proof by saying to the holder of that title, ‘‘ You shall hold it against 
every person in the world except some man who shall show a valid 
title against the United States,’’ is merely to sweep the lands out of 
the hands of persons who may have purchased them at two dollars and 
a half an acre and give them to persons who bought them at a dollar 
and a quarter an acre. 

I think there has been a good deal of delayabout this matter. Why 
should these parties have slumbered upon their rights without seeking 
the intervention of Congress for twelve years since the decision in 
Eldred vs. Sexton? If the Congress of the United States in regard to 
the public lands will concern itself simply in overruling by legislative 
action the decisions of the Supreme Court of this country, we need not 
attempt to do any other kind of business; Congress will be converted 
into a court for the trial of land titles, and we shall be appealed to con- 
tinually by men who have got equitable claims, or claims that they 
conceive to be equitable, who will bring them in here for the purpose of 
having them vamped up by act of Congress so that they may go back 
and assert them in the courts and beat any person else who has a prior 
legal title. 

I lament very much that Congress is being called upon almost every 
day—that has been my observation since I have had the honor of a place 
upon the Committee on Public Lands to legislate titles out of the hands 
of some grantee of the Government and arrange them so that they wil! 
fall into the hands of some other tee or some homesteader or some 
settler upon the publiclands. It is hardly worth while to argue before 
a body compet watindé of lawyers that this is a transgression of the 
constitutional power of Congress, for when we enact laws and the peo- 
ple acting under those laws and in conformity with them acquire in- 
terests in the public domain, we have no power to set aside those in- 
terests and to recall the lands at our will and pleasure. After we have 
— the title to an individual in pursuance of the laws of the United 

tates, held to be valid ‘by the Supreme Court or otherwise, it will not 
be insisted that we can assert the power on the part of Congress to re- 
call those lands at our pleasure and bestow the title in some other (i- 
rection. 

It seems that we have a up as a sort of supreme court 0! 
Ss of the United States to reverse by legis- 

ve decree what have solemnly decided to be the law of the land. 
The Su Court in these decisions exercised only its consti 
i by law to overturn those decisions and 
take from parties in w favor they have been made the benefit of 


them we arg usurping rights that we have no authority to usurp under 
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the Constitution of the United States; we are transgressing the bounda- 
; aeahhiiedhon: 

st aan ge this case ought to be considered by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. I had no suspicion that there was any such con- 
troversy as that which has been suggested by the remarks of the Senator 
from Missouri who sits behind me until he made known this statement 
in the Senate. The Committee on Public Lands have had people from 
Michigan upon various controversies before them in large numbers, and 
some of the ablest lawyers in that section of the country and in other sec- 
tions of the country have been here to represent the controversies about | 
the Ontonagon Railroad grant and the various complications which have 
arisen out of that and about grants to canals and other works of pub- 
lic improvement which have been construed in one way and another by 
the authorities of Michigan, and by the authorities of the | nited States 
Government, so as to involve those people in a labyrinth of difficulty 
and turmoil and litigation. But when this case came up I did notsup- 

that there was any actual controversy in respect to the title toa 
large body of land in that State between private individuals. I had 
no thought of such a thing. I thought that what was presented was a 
general proposition of law, and I was trying to prevent, so far as I was 
able, any application of the general principle insisted upon in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, which might prove inconvenient 
or damaging or destructive to the titles of people who had acquired titles | 
in good faith under the Government of the United States. 

Now, it appears that here is a private controversy about these lands. 
It appears that certain persons have bought these lands, if I under- 
stood the remarks of the Senator from Missouri, in good faith, paid 
their money for them, and they insist that they are entitled to the lands. 
Shall we, by passing a measure as sweeping in its provisions as this, 
which applies all over the United States, undertake in this indirect 
way to settle a private controversy between persons in the State of 
Michigan about tracts of land? It seems to me that it is preposterous 
that we should undertake to do it. 

The Senator from Michigan ought to be willing to allow this bill, 
which has been reported by the committee, and I think improvidently 
reported, to come up on its merits, and to let those people in Michigan, 
who are now notified by the fact that such a bill has been reported, 
come in and present their controversy and their contention about these 
Jands. Do not let us decide a case of the magnitude that this appears 
to be in this indirect way, and without offering the opportunity of a 
hearing to those people in Michigan. 

We have before us a bill for the purpose of repealing the pre-emption 
laws, the timber-culture laws, and the desert-land act. That is the ob- 
ject of the bill. Senators on this floor, persons interested every where, 
are notified that when the bill is called upon the Calendar the Senate 





intends to engage itself in considering those changes in the general land | 
laws of the United States. While that bill is under consideration the | 
Senator from Michigan offers an amendment to it which purports to be | 


1 and universal in its application, but which touches upon a sub- 
ject that is not hinted at in the bill which the honorable Senator from 


Oregon is conducting through the Senate. When the people,whose | 


rights were referred to in the remarks made by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, come to inquire of us why it was that on a bill to repeal the pre- 


emption laws and the timber-culture laws we took up and considered a | 


matter entirely foreign to it, which drew into controversy a private liti- 
gation between citizens in Michigan and elsewhere,what have we to 
say about it? 

I am very much obliged to the Senator from Missouri for having fur- 
nished the Senate with information that nobody else has furnished it 
with heretofore. It is now made known to the Senate of the United 
States that there is a private controversy about this question, and the 
Senate ought to allow the committee to hear both sides of it, or at least 
the Senate ought itself to hear both sides of it before it decides upon a 
question of such magnitude. 

Mr. CONGER. Theamendment of my colleague has been before the 
Senate as a separate bill for a long time. There has never come to the 
knowledge of the Senate by any public petition or memorial or docu- 
ment whatever any tion to the measure from any source. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not until this morning. 

Mr. CONGER. Nothing has come to the Senate as a body in the 
— of ——- or oe an : a and yet it is the subject 

constan con ce in all t ichi rs to-day and 
has} aecieeal gan pape y 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to say 
that it can not be the fault of any member of the committee, there be- 


, 


of this private controversy in hisown State? He might have informed 


us = e I he knew it. 

r. CONG There is no controversy in the State of Michigan ex- 
cept by those men who want to get away these lands from the settlers, 
= said, and the Senator is d. ing, by opposing the amendment, 


of men who, from a defect in title, as shown by a decision of 
the Supreme Court, think they have a right to go upon all these lands 
and make homesteads and entries and pre-emptions upon them. ‘That 


Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 


* 
. 


| 
} 
| 





Mr. CONGER. Let the Senator wait for a moment until I conclude, 
and then I will hear him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I just wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. CONGER. Very weil; I yield for that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understood the Senator from Missouri to say that 
the gentleman who had made this representation was from Michigan, 
and was an honorable man. ’ 

Mr. CONGER. I told the Senator from Missouri so when he asked 
me, for I knew he was an honorable man. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to defend that sort of a man here at 
any time. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; but I want to defend the hundreds and thou- 
sands of poor, innocent, hard-working settlers in my State. The Sena- 
tor may defend those who desire to get away their lands if he chooses, 
but I am not in that rdéle. 

Now, what does theamendmentdo? I ask every Senator to see what 
it does propose, and only what. It proposes that where a certain class 
of lands—and I ask the Senator irom Alabama to listen to me in this 
argument if he will—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I surely will; I always do that, as the Senator 
knows. 

Mr. CONGER. The amendment applies to a certain class of lands 
which have been withdrawn from market for purposes specified in it, 
and have been restored to the great body of the public lands, or where 
they have been among the lands reserved for a railroad before its line 
was built, »ad after its line was built they were found to fall outside of 
the fifteen or twelve mile limit and went into the body of the public 
lands. Everybody knows that they were then public lands subject to 
entry, homestead, or pre-emption; and although they had been at $2.50 


| an acre until the railroad had defined its central line and the limits 
| were established, the moment that was defined they fell back into the 
| kind of lands to be bought at $1.25 an acre. Where there was reserved 
| from market for any reason and again restored to market any public 


land, the law, so the Supreme Court decides, required that before it 
should he purchased or settled upon it should have been again offered 


| at public sale. 


That class of lands is not railroad lands, not forfeited lands; but 
lands that in a great width of twenty or thirty miles perhaps across a 
country were reserved from market until the railroad company ran 
its line, and then by the terms of the law all outside of the limits of 
the line of the railroad itself fell back. They were not used; they 
were not granted, but merely reserved by the Land Office until the 
location of the road. The court decides that before those lands were 
liable to entry, to fall back into the domain of public lands, they 
should have been offered at public sale: and so of all the other classes 
which are specified in the amendment. The amendment says: 


Wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale or disposition on the part of 
the United States by reason of grants made to aid in construction of railroads or 
| other works of internal improvement,and such withdrawals have been termi- 
nated by act of Congress, executive order, or order of the Land Department. 

That is one class of land. That is outside of the limits. There are 
| hundreds and thousands of acres in that class. Another class is— 

Or where lands have been, by operation of law, reduced in price to $1.25 per 

acre. 
Where Congress has ordered that they should be, or after offer put 
them at that price. That would include all those outside of railroad 
limits that were reserved from market, and then when the railroad 
limits were established fell back into the body of the public lands and 
fell back from $2.50 an acre to $1.25anacre. Again, where such lands— 
have been purchased, in good faith, at said price, or entered with ep or 
scrip, and the officers of the Land Department have issued certificates or pafents 
thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry— 
Now comes the point that the Senator refers to— 
without such lands having first been proclaimed— 


Or in case such lands have not been proclaimed— 
by the President and offered at public auction. 

As the Supreme Court decided they ought to be before they were of- 
fered. Where lands of these classes have been purchased and patents 
given without this having been reoffered by proclamation at public sales 
the amendment applies. Those are the classes of land and the only 
classes to which it applies; and that is the only defect in the title 
that the amendment is to heal, where the lands had not been pro- 
claimed and offered at public auction. 

And where, on the 25th day of January, 1885, there were no valid conflicting 
claims thereto, or settlements thereon, all such entries, and the certificates and 
patents issued thereon, are hereby confirmed and declared valid and legal. 

The only point to heal is the simple point that these lands were not 
proclaimed and offered at public sale. That is the only thing which 
the amendment affects; and where prior to a certain time there were 
no conflicting claims, and where prior to a certain time there was no- 
body settled on the lands, then the entries are declared valid. It isa 
simple question of healing; curing the non-action of the United States 
in reoffering the lands. It can not affect any other claims. Where 
there are two conflicting claims of any kind whatever, then it does not 
heal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to ask 
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him a question for information ? 
particular case he is arguing. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. The Senator from reading the provision 
will see that I have stated the point correctly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to get at some facts about it. 
conflicting claimants ? 
ment ? 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


Ido not know anything about the 


Who are the 
Who are the persons alluded to in the amend- 


The United States. 
And nobody else ? 

Mr. CONGER. That isall there is who can be affected by the amend- 
ment. It merely heals the lack of title clouded by the decision of the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. MORGAN. And there are no persons—— 

Mr. CONGER. If there are other conflicting claims it does not heal 
them, it does not cure anything. If even some settler squatted and 
made a settlement on these very lands for which other men have pat- 
ents, the amendment does not heal that title. I think the amendment 
is drawn carefully to protect simply the rights of those who suffered 
because the United States authorities did not do their duty in proclaim- 
ing and offering at public sale these lands. That is all that is intended 
to be healed by it. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, he is arguing that 
nobody can be hurt by the amendment? He is arguing that no con- 
flicting claims of any validity can be affected by the provisions of the 
amendment? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. There might be some difference of opinion about 
the effect of this provision between the Senator and other Senators. I 
wish to ask the Senator in regard toone fact. Arethere persons living 
upon these lands or any of them who haveacquired an interest in them 
either under the homestead laws or the pre-emption laws, or by pur- 
chase from the Government of the United States in good faith? 

Mr. CONGER. These very men whom weare trying to protect have 
by purchase or by pre-emption, or as homesteaders, settled upon the 
lands. They have got their patents, and they would be secure in their 
possession if it was not for a decision of the Supreme Court which says 
that the lands were not properly in market to be patented or to have 
homestead settlements upon. I will tell the Senator who would be af- 
fected adversely by this legislation. By that decision of the Supreme 
Court technically these settlers and these purchasers had no legal title. 
Having no legal title, the Senator or myself, or any other man if he de- 
sired to go there and pre-empt one hundred and sixty acres of land, or 
if he desired to go and make a homestead of one hundred and sixty acres 
of land, these occupants having no legal title, may go and claim pre- 
emption upon one hundred and sixty acres of land that has been culti- 
vated for years, and when it is tried the occupant now can not protect 
himself by his title under the decision of the court. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him how I could 
go and pre-empt that land, or how I could go and take a homestead on 
it in the face of the fact that a person has settled upon it, and has got 
his home there already, and is claiming it ? 

Mr. CONGER. There can not be arty question about that. I have 
had here in the Congress of the United States a case which illustrates 
that so completely that I will state it for the benefit of the Senate. 
One of my neighbors in Saint Clair County bought twenty-five or thirty 
years ago a piece of land in Saint Clair County. He got the patent of 
the United States for it, lived there, and cultivated it with his family. 
He wrested it from the wilderness and made a beautiful farm out of it 
with a fine house and barn. Finally some person went to the State 
land office of Michigan and found that that happened to be, by the list- 
ing, among the swamp lands given by the extension of the Arkansas 
swamp-land act to Michigan. He went and bought it by description 
of the State of Michigan, and when he came to find where his descrip- 
tion was it covered the eighty acres of land of which I have spoken. 
Suit was brought in court. The person who bought the swamp-land 
right brought suit to eject the man who had lived upon the tract for 
thirty years. The court decided that the Arkansas swamp-land act, 
extended to the other States, operated per se; that although the lands 
were not described and were to be listed afterward, it operated as a 
grant per se to the State. After the passage of that law, but before the 
lists were made out, the United States had sold this tract to the oceu- 
pant and given a patent for it and received his money; but the court 
held that the United States had already granted that land to the State 
of Michigan by an act of Congress, the particular land to be found out 
by reference to the field notes and lists of the surveyor-general, and 
the new purchaser held the land, and there was no remedy. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States said it was the law, and I tried in 
vain to get a bill passed giving some relief to this neighbor of mine who 
lost his land by operation of law through the fault of the Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will call his 
tion to the distinction between that case and the one I put tohim. In 
the case of the swamp-land grant the title was granted in fee by the 
Government of the United States to the State of Michigan? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


After that of course the Government had no further 
title te the land. 
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Mr. CONGER. Of course the court decided right. 

Mr. MORGAN. Butin acase where there has been no grant of land 
to any person, where an attempt was made to grant the land whic) 
failed because the lands had not been brought into market and thereby 
the certificate of entry became void or voidable, if that person is in the 
occupation of the land claiming it as his homestead or having upon it 
the right of pre-emption, he having complied with the conditions of the 
law as prescribed in the homestead and pre-emption acts, how could I Zo 
there and claim a homestead upon that land or claim a pre-emption right 
upon it? I could not go and ride down the possession and claim of a 
person on a tract of Government land in that way. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator knows very well that the settler could 
not sustain any right there under the pre-emption law. 

Mr. MORGAN. He could if he was protected under this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER. Under this, yes; but he could not without this. 

Mr. MORGAN. The question of fact is this: Are there any persons 
upon these lands who have bought them, for instance, at $2.50 per 
acre and claim the right of ownership over those who bought them pre- 
viously at one dollar and a quarter? 

Mr. CONGER. Notatall. There can not be one. The man who 
bought them at $2.50 anacre got his patent for them at that rate. He 
holds them by virtue of a good title because hecould buy without their 
being restored. Such men have patents, and there is no conflict be- 
tween these two classes of cases. They do not interfere with each other. 
They can not from the very nature of the case. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now will the Senator indulge me one word fur- 
ther, because this is all new matter to myself; I heard nothing of this 
controversy about the questions of title until it was mentioned by the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Is it conceded that those persons who hold these lands at a dollar 
and a quarter an acre under certificates that they got from the local 
land offices obtained them in good faith, or did they go and induce— 
as has been done in some cases and complained of by the Department— 
the local land office to issue certificates for these lands at a dollar and 
a quarter an acre for the mere chance of getting the title if they could 
afterward work it through ? 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, Mr. President, these men bought their lands in 
good faith after the lands had heen restored to market by the determi- 
nation of the limits of the railroad grant in that class of cases. There 
is no question about that. The Senator has not heard and will not 
hear all this session or all next session any public statement contra- 
dictory of what I am saying here from anybody in Michigan. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It was held by the Land Depart- 
ment that the lands were properly restored to market, and that they 
could be legally sold and entered at that price, and no one doubted that 
until the determination of the Supreme Court which has been re- 
ferred to. 

Mr. CONGER. There was no question about their being properly 
restored to market and properly subject to sale, except this technica! 
thing, that the President had not proclaimed them and ordered them 
to be offered at public sale; and if the Senator will read the amend- 
ment he will see that it says, ‘‘ without such lands having first been 
proclaimed by the President and offered at public auction.’’ That is 
the only thing attempted to be cured. 

The Senator says it has been many years since this decision of the 
Supreme Court. Men with their patents in their hands, settlers in the 
wilderness, the common people of the country, do not stop to think, 
with such a muniment of title, whether there is any defect in the Gov- 
ernment’s action about these things. They are too busy at work; the 
toil of the day and the necessary sleep of the night prevent their hunt- 
ing around for defects of title or for crimination against their Govern- 
ment for having deceived them. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I understood the Senator’s colleague to say that 
many of these lands had gone into the hands of speculators. 

Mr. CONGER. No. If the Senator wiil just bear this in mind, | 
have said that the defect in title will now allow men to go there and 
jump these lands and put on another title. This defect was not under- 
stood till within a very short time, although the decision may have bee» 
as long ago as the Senator from Alabama said. The people did not 
dream that a decision could take away their lands in that way until 
men began to go and put pre-emptions and homesteads onto the farms 
of these men. That is what awakened attention to it. And now, I say 
it in sorrow, sir, to-day all through the northern part of Michigan ani! 
Wisconsin and some parts of Minnesota families are trembling at the 

of the land-shark to take away their farms. Letters are being 
sent by those who have just awakened to a sense of the precarious con- 
dition of their titles, imploring their representatives to lay their case be- 
fore Congress and ask for relief not against other holders, because where 
there is a conflict there can be no question of the operation of this pro- 
vision, but against their Government. ; 

I hope that this amendment will prevail. In mysolemn judgment !' 
can do no injury to any honest claimant in the world, but it will quict 
the hearts and quiet the homes of thousands and thousands of the cit!- 
zens on the wilderness lands of Wisconsin, Michigan, and Minnescta. | 
do not know that it applies anywhere else; probably not. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this debate seems to attract only the at- | 
tention of three or four Senators, and I do not feel like addressing the 
Senate on a subject in which there appears to be no particular interest; 
but the truth ought to be vindicated at any hazard, at any expense of | 
wT said to the colleague of the senior Senator from Michigan, who has 
just taken his seat—possibly he was absent from the Chamber—that I | 
‘did not think there was a solitary Senator here, and speaking for my- 
self I was positively certain that not a vote would be cast against a 
measure whenever offered, at any time, to secure toany bona fide settler 
his home. I will vote for any such amendment; and I would not un- 
dér any circumstances take away from any human being 4 home upon | 
the public lands of the United States, because, to say nothing more about 
it, 1 am a Western man, appreciate what a homestead means, under- | 
stand it thoroughly, and would never directly or indirectly violate the 
spirit of the public-land system of the United States and our manifest 
destiny, which is for giving to every settler a home upon the Western | 
prairies. That is not this case. I read here from a reputable gentle- | 
man, a constituent of the Senator, a statement over his own signature, 
and I gave the Senator his name this morning, in which he says there 
was collusion between the officers of the land offices and a body of spec- 
ulators in order to get the most valuable lands in the States of Michi- 
gan and Wisconsin at a dollar and a quarter an acre in violation of the 
laws of the United States; and I undertake to say now that I hold in 
my hand a paper which, in my judgment, makes it absolutely impos- 


sible that there should not have been collusion between these specula- | 


tors and the officers of these land offices in regard to this matter. I 
quote from a report, No. 684, from the Public Lands Committee of the 
House of Representatives upon this subject, and I call the attention of 
Senators to it. Says the majority of the committee: 


It further, in respect to these entries, satisfactorily appears to your committee 
that they were made in violation of direct and positive instructions from the 


General Land Office, forbidding such disposition of the land ; that these instruc- | 


tions were issued at intervals from 1865 to 1880; that not the slightest attention 
was paid to them by the local officers, who still continued to dispose of the lands 
at private entry, and that in this way, within the limits of the Ontonagon and 
State Line grant alone, there were disposed of, between 1556 and 1880— 


Mark the date— 
as already stated, 88,471 acres of lands, more than three-fourths of which were 
entered by less than thirty corporations, firms, and individuals. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I venture to challenge the gentleman to show that 
that refers to one single acre of this class of lands in any possible way. 

Mr. VEST. We will see: 

These figures are compiled from the pamphlet entitled History of the Onton- 


agon and State Line Railroad Grant, a document prepared by the private- 
entry claimants themselves, and furnished the committee for use in this case. 


Some of the orders, emanating from the Land Department, prohibiting these | 


entries, read by counsel! to the committee, found in their brief, with references 
to the official record, and uncontradicted, were as follows— 

Now see whether these are the lands or not— 

The Commissioner [of the General Land Office] to register and receiver, July 
5, 135— 

Twenty years ago. 

You will not forget— 


Says the Commissioner— 
that all odd-numbered sections in your district north of township 40 and west 
of range 21 (including the lands in contest) 

Mr. CONGER. What lands in contest ? 

Mr. VEST. The lands that are involved in this very amendment 
now. 

Mr. CONGER. Not an acre of them. 

Mr. VEST. Then this committee have stated what was absolutely 
false and incorrect, and put it on record. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It refers to a different matter alto- 

ther. It has not the remotest relation to the lands that will be af- 

by the proposed amendment. 

Mr. VEST. These lands were withdrawn, as I understand, by an 
order of the General Land Office, and then they were entered at a dollar 
and a quarter, when they ought to have been, under the decision of the 
Supreme Court, put up at auction. Is not that so? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is not the whole truth. The 
lands to which the Senator from Missouri refers were never restored to 
market by executive order or otherwise. 

Mr. CONGER. And are not yet. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. And are not yet. 

Mr. PALMER. If theSenator from Missouri will read the amend- 
ment he will see that the cases he is referring to are excepted. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He is on the wrong track altogether. 

Mr. VEST. This is the very bill that is now in discussion here be- 
fore the Senate. The House committee say in the report from which 
I am reading: 
eee meet of tee matter before your committee it was asserted by 


pre-emption settlers that most of the applications t 
enter were filled out in the handwriting of the then register of the Marquette 


office, the officer to whom the various eeeeery orders were sent; that th 
were frequently made on top of subsisting pre-emption and homestead claims, 
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and that the register who allowed the most of them is now a membcrofa‘‘ com 


mittee of land-owners irging the passage of the confirmatory bill 


Mr. CONGER. That is a matter which has been in controversy for 
years as to what are called the Ontonagon and Brulé Kailroad lands 


| That is the kind of land that the land officers there allowed people to 


purchase inside of the railroad limits, the alternate sections, but that 
can not be affected and can not be reached in any way by this amend- 


ment, for those lands have never been restored to market, they never 
have been forfeited. A bill is pending now in the Senate to forfeit 
them. They are no such lands as these that have been restored to 
| market. 

Mr. VEST Even assuming that the statements made now by the 


Senators from Wisconsin and Michigan are true, one fact remains about 
which I take it there will be no sort of question, and that is that large 
tracts of this land, the very land in controversy here now, amounting, 
according to a statement which I read this morning, to 100,000 acres, in 
the hands of three or four individuals, are afiected by this amendment 

If the Senators will bring in an amendment which contines this reme- 
dial act to homestead settlers or to men who own a home, whether it is 
one hundred and sixty or three hundred and twenty or six hundred and 
forty acres, I will vote for such an amendment, and I do not believe a 
single Senator in this Chamber will vote against it; but I do say in jus- 
tice and in perfect candor that where a set of gentlemen, ingenious and 


| refined in the art of making money, have amassed capital together to 


the amount of hundreds of thousands of dollars, have deliberately gone 
to the land office and in violation of law, plain, express, and manifest 
law, as the Supreme Court of the United States has declared, entered 
hundreds of thousands of acres of pine land in order to make immense 
fortunes out of them, they ought not afterward to come to the Congress 
of the United States and say ‘‘we must have relief in the interest of 
homestead and pre-emption settlers.’’ They do not stand upon any 
such footing. They speculated with their eyesopen; they put in thei: 
money, and they now ask the Congress of the United States to take this 
enormous amount of the public domain and hand it over tothem. I 
submit to Senators in all candor and truth and justice that is not right, 
that is not the spirit of the public land laws of the United States. 

As to these facts I know nothing. I have exhibited my authority 
for the statement I have made. ‘The gentleman who wrote me that 
letter gave names, and he gave the namesof five gentlemen in this city 
at the time he wrote the letter, on the 26th of January, who were here 
in the interest of the bill now offered as an amendment, for the purpose 
of confirming their title; and he asserts in that letter that they hold 
100,000 acres of the public domain. That is not the pathetic picture 
that my friend from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] has drawn here of a 
humble settler on the public domain, under his vine and fig tree and 
wh his wife and children about him. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator’s letter and the statement he read ina 
report was in regard to 88,000 acres of land of the alternate sections of 
the Ontonagon and Brulé Railroad lands, which never have been restored 
to market. The five gentlemen ‘the Senator speaks About were here to 
try and geta bill passed securing them their titles. I say I donot know 
a living man from the State of Michigan or Wisconsin who is interested 
in this proposition who has been here in reference to this measure or 
in the city of Washington at all, now or formerly—not one solitary man. 

The Senator speaks of 80,000 or 100,000 acres. That relates to land 
inside of the limitsof the Ontonagon and Brulé Railroad which the land 
officers at Marquette permitted to be entered while they were then, as 
they are now, alternate sections within the railroad limits, and gave 
‘patents for. I know of 88,000 acres. That one statement there refers 
tothat. I presume there are others. There were last year and the year 
before, but not this year that I know of, for I have not seen that class 
of men here—there were men interested in that railroad disputing the 
right to those lands. They were sections belonging to the railroad as 
| contemplated by the law, not lands belonging to the United States; 
and those were the gentlemen—I could name them if it was necessary 
who have been here trying to hold against the railroad company those 
lands which were sold while they were railroad lands and have neve: 
been forfeited. It does not apply to an acre of the class of lands af- 
fected by this amendment. 

The Senator from Missouri I know wants to be fair in such a matter 
as this, but he has caught up accidentally a report which refers to a 
class of lands the dispute about which is between a railroad company 
and private purchasers. I know these lands very well. They are the 
subjects of another bill; they are the subjects of frequent comment be- 
tween Senators on this floor, one Senatorand another. Now, the pict- 
ure that I have drawn of these purchasers and homesteaders and settlers 
and pre-emptioners is not a vine-and-fig-tree picture. The gentleman 
has mistaken the character of that rude boreal region. It is a settle- 
ment in the northern cold regions of Northern Michigan and Lake Su- 
perior. 

I thank the Senator for giving me permission to use so much of his 
time. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. We will eliminate the vine and fig- 
tree from this compensation, and can taik now of the pine-woods settle- 
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ments. But I] am in favor of protecting the home of the settler whether 


it is in the tropics or at the North Pole. I want that distinctly under- 
stood: and I will vote for any amendment that does that. But this 
amendment covers any case where— 

lands have been withdrawn from sale or disposition on the part of the United 
States by reason of grants made to aid in construction of railroads or other works 
of internal improvement, and such withdrawals have been terminated by act of 
Congress, executive order, or order of the Land Department, or where lands 
have been, by operation of law, reduced in price to $1.25 per acre, and said lands 
have been purchased, in good faith, at said price, or entered with warrants or 
serip,and the officers of the Land Department have issued certificates or patents 
thereon in accordance with such purchase or entry, without such lands having 
first been proclaimed by the President and offered at public auction. and where, 
on the 2th day of January, 1%), there were no valid conflicting claims thereto, 
or settlements thereon. 


I call the attention of the mover of this amendment to the fact that 
if he means there a settlement in good faith, the phraseology ought to be 
changed, because as it is there it applies to any settlement, even the 
settlement of a party who went to the land office and in whose interest 
this amendment is presumed to prevail, unless by construction the 
word ‘‘ conflicting *’ applies both to the words *‘ claims”’ and “‘ settle- 
ments ’’— 

Mr. CONGER. Conflictiog claims or conflicting settlements. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose that may be the meaning of it; but if that 


is the meaning, the word ‘‘conflicting’’ ought to be repeated. But | 


whether this bill affects the Ontonagon lands or not, the point still 
remains that there are different statements here made in regard to the 
quantities of these lands that have been entered under this law. If the 
intention be to protect homesteaders and pre-emptors and bona fide set- 
tlers to build homes on these lands, let such an amendment be offered 
here and | will vote for it; but as it stands now it protects enormous 
tracts of land, and it is intended to protect speculators and does in fact 
protect them 


As to matters of fact, I will not go into any controversy with the Sen- | 


ators from Michigan, who as a matter of course know all about the facts 
that cover this case; but the law itself ought to apply to those persons 
who have gone there and made homes upon these lands, and if there 
are speculators who by collusion with the officers of the land office or 
otherwise have devoted, as the letter stated which I read this morning, 
enormous amounts of money and years of their time in order to pur- 
chase these lands for the purposes of speculation, then the law ought 
not to protect them. 

Mr. CONGER 


out of the plans of men who purchased large masses of land for pine 
purposes. I am one of those who have stood here for two or three years 


opposing any confirmation of the lands that I described and that are | 


described in the report the Senator read, which were bought when they 
were railroad lands. I have stood here in obedience to a resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Michigan asking me to stand by the 
railroad corporations to which Michigan had intrusted the building of 
the railroad by extending to it this grant. Censured by my friends who 
own these lands, censured in the papers, opposed here for opposing the 
confirmation of tHe very lands mentioned in that report, I know what 
these lands are. My duty as a Senator under the instructions of my 
State, under the solemn resolution of the Legislature of my State, re- 
quires me as the representative of that State to oppose the confirmation 
of those lands and the title to those lands which the Senator has re- 
ferred to. I think I know my duty; I think I know the interest of the 
people; I think I know that this amendment is to heal the title and 
cure the title of innocent purchasers and of homesteaders and of pre- 
emptors; and I think I know that I am not in advocating this amend- 
ment carrying out a measure in direct opposition to the instructions of 
the Legislature of my State. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator takes his seat I want to ask him a 
question. I make no issue with him as to his duty to his constituents; 
no question of that sort can be brought intothis discussion; but I want 
to know from him if he does not believe, if there can be any doubt, in 
other words, about the fact that under this amendment as it stands 
now, if there are lands entered by speculators at $1.25 an acre in defi- 
ance of law, the amendment will perfect their title? 

Mr. CONGER. If the defiance of law be that the President had not 
proclaimed these lands and had them offered at public sale, then all 
purchasers, pre-emptors, and homesteaders have violated the law in the 
sense the Senator means; but I do not stand here to say that when 
lands were properly in market and were liable to purchase, he or I or 
any other Senator may not buy forty acres or four thousand acres. I 
do not know of any of these great purchases of these lands. I do not 
believe they exist. 

Mr. VEST. That is only a question of belief. 

Mr. CONGER. I say this only cures the title where the defect was 
the non-offer of the lands at public auction. If from any other defect 
the title is doubtful, this amendment does not help it. 

Mr. VEST. Onething iscertain; no controversy can exist here about 
that; and that is, whether the person who made the entry was a pre- 
emptor or speculator, under the decision of the Supreme Court in nine- 
teenth Wallace both parties violated the law. 

Mr. CONGER. The homesteader did, too. 

Mr. VEST. Andthe homesteader, too. In other words, these lands 
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with the duty and have tried to perform it of preventing the carrying | 
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were not subject to pre-emption, they were not subject to homestead, 
they were not subject to sale. That was the decision made by Judge 
Davis in nineteenth Wallace in the Eldred case. 

Mr. CONGER. Not these purchasers violated the law, but the officers 
of the United States from the President down to the receiver of the 
Land Office all violated the law, and we are trying to remedy their viola- 
tion of the law. 

Mr. VEST. I can not concede the proposition that these officers vio- 
lated the law. 

Mr. CONGER. They issued patents; they sold the land. 

Mr. VEST. They did. They issued patents; but the President of 
the United States had an option as to putting these lands up at auction 
in regard to the time in which it should be done; and he might have 
been upon the eve of performing his duty at the very time the land of- 
ficers permitted these entries to be made and these patents to issue. 

Mr. CONGER. He has not done it yet, and most of these patents 
were issued years ago. 

Mr. VEST. The circumstances may vary in particular cases. Asa 
matter of course, where a patent has emanated from the Government 
it is beyond the control of the Government of the United States; the 

| title having once emanated according to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court has passed away from the Government. It is true that as be- 
tween individuals Mr. Smith may become, if he has perpetrated a fraud, 
| a trustee of that legal title for Mr. Jones, but that is a question for the 
jurisdiction of the courts, and not for the action of Congress. 11 these 
| parties are wrongdoers in the eye of the law, but I submit to the senior 
| Senator from Michigan that there is a vast amount of difference be- 
tween wrongdoers. If I innocently perpetrate a wrong upon wy neigh- 
bor, if I innocently violate a law of the United States in letter, stil] if 
I am guiltless in spirit, Congress, as a great court of equity, ought to 
| come to my relief. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what we ask. 

Mr. VEST. Butif I go with my eyes open and undertake to appropri- 
ate to myself without the forms of law large tractsof the public domain, 
| not for a home but for speculation, and I am deceived in my judgment, 

I am defeated in my speculation, stocks go down with me instead of 
going up, I have no more right to come to Congress for relief than a 
stock gambler in Wallstreet, when he says ‘‘I thought Congress meant 
so and so; I invested my money in Erie and it went down instead of 
| going up; I am entitled to relief.’’ There is a vast difference between 
a pre-emptor or the owner of a homestead right and a speculator who 
has gone in through his sharpness and his avarice and his greed to get 
the better of the Government and his fellow-citizens and put money in 
| his own pocket. 
I do not know anything about the facts, and I care nothing. The 
| Senator from Michigan says he knows of no speculators interested here, 
| and he believes there are none. That will not do for legislation. Let 
the Senator who claims to protect these settlers and pre-emptors come 
| here with legislation that gives to every man who has made a bona fid: 
| settlement his home and I will vote for it; but I will vote for no law 
that covers men who have gone and bought 100,000 acres of the publi: 
| domain and then come here and say to Congress, ‘‘We were mistaken 
| about the laws; our lawyers deceived us, and now we want relief.”’ 
| Mr. CONGER. The concluding remark of the Senator from Mis- 
souri would indicate that I had said that none of these lands were held 
by men who were not pre-emptors or homesteaders. 
| Mr. VEST. No. 
Mr. CONGER. I meant to say no such thing. I said they might 
have been bought for pine lands. I knew of no such general purchase 
| as that; still amy man who knows anything about lumbering knows 
| that no man can lumber on a single quarter-section, or section, or mile 
| square of pine in the wilderness, any more than a herd of cattle can 
graze on a quarter-section of landin Missouri. They must accumulate 
lands. I am not saying that because it is so in this case, but there 
must be, to make any kind of lumbering profitable, accumulations of 
a tract large enough to warrant the expense of making the improve- 
ments, of building the tramway, of getting the logs to the stream, and 
getting them to the mill. 

A man would be an insensate fool who thought he could come in and 
by entering quarter-sections of land miles and miles apart carry on 
lumbering in a pine region. Therefore I am not foolish enough to say 
that either from pre-emptors or purchasers or from whatever source 
some of these lands may not have been ted together in quanti- 
ties of several sections for the purpose of lumbering in the pine !um- 
bering States of Michigan and Wisconsin. I do not know how it is. 
but Ido marvel at the opposition to this amendment so carefully guarded 
and carefully , and where it only on the very face of it under- 
takes to cure and heal the defect of title caused by the wrongdoing of 
the authorities of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. }’A1- 
MER], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The —— to call the roll. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grason }. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). I inadvertent)) 
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voted. Iwas paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]}. 


ri my vote. 
Mr, SEWELL. I am paired on this question with my colleague 


Mr. McPHERSON }. . 
! oS eT I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 


GORMAN }. ~ aes iacieiailialt 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 2; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 





i Cullom, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, i 
pumeee. Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Bowen Hale, Morrill, Van Wyck, } 
Brown. Hawley, Palmer, Wilson. 

Call, Hill, Pike, | 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Nevada, Platt, | 
Conger, MeMillan, Sabin, 

NAYS—22. 

yard Garland, Jackson, Vance, | 
Sy ; Groome, Morgan, V est, | 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Williams. 

Colquitt, Harrison, Saulsbury, 
Fair, Ingalls, Slater, 

ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Frye, Lamar, Plumb, 
Leck, George, Lapham, Ransom, 
Camden, Gibson, Logan, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, McPherson, Sewell, | 
Chace, Hoar, Mahone, Walker. | 
Dawes, Jonas, Manderson, | 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Maxey, 
Farley, Kenna, Miller of N. Y., 


So the amendment was agreed to. — 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following amendment to come in at the 
close of the amendment just adopted: . 

And all questions relating to such conflicting claims or settlements shall be 
subject to adjudication and final decision in the Department of the Interior; and 
in ease there is any actual settler on any of said lands in good faith under the 
homestead and pre-emption laws of the United States, the rights of such settler 
shall prevail against any previous entry at the price of $1.25 per acre. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I willexplaintheamendment. Thesenior Senator 


protect the homestead and pre-emption settlers there. A controversy 
would arise I think naturally between those persons who had entered 
the lands ot a dollar and a quarter an acre and the homestead or pre- 
emption settlers upon thesame lands. When weare ratifying and con- 
firming the titles of those who entered ata dollar and a quarter an 
acre, those entries being decided to be illegal by the Supreme Court, 
I propose to provide for the honest, bona fide settlers and homesteaders, 
by saying that theirclaim upon these lands shall be adjudicated as other 
claims are in the Interior Department, and they shall prevail over those 
purchasers of the lands who have paid a dollar and a quarter an acre 
for them. Of course the effect would be this: Mr. A, a speculator, a 
lumberman, or whatever he may be, five or ten years ago has bought 
a tract of land there at a dollar and a quarter an acre. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Suppose Mr. A be not a speculator 
or lumberman or a farmer, but bought « tract of land eight or ten or 
twelve years ago, and erected a dwelling-house upon it, and isresiding 
thereon with his family? 

Mr. MORGAN. That only suggests another one of the difficulties 
which I have adverted to several times, that we are trying to settle 
private titles*by adjudicating them in the Congress of the United States. 
That is my objection to the entire proposition. We are by legislative 
decree trying to settle private land titles. That is what the proposition 
means anyhow. Of course difficulties of the kind suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin would arise to any man who has the subject in 
view, but the Senatorfrom Michigan emphasized the fact that he wanted 
to protect this class of people, homesteaders and pre-emptors. 

Mr. CONGER. And purchasers. 

Mr. MORGAN. You can not protect them all. If there is a home- 
steader or a pre-emptor upon a forty, eighty, or one-hundred-and-sixty 
acre tract of land in good faith residing there, and at the time you ; «ss 
this measure there is somebody else who holds title to the land at a 
dollar and a quarter an acre, an invalid title, a bad title, and you under- 
take now to make that title valid by an act of Congress, you say that 
you will not protect the homesteader and the settler. Does the Sen- 
ator say now that he does not want to protect the homesteader and 
settler against the man who holds an invalid title acquired at a dollar 
and a quarter an acre? 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator asks me that question. Would he like 
me to nt sa what I said about my desire to protect the homesteader? 
Or does he say that to throw some discredit upon what I have said? 

Mr. MORGAN. Notatall. The Senator asked a question. 

_ Mr.CONGER. I should like to know what the object of the Senator 
is - a to my belief. 

e - No insinuation about it. There is a little too much 
tender-footedness about this measure anyway; there is too much 
crowding about it anyway. It does not come in like other bills do on 
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the floor of the Senate. If the Senator will allow me to say it, Ihave 
been a little mild in my opposition to it; but now if the Senator wants 
to have the subject brought up in square form I will say to him that 
I do not like the aspect of this measure in the Senate. 

It looks to me too much as if some private enterprises were being car- 
ried forward here. When I bring in an amendment which carries out 
the very purpose that the honorable Senator himself insisted he wants 
carried into this bill, I hear objections. 

Now, sir, if we mean in good faith to protect men who have honestly 
bought this land and paid adollar and a quarter an acre for it let us do 
it. If we mean, however, in good faith to protect those men who have 
gone upon this land and have made their homestead and pre-emption 
settlements uponit, let us do that. Under the pre-emption and home- 





| stead laws of the United States every man not only has the right but 
| he is invited by the Government of the United States to go upon the 
| public lands and make his settlement. 


Here is a class of people who have gone there under this invitation. 
They have made their settlements; they have built their houses and 
opened their farms. Now, the question is whether we shall validate a 


| title, which somebody got ten or twelve or fifteen years ago at a dollar 
| and a quarter an acre contrary to law, to the exclusion of a man who 
| has a right of homestead or pre-emption. I do not profess to be par- 


ticularly the partisan or friend of the homesteaders or any other class 
of settlers on the public lands; but I do profess to want every man to 
have his just rights under the laws of the United States. Senators 
who make themselves the champions of the homesteaders and the pre- 
emptors in this country have a fair opportunity for a square vote and 
no mistake about it between those speculators and lumbermen who have 
taken up these lands, as the Senator from Missiouri has more than inti- 
mated, under combinations with the Government officials there, frandu- 
lent combinations, and the men who have gone under the invitation of 
the Government and settled upon these public lands and made their 
homesteads there. Now, sir, we have a square issue in thiscase. The 


|} amendment brings it up. I have no more to say about it. 


Mr. DOLPH. I do not rise for the purpose of expressing any opin- 
ion as to the policy of attaching the amendment which has been al- 
ready adopted to the bill. The effect of that amendment, as I under- 


| stand it, is only to confirm the title of parties who have been permitted 


| by the officers of the general and local land offices to purchase land at 
from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] stated that one of his purposes was to 


a dollar and a quarter an acre at private entry. Whether those pur- 
chasers were speculators or not I do not know, but a large proportion of 
the preseut owners of the land are persons who are residing upon the 
land, poor men. The amendment as adopted does not affect any con- 
troversy which exists between such holders of land purchased at pri- 


because they are specifically excluded from the operation of the amend; 
ment. Now, as I understand it, all such controversies must be deter- 
mined in the General Land Office in the first instance, and if the pur: 
chases at private entry have been illegal the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office will decide in favor of the pre-emption and home- 
stead settlers, and they will obtain their patents under existing laws. 
The only object of the amendment now proposed ‘by the Senator from 
Alabama is to change the existing law and provide a new and special 
rule for the disposition of lands the title to which is controverted in 
the Land Office. Suppose it should turn out that some of these entries 
where there are contests were legal; suppose it should hereafter be de= 
cided that those lands were open to private entry when they were pur- 
chased, and by adopting thisamendment we provide that notwithstand- 
ing that fact the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior should award these lands to the homestead and 


entry and settlers under the homestead and pre-emption laws, 


‘pre-emption claimants, would that be right ? 

There is no necessity in my judgment for this additional amendment, 
for any controversy concerning these lands must. be determined in the 
General Land Office, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
must be governed in rendering his decision by the law of the case, and 
if the law gives lands to the homestead and pre-emption claimants 
they will get them, and if it does not they certainly ought not to have 
them. 

This proposed amendment brings into this bill the decision of a con- 
troversy between private parties, the very thing that has been declaimed 
against by Senators on this floor. The amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. PALMER] which has been adopted does not provide for 
the settlement of private rights. Because lands have been sold by in- 
advertence at private sale which were not subject at the time to pri- 
vate entry, and the Government has received the money for them 
where there are no other claims to them, it is proposed to confirm the 
titles. We had better get rid of the controversies concerning these 
lands now while we may do it. 

There are already, as stated by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, in the particular locality where the lands in question lie, five 
hundred controversies between homestead and pre-emption claimants 
and persons who hold under private entries; and if we defer action until 
another session of Congress there will be five hundred more. These 

parties, both classes of claimants, have been before the Committee on 
Public Lands. There are cases which have been before the Committee 
on Public Lands in connection with railroad grants where the railroads 
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claim the lands, where purchasers from the railroads claim the lands, 
where persons who have entered the lands at private entry claim them, 
and where pre-emption and homestead claimants claim them. It is 
time some action was taken to prevent further controversies. We should 
dispose of these lands in some way so as to prevent further controversy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Oregon how it happened 
that officersof the United States Land Office, acting under the laws and 
the instructions of that Department, utterly ignored the laws, trampled 
them under foot, and permitted these private entries to be made? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that I under- 
stand there have been different rulings by different Commissioners of 
the General Land Office, and by different Secretaries of the Interior. 
At one time it was held, as I now recollect, that lands which had once 
been offered at public sale and had become subject to private entry and 





were then withdrawn from private entry for railroad purposes, and after- | 


ward, on the location of the road, were restored to the public domain 
and opened to settlement, might be sold at private entry without being 
again offered at public sale. 

Then another decision was made to the effect that such lands must 
be offered at public sale before they were open to private entry, and 
then the decision of the Supreme Court which has been referred to was 
made. In the mean time sales had been made under the rulings of the 


Department. Again, in one instance it appeared to the committee, or | 


at least to myself, as if the local officers had disregarded the instruc- 
tions of the General Land Office, although they claimed that for some 
reason the instructions, which had been sent in time, were not received 
until after the sales were made. The officers of the Government have 
been to blame. The parties who purchased the lands, whether specu- 
lators or not I do not know, duly entered the lands and paid their money 
for them; and the amendment which has been adopted is only intended 
to cure a technical defect in their title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are those officers still in control of these land 
offices now ? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no; that was years ago—thirty years ago, some 
one says. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama Mr. MorGAN]. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say a very few words. I voted for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] upon the 
ground that Senators assured us it was not in the interests of specu- 
lators, that there was no job in it, that there were large numbers of bona 
fide settlers, whether by purchase or under the homestead and pre-emp- 
tion laws, in actual residence on these lands whose titles were involved 
in this error or irregularity which would be cured by the amendment. 
I wish it understood that I put my vote upon the assurance of Senators 
from the State that this was a measure to save and perfect the titles of 
actual residents upon the lands. Now I think it would be only wise to 
adopt the amendment of the Senator from Alabama which makes that 
absolutely conclusive, and gives to any settler now upon the lands who 
has a claim under the law a right to appear before the Department of 
the Interior. It is true he has that right already, but it is also true 
that it is more certain with a legislative declaration accompanying the 
a that it is not intended to preclude him from the assertion of that 
night. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the Senator from Alabama who offered this 
amendment whether the time in January in the body of my colleague’s 
amendment relates to the provision of this amendment also? 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment is a mere addition to the amend- 
ment already adopted. 
~ CONGER. Would the limitation as to the 25th of January ap- 
ply? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is my understanding. 

Mr. CONGER. If it does, it leaves the law just, as far as I know, 
as it was before. 

Mr. MORGAN. My understanding is that it operates from the date 
stated in the original amendment. For instance, a settlement made 
now, a homestead taken now, would not prevail; indeed the question 
could not arise between a homestead taken after the passage of this bill 
and a prior entry, I think. 

Mr. CONGER. The amendment of my colleague undertakes to say 
that no conflicting claim by jumping these lands after the 25th of Janu- 
ary shall be allowed. If the amendment does that also, it saves the 
rights of these men to that extent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think it changes it, though the Senator can 
make it perfectly certain by moving to amend. , 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. MoRGAN. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Senator will put in the limitation, ‘‘made 
prior to the 25th of January,”’ so that it shall not cover entries being 
made now, I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objection. The Senator can amend my 
amendment. I will accept it. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be amended. 

Mr. BLAIR. The word “‘heretofore”’ is in the amendment of the 


Senator from Michigan, so that that word would make the limitation 
which is suggested. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I think so, too; but I am willing to make it satis 
factory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Alabama 
state the modification ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not offering any modification. Isaid I would 
accept that offered by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read 

The Chief Clerk again read Mr. MORGAN’S amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. After “‘ laws of the United States’’ I move to insert 
the words ‘‘ made prior to the 25th of January, 1885.’’ All I desire to 
accomplish is that the constantly accruing attempts to get these lands 
by settlement shall not be efficacious. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I regret exceedingly to feel compelled to say another 
word in this debate, and I do not propose to say a word on the merits 
of the bill. Iam anxious to get toavote. Atthe same time I do not 
like to have this matter pass off by apparent agreement between two 
Senators. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama if he does 
not understand that all such contests must now be adjudicated by the 
Land Office? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. I want to keep the Land Office from getting 
into the courts. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the object of the amendment is to make the de- 
cision of the Land Office conclusive, so that the party defeated can not 
get into court? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir, we can not do that, because we can not de- 
prive the judicial establishment of this country of jurisdiction in that 
way. That is a constitutional question. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the contest must now be determined in the Land 
Office, I suppose it must be determined according to the existing laws, 
and if the homesteaders or pre-emption claimants have the best title 
they will prevail in the Land Office. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should think so. 

Mr. DOLPH. Therefore we will add nothing to the existing law by 
this amendment unless we provide that notwithstanding the person who 
entered the land at private entry has the best title, the pre-emption 
claimant claiming the land shall be preferred to him. 

Mr. VY@RGAN. If we confirm a patent, for instance, issued by the 
United States Government at a dollar and a quarter an acre which at 
the present moment is invalid, and confer the title of the United States 
upon that patentee, he can go into court and eject the homesteader ? 

Mr. DOLPH. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want that question settled in the Interior De- 
partment before the patent acquires any validity. 

Mr. DOLPH. But does the Senator from Alabama suppose for a 
moment that the amendment already adopted refers to any land where 
there is a present pre-emption or homestead settler claiming it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I am afraid it might. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think that is not the intention, and certainly in my 
judgment it does not have that effect. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state that the amendment from its very 
phraseology indicates that it does refer to where there are conflicting 
claims. ° 

Mr. DOLPH The amendment of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PALMER. No, my amendment. It merely confirms titles 
where there are no conflicting claims. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then the Senator means to say it does not refer to 
such claims. 

Mr. PALMER. It is in the negative. 

Mr. DOLPH. It refers to them and excepts them. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. So I can not see the necessity for this amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not know whether I understand the eiiec' 
of this legislation or not, because I am not familiar with the facts to 
which it is intended to apply; but if I understand the amendment a!- 
ready adopted, with the amendment proposed by the Senator trom 
Alabama, it would have this effect, that if upon any of these lands ther 
have been settlers who have acquired their titles by pre-emption or 
homestead settlements and received a patent therefor, and upon othe: 
portions persons have secured title by purchase, by entry, and have pro- 
cured their patents as purchasers, and they may have disposed of por- 
tions of that land to innocent persons who knew nothing about any 
defect in the title, and these innocent persons, purchasers from the ory 
inal patentees, may have actually settled upon the land holding thei: 
titles under the patent, and they would be ousted under the amen‘: 
ment of the Senator from Alabama—it would distinguish against se'- 
tlers by purchase in favor of settlers by pre-emption or homestead set 
tlement, and it would not protect such at all, if I understand the effe' 
of the ment. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Minnesota will 
remember that there can not be any valid holders by purchase of these 
lands until we confirm the title. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes; but ourlegislation should not produce any 
confusion in titles. That is to be avoided. IfI understand the effect 
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of the first part of the amendment, it relieves the defect in the title to | ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, asked a conference with 


y ‘these lands which consists in having entered or purchased 
jn me they had not been offered for sale at auction. That extends | 
to all titles by entry and purchase and by pre-emption and settlement. | 


the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. JonN HANCOCK of Texas, Mr. JOHN F. FoLLett of Ohio, 
and Mr. W. D. WASHBURN of Minnesota managers at the conference 


The first part of it covers the whole ground; but the latter qualifies it | on its part 


only as to pre-emptors and homestead settlers, and distinguishes bona | 
de purchasers even in the occupancy of land. That I understand to 
be the effect of this amendment. ; 
Mr. MORGAN. I will state, if the Senator will allow me, that the 
effect is simply to validate what are now invalid titles in favor of per- 
sons who have purchased and paid for thesame at a dollar and a quarter | 
an acre, saving to the homesteaders and pre-emptors their rights, giving 
them a prior right. : ~ | 
Mr. McMILLAN. IfI understand the effect of the amendment it is 
this: The provision already adopted does cure the defect in titles either | 
of pre-emptors, homesteaders, or persons who purchased at private | 
entry. ‘The latter part of the amendment, that now proposed, protects 
pre-emptors and homesteaders against any persons who entered the lands 
and against any persons who hold under a title by entry, though they 
may be in the actual occupancy of the land under a conveyance from 





the original patentee where the entry was by private purchase. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Minnesota will allow me to make 
a suggestion. He seems to be interested for those who, having acquired 
title under the persons whove imperfect title is to be confirmed by this 
bill, and who under that title so derived are on the land, lest they may 
be affected by this provision of the Senator from Alabama. It can not 
do so at all. This bill operates to confirm the title of their grantor, 
and of course they would be secure in their title unless it was a case 
where some homesteader had a prior right. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator from Indiana does not com- 
prehend the scope of this amendment. Upon these lands which were 
purchased at private entry there may have been persons who entered 
as settlers but have not obtained a patent, and as against any person 
holding a title under the purchaser by private entry those men would 
take and their title would prevail, because the first part of the amend- 
ment is qualified and restricted; but the latter part of it distinguishes 
against.any title which accrued under the purchaser by private entry. 
I think it would produce confusion. I know nothing about where this 
legislation is to apply or what would be the effect of it further than the 
language of the amendment, and I see it has that effect. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am not inclined to resent the imputation of the 
Senator from Minnesota that I do not comprehend—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I say I am not at all inclined to resent it, but I 
rise to say that I think that has been the trouble with this whole amend- 
ment with which we are dealing here. We are dealing with a propo- 
sition that the committee of this body that should have had charge of 
it have never investigated, and that not a single member of the com- 
mittee has yet been able to contribute any information on the subject; 
but still I think as to the particular matter to which I called the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Minnesota I had perhaps a fair comprehension 
of the scope of the amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I made theallusion to the Senator in no offensive 
sense, and I am sorry that he is so sensitive upon the subject. I had 
been listening to the entire debate upon this amendment, and I am 
rather inclined to think the Senator did not hear it all. This amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama is intended to qualify the original 
amendment offered by the Senator from Michigan to this bill. I think 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama does qualify the 
original amendment and leave the matter in confusion. 

Mr. CALL. There is no difficulty between the original amendment 
and that proposed by the Senator from Alabama. The original amend- 
ment provides simply and unmistakably that the entries of all unoffered 
lands, except where there are conflicting claims or settlements, shall be 
confirmed. The amendment of the Senator from Alabama proposes 
that where there is a conflicting homestead or pre-emption claim or set- 
tlement, that shall be adjudicated in the Department of the Interior, and 
a be heard and decided there. Thatis all. There is no difficulty, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill may be laid 
aside informally in order that I may bring before the Senate the Army 
os iation Wall. y bring e Senate the Army 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the ; order be informally laid aside and that 
the Senate proceed to consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of ntatives, b , i 
, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Ce conmunned that the House passed the bill (S. 1609) to pro- 
3 the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
hereon at Detroit, Mich., with an amendment, in which it requested 


The message also announced that the House had disagreed 
to the 
smendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7785) making appropria- 


tious for the payment of invalid and other pensions for the fiscal year 





The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7857) making appropria- 


tions for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, and asked 


a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. JAMES N. BuURNES of Missouri, Mr. 
RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND of Lilinois, and Mr. W. D. WASHBURN of 
Minnesota managers at the conference on its part. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by O. L. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had,on the 11th 
instant, approved and signed the act (S. 1793) to amend section 4434 of 
title 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning com- 
merce and navigation and the regulation of steam vessels; and this day 
the act (S. 646) for the relief of R. G. P. White, Peter Hanger, and L. 
T. Green. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. TI[ask unanimous consent that the first or formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that asthe bill is read the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations may be considered in 
their order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that the 
first reading of the bill in extenso be omitted and that the bill be read 
for amendment and that the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations be considered as the reading proceeds. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘ departments,’ 
in line 20, to strike out the words: 

Being for the purchase of the necessary articles of office and desk furniture, 
stationery, binding, maps and books of reference, police utensils, and similar 
necessaries. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of the Adjutant-General’s Department at the head- 
quarters of military divisions and departments, $2,500. 

The next amendment was in line 27, after the word ‘‘ including,’’ to 
strike out “‘such;’’ so as to read: 

For expenses of the Signal Service of the Army: Purchase, equipment, and re- 
pair of field electric telegraphs; signal equipments and stores ; binocular glasses, 
telescopes, heliostats. and other necessary instruments, including absolutely mec- 
essary meteorological instruments for use on target-ranges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Pay Depart- 
ment,’’to strike out the following proviso from lines 86 to 91: 

Provided, That the cost of such telegrams shall not exceed the amount fixed 
and paid by the Government, under contract, for telegrams composed of a simi- 


lar number of words, exclusive of address and signature, officially sent to and 
from the Signal Service stations of the United States. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say a word with reference to this 
amendment. The effect of it is to increase rather than diminish the 
cost of Government telegraphing. The Government now has no con- 
tract with reference to the sending of these messages. They are all sent 
under a schedule of rates fixed by the Quartermaster-General from time 
to time under the law of 1866. The cost has been reduced within the 
last year about 45 per cent. from previous years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 124, toreduce the total amount 
of the appropriations for ‘‘subsistence of the Army’’ from $1,900,000 
to $1,800,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Quartermaster’s 
Department,’’ in line 138, after the word ‘‘ offices,’’ to insert ‘‘and for 
sale toofficers;’’ and in thesame line, after the word ‘‘officers,’’ to strike 
out: 

And for extra-duty pay to such enlisted men as may be employed in pro- 

ub 


euring and caring for fuel, forage, and heating apparatus: Provided, That fuel 
in kind may be issued to officers when on duty 


So as to read: 


For the regular supplies of the Quartermasters Department, consisting of 
stoves and heating apperatus and repair and maintenance of same, for heating 
barracks and quarters; of ranges and stoves for cooking; of fuel and lights for 
enlisted men, guards, hospitals, storehouses, and offices, and for sale to officers ; 
of forage in kind for the horses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermaster's Depart 
ment at the several posts and stations and with the armies in the field, includ- 
ing its eare and protection, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. aap 2 
The next amendment was, in line 158, to reduce the appropriation for 
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purchase of horses for the cavalry and artillery and for the Indian scouts 
and for such infantry as may be mounted, from $200,000 to $180,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 159, after the word “‘ that,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 
Provided, That the number of horses purchased under this appropriation added | 


to the number actually on hand shal! not at any time exceed the number of en- | 
listed men and Indian scouts in the mounted service, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘* for incidental ex- 
penses of the Quartermaster’s Department,’’ in line 178, after the word 
‘* clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘and other employés;’’ so as to read: / 

Compensation of clerks to officers of the Quartermaster’s Department; com- 
pensation of forage and wagon-masters authorized by the act of July 5, 1838, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 182, after the word “ for,’’ tostrike | 
out the words ‘‘ the rewards for;’’ so as to read: 

For the apprehension, securing, and delivering of deserters, and the expenses 
incident to their pursuit, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 192, to reduce the total amount of 
the appropriation ‘‘ for incidental expenses ’’ of the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment from $690,000 to $650,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations *‘ for | 
transportation of the Army,’’ in line 219, before the word ‘‘ repairing,’ | 
to insert the word “‘ or;’’ and in line 220, after the word ‘‘ transporta- 
tion,’’ to strike out: 

And employed as train-masters. and in procuring water, opening roads, nav- 
igating vessels, and building wharves. 

So as to read: 


Pay of enlisted men on extra duty driving teams or repairing means of trans- 
portation; transportation of funds for the Pay and other disbursing Depart- 
ments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 229, to reduce the total amount of 
the appropriation ‘‘ for transportation of the Army ’”’ from $3,000,000 
to $2,900,000. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 231, after the word ‘‘ That,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ hereafter; ’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the whole number of civilian employés, including agents, su- 
perintendents, mechanics, packers, teamsters, and train-masters, paid from ap- 
propriations for transportation of the Army, shall not at any one time hereafter 
exceed 1,000, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 255, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to 
strike out ‘“‘seven hundred ’’ and insert “‘six hundred and fifty;’’ so as 
to read: 

For barracks and quarters for troops, storehouses for the safe-keeping of mili- 
tary stores, for offices, and for grounds for camp and summer cantonments, and 
for temporary buildings at frontier stations ; for the construction of temporary 
buildings and stables, and for repairing public buildings at ectehitahed poate, 
$650,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 256, after the word ‘‘ That,’’ tostrike 
out ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no expenditure exceeding $500 shall be made upon any build- 
ing or military post without theapprovel of the Secretary of War for the same, 
upon detailed estimates of the Quartermaster’s Department; and the erection, 
construction, and repairs of all buildings and other public structures in the 
Quartermaster's Department shall, so far as may be practicable, be made by 
contract, after due legal advertisement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the following clause, from 
lines 274 to 276, inclusive: 

For quarters for quartermaster-sergeants, commissary-sergeants, ordnance- 
sergeants, and veterinary surgeons, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 286, after the word ‘‘ million,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ four hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ two hundred and fifty;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

‘For cloth, woolens, materials, and for the manufacture of clothing for the 
Army ; for issue and for sales at cost price, according to the Army Regulations; 
for altering and fitting clothing and washing and cleansing chem necessary ; 
for equipage, and for expenses of packing and handling and similar necessaries, 
$1,250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ in line 306, 
to strike out “‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert “‘ fifteen;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the Army Medical Museum, including ordinary repairs of the museum 
hall, preservation of specimens, and the preparation or of new speci- 


one, $5,000; for the library of the Surgeon-Geheral's Office, $10,000; in all, 
5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 353, after the words ‘‘ purchase 
of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Gatling or Hotchkiss;’’ so as to read: 

For the purchase of machine-guns suitable for field service, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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| some good reason should be given for striking it out. 
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The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 


Src. 2. Thatarticle 94 of section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United Statcs 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and amended so as to read as follows 
“Arr. $4. Proceedings of trials shall be carried on during such hours as the 


| court-martial shall determine.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Secretary read so rapidly that I did not have 
an opportunity to call for a division on the last amendment on page 
I ask that it be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT inthechair). The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Secretary read section 2. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Article 94 reads as follows: 

ART. 94. Proceedings of trials shall be carried on onby between the hours of 8 
in the morning and 3 in the afternoon, excepting in cases which, in the opinion 
of the officer appointing the court, require immediate example. 

Under the provisions of that article a recent court-martial was con- 
tinued here for weeks and months because the court was compelled by 
the express provisions of law to adjourn at 3 o’clock each day. I am 
told that the origin of that rule was derived from the British service, 
and the reason for it was that after 3 o’clock a gentleman on a court- 
martial was not expected to be sober enough to pass judiciously upon 
a proposition. The whole habits of our people, the hours of taking 


| meals, &c., have changed, and therefore it is perfectly absurd to keep 


alive the old article of war which requires a court-martial to adjourn 
promptly at 3, and yet they must do it by law. 

It is true this is legislation in an appropriation bill; it changes an 
article of war; but as it is here put on by the House, evidently in the 
interest of economy, I take it every Senator will assent to it unless 
The article as 
proposed by the House is: 


ART. 94. Proceedings of trials shall be carried on during such hours as the 
court-martial shall determine. 


Surely a general court-martial convened for the trial of ofienses 
ought to be allowed to adjourn and fix their hours of adjournment so 
as to be convenient to themselves and convenient to witnesses and the 
public. I hope therefore the law will be changed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I agree with the Senator from Ohio. 


| This article of war ought to be changed substar*ially as the House has 
| attempted to change it. 


The language, however, of this section 2 is 
very peculiar: 

Sec. 2. That article 9f of section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, repealed and amended soas to read as fo) lows 


I think that is rather contradictory, to repeal a section and then 
amend it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
pealed.’’ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
amended to read as follows.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON: We can not amend it here under our rules. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. We cannot amend it! Why not? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is legislation. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. We can do it by unanimous consent 
so as to give it sense and meaning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unanimous consent can do it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is obviously a mistake in the print, 
or else done by inadvertence. 

Mr. ALLISON. This article 94 has been in existence, as stated by 
the Senator from Ohio, since the foundation of the Government, and 
was drawn from the articles of war of Great Britain. The law now 
provides that a court-martial shall be held between the hours of 8 in 
the morning and 3 in the afternoon. I quite with the Senator 
from Ohio that it may be inconvenient at times in general courts-mar- 
tial, such as that referred to by him for the trial of General Swaim, to 
hold the court between these hours; but this is a general provision: it 
relates to the entire Army of the United States, and I suppose it was 
inserted originally somewhat for the benefit of those who are accused 
of crime in the Army. It was intended that the accused should have 
full opportunity every day to bring his witnesses to the presence of the 
court; that a court-martial ‘‘ organized to convict,’’ if you please, as 
courts-martial have sometimes been organized hitherto, it is said, shoul 
not put the accused h under a hop, skip, and jump; that he should 
have an oe day by day with his counsel to bring forward wit- 
nesses to examine the testimony as far as the trial had gone. It 
may be necessary, after the close of the day’s sitting, that the accused 
should have an opportunity of reviewing the testimony. 

The Committee on Appropriations did not feel itself authorized to 
take up on an appropriation bill the change of an article of war which 
had been carried through several wars in this country, including th: 
late civil war, without change. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am told by officers that it was not observed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will say to the Senator from low: 
that during the war, when we had numerous courts-martial, they held 
sessions at other hours than from 8 to 3. They held sessions al! day 
sometimes. 

Mr. ALLISON. These articles, I believe, were revised after the war. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I suppose the Secretary of War, being 


We can amend that by striking out the word *‘re- 


It ought to be, ‘‘ that article 94 he 
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authority by which courts-martial are authorized during the war, 

probably set the article aside in that particular, because I know that 
court-martial sessions were held all through the day and in the night. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree that this is rather an inconvenient hour in 
the city of Washington, but it may be a very convenient hour else- 
where: and I trust because of some inconvenience in a single instance 
that we shall not on an appropriation bill change this law, especially 
as we have no report from the Secretary of War and no report from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the proper organ of the Senate in refer- 
ence to such matters. If this is an inconvenience and if it requires 
change, it will be an easy thing any morning for the Military Commit- 
tee to report an alteration of this article of war and to pass it through 
in a moment, and if it is so pressing, certainly there can be consent to 

it in the House of Representatives. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate being so thin, I do not propose to di- 
vide the Senate on a question of this kind; but I think the new idea of 
avoiding legislation on appropriation bills is running to seed, although 
I see some provisions of a legislative character even in this bill that are 
not stricken out. But I have called the attention of the Senate to it, 
and I hope the committee of conference when they meet on this bill, if 
they do at all, will allow this section tostand. I donot propose to divide 
the Senate at this time and in its present condition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question on 
the amendment of the committee to strike out the second section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


THE NEW ORLEANS EXPOSITION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a copy of the report of the board of management of the 
World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, dated February 2, 1885, 
requesting an additional appropriation to extinguish a deficit in itsaccounts, and 
asking authority to reopen the exhibition during the winter of 1885-1886. 

A failure on the part of the management to carry out the original intent in re- 
gard to the exposition might reflect upon the honor of the United States Goy- 
ernment, since twenty-one foreign nations and forty-six States and Territories 
have joined in the enterprise through faith in the sanction of the Government. 
In view of this fact, and in consideration of the value of the exposition to the 
eause of material progress and general education, I respectfully submit the re- 
port mentioned for the favorable consideration of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 12, 1885. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (S. 1609) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., which passed the Sen- 
ate and has been returned by the House of Representatives with an 
amendment. The action of the House will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THE Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, February 12, 1885. 
Resolved, That the bill from the Senate, No. 1609, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at De- 


troit, Mich.,”’ do pass with the following amendment, In line 25 of the bill, at 
the end of section 1, add the following: 


“ Provided, however, That if anew site shall be purchased for said building, as 
hereinbefore authorized, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
after the site for said building shall have been purchased, to cause a plan and 
tions of said ——s to be prepared, which said plan and specifications 

1 not involve an expenditure in the erection and completion of said build- 

ing and the approaches thereto exceeding the portion of said $900,000 remain- 
after the site of said building shall have been _ for; and no plan for said 
beliding shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an ex- 
beinding exceeding the sum so remaining after paying for the site of said 


Mr. PALMER. _I move the reference of that bill with the amend- 
ment to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of ae concurring in some and non-concurring in 
other an ts of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7785) making ap- 

ropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
tates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 


and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 


the two Houses thereon. 


_Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
disagreed to by the House and agree to the conference asked for by the 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the of . 
Dawes, and Mr. CALL were appointed. apenas oes 





























CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 


House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 7857) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes; and askinga conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 


and agree to the conference asked by the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 


HALE, and Mr. BEcK were appointed. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 


civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 


propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Let the accompanying documents be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Samuel! B. Gregory, with the accompanying 
papers, now on the files of the Senate, be withdrawn and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1751) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a building for the use of the United 
States circuit and district courts of the United States, the post-office; 
internal-revenue offices, and other Government offices at Erie, Pa.,’’ 
and making an additional appropriation therefor, with amendments; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8183) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. 
Murdaugh, of Virginia, was read twice by its title, und referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of John Hancock and other 
gas-consumers of Washington, D. C., praying Congress to take such 
action in their behalf that they may be supplied with illuminating 
heating gas of superior quality and cheap manufacture known as steam- 
carbon gas; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. CONGER presented resolutions of the committee on foreign and 
coastwise commerce of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
the executive committee of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, pro- 
testing against the passage of the bill (IT. R. 7163) to regulate the forms 
of bills of lading and the dutiesand liabilities of ship-owners and others; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. ‘ 

Mr. MAHONE presented amemorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Richmond, Va., praying that Richmond be made a naval station; which 
‘was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


COL. HENRY J. HUNT. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted a report to accompany the bill (H. R. 78) 
to provide for the retirement of Col. Henry J. Hunt as a.major-general 
of the United States Army, heretofore reported by him from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ERIE, PA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLartr in the chair), laid before 
the Senate the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1751) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a building for the 
use of the United States circuit and district courts of the United States, 
the post-office, internal-revenue offices, and other Government offices at 
Erie, Pa.,’’ and making an additional appropriation therefor. 

The amendments were read, being in lines 6 and 7, to strike ont the 
words ‘‘three hundred’’ and insert the words ‘‘two hundred and 
fifty ;’ in line 10, to strike out the words ‘‘ three hundred ”’ and in- 
sert the words ‘‘two hundred and fifty;’’ and at the end of line 10, 
after the word “‘ dollars,’’ toadd: ‘‘And noplan shall be approved which 
will involve an expenditure for site and buildingcomplete greater than 
the amount hereby fixed as the limit of cost.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. I will state that the House amendments reduce 
the limit $50,000. Wethink it ought not to be reduced; but to secure 
oe of. the bil] I consent to the amendments. 
~* amendments were concurred in. 
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OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE REBELLION. 
Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing are hereby directed to re- 
port what, if any, further legislation is necessary to secure the proper distribu- 


tion of the copies of the Official ords of the War of the Rebellion, which 

members of the Forty-seventh Qongress who have deceased since the passage 

of the act of August 7, 1882, w entitled to at the time of their death. 
PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R. 7004) 
to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands and 
the laws allowing entries for timber-culture. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimons consent, pending the consideration 
of that bill, to take up House bill No. 7522, whick is on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent to consider at this time the bill (H. R. 7522) for the re- 
lief of Joseph F. Wilson. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; there is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Tennessee objects. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to take up House bills in their regular order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a 
statement about this case. No, I believe I will not make astatement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not object to a statement, but I object to the 
consideration of the bill. = 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7004) to re- 
peal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands and the 
laws allowing entries for timber-culture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama Mr. MorGaAnN]. 

Mr. PALMER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understood the Senator from Michigan, perhaps 
both Senators from that State, to say that with some modification this 
amendment was altogether in harmony with the amendment which has 
been adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to have the amendment 
read so that I may know what we are voting upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 7— 

And all questions relating to such conflicting claims or settlements shall be 
subject to adjudication and final decision in the Department of the Interior, and 
in case there is any actual settlement on any of said lands in good faith under 
the homestead and pre-emption laws of the United States made priorto January 
25, 1885, the rights of such settlers shall prevail against any previous entry at the 
price of $1.25 per acre. , 

Mr. MORGAN. I confess my surprise at the objection made by the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Concer]. I thought the amendment 
was exactly in the line of his policy in regard to the public lands. Now, 
I tvish to remark to the Senate that the bill as amended secures titles 
by subsequent ratification of the Congress of the United States to those 
men who had no titles, who had entered lands at a dollar and a quarter 
an acre, and it stops right there. Both the Senators from Michi 
said that they had a desire to protect homesteadersand ion claim- 
ants upon these same lands who had no right, of course, to file their en- 
tries upon this description of lands until enabled them to do 
so or until~the lands were offered a second time for sale. I thought 
that while we were securing titles to those luambermen who had bought 
these lands at a dollar and a quarter an acre under circumstances that 
were not entirely free from suspicion, it would be exactly in harmony 
with the policy indicated by the senior Senator from Michigan that we 
should also secure titles to those men who had made homestead and 
pre-emption entries upon the same lands, who in good faith had built 
their homesteads and made their pre-emption entries upon the same 
lands. 

I also thought that it was right, inasmuch as I supposed both Sena- 
tors concurred in it, that weshould give the preference toa homesteader 
or a pre-emptor over a man who had bought the land at a dollar and a 
quarter an acre and had got a certificate which was entirely void, en- 
tirely invalid under the law. Therefore I proposed to i the 
amendment offered by the junior Senator from Michi we 
en granting good titles to these men who had void titles and who had 
paid a dollar and a quarter an acre for them, I proposed to t patents 
also, after investigation in the Interior Raniienieeaibe 
had made homestead entries upon these and in case of contest 
between the homesteader or pre-emptor and the person who held the 
invalid title, my amendment gives the preference to the homesteader or 
the pre-emptor. 

Mr. BLAIR. Suppose the conflict is between a homesteader and a 
pre-emptor, what would be the effect of the amendment in that case? 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the amendment suggests that it shall be set- 
tled in the Interior t. 

Mr. BLAIR. And the settlement be final and that the existing 
right to go to the courts be denied. The word “‘final’’ is still in the 


amendment. 


Mr. MORGAN. A final settlement of a matter of this kind in th, 
Interior t relates only to the issue of the patent. It does 
not relate to the title, because that is all the time a matter open fy, 
controversy in the courts. Nobody can prevent that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Sup- 
pose that under the amendment proposed the imperfect right of a per- 
son who has entered the lands at a dollar and a quarter an acre an; 
paid his money into the Treasury of the United States is defeated by 4 
subsequent entry by some person under the homestead act, would not 
that make at once a claim against the Government of the United States 
in favor of the person who had bought the land for the amount of the 
purchase-money of the land, perhaps with interest, and would not that 
multiply the difficulties that arise out of this state of affairs ? 

Mr.MORGAN. There is no doubt about its makinga claim agains} 
the Government of the United States for the amount of money paid in, 
the dollar and a quarter an acre, and we have a general statute now 
which provides that in all such cases the money shall be returned to 
the perty who had made the entry, without interest. The Senator {rom 
Ohio does not want to pay interest, I presume? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatisthelaw now. I confess my surprise at the at- 
titude of some of the Senators on that side of the Chamber on this ques- 
tion. I thought that they in good faith were trying to protect the 
homesteaders and the rs. That was the impression made on 
my mind by the different resolutions, motions, and amendments that 
have been made. Now, when I suggest that these men shall have pat- 
ents for their lands upon the basis of the homestead and pre-emption 
laws, and that those patents shall prevail against the void entries ani 
against the void patents paid for by the lumbermen and the specu- 
lators at a dollar and a quarter an acre, I find opposition from the Sen- 
ators from Michigan and others. Well, sir—— 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not present when the vote was taken on the Sen- 
ator’s amendment and I suppose it is still pending. I do not under- 
stand why he uses the word ‘‘final’’ with reference to the controversy 
before the Department when under existing law parties always have a 
right to go further to the courts. 

Mr. MORGAN. The word “ final’’ relatesto the action of the De- 

rtment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does it have any effect whatever? Does the Senator 
mean it to have any effect whatever? 

Mr. MORGAN. It has effect on the officers of the Department, of 
course. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand in what way it has any effect on 
the officers of the Department to provide that their action shall be fina! 
Their action will be the same in any case. The word “‘final’’ comes 
in in such a way as to prevent further action beyond the jurisdiction 0: 
the officers of the Department. It seems to me that the Senator’s po- 
sition limits and restricts and injures the homesteaderor the pre-em ptor, 
as the case may be, who is in possession; it deprives him of a right to 
be relieved of injustice by the action of the courts when it is perpetrated 
against him by the Department. That righthenow has. If that word 
. ’? were striken out, the amendment, to my mind, would be per- 
haps one in the direction of relief. It is now one of injury and re- 
striction. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator attributes too much weight to the 
word “‘final’’ in the context. The object of putting that word in was 
to have the decision finally made as between these litigants or contest- 
ants for the t, and only for the patent. 

Mr. BLA Is not that the case now? Does not the Department 
proceed to a decision upon which the patent is to be issued? 

Mr. MORGAN. It certainly does, but at the same time-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, if the Senator will me for asking a ques- 
tion, what is the effect of the word “ final’’’so far as the action of the 

t is concerned ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill brings within the jurisdiction of the De- 
partment a class of cases that are not now withinits jurisdiction, ani 
while the adjudications of the Department are final under the existing 
law in of the issue of a patent, giving the consent of the Gov- 
ernment through its authorized agents to the of the title from 
the Srey eer soe ope ne le that is the fact in re- 

to general operations of the Interior Department, when 
ing a new subject within the jurisdiction that is not now within it, 
it is proper to apply the law as it exists to this new subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. ener eee oe ako e ow 
under which the Department will have a j iction to decide some- 
thing and to decide everything up to the point of the issuance of the 
patent. Theadjective “final,” ifI comprehend it and its use, can have 
no reference whatever to the action of the Department in the exercis” 
Cee and then its operation 
is su 


as to restrict the exercise of the litigant’s right of appeal. |‘ 
prevents the exercise of any such right to go further. 
% . te what? 
Mr. BLAIR. If the decision is final there can be no appellate juris- 
diction beyond it. 
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; RGAN. Is there any now? Iask the Senator, is thereany 

caeauae potato now from the Department of the Interior to any 
rt in the United States? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not direct from the Department, perhaps, but there 
is a right to go to the courts. There is no provision of law that the 
litigant is concladed by the decision of the Department; he may have 
his resort to the courts. The Senator’s amendment deprives him of 
the right to try his cause and have it adjudicated bya jury of his coun- 
trymen, if I understand it. . 

‘Mr. MORGAN. Then the Senator does not understand it. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Alabama whether 
the word “final ”’ as used in the amendment is at all essential to the 
amendment? : ~~ : 

Mr. MORGAN. I donot think that it is at all essential. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then strike it out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to leave it off. 

Mr. MORGAN. No,sir; I do not choose to submit to a mere hyper- 
criticism which does not amount to anything. Every lawyer under- 
stands that the action of the Department of the Interior upon a ques- 
tion of title to a tract of land culminates and is fully expressed in the 
issuing of a patent or in the rejection of an application for a patent; 

and after the party gets his patent to that tract of land it is open to 
attack in court precisely as if he did not have any patent, precisely as 
the title is. That is all I undertake to provide in thiscase. I merely 
try to apply the laws of the United States in the very sense in which 
they are now applied to this new case brought within their jurisdiction. 
That is the whole matter. 

Senators seem to be very much afraid that somebody who has bought 
these lands and got a patent for them at a dollar and a quarter an acre, 
the patent being entirely void, will not be able to oust somebody else 
of the right to an interest in these public lands. I insist that the 
statutes of the United States ought to apply to this case precisely as 
they are applied to all other questions adjudicated in the Interior De- 

t, and as this is a new jurisdiction conferred only by the bill 
giving rights which now do not exist, I thought that it was only proper 
that we should apply the law as it does exist to these new titles and 
this new jurisdiction. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask whether the lawas it now stands in reference to 
the jurisdiction of the Land Office upon matters properly before it in 
controversy provides that the decision of the Interior Department shall 
be final? 

Mr. MORGAN. Final as to the right of the party to the muniment 
of title, the patent? 

Mr. BLAIR. Final in its broad sense? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ob, no. 

Mr. BLAIR. Final in the broad sense in which the word “‘ final ”’ 
is used in the amendment? That is the question. 

I wish now while I am speaking to resent the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator that the proposal that the word “‘ final’’ be stricken out is an effort 
in the direction which he intimates. I should be very glad to support 
his amendment if I did not believe that the use of the word “‘final’’ 
- the effect to rob the litigant of a right which he now has and must 

ave, 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not theintentionof it. TheSenator broad- 
ens the meaning of the word ‘‘final’’ so as to extend it to title, and I 
am applying it only to a muniment of title. That is the difference be- 
tween us. The action of the Department shall be final so far as the 
patent isconcerned in passing the title from it to the other party through 
ao a is all of a After you have got it into the 
hands patentee it is open to litigation in respect of everythi 
but the lawful issue of the patent, precisely as it was before aaealion 
was taken upon it. I am merely applying the law as it stands to the 
new case that is to be brought before the Department in which a new 
jurisdiction isto be conferred. I have no pride of opinion about it, but 

t lot recog that the Senator’s point of objection is mate- 
rial, for he is thinking about the bill having an effect upon the question 
of title, when I am sure it does not. It will have an effect only upon 
the muniment of title, the patent. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have just looked at the amendment for a mo- 
ment, and I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama whether he will not 
consent to insert after the words ‘ Secretary of the Interior’ the words 
ene ees the United aes ”” so that the decision 

Interior Department so far as the law provides for 
the consideration of any questions there, and so Reubaeectiatn may 
arise for the courts the sas 
help to a seeeay san Gp tate the courts. I think it would 
I a isin the adoption of some portion of the amendment, which 

tr. MORGAN. I have no obj te having those words go in to 
explain it to the satisfaction of any Senator wae dew not adibutend 
ae very well. 

r. HARRISON. I was making a concession 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg pardon. ’ 

The PRESIDENT 


protempore. Does the Senator from Indiana move 


to amend the amendment? 
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Mr. HARRISON. Yes, I move to insert after the words ‘‘Secretary 
of the Interior,’’ in line 6, the words ‘‘and the judicial courts of the 
United States.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. How will it rea€@ then? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as it a 
would read if amended. $ 

The Secretary read as follows: 





And all questions relating to such conflicting claims or settlements shall be 
subject to adjudication and final decision in the Department of the Interior and 
the judicial courts of the United States ; and in case there is any actual settle- 
ment, &c. i 
Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator that he had better put in i 
words so as to include the judicial courts of the States. a 
Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator from Alabama make a sugges- 3 
tion that the phraseology used would limit the jurisdiction to the Fed- | a 
eral courts? 
Mr. MORGAN. That is the way 1 understand it.’ a 
Mr. HARRISON. That was not my intention. I did not intend to v 
exclude the jurisdiction of the State courts in any case where they : 
would have jurisdiction, and if the language does that it does not ex- 
press my intention. I ask the Senator if he now thinks that would be i 
the effect of it ? wp 
Mr. MORGAN. No, I suppose not; I am indifferent about it. I 
merely wanted to have Senators understand it before voting upon it. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The courts of the United States have 
final jurisdiction of all questions arising under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. 
Mr. HARRISON. That is true. 
Mr. DOLPH. Is the question now before the Senate on the motion 
to amend the amendment? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana to the amendment yl 
of the Senator from Alabama. i 
Mr. DOLPH. I wish to occupy but one moment. As I said, the 
amendment which has been adopted does not affect any case where there 
are conflicting claims between individuals. It only affects a case where 
there is a conflict of title between an individual and the Government, 
and with such lands we have a right to deal as we please. But when 
we come to legislate in regard to a tract of land which is claimed by 
two or more citizens under different laws, we have not a right to do as 
we please. I am not in favor ofany amendment which proposes to fore- 
stall the action of the Department of the Interior and forestall the 
courts and say that when you come to adjudicate a contested case you 
shall decide in favor of one class of citizens and against one class of 
claimants. 
I will go as far as any member of the Senate in favor of a homestead 
and pre-emption claimant, but what is done in their favor must be done 
in accordance with law and right. If there are two or more claimants 
to a tract or to several tracts of land, they now have a right to go into 
the Department or to go into the courts and have their rights adjudi- 
cated. I can not sit here and vote for an amendment which will un- 
dertake to forestall the action of the courts and say that the courts and 
the Department must render a given decision right or wrong where 
there is a conflict of claims. 
I do not care particularly what is done with the pending amendment, 
but I wish to state my position upon it. [can not vote for any amend- 
ment by which we shall undertake to settle private rights by act of 
Congress. 
Mr. MORGAN. I was not trying to forestall the action of the courts 
and compel them to decide where the title might be after we got through 
with this very delicate subject; but I was trying to provide that the 
officers of this Government should issue patents which Congress would 
declare valid to certain persons. The bill provides for the confirmation 
of a patent heretofore issued in favor of a purchaser at a dollar and a 
quarter an acre, notwithstanding his purchase was invalid at the time 
he made it. My amendment provides that if there is a homesteader 4 
or pre-emptor there he shall have a patent for his land under the adju- % 
dication of the Interior Department, provided he establishes his claim, 
and that his claim shall be paramount to that of the man who claims ; 
the land under a previous purchase at a dollar and a quarter an acre. ial 
That is the situation exactly. I am not trying to forestall a judicial : 
decision about this matter; 1 am merely trying to secure to home- 
steaders and pre-emptors upon these lands their rights. They have 
gone in innocence, they have gone by invitation of the Government upon 
these public lands, and when they get there they find themselves con- 
fronted with a patent or certificate issued to a purchaser at a dollar and 
@ quarter an acre, who says to the pre-emptor and to the land office: 
and to the courts, “‘ this is an invalid arrangement, it carries no title, 
because at the time the certificate was issued the lands were not mar- 
ketable, they were not subject to sale by the local land officers.’"’ A 
provision was offered here, as I understood it, for the purpose of con- 
firming their rights, and in cases where there were no conflicts between 
such persons and the prior purchasers for the purpose of confirming the 
rights of the prior purchasers who got the land at a dollar and a quarter Re 
amacre. That is the way I understood the matter. ip 
In order to secure to the homesteaders and the pre-emptors an adjudi- i 
cation in their favor in the Interior Department inthe case of conflict- 
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ing claims, and also a patent upon which they could rest, I have of- 
ferred my amendment to the bill, and I find that it stirs up a great 
deal of strife. Itseems tome that I have touched upon a sort of tender 
point about this case, and that after all, while there are great profes- 
sions here in favor of the homesteaders and the pre-emptors, the real 
object is to protect the logmen and the lumbermen; it is to protect 
that class of men about whom the Senator from Missouri spoke to-day, 
who he said had gone in there and had inveigled the public officers, 
contrary to instructions in some cases, to permit entries to be made at 
a dollar and a quarter an acre, they knowing and the purchasers know- 
ing that all they were buying was like a ticket in the Louisiana Lottery; 
it was a mere chance to draw a prize. 

I have not brought this subject into this case. The Committee on 
Public Lands did not bring this question into the case. We have been 
considering a bill having reference only to the modification or repeal of 
the pre-emption laws, the timber-culture laws, and the desert-land 
laws. Now we have switched off until we have got the main issue be- 
fore the Senate, which has occupied the time of this body for hours and 
hours together, the control of certain lands in the State of Michigan, 
about which there seems to be more interest and to which more atten- 
tion is drawn than there is to all the rest of the lands in the United 
States, although the bill covers the whole country. 

In the pursuit of this controversy a question las arisen here as to 
whether the titles which we are trying to confirm are titles that are at 
war with the rights of homesteaders and pre-emptors, and also whether 
that title is at war with persons who have bought these lands subse- 
quently and paid for them at two dollars and a half an acre. <A good 
deal of debate has gone on about that. I had the honor to offer an 
amendment which | thought would reconcile everybody about it so 
that we could get rid of this bill and the Senate could proceed with the 
public business. After some lapse of time, when the proposition was 
duly digested on the other side of the Chamber among the Senators 
who are particularly interested in this matter, it obviously turns out 
that the whole intent and purpose of this legislation is to protect the 
men who hold the titles at a dollar and a quarter an acre, which are 
invalid, against everybody, against the men who paid two dollars and 
a half an acre for land subsequently, and against the homesteaders and 
pre-emptors. That is an obvious fact; and I am here trying to defend 
those persons in their rights acquired under the laws of the United 
States, while Senators who professed to be their champions and de- 
fenders a few hours ago are here warring against them. That is the 
situation. 

I maintain that the Senate of the United States ought not in justice 
and duty to the country to ratify and confirm these void titles, pro- 
nounced twelve years ago to be void by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, unless in the mean time it protects those men who have honestly 
gone upon these lands and acquired homesteads there. 

My amendment refers only to bona fide homesteaders and pre-emptors, 
not to men who set up pretended claims. While this controversy has 
been going on and since the decision of the Supreme Court twelve years 
ago, which invalidated the entries at a dollar and a quarter an acre, men 
have been settling themselves upon these lands in Michigan, claiming 
under the invitation of the Government of the United States the right 
to go there and to locate their homesteads and pre-emptions; and now 
it is proposed that we sifall ratify and confirm the previous title and 
cut these men out entirely. That is what is meant by theamendment 
put upon the bill on the motion of the Senator from Michigan. Ihave 
said about it all I intend to say; and I shall let the Senate vote upon the 
amendment I have offered, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask leave to modify my amendment to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
his amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Instead of making it read, ‘* and the judicial courts 
of the United States,’’ I will modify it so as to read, ‘‘ and the proper 
judicial courts.’’ Isuppose the final jurisdiction is in the United States 
courts in these cases; but I do not want to exclude the idea that pre- 
liminary jurisdiction may be in the State courts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana modifies 
his amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama. The amendment to the amendment will be read as modified. 

TheSrecretary. In line6, after the word “‘ Interior,’’ it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘ and the proper judicial courts;’’ so as to read: 

And all questions aioe to such conflicting claims or settlements shall be 
subject to adjudication and final decision in the Department of the Interior and 
the proper judicial courts, &c. 

Mr. CONGER. It is very unfortunate that any Senator on this floor 
should presume to call in question the argument, or the reasoning, or 
the conclusions of the Senator from Alabama. One might know be- 
forehand that it would fall into a personal attack upon one who was so 
presumptuous. 

Now it does not turn out, as the Senator with so much assurance as- 
serts, that any Senator on this side of the Chamber, or any Senator from 
Michigan, or any Senator who has advocated the original amendment, 
has forsaken his position; that he has been inconsistent; that he stands 
here as the advocate of men who have accummulated vast amounts of 


The Senator has a right to modify 
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land for any purpose whatever; and the Senator had no business to make 
such an intimation or such an insinuation. I dismiss it by saying tha; 
it was unworthy of him and of the place where the assertion was made. 

The amendment which we advocated related only to claims where 
there was no conflict. In the express language of the amendment of. 
fered by my colleague, it related only to claims where there was no con- 
flict. ‘To what does the Senator’s amendment relate? It refers to a}) 
such ‘‘ conflicting claims.’’ That is a new subject introduced. It hac 
nothing to do with the amendment offered by my colleague. The claims 
referred to in the amendment offered by my colleague are claims wher, 
there is no conflict, and the amendment says so. Why does the gentle- 
man wish to introduce an amendment here about another set of claims. 
the conflicting claims which are not reached in any possible way by thy 
measure which we have been advocating ? J 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire whether th: 
words ‘‘ no valid conflicting claims’’ do not form a part of the languay: 
of the amendment as adopted ? 

Mr. CONGER. Of course valid conflicting claims or conflictins 
claims are excluded. It says where there are no conflicting claims the 
confirmation shall operate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Michigan wil) 
suspend, the Chair will answer the inquiry of the Senator from Ala- 
bama. The amendment heretofore agreed to by the Senate, in that 
part of it, reads: 

Without such lands having first been proclaimed by the President and offered 
at public auction, and where, on the 2th day of January, 1885, there were no 
valid conflicting claims thereto or settlement thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the Senator misquotes the amendment. | 
suppose he does it by accident. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not do it byaccident. I say where there were 
no conflicting claims the amendment makes the title good. That is 
plain enough; and the Senator has retired from it on my assertion, | 
see. 
Notwithstanding the Senator has chided us for introducing into the 
bill new matter, he has introduced a new class of claims. Whether 
they come in or do not come in, it does not affect the previous provis- 
ions where there are no conflicting claims. I think the amendment 
offered by my colleague was a just and a proper one, protecting the 
rights of citizens of the United States against the fault or default of the 
Government of the United States, and that is what we wanted to meet 
If the Senator wishes to bring in other claims, if he wishes to introduce 
into the bill additional matter, that is his proposition. He is deter- 
mining beforehand by his amendment that the decision either at the 
local land office or at the Land Department generally shall be final on 
all these questions. He brings in new matter and a new class of claims 
which are especially excepted out of the previous amendment, and | 
object to it. 

Mr. VEST. Before the vote is taken on the pending question I should 
like to make an inquiry of the mover of the amendment as to what is 
the meaning of a valid conflicting claim? Whena claim is not in con 
flict with another, the one that prevails I suppose is the valid one ! 

Mr. CONGER. If the Senator will read the provision he will se: 
that it says where ‘‘there are no valid conflicting claims ’’ then it shal) 
take effect. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. I suppose thatif it were a conflict- 
ing claim that is not valid, it would be a different thing. 

Mr. CONGER. They are an exception. 

Mr. HARRISON. As to the meaning of the clause which the Sen- 
ator from Michigan has been talking about, I think the bill intends to 
say thatas between the holder of a valid claim and any other claimant 
the holder of a valid claim shall have preference, whether he be a home- 
steader or a emptor or whatever his relations to the lands may be 
It is declared that the men who confessedly have an invalid claim shal! 
have their claim made valid against other invalid claims. 
effect of the provision. . 

For one I wish to say, and that will end this debate so far as | am 
concerned—I have not taken up much time in it—that in every case 
where a homesteader, a mon who goes to make his home upon the land 
of the United States—upona reasonable amount of that land—to make 
a farm and a home, even if he mistakes the law, even if his proceed 
ings to acquire title under the land laws are inefficient and inetlective, 
so far as I am I always shall be ready to support legisiatio: 
to secure him in that purchase, or attem urchase, and to resist 
the invasion of others u the land; but I do hold that where men go 
to buy the pine lands of the United States, or where men undertake to 
buy vast quantities of the grazing lands of the United States, men who 
ar to be advised as to what the laws are, men who have the means 

the time and the ability to know what the laws are, and purchase 
vast tracts of these lands, and then come to the Government to ask the 
Government to confirm those invalid titles, for one I shall not be will- 
ing to do it, certainly not as against any man who wants to use an) 
part of those lands as a home. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana to the amendment 
offered by the Senator ‘rom Alabama. : ; 

Mr. MORGAN. I will accept that if I have the right to do it. 


That is the 





1885. 


nnn Ey [EEE IEIEIEEIEIE EEE EEE 


ESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Alabama can not 
an a as yeas i nee ving been ordered upon his amendment. 

Mr. HOAR (to Mr. MorGAN). Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent that I may accept the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Alabama asks unan- 
imous consent that he may accept the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Indiana. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
amendment to the amendment is accepted. The question recurs on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 
amended. ; 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 7: 

i i icting claims or settlements shall be 
at eter eeeea finn decision inthe Department of the Interior and 
the proper judicial courts ; and in case there is any actual settlement on any of 
said lands in good faith under the homestead and pre-emption laws of the 


United States made prior to January 25, 1885, the rights of such settlers shall 
prevail against any previous entry at.the price of $1.25 per acre, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment as amended. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when hisname wascalled). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson}. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion. with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If he were 
here; I presume he would vote ‘‘ yea;’’ I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
28, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, George, Jonas, Pendleton, 
Bayard, Groome, Lamar, Platt, 
Blair, Hampton, Maxey, Pugh, 
Coke, a Miller of Cal., Slater, 
Colquitt, Harrison, i Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Morgan, Vest, 
Garland, - Jackson, Morrill, Voorhees. 

NAYS—l4. 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
Conger, Hill, Palmer, Wilson, 
Cullom, La . Pike 
Doiph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
: ABSENT—3. 

Allison, Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Fair, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Farley, om . Sewell, 
Butler, e, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Call, Gibson, McPherson, Walker, 
Camden, Gorman, Mahone, Williams, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Plumb, 
Chace, Hoar, Ransom, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no further amendment be pro- 
posed the question is, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill 
be read a third time? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to beread 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
[Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the question ? 
asa PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 

e bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The _— and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was in the cloak-room and the bill passed to its 
present stage before I was aware of the fact. There was an amend- 
ment prepared by me in the first instance, but I think improved by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], which would give the bill, if 
it is to pass, the approval, I think, of a great many Senators who other- 
wise might not vote for it. In order to enable me to propose the 
amendment I move to reconsider the vote grdering the bill to a third 


Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Ohio will have unanimous con 
sent to move an amendment at this stage. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think there will be no opposition to that course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the vote or- 

the third reading of the bill will be reconsidered in order to en- 

able the Senator from to offeranamendment. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. The Senator from Ohio has sent to the desk 
the amendment submitted and printed as intended to be offered by the 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. is the one I prefer. It accomplishes the 


same and in fewer words. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
. XVI——99 
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The Cuter CLERK. After section 4 it is proposed to insert as a new 
section: 

Src. 5. That hereafter no public lands of the United States not heretofore of- 
fered at public sale, except abandoned military or other reservations and min- 
eral and other lands, the sale of which at public auction has been authorized by 


acts of Congress of a special nature having local application, shall be sold at 
public sale or be subject to private entry, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I fear the amendment will provoke discussion, but I 
hope the last clause, the words ‘‘ or be subject to private entry,’’ may be 
stricken out, because no land is subject to private entry unless it is first 
offered at publicsale. Then the amendment will prevent any land being 
offered at public sale, and, of course, any land in the future being sub- 
ject to private entry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have shown the amendment to several Senators 
who are more familiar with the land laws than I am, because I am not 
very familiar with them, and it has met with their approval. I think 
those words would do no harm. Entry at private sale means entry for 
money. My purpose is that all lands that may hereafter be offered or 
ordered to be offered for public sale, or which may be offered under 
special laws limited to particular tracts of land, shall only be open for 
entry under the homestead system of the public lands. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask the Senator to except soldiers’ land-warrants. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Idonotthinkthatisnecessary. However, I have 
no objection to adding to the provision that it shall not apply toentries 
under soldiers’ land-warrants. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think, as that would specify some exceptions and 
leave out others, the amendment had better remain as it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better be left as it is, because the entry of 
land by warrants is not an entry with money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from New York 
state, so that the clerks may take it down, the modification which he 
proposes to the amendment? [A pause.] Has the Senator withdrawn 
his proposition to amend ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw it. I do not think it necessary to 
make that provision, because there are very few such land-warrants out, 
and I do not think they are considered in the Land Office as being pri- 
vateentries. They are provided for by existing law; and the amendment 
I offer will not interfere with entries by land-warrants if there are any 
outstanding. I did not know that there were any out now. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the amendment would at all affect lands which 
are now subject to private entry, then it would be necessary that the 
amendment suggested by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and which was printed and laid on the desks of Senators, should be 
adopted also, so as to allow agricultural-college scrip, bounty-land 
warrants, and all other scrip authorized under acts of Congress to be 
still located. If it is clear that the amendment applies only to public 
lands which have never been offered at private sale, and does not affect 
public lands which have been heretofore offered, then it is not neces- 
sary. 

That is the reason why I propose to strike out the words ‘‘ or be sub- 
ject to private entry.’’ Every Senator knows that lands are not sub- 
ject to private entry until they have been offered at public sale. The 
amendment as it would stand after those words were stricken out would 
prevent the offering of lands at public sale, and consequently no addi- 
tional lands would in the fature become subject to private entry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Oregon that the Senator from Ohio has withdrawn his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not understand that he has withdrawn his 
amendment. It was the amendment proposed to the amendment that 
he withdrew after having first agreed to accept it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot think that the amendment interferes at 
all with entries upon any existing lands now subject to sale. It does 
not affect the existing law in that respect. Besides, I have excepted 
from the operation of this proposed law all lands heretofore open for 
private entry. It only applies to lands which may become subject to 
private entry,upon the orderof the Secretary of the Interior by offering 
them for public sale. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Ohio to have withdrawn his amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; I only withdraw the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair apologizes to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DotpH]. The Chair misunderstood the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An amendment was proposed to the amendment, 
and there was some controversy between Senators around me in regard 
to the necessity of it, and I preferred to let my amendment stand as it 
was first offered. As it now reads it has been carefully considered by 
Senators who are familiar with the land laws. I submitted it also to 
the Senator from Oregon himself, and I supposed it would be satis- 
factory. 

Mr. DOLPH. In justice to myself I should state that I suggested 
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to the Senator that the last clause of the amendment should be stricken 
out. Lagree with the Senator that the construction of the amendment 
will be as he supposes; and now that the matter has been the subject 
of debate so as to show what is intended, and will be some direction to 
the land officers, I shall not insist upon any amendment to the amend- 
ment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MORGAN. As I understand the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio it is to cut off the right of private entry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, that is what is intended, except as to land- 
warrants, &c. I say nothing about them, because the technical phrase 
‘private entry,’’ I am told, is confined to the entry of public land 
with money. 

Mr. MORGAN. The chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
who is not present at this time, made rather a complete statement on 
the subject in regard to the amount of lands in the United States sub- 
ject to private entry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My amendment expressly excepts all lands that 
have heretofore been offered at public sale. It does not affect any of 
the lands that have been in controversy in the Southern States. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the amendment may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is propgsed to insert-as an additional section 
after section 4 of the bill: 

Sec. 5, That hereafter no public lands of the United States not heretofore of- 
fered at public sale, except abandoned military or other reservations and min- 
eral and other lands the sale of which at public auction has been authorized by 
acts of Congress of a special nature having local application, shall be sold at 
public sale or be subject to private entry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment purposely excepts all lands that 
have heretofore been offered at public sale. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator: from Ohio. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs, Shall the 
amendments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SLATER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair assumes, and if there be 
no objection will take it, that the yeas and nays heretofore ordered on 
the passage of the bil! shall stand as the present order. The Secretary 
will call the roll on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. CHace]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN]. 

The result was announced—nays 26, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—26. 
Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Pike, 
Platt, 
NAYS—20. 


Maxey, 

Morgan, 

Pendleton, 

Pugh, 

Ransom, 
ABSENT—3. 

Gorman, 

Hale, 

Ingalls, 

Jones of Florida, 

Jones of Nevada, 

Kenna, 

Lamar, 


Logan, 


Blair, 

Brown, 

Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Cullom, 

Dolph, 

Harrison, 


Hawley, 
Hill, 

Hoar, 
Lapham, 
MeMillan, 
Mahone, 
Manderson, 


Babin, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Van Wyck, 
Wilson. 


Bayard, 
Coke 
Colquitt, 
Edmunds, 
Garland, 


Groome, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Jackson, 
Jonas, 


Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Voorhees. 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 

Beck, 

Bowen, 

Butler, 

Call, 

Camden, 
Cagheron of Pa., 


Chace, 
Cockrell, 
Dawes, 
Fair, 
Farley, 
Frye, 
George, 
Gibson, 
./ So the bill was passed. 
VY The title was amended so as to read: 
An act to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public lands, the 
laws allowing entries for timber-culture, the laws authorizing the sale of desert 
lands in certain States and Territories, and for other purposes. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iask that the bill just passed be reprinted as amended. 
it is an important bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks that 
the bill just passed about pre-emption laws, &c., be printed as passed. 
That order will be entered if there be no objection. 


TEXAS PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 


McPherson, 
Plumb, 
Riddleberger, 
Sewell, 
Walker, 
Williams. 
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fore the Senate the next special order, being Order of Business 335, 
which by unanimous consent was to-day placed at the head of the Ca!- 
endar of Special Orders. The title will be read. 

The Cuter CLierK. “‘A bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of 
lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other pur 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of for- 
eigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If that bill will take but a short time I shal) 
consent to taking it up, but I do not wish to do anything to displace 
the special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let it be informally laid aside then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of House bil! 
No. 2550. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I make a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Presi- 
dent? In case the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire should 
be agreed to, will the special order that has just been named by the 
Chair be displaced and go upon the Calendar of General Orders? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair it will 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I trust it will not be laid aside. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection on my part to the special order 
being laid aside informally. I did not suppose it was before the Senate 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It has been laid before the Senate 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope we shall be allowed to have an executive 
session. 

Mr. HARRISON. A brief executive session is necessary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. . 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I felt under obligation to the Senator from Ne- 
braska, as he yielded for a motion to go into executive session, to make 
that motion. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid 
eration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 13 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


The question is on the motion of the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 12, 1885. 


The House met at12o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JoHn 
5S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee on Enrolled Bills de- 
sires to submit a report. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7131) to authorize suits for damages where death re- 
sults from the wrongful act or neglect of any person or corporation in 
the District of Columbia. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to submit certain ex- 
ecutive communications, and asks permission of the House. 
There was no objection. 


GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KENTUCKY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
ee War, transmi from the Chief of Engineers upov 
the ition of Green and Barren Rivers, Kentucky; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. ' 

CLINTON RIVER, MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 

the Secretary of War, trausmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers 








1885. 
a eel ccteatenanemena 


i i ichigan ; i ferred to the 
f the survey of Clinton River, Michigan; which was re 
Committes = Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 
§ AKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
ee War, coaniihinens report from the Chief of Engineers 


; s f Lake Champlain at Four Channels, New York; which 
«acid the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 


printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
sy unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. CRAIG, indefinitely, on account of illness oh 
To Mr. Rieas, for the rest of the week, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask leave to introduce a bill for reference. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. RANDALL. I rise to submit a privileged report from the Com- 


mittee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following resolution— 
“Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the House for the remainder of 


session be 11 o'clock a. m.’’— ‘ ; 
fees had the same under consideration, report it back with the following sub- 


me That on and after Monday next the hour of daily meeting of the 


House for the remainder of the present session be 11 o'clock a. m 

Mr. RANDALL. [ask the previous question on the adoption of the 
report. , 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to offeran amendment. I called the atten- 
tion of the Speaker before the previous question was demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsy! vania [ Mr. 
BANDPALL] was recognized, and the gentleman from Illinois had no 
right under the rules to sweep the gentleman from Pennsylvania from | 
the floor. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has submitted the report 
of the Committee on Rules and asks the previous question. It is in the | 
pleasure of the House either to order it or to refuse it. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The substitute recommended by the Committee on Rules was agreed 
to; and the resolution as amended by the adoption of the substitute was 
agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; ‘and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. I rise to make a privileged report. I am instructed | 


by the Committee on Appropriations to report back the bill (H. R. 
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in the judgment of the Chair, would amount to nothing. The motion 


of the gentleman from Missouri is to non-concur in the amendments and 


send them out of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. If the points of order be reserved and the amend- 
ments be read, would it not then be in order to make the point against 
any amendment that it should be first considered in the Committee of 
the ‘Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
should be stated when the amendments are submitted for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I mean that the amendments should be read now 
to the House. 

TheSPEAKER pro te mpore. 
ing of the amendments ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think we shonid know what is being done. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think the amendments should be 
read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Cle 
of the Senate. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman will not insist 
upon the reading of theamendments. There isa large number of them; 
many of them are merely formal, and the Committee on Appropriations 
have unanimously recommended that they be non-concurred in. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to ask the gentleman who asks non- 
concurrence whether these amendments have been considered by the 
Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. BURNES. These amendments have been cousidered by the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the committee has unanimously in- 
structed me to ask what I have asked—that the House non-concur and 
that a committee of conference be appointed. 

Mr. WHIT, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. There is so much conversation in the 
Hall that it is impossible to hear the statement of the gentleman [ Mr. 

3URNES]. I have no desire to take up the time of the House by hav- 
ing these amendments read if the gentleman will state the points of 
difference 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, there is quite a number of these amend- 

ments, but many of them, and indeed most of them, are merely formal 
and inconsiderable. For instance, many of them involve merely a 
change of title, as from ‘‘ consul-general ’’ to ‘‘ consul;’’ from ‘‘ envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary ’’ to ‘‘ minister resident,’’ and 
soon. Then there are some changes with regard to amounts. There 
is about $200,000 increase and some two or three thousand dollars de- 
crease in the total appropriation. These amendments have been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Appropriations and, without dissent on 
the part of any member of the committee, I have been instructed to 
move that the House non-concur in all the amendments and to ask for 
a committee of conference. I now demand the previous question. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced, as the conferees on the part 
of the Iiouse Mr. BURNEs, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and Mr. WASHBURN. 


Does the gentleman demand the read- 


k will read the amendments 





7357) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes, with amendments by the Senate, and to move that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be non-concurred iu. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is no point of 
order that can be reserved now. The gentleman from Missouri moves 
non-concurrence in the amendments made by the Senate. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Is itnot the right time now to reserve all points 
of order against those amendments before they are non-concurred in, 
80 that they shall be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think there is any 
custom generally of reserving points of order at this stage. The gen- 
= from Kentucky has a right to make any point of order he may 

Mr. THOMPSON. ‘ As I understand the rule, the amendments in- 
grafted on a House bill by the Senate are subject to the same points of 
order as if the ——— had originated in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Therule provides that any amendment 
of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the same point of 
aes ier it for oo a oem to the Committee of the Whole 

ou: state nion that would apply if the iti 
origi i he pply proposition 

Mr. THOMPSON. I only want to reserve the points of order so that 
we may know what we are doing. There may be something in those 
amendments which ought to go to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the ~ of the Union to be considered there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reservation of points of order now, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer 2 
resolution of inquiry and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the resolution is not in order under this call. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I have this morning felt it my 
duty to insist upon the regular order and have declined similar requests 
from other members, and therefore I must object to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this is a 
privileged matter under the rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it is privileged, of course I can not object 
to it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Not privileged for present consideration, Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chairdoes notsohold. The Chair 
asks the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] whether the resolution 
which he offers is reported from and under the order of any committee 
of the House ? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is not: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then it is not 


privileged 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILI 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report 
I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations to report back the 
bili (H. R. 7785) making appropriation for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, and to move that the House non-concur 
in the Senate amendments to said bill, and ask for a committee of con- 
ference. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 
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Mr. HANCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were non-concurred in; and also moved to lay that motion 
on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. HANCOCK, Mr. FoLLetr, and Mr. WASHBURN. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call forthe regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour under the special rule begins 
at this time—half past 12 o’clock. The Clerk will report the unfinished 
business coming over from the last hour, which is the bill (8. 1609) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Detroit, Mich. The question is on the second amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], which the Clerk 
will report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, when the first amendment was put 
there was not a quorum present, and for that reason the yeas and nays 
were called for. There being a quorum now present, I withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays, and ask for tellers upon that amendment. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] is correct. The House was dividing upon the first amendment 
submitted by him, which was to reduce the amount appropriated from 
$750,000 to $500,000. Upon that question no quorum had voted. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] now asks for tellers; and the 
Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HoLMAN, 
and the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. MAYBURY. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, noes 
112. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

’ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the second 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], 
which will be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment about to be read applies to the 
first section of the bill; and in view of the action just taken it should 
be modified by striking out ‘‘ $750,000” and inserting ‘*$900,000.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the following to section 1: 

“ Provided, however, That if a new site shall be purchased for said building, as 
hereinbefore authorized, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
after the site for said building shall have been purchased, to cause a plan and 
specifications of said building to be prepared, which said plan and specifications 
shall not involve an expenditure in the erection and completion of said building 
and the approaches thereto exceeding the portion of sai ,000 remaining after 
the site of said building shall have been paid for. And ho plan forsaid building 
shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure 
exceeding the sum so remaining after paying for the site of said building.” 


Mr. MAYBURY. I am willing to accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MAYBURY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAM ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT BRAINERD, MINN. 


Mr. NELSON. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6764) to 
authorize the Mississippi Water-Power and Boom Company, of Brain- 
erd, Minn., to construct a dam across the Mississippi River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Mississippi Water-Power and Boom Company, of 
Brainerd, Minn., is hereby authorized and empowered to construct across the 
Mississippi River, at some point not more than two miles from the limits of the 
said city of Brainerd, a dam, canal, and the appurtenances thereof, for water- 
power and other purposes, and in connection therewith a wagon and foot bridge 
for public travel: Provided, That the Government of the United States may at 
any time construct in connection therewith a suitable lock for navigation pur- 
poses: Provided also, That the Government of the United States may atany time 
take possession of said dam and control the same for pu of navigation 
by paying said company the actual cost of the same, but shall not do so to the 
detriment of the water-power created by said dam: Provided further, That the 
Secretary of War may at any time require and enforce, at the ex of the 
owners, such modification and changes in the construction of said dam as he 
may deem advisable in the interests of navigation; and that said dam shall be 
80 built that boats and rafts mow pote through the same when necessary: And 

rovided further, That all suits relative to any obstruction of navigation arising 
rom said dam may be tried in the United States circuit and district courte for 


Minnesota. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the reading of the report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report. 
- — That will not be taken out of my time? 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wiil ize the tle- 
man from Kentucky to control the time in ition to the bil’ ‘The 
gentleman from Kentucky demands the reading of the reportin his time. 
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Mr. NELSON. I wish the gentleman from Kentucky would allow 
me to make an explanation. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
of my time. 
my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, has not the gentleman from Minnesota 
the right to occupy the first five minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSON ] has the right to occupy five minutes in favor of the bill, and 
the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Kentucky as entitled to th. 
five minutes in opposition. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been before the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, by whom it was referred to the Secretary of War, 
who joins with the committee in recommending its passage. It pro- 
vides for the construction of a dam in the Mississippi River at a place 
called Brainerd, where the Northern Pacific Railroad crosses the river. 
This point is between two hundred and fifty and three hundred miles 
above Minneapolis or the Falls of Saint Anthony, which is to-day prac- 
tically the head of navigation on the Mississippi River. The Falls of 
Saint Anthony at present totally obstruct navigation beyond that point. 
One hundred miles above the Falls of Saint Anthony is a dam con- 
structed, under authority of an act of Congress, at a place called Saint 
Cloud. Three miles above that is another dam constructed at Sauk 
Rapids, a dam which has been in existence over ten years. Beyond 
that some sixty or seventy miles is a succession of rapids called the 
Little Falls; and beyond that is this place called Brainerd, where it is 
proposed to construct this dam. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the Govern- 
ment has not been appropriating money for the improvement of the 
navigation of that river above where it is proposed to put this dam. 

Mr. NELSON. I wascoming to an explanation on that point. Some 
two hundred miles above this dam is what is known as the reservoir 
system of the Mississippi River. These reservoirs are built for the pur- 
pose simply of retaining water to be let out when necessary to improve 
the navigation of the Mississippi below. On this reach of the river from 
Saint Cloud to Brainerd and thirty miles beyond the river has never be®n 
navigated. If the Government undertook to make that portion of the 
river navigable, it would have to do so by the construction of a system 
of locksanddams. Under the advice of the Secretary of War, the com- 
mittee have ingrafted upon this bill amendments providing that this 
dam shall be so constructed that boats and rafts may pass, and that 
the Government may at any time take possession of the dam and use 
it for purposes of navigation. 

Mr. GIBSON. But you require the Government to pay for the work. 

Mr. NELSON. We proposeto require that if this work be taken for 
the purposes of the Government the reasonable worth of the property 
shall be paid. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But the Government is not required to pay 
for any lock or other work to be made now. 

* Mr. NELSON. No; the bill does not involve any appropriation at 
resen 


I can not yield to the gentleman any 
I will let the gentleman occupy his time now. I reserve 


t. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. There is no reasonable expectation that there ever 


will be any navigation on that part of the river. 
that country and know this to be the fact. 

Mr. NELSON. There is no opposition on the part of any of the peo- 
ple ef Minnesota to this measure. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would like to say to the gentleman from West 
Virginia I am personally acquainted with this whole region, and that 
it can not in any state of the case interfere with practical navigation. 

= EON. This is intended for water-power, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr, NELSON. And help the floating of logs down the Mississippi. 
There is to be left a free passage for logs in the dam. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. At the expense of those who build the dam, 
and not the Government? ; 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. It does not involve a cent of expense to 
the Government. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, took the floor. . 

Mr. NELSON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER 7 tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of no 
personal concern tome. But as aff the right of Congress to ap- 
propriate money to improve the — e rivers of the United States 
it is a matter of importance to me every other gentleman. 

Mr. NELSON and Mr. WASHBURN rose. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not yield. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Only for a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Ken . Notjustnow. Mr. Speaker, I will read 
from the attached to this bil, whicli I suppose is the most favorable 
which can brought to bear in favor of this extraordinary measure: 


esc + ppi at Brainerd isa part of the navigable waters 


of the United Beaten sna i> cae part of the third subdivision 
asa su v 
Seren tranaportation route, was reported upon in Senate document, first 


session 
There has been no steamboat navigation in the of Brainerd for 
number of years.. Should such navigation be resumed, a would become 


I have traveled in 
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dam built. But so long as the river remains un- 
of water from the reservoirs above that point 
ive river improvement by the United 




































necessary were the proposed 
Soetractad by a dam the supply ae 
will preclude the necessity of any expe 


States. 
issi ief of Engineers, but I can not take up my time 
b hima om thie report. It was the duty of the gentleman 
oaking this Congress to pass this bill to have this report readin his own 
time. ’ . 
favorable statement in favor of the passage of 
his ill — ee desire to make one reply. It is the intention 
of even the Democratic party, as it has been the practice of the Repub- 
lican party and it was the purpose of the old Whig party, to make in- 
ternal improvements throughout the United States where it could be 
done, and when there was money enough in the Treasury for that pur- 
We have done a great deal for the Mississippi River above the 
Falls of Saint Anthony. This is above those falls. A member of Con- 
gress on this floor, for the benefit of a portion of his constituents, asks 
to put a mill-dam in there for the purpose of securing water-power. 
They propose in the end to sell that dam to the Government when 
they want to improve the navigation of that river. Above this we 
have the Mississippi River reservoir, nominally to supply the Missis- 
sippi River, when there is no water, but really to supply the mill-owners 
a ag yr bill should come in here at this time in this way is 
pre : in view of the strenuous efforts being made to improve 
the navigable rivers of the country. There are one hundred and forty- 
one rivers, which the Government engineers recommend to be improved, 
which have been ignored by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of 
this House. Now, if you are going to turn them over to the mill- 
owners on those rivers, how many 1 we need to improve at all? 
That is the gist of this whole matter of the improvement of navigable 


rivers. ee ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’stime hasexpired. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GIBSON. I object. va ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of sustaining the objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the bill will rise. [After a pause. ] 
More than a sufficient number has risen, and the bill is not before the 


House. 
SALE OF NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr, BLANCHARD. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2047) 
to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas, re- 
ported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That those persons, being heads of families or single persons 
over 21 years of age, who have made settlement and improvement upon, and are 
bona fide claimants and occupants of, either in person or by tenant, the lands in 
Kansas which were to certain New York Indians, and for which certifi- 
cates of allotment, dated the 4th day of September, 1860, for three hundred and 
twenty acres of land each, were issued to thirty-two of said Indians, shall be, 
and hereby are, authorized and permitted to enter and purchase at the proper 
land o at any time within one year from the e of this act, said lands 
80 occu by them, in tracts net exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, ac- 
cording to the Government surveys, at not less than $3 per acre, payment to be 
saate fe three annual installments, one-third at date of entry, one-third at the 
end of one year from date of entry, and the balance in two years from date of 
entry, with interest on said amounts, respectively, from date of entry at 6 per 
cent. per annum in cash at time of purchase ; and the moneys arising from such 
sales shall be into the Treasury of the United States, in trust for and to be 
paid to, said Ind ively, to whom said certificates were issued, or to 

pon proof of their identity to the Secretary of the In- 
i from the e of this act; and in case 
time specified, then the proceeds of such sale, 
or so much thereof as shall not have been paid under the provisions of this act, 
shall become a part of the public moneys of the United States. 
+ Sec, 2. That any lands not entered by such settlers at the expiration of one 
year from the peemae of this act shall be offered at public sale, in the usual 
not less $3 per acre, notice of said sale to be given by public 
advertisement of not less than thirty days; and any tract or tracts not then sold, 
together with such tracts as have heretofore been, or may hereafter be, entered, 
and wherein default has been made in the payment of any portion of the pur- 
chase-money, or the interest thereon, as herein or heretofore provided, shall 
be thereafter subject to private entry at the appraised value of said tracts. 


The amendments were read, as follows: 


In section 1 strike out “in three annual installments, one-third at date of 
entry, one-third at the end of one year from date of entry, and the balance in 
two — co ae eae with a said ——s. res . tively, from 
date of entry r cen rannum,” and insert in lieu t the following: 
in a & pe io . n he ereo’ e following 


And in section 2 strike out the following words: 
wa with 


such tracts as have heretofore been, or may hereafter be, 
en and wherein default has been made in the payment of any portion of 
the purchase-money, or the interest thereon, as herein or heretofore provided.” 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I send up to the Clerk’s desk, to be read and 


= as pending at this time, an amendment which I propose to 
ill. 


The SPEAKER Re tempore. The bill is not yet before the House. 


Mr. BLANCHA I desire to Oe on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection the amendment will 
be reported for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 1, strixe out “at not less than $3 per acre ’’ and insert in lieu “the 
appraised value of sid tracts as heretofore ascertained by the Secretary of the 
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Interior, in accordance with the provisions of the act of February 19, 1873, en 


titled ‘An act to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in 
Kansas.’”’ 


Also strike out, in lines 3 and 4 of section 2,the words “ per acre” and in lieu 


thereof insert the words “ the appraised value.” 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, a bill relating to this subject has 


been reported favorably from the Committee on Indian Affairs in the 
Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth Congresses, and the pas- 
sage of the bill providing for the sale of these lands for the benefit of 
these Indians has been favorably recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


The bill reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, which has been 


read by the Clerk, is not the bill the passage of which is reeommended 
by the Secretary. That bill provides an arbitrary price for these lands 
of $3 per acre, and the amendment which I have seht up, and which 
has been read and considered as pending, provides that these lands shall 
be sold at their appraised value. 


Now, then, I hope the House will consent to the consideration of this 


bill. It is my purpose to press the passage of the bill, not as reported 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs, but as recommended by the See- 
retary of the Interior. The House will remember that this is the same 
bill called up a few days ago by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PER- 
KINS] and to which I objected at the time, not, however, to the pas- 
sage of a bill relating to the subject, but to the passage of the particu- 
lar bill offered by him. I said at the time that in my judgment a bill 
on this subject should pass, but that a bill should not pass which fixed 
an arbitrary price for the lands. The amendment I sent up covers the 
defects in the bill, as I understand them, as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


I reserve the remainder of my time until the opposition is heard. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute of his 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, as suggested by the gentleman from 


Louisiana, a bill on this subject ought certainly to be passed by the 
House. For a long time the necessity for legislation upon this subject 
has been recognized. There has been no difference of opinion upon 
that. It has been pressing for many years. 


The Secretary of the Interior of to-day, and the Secretary of the Inte- 


rior of the last administration, and every Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
to whom the subject was referred have recognized the necessity and the 
importance of just such legislation. The only difference of opinion 
that has ever existed upon the subject has been as to the price fixed for 
the lands; whether they should be sold at the price fixed in the bill or 
some other fixed price, or be sold at a price to be fixed by appraisement. 


I think the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana should not 
prevail, for the simple reason that it would result in accomplishing noth- 
ing. In 1877 Congress gave the settlers on the land an opportunity to 


acquire title to the lands at the sum or price fixed by the amendment of 


the gentleman from Louisiana, but they would not take it because it was 
regarded as'an excessive rate, and the result has been that they are in 
possession of the property and have been since 1859, cultivating the 
lands and improving their homes, but without title, while the Indians 
hold their certificates of allotment and get nothing. Now the Indiansas 
well as settlers want something to be done, and are satisfied with the pro- 
visions of this bill. No Indian has been found who has objected to the 
price fixed in the bill. On the contrary, they sent an attorney here six 
years ago, proposing to take at the rate of $2.50 an acre for the land, and 
the bill was reported favorably at that time. We propose now a set- 
tlement on the basis of $3 an acre, and I have no doubt that that price 
is ample, and particularly in view of the fact that those persons who 
have acquired title or who may acquire title under the provisions of 
the bill complain that they should have the lands for $1.25 an acre, 
which is the price their neighbors paid for their lands, and is the price 
for which the balance of the reservation was sold. 

The Tonawanda Indians in 1859 settled with the Government for all 
their interest in this same reservation on the basis of $1 per acre for the 
land, and as late as 1874 the Oneida Indians, being a part of the New 
York Indians, submitted a proposition agreeing to sell their interest in 
the land at the same price, and to settle with the Government upon the 
basis of $1 per acre; and yet we propose to pay the allottees under the 
provisions of this bill $3 per acre, which is entirely satisfactory to them, 
and from which they will get something for the lands that will be of 
benefit to them and the settlers will get security. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. What is the value now of unoccupied and 
unimproved lands in that vicinity ? 

Mr. PERKINS. The value of unoccupied and unimproved lands 
will probably range from $10 to $20 per acre. But these lands have 
been occupied by settlers since 1859, and at that time they were not 
worth $1.25 per acre. In 1858 Mr. Thompson, then Secretary of the 
Interior, declared this great reservation of 1,824,000 acres to be open 
to seltlement, because the Indians had not gone there. In consequence, 
settlers went in and took possession. Some time afterward several of 
the New York Indians claimed that they had entered the reservation 
in time, and having complied with the law were entitled to an allot- 
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ment of the lands. A commission was accordingly sent out by the De- 
partment to investigate and report upon the claim of these Indians. 

This commission reported in favor of thirty-two of the Indians, and 

such thirty-two were allowed to select their allotments from any part 
of this whole reservation; and the commission further report that in 
almost every case they selected lands already oceupied by settlers under 
the order of the Secretary of the Interior declaring them subject to set- 
tlement; and asa consequence these parties so dispossessed, or, in other 
words, having their homes given to the Indians, have never been able 
to obtain title. That is the condition and has been for many years. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I had reference to the value of unimproved 
and unoceupied lands in that vicinity. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is about as I have stated. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minute remaining. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, there can be noquestion but that 
this amendment should be adopted. In 1873 a bill 
directing thata commission should be appointed and that this commis- 
sion should appraise the lands. That commission executed the duty as- 
signed to them, and I hold in my hand areport of the commission. That 
commission made their report and appraised this land at from $3.75an 
acre up as high as $10 an acre. 

Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman a questien? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No;I have but a moment. I state that the 
average price as fixed ten years ago is $6 an acre, as shown by the report 
of this commission; and this bill which is now before us proposes ar- 
bitrarily to fix the price at $3 per acre. The biil ought to be consid- 
ered and amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate has ex- 
pired, 

Mr. RYAN. That amendment ought not to be adopted. 
just to the settlers who have made their homes there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. BENNETT. I object. But if the amendment suggested is ac- 
cepted by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perkins} I shall withdraw 
the objection, if not I shall insist on it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The amendment can be submitted to the vote 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
eration of the bill will rise. 

More than the requisite number objected. 


The gentleman from Louisiana has one 


It is un- 


Those objecting to the present consid- 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ERIE, PA. 


Mr. BRAINERD. I call up for consideration from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (S. 1751) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to previde a 
building for the use of the United States cireuit and district courts of 
the United States, the post-office, internal-revenne offices, and other 
Government offices at Erie, Pa.,’’ and making an additional appropri- 
ation therefor. 

The bill was read, 


Be it enacted, &c., That the first section of the act entitled “‘An act to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts of United 
States, the post-office, internal-revenue offices, and other Government offices at 
Erie, Pa.,” ‘approved July 27, 1882, be, and the same is hereby, amended by sub- 
stituting the words “three hundred thousand dollars” in place of the words 

‘one hundred and fifty thousand dollars ; ” so that the said first section of said 
act, as amended, shall read as follows: ‘Shall not exceed the cost of $300,000." 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $100,000, in addition to the sum heretofore appropri- 
ated, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in a Treas- 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to be expended and used, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the prosecution of the 
work of construction and furnishing materials therefor. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. , Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
desire to be heard in support of the bill ? 

Mr. BRAINERD. I will reserve my time for the present. 

Mr. CURTIN. I suggest that the report be read. 

Mr. BRAINERD. I will yield two minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Curtin]. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CuRTIN | calls for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then it will be read in the time allowed 
in support of the pill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BRAINERD] demand the reading of the report ? 

Mr. BRAINERD. | do not demand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not be taken out of the gentle- 
man’s time unless he demands it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suppose the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 

3RAINKRD] will not insist on the passage of a bill doubling the amount 

originally fixed as the limit of cost of this buildi ae — cause 
being shown either by a statement or a reading 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair will anaes gentle- 
man who wants to control the five minutes in tion to ‘to the bill. 
Does *he gentleman from Pennsylvania call for reading of the re- 
port? It will come out of his time if he wants it read. 


as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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Mr. BRAINERD. For the information of the House I desire the re- 
port shall be read. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the report. Before he had completed 
the readi 


The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The time allowed for debate i: 
favor of the bill has expired. 
The revert (by Mr. BRAINERD) is in full as follows: 


The Con mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred t!), 
bill (H. R. 1415) for a public building at Erie, Pa., submit the following report 
Erie is a rapidly errs ay eo of + ~¥ 30,000 inhabitants. It is situated on 
the south shore of Lak he only harbor of refuge on the south 
shore of Lake Erie, and the only ‘ake Na the State. There are four main 
lines of railroad running to and through the city, thus making it a place of large 
and increa:ing commercial importance. The ce does a large business 
and isa distributing office for an extensive section of country, and has no place 
for the transaction of business except such as can be rented. 
The collectors of customs and in revenue hold their offices at present i: 
the old Govrernment building, and are imperfectly provided for. hey need 
much better accommodations. The United States circuit and district courts for 
the western district of Pennsylvania are hejd here and hold sessions twice a 
ear when able to secure a place in the county court-house for that purpose 
The want of a proper building in — to hold the court, and provide for the 
accommodation a offices, and th ——e of its records has long been felt 
and has impeded the progress of the public business to the annoyance of the 
courts and to the great detriment of suitors and the public. 
At the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress a M bill was passed authoriz 
ing | the purchase of suitable grounds and the construction of a building ar 


ae 1883 a site was purchased by the Government fronting on the public park 
The site isa very desirable one, and the the best that could be obteined. This was 
at thse sum of $98,000 This was a very reasonable price. The prop- 
The bill limited the cost of the building 
to the sum ~ $150,000. The sum of $100,000 was appropriated for 
The Government has thus fir expended, in the purchase of 
189. This leaves $63,820 of the appropriation unex- 
and leaves the sum of $113,820 with which to construct the building 
The balance, authorized to be expended by the act of 1882, is not sufficient, in 
our opinion, to construct such a building as the public interests demand. The 
necessities seem to require a large and well-constructed building at this place 
The ye mn of the building has not yet been eommenced for the reason 
of the inadequacy of the amount aut to be expended in its construction. 
Mr. Hill, the late Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, in his re 
Pe it na in the interest of eens en se Salitns that will 
aceommodate all the customs, post-offices, and court officers in Erie, but the 
balance of the amount fixed by Congress, as @ fimit, will be insufficient for a 
building large enough for this 
The present Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, M. E. Bell, in 
answer to our neniry 28 as to his opinion as tothe amount a building to meet the 
requirements in this case would cost, inclu the cost of the site, says: 
“it would seem to be advisable to have a bu of sufficient capacity to ac 
commodate all the Government ofinials.ond, fs in Wd judgment, the amount spe 


cified in the bill H. R. 1465, namely, $300,000, will be necessary for the construc 
"The such a building. 
e 


grounds and expenses, $36, 


inions of the a enthiteste are entitled to weight. 

blic a having been authorized, and considerable money already 
a matter of economy such a building a constructed as wil! 

cnact all ee caebnadtnet the case, and provide for the post-office, custom- 

house, in’ ue office, and ‘a the United States courts. The amount au- 


thoriaed to be expended is not sufficient for this 
Under the facts, your committee reeommend vesemsmsend the paumnge of this bill. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to ask the gentleman who has 
charge of this bill what amouut—if it is in the report I did not hear 
it—what amount has been paid for the site ? 

Mr. BRAINERD. Thirty-six thousand dollars. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Leaving $114,000 for the building? 

Mr. BRAINERD. That is what is left. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There is, I understand, a United States 
court at Erie? 

Mr. BRAINERD. Yes, sir; that is the place where regular sessions 
of the circuit and district courts for the western district of Pennsy|va- 
nia are held twicea 

Mr. WARNER, Ohio. This bill proposes an addition of $150,000 
to the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost. That will make 
how much for the building alone? 

Mr. BRAINERD. The difference between the cost of the site and 
expenses, $36,180 and $300,000; being about $263,000. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Has the plan been approved ? 

Mr. BRAINERD. There has been a made. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And that plan involves how much ? 

Mr. BRAINERD. Only $150,000 as Se made; and then they 
stopped on account of the of the tion. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman Pennsylvania to 

¢ the amendment which I send te the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
he will accept it. 

i The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not yet before the Hou» 
for consideration, bat | the amendment can be read in the gentleman's 
time. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Add to the first section the 
“And no plan shall be be approved which wil will involve an expenditure for site 
and building greater appropriated. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not want a plan approved that wil! 
involve any more than the amount in the bill. 

Mr. BRAINERD. The gentleman’s amendment says ** greater than 
the amount hereby appropriated.’’ That should be changed. 








1885. 


re 


io. I mean the amount fixed by your bill. 
ae aa ae the point that the amendment is not in 
order at this time. 
+ The SPEAKER pro tempore. _ 
fore the House for consideration. 


Mote BRAINERD. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that if he 


makes his amendment toapply to the amount fixed as the limit of cost 
i ject to it. : 

: ir WARH ER, of Ohio. I will change the language of the amend- 

ment so that it will read “‘ greater than the amount hereby fixed as the 

‘ ‘ cost. ”” 

e “BRAIN ERD. In that form I accept the amendment. : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have nothing further to say than this, 
that if the bill comes before the House I will propose to reduce the 
amount of increase from $150,000 to $100,000; which will still leave 
over $200,000 for the building itself. oF IE 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is the gentleman from Pennsy!vania willing to 
accept an amendment of that kind? 

Mr. BRAINERD. I think I could not accept an amendment of that 
kind, because I am informed $300,000 is as smali an amount as a proper 
building can be erected for. a ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. It to me no sufficient reason is given in 
the report for the expenditure of another $150,000 on this public build- 
ing. In general terms we havea description of the business transacted ; 
but there are no figures given that I was able to hear which show the 
necessity for this increase. 

Mr. BRAINERD. About $200,000 of revenue are collected there 
every year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

ired. 
, Mr. CURTIN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
WARNER] will be accepted as a part of the bill. 
Mr. McMILLIN. What is the ment ? 
Mr. BRAINERD. That the limit shall be $250,000 instead of $300, - 


The amendment is not at this time be- 
The bill is not yet before the 


The time allowed for debate’ has ex- 


000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object to the appropriation of $250,000 for this 
building. 

Mr. BRAINERD. By the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
the limit of cost will be $100,000 additional to the present limit. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object. 

j being called for, the consideration of the bill was objected 
to by nine members; not the requisite number. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is before the House, and the 
question is on the amendment of the gentieman from Ohio [Mr. WaR- 
NEB], which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the amendment be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 


“And vo plans shall be approved which will involve an expenditure for site 
and building complete greater than the amount hereby fixed as the limit of 
cost.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WARNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . The question is on the second amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], which the 
Clerk will : 

The Clerk read the amendment, reducing the amount appropriated 
by the bill from $300,000 to $250,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WARNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
a fo SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon ordering this bill 
esa was — to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
Mr. MAYBURY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and aiso moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


NIOBRARA VALLEY RAILROAD. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the hour hasabout 


“The SPEAKER pro tempore 

that there ar thre minntes ae Chair would inform the gentleman 
. MPSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I call u the bill (H. R. 7081 

toamend an act entitled aaiebieaie tetas asetarenien ce aa 

and coral line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 

— Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
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The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, which is as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 17 of the act of July 2, 1864, entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad ‘and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 

tovernment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ ap- 
proved July 1, 1862," be, and is hereby, amended by adding the following: 

That such railroad company, now organized or that may hereafter be organ- 
ized under State or Territorial laws, as the President of the United States, by its 
request, may designate or approve for that purpose, shall construct and operate 
a line of railroad and telegraph from Sioux City, lowa, westwardly, via the Nio- 
brara Valley, to such point on the Union Pacifle Railroad west of the one hun 
dredth meridian as such company may select, not west of Granger, in the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming, and on the same terms and conditions and with the same rights 
as are provided in this act, and the act to which this is an amendment. for the con- 
struction of the said Union Pacific Railroad and Telegraph Line and branches : 
Previded, That said company shall receive neither bonds nor lands, as provided 
in said acts: And provided further, That said company shall not be burdened by 
any of the obligationsimposed upon the said Union Pacific Railway Company by 
reason of the landsand bonds given to that company, nor entitled to any special 
benefits conferred by said act growing out of such obligations, but shall be en- 
titled toall benefits conferred by section 15 of the said act approved July 2, 1864, 
amendatory of the act approved July 1, 1862,and the said company and the said 
Union Pacific Railway Company shall be regarded as a continuous line; and 
each company shall receive from and deliver to each other freight, express mat- 
ter, passengers, cars, and all traffic, and each company shall charge and receive 
compensation therefor pro rata according to distance : And provided further, That 
said road shall carry the mails at such prices as Congress may by law provide, 
and until such price is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of 
compensation : And provided further, That said road shall be completed within 
five years from the passage of this act 

Sec. 2. That nothing in this act shall be construed or taken in any wise to 
affect or impair the right of Congress at any time hereafter further to alter, 
amend, or repeal the said acts hereinbefore mentioned; and thisact shall be 
subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal as, in the opinion of Gaggress, jus 
tice or the public welfare may require. And nothing herein contained shall be 
held to deny, exclude. or impair any right or remedy in the premises now ex- 
isting in favor of the United States 

Sec. 3. That each and every of the provisions in this act contained shall sev- 
erally and respective'y be deemed, taken, and held as in alteration and amend- 
ment of said act of 1802 and of said act of 1864, respectively, and of both said 
acts. 


Before the reading was concluded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour provided for by the special 
rule of the House has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to ask the Chair whether the considera- 
tion of this bill will be continued to-morrow in the special hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will go over as unfinished business, 
and will be the first business in this hour to-morrow. 


MEMBER SWORN. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege, and 
send up to the Chair the credentials of Mr. Nathan F. Dixon, a mem- 
ber-elect from the State of Rhode Island. He is now present, and I ask 
that he be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The credentials will be read. 


By His Excellency AvGustus 0. Bourn, governor, captain-general, and com- 
mander-in-Chief of the State of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations : 


Be it known that Nathan F. Dixon, of Westerly, in the State aforesaid, qual- 
ified according to the Constitution of the United States for a Representative in 
Congress thereof, was, by the people of the second district of said State having 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the Leg- 
islature thereof, on the 5th day of February, A. D. 1885, regularly elected a Rep- 
resentative from said State in the Forty-eighth Congress of the United States, 
in accordance with the laws of said State, to fill the vacancy caused by the res- 
ignation of JONATHAN CHACE, who resigned said office on the 26th day of Jan- 
uary, A. D. 1885. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of said 
State to be affixed, at Providence, this 7th day of February, in the year of our 
Lord 1835, and of the Independence of the United States of America the one hun- 
dred and ninth. 

, [SEAL.] 

By the governor: 

+ * JOSHUA M. ADDEMAN, 
Secretary of State 


AUGUSTUS 0O. BOURN. 


Mr. DIXON appeared at the bar of the House, and was duly qualified 
by taking the oath prescribed by law. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
the morning hour. 
Mr. SPRINGER and others called for the regular order. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 move to dispense with 


JOHN G, THOMPSON, 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report 
I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary to report back a 
bill (H. R. 8184) to pay the judgment rendered by the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia in the case of Hallet Kilbourn against John 
G. Thompson, late Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is not a privileged report. 

A MemBer. Yes; it is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itought to go to the Committee of the Whole 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





The information received by the Chair 
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from the Clerk’s desk is that, under the order of the House, this matter 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with leave to report at 
any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. But subject to the point that if it makes any ap- 
propriation it must go to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; subject to the point that if it 
makes an appropriation that will carry it to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, is this a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then if it is a privileged report it carries with it the 
right of consideration in the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the rule of the House can be avoided which requires all bills which 
make appropriations to go to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

A MEMBER. Does the Speaker overrule the point of order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That point of order has not been 
raised. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It has been made, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that the point 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] was that this 
was not a privileged report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And then the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] made the point of order that the bill must go to the 
Committs@of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Doesthe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. RANDALL] make that point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I state the fact, that the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND] makes it. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has not been read. 
tleman can not make the point of order at this time. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8184) to pay the judgment rendered by the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia in the case of Mallet Kilbourn against John G. Thompson, 


late Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives, and to pay other ex- 
penses attending upon the trial of said case. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is my duty to press the 
consideration of the post-office appropriation bill; I can not give way 
for any other matter. Therefore'I make the point of order that this 
bill must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Why not pass it now ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Doesthe gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] insist on his point of order? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido. The gentleman can withdraw the bill 
and present it hereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


The gen- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] moves to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to make a privileged motion. I move that at 
the close of to-day’s session the House take a recess until to-morrow 
morning at 10 o’clock. If the motion be adopted I will at five minutes 
before 12 o’clock move that the House adjourn. My object, if the 
House will permit me to state it, is in those two hours to take up the 
river and harbor bill, consider it, and if possible pass it. 

Mr. RANDALL. That part of the gentleman’s proposition relating 
to the river and harbor bill requires unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Still it is competent for the House tg 
determine by a majority vote whether it will take a recess and to fix 
the hour to which the recess shall be taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the House adopts this proposition it does not 
commit the House to the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It amounts to this, that the river and 
harbor bill can be taken up at that time if the House so desires. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIS] expects to co-operate with the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in the consideration of regular appropriation bills after 12 
o'clock. 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is just the question I intended to ask. 

Mr. WILLIS. We hope in four hours to pass the river and harbor 
bill. I propose to move to limit debate on the whole appropriating 
section to one hour and a half, and to give one hour to the opponents 
of the bill and thirty minutes to its friends. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, that when the House finishes its business 
to-day it will take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 128, noes 16. 

Mr. BRUMM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted tellers are 
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ordered, and the Chair appoints the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
WILLIS, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BkumMM. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 159, noes 6. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Inow renew my motion that the morning hour 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of general appropriation bills. 

UNLAWFUL OCCUPANCY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to make a privileged motion. I desire to ca)} 
up House bill 5479 from the Speaker’s table, for the purpose of con- 
curring in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irisetoapointoforder. Pending the motion 
I have submitted, is it in order to make a privileged report ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a privileged report, but a 
privileged motion, with a view of concurring in amendments of th: 
Senate to a House bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This does not come from a conference com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is upon a 
privileged subject. The Clerk will report for the information of the 
gentleman the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of the public lands. 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 10, 1885. 
Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. _I have no objection to the measure which my 
colleague [Mr. PAyson] wishes to bring up; but my point of order is 
that this privileged question, if it be such, can not take me off the floor 
on my motion to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has no doubt that the matter 
which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] seeks to bring up is 
privil ; but if the gentleman from Illinois on the right [Mr. Town- 
SHEND | insists on his occupancy of the floor and protests against the 
introduction of this motion, the Chair must sustain the point. 

* Mr. PAYSON. May I have the attention of my colleague for a mo- 
ment? We can concur in these amendments while the gentleman is 
making his point. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
ment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Itcan. There will be no objection. 
ular order !’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] insist on his point? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to obtain final disposition of the Post- 
Office appropriation bill I must insist. I have no objection at all to 
the measure which my colleague desires to bring up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that the House now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in, the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. SKINNER]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I reserve the pointof order against that amend- 
ment until the gentleman has made his ex tion. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Let the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Letter-carriers may be employed for the free delivery of mail matter as fre- 
quently as the — convenience may require at every place containing a pop- 
ulation of not than 10,000 within its corporate limits: Provided, The gross 
revenue for the preceding fiscal year from t-office or post-offices in such 
place shall have aggregated at least $10,000. tter-carriers may also be ei- 
ployed atthe principal or most central pastetie of towns or places within short 
distances of one another: Provided, Such towns or places contain in the aggregate 
a population not less than $10,000 and the gross revenue for the preceding fiscal 
year from the several offices not less than $10,000. 

All laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this provision are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the point of order against that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. It has already been made by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND]. 


I have no objection if it can be done in a mo- 


[Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
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Then let there be a decision. 
= Se TER, of 5 York. Ifthe gentleman will withhold his 


resept it is all I ask. 
Pr. OLOUNT. “ae not ish t to be illiberal, but we have little time 
to spa re. However, as the gentleman from Illinois does not press the 


do so. 
Mr. SKINNER, “of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly well 
aware of the fact that if the point of order made by the gentleman i is 
insisted upon this amendment can not be considered, forit does ‘* change 


xisting ” The very purpose of the amendment is to change ex- 
i opt I have offered it in pursuance of the recommendation of 


the Post-Oftice Department, and also in accordance with the unanimous 


the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of this 
Hiomee rigs of the extension of the free-delivery system to places 
having 10,000 inhabitants, or gross revenues for the preceding fiscal 
ear of over $10,000. I give below an extract from the report of the 
tmaster-General for the past fiscal year (page 67) touehing this 
matter, prefacing it with extracts from the same report in reference to 
the growth and present condition of the service, adding a reference to 
the working of the system in England and other countries: 


THE FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM, 


t f free-delivery offices at the close of the year was 159, an increase 
of 5, namely: Chattanooga, Tenn., Los Angeles, Cal., Montgomery, Ala., Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, and Scranton, Pa.; and the number of carriers 3,890, an ine rease 

210. 


iation for this service was $3,500,000, to which was added 

oasial eamenianien of $14,653.40 to prevent an anticipated deficiency, making 

a total of $3,514,653.40. The entire cost of the service was $3,504,206. 52, leaving 

an unexpended balance of $10,445.88. The increase of appropriation over that 
of the preceding year was $314,653.40, and the increase of expenditure $330,870.01. 

This increased expenditure was due to the extension of the service to additional 

= to the Sanaa of carriers added to the force at the old offices, and to the 
y of carriers required by act of August 2, 1882,which provides for the 

a of the salary of each carrier in cities havi ing over 75,000 inhabitants by 

$200 each annually, till the maximum ($1,000) is reached, and in cities having a 

smaller population by $250 each annually till the maximum ($850) is reached. 


POSTAGE ON LOCAL MATTER, 


tal postage on local matter at the several offices amounted to $4,777,484.87, 
once over that of the preceding year of $417,745.65, and over the entire 
cost of the service of $1,273,278.35, an increase of 9.95 per cent in postage on local 
=e and 36.35 over the cost of the service. The average cost per piece in 
handling matter was 2.3 mills, a decrease of one-tenth mill as compared with 
jast year. The average cost per carrier, based on the total cost of the service 
igen ibe amount pha inspectors, was $898.78, an increase of $38.83 over 
that of last year. increase was owing to the fact that a large number of 
carriers reached the maximum salary. 

The number of mail letters delivered during the year was 402,577,3%, an in- 
crease of 17.70 per cent. over that of the preceding year; mail postal cards de- 
livered was 97,421,725, an increase of 13.10 per cent.; local letters delivered 
121,853,932, an increase of 16.68 per ond local postal cards delivered 69,230,704, 
an increase of 14.48 per cent. ; registered letters delivered 3,093,961, an increase 
of 9.32 per cent.; newspapers ‘delivered 231 ,645,185, an increase of 13.79 per cent. 

The number of letters collected was 414, "198, '891, an increase over that of last 
year of 19.% per cent. ; postal cards collected 130 057,314, an increase of 12.98 per 
cent. ; newspapers collected 70,475,010, an ixicrease of 8.84 per eent. 

The whole number of pieces handled—delivered and collected—was 1 ,540,- 
554,117, an increase of 16.30 per eent., and the average number handled by each 

T was 396,029, an increase of 10.02 per cent. 

Additional information concerning the operations of the free-delivery service 

will be found in the tabular statement marked E, appended to this report. 


Average result of free-delivery service for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1884. 


| Increase . Percent. 
| over last of in- 
year. crease. 


Statistics of free delivery. 


e f 5 | 3.25 
Number of carriers.... 210 5.98 
A), 563, 645 | 17.70 


11, 288, 497 | 13.10 
pe letters delivered... 17, 416, 786 | 16. 68 


Local postal cards delivered... ian 8,758,511 | 14.48 
Registered letters delivered... ened = 758 9. 32 
Newspapers delivered ad 13.79 
Letters collected... tees 19. 95 
Postal cards collected. liebe \ 12.98 
8.84 
16. 30 
10. @2 | 


1 cards delivered. 


10, 42 
+4. 16 
4.51 
9.9% 
ee matter over. 


esetovereees -sovscese 27 38 24. 60 


($3,496,267.29) paid carriers, including incidental ex- 
less $7,939.23 paid post-office inspectors, 


experience has shown that this m of delivery is more acceptable to 
penpie than the old mode of office ee. that it is more rere tov and 
maak te the ak of letters; that it reduces the number of dead letters ; 

that it diverts to the post-office many letters cen Roomaeety delivered by private ex- 


presses and private messengers; that it stimulates mail and } correspond- 
ence, and increases the on local matter; that it saves time and ane 
to the people and trails calls at the post-office, and yields a larger surplus of 
on local matter alone above its cost, notwithstanding this class of matter 

it gets credit is only about 25 per cent. of the matter handled by car- 
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riers. In view sa ssewef npn tutn. 3 Genet beaente te-qbeien aa thatom these facts, I do not hesitate to advise that the law governing 
the establishment of this system be so changed as to authorize its extension to 
places of 10,000 inhabitants, provided the postal revenue for the preceding fiscal 
year at such places amounted to $10,000; also that in case of several post-offices 
in the same city or place the rev enues from all the offices may be aggregated 
and taken as a standard entitling suck. place to this system, provided it has the 
required population 

1 would also call attention to a class of towns in the more densely settled por- 
tions of the country within short distances of one another, each with its separate 
post-office, which can not be reached as the law now stands, having in the ag- 
gregate the required population and revenue, but none of which singly reaches 
the requirementsof the law, namely, 20,000 population within its corporate limits 
or $20,000 postal revenue. 

The law should, in my judgment, be so changed as to allow the aggregation 
of the population and postal revenues of these towns, and when they meet the 
requirements of population and revenue this system should beextended. This 
could be easily done by establishing a service at the most important and central 
office and discontinuing the others, or substituting branches of the central office, 
as may be found on investigation to be most expedient. The result would bea 
diminution in the number of offices, and a more intelligent, economical, and 
satisfactory service 

In this connestion,and as showi ing the extent to wh. ch the delivery of mail 
by carrier has been carried in the United Kingdom of Great Britain, I quote from 
a le tter of July 19, 1883, from the general post-office, London, as follows 

‘There is ce rtainly no village, and but few hamlets, in the United Kingdom 
without a delivery of letters, &c., from house to house, ‘and that, although in cer- 
tain thinly inhs abited districts the letters are not delivered e very day, - the y are 
still delivered atleast twice or more, usually three times, a week. Indeed, w ith 
but rare exceptions, letters are delivered even in rurai districts on six di ays of 
the week, if notseven. * * * Asarule, all towns and most of the consider- 
able villages have two deliveries of letters from house to house every week day. 
* * * Of 880 head post-officesabout 350 have twodeliveriesin the course of the 
day, 300 have three deliveries, 115 have four, 17 have five, 6 have six, and 1 (Liv- 
e rpool) has seven daily deliveries. * * * Inthe London postal district, which 
comprises an area of about 216 square miles, the number of deliveries on week 
days ranges from twelve in the central or ‘town’ district to three in a few of 
the outer suburban districts where the population is comparatively sparse.”’ 


The following table, compiled from the same correspondence, will 
show the extent to which the free delivery of letters, &c., by carriers 
has superseded the delivery through post-office boxes in sev eral of the 
principal cities of the United Kingdom: 


box- 


to 


delivered through 


Number of post-office 
boxes rented 
boxes weekly. 
delivered weekly 


delivered 


Percentage of letters 
holders. 


Number of letters, &c., 
Total number of letters 


Birmingham . i 65,500 | 492,500 | 
8 SES ae ESD aan 53, 000 442, 300 
CS EES TEE 56 27,600 | 569,900 
icc iadeeteandne aleiiaies 8 | 79,400 | 758,000 | 
Liverpool .............. 206 59,000 | 582,600 
ac : 186, 000 875, 500 
Sheffield . ssdiiintnensioindeneind:.. ae 38,500 | 205,300 | 
London, E. ©. district......... ceseceeeee! 190 | 193,000 '2, 710, 300 


—— 


nBEaSees 
eID COAaADow 


The present law fixes the limitation at 20,000 inhabitants or gross 
postal revenues of $20,000 annually. There are now one hundred and 
seventy-seven free-delivery offices in the United States supplying 12,000, - 
000 of people directly, not to say anything of the convenience enjoyed 
by the 40,000,000 of people who mail letters to free-delivery offices. 

So far as the question of population is concerned the 20,000 limit was 
exhausted long ago. So far as the gross revenues are concerned those 
places now entitled to that privilege under the present law, measured 
by $20,000 gross receipts, number only nine. During the past year 
eighteen new free-delivery offices have been established. As the law 
now stands it will be absolutely impossible to extend that system ex- 
cept to these nine places. These places are Ann Arbor, Mich. ; Battle 
Creek, Mich.; Bradford, Pa.; Fargo, Dak.; Ithaca, N. Y.; Lawrence, 
Kans. ; Mahanoy City, Pa. ; Middle stown, C onn. ; and Washington, N. J. 
These are the only places which can be supplied under the existing law. 
The amendment I offer would extend this privilege to one hundred and 
seventy new points, containing a population of 10,000 inhabitants each 
or having gross receipts during the past year of $10,000. 

I take it for granted that this Congress is not going to stop the free- 
delivery system where it is, or when these nine places are supplied. 
One of the points named above, according to the last census, has a pop- 
ulation of 9,000 and the smallest is 2,693. If the free-delivery system 
is not to come to an end when that list is taken care of, then the pres- 
ent list must be amended and the law must be amended, or when that 
limit is reached the free-delivery system must stop. 

It has been shown in this de bate that on an outlay of four millions of 
dollars there was a profit to the Government in the free-delivery system 
of a million and a quarter of dollars during the past year. It is true 
that only twelve cities out of one hundred and seventy-seven are more 
than self-sustaining, but there is not one of these twelve cities, not one 
inhabitant in one of these twelve cities, who objects to the free- -delivery 
system being extended to the other one hundred and sixty-five. 

It has come to be accepted as a mutual benefit to all places which 
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enjoy its privileges, and an inestimable convenience to every man, Towns and cities that had a population of less than 10,000, &c.—Continue 
woman, and child who can read and write or appreciate a picture. — ae a 
In that connection it is also true there are only ten States in the eM | Population, | Gross reve 
Union where the post-office system is self-sustaining, while in twenty- ; | Census 1880. 
eight States it is not; but there is not one of those ten States which ob- 
jects to the extension of the system to other States. IZf there were, | prochester, Minticeccoccco.sccccococccooooee oc 5,103 
where would the system go? Stillwater, Minn... 9, 055 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. ae. seseeees vo 
Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I ask by unanimous consent to print Sprineteid, Mo ae ee 5 522 
this list of post-offices that would come under the proposed amendment | ButteCity, Mont... 3, 363 
as well as other documents. Helena, Mont....... aroconsens 3, 624 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. Se ~emaesorereenessonnrnsasnoocees ao 


a aaa 7 we . Hastings, Nebr .. _ cove 817 
Mr. SKINNER, of New York. The list is as follows: Keene, N.E B 
Portsmouth, N.H 
Post-OFFice DEPARTMENT, Asbury Park, N.J.. 
Orrice or THE Finst AssistaANT PoSTMASTER-GENERAL, Atlantic City, N.J.. 
FRee-DELIVERY DIvision, Morristown, N. J 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1885. Piainfield, N. J. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith the information called for by your | Albuquerque, N 
telegram of the 4th instant Amsterdam, N. Y.. 
Very respectfully Batavia, N.Y.. 
R. W.GURLEY, Cananda‘gua, N.Y. 
Superintendent Free-Delivery System. Corning, N. Y.... 
Hon. CHarces R. SKINNER, Cortland, N. Y.. 
House of Representatives Geneva, N.Y... 
: Glens Falls, N 
List of post-offices (not free delivery) having a gross revenue of $20,000 for the fiscal | Gloversville, N.Y. 
year ended June 30, 1884. Hornelisville, N. ¥ 


— - — — $$$ Hudson, N. ¥ 
: : Little Falls, N. ¥.. 
Cities. | Population, Gross revenue, | Middletown, N.Y 
| 884. Olean, N. Y......... 

= —_—s : ‘ptidibiedislidbens Oneida, X. ¥ 


Plattsbu . 
Ann Arbor, Mich Port Jervis. NN. nny 
Battle Creek, Mich 
Bradford, Pa 
Fargo, Dak 
Ithaca, N. Y 
Lawrence, Kans..... 
Mahanoy City, Pa. ... 
Middletown, Conn ........ 
Washington, N. J 


Lssi 


to mm bo eS 


S82 


Seneca Foite N.Y.. 
li Charlotte, N.C....... 
i Delaware, Ohio... 
Lima, Ohio ......... 
j Massillon, Ohio 
| 5 | Mount Vernon, Ohio... 
| 
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Newark, Ohio 
a ] __ | Norwalk, Ohio. 


= vs Painesville, Ohio.. 
List of towns and cities that had a a nepiietien of less aun 10,000 under the census of | Satem, Ohio 


1880 whose post-offices yielded a gross revenue of $10,000 and less than $20,000 for the Tiffin, Ohio... 
fiseal year ended June 30, 1834. Warren, Ohio.... 


a oman ———____________. | Wooster, Ohio. 


| Population, Se, ee he 


| census 1830. Lock Haven, Pa.... 


| 
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Birmingham, Ala. 

Selma, Ala.. 

Tucson, Ariz....... 

Hot Springs, Ark.. 

Pueblo, Colo.. 

Birmingham, Conn.... visathnoetiin 
Danbury, Conn............ ...... 
Bismarck, Dak 

Grand Forks, Dak.... 

Huron, Dak 

Sioux Falls, Dak... 
Pensacola, Fla 

Rome, Ga 

Altorg Ill... 


Huntingdon, Pa. 
Johnstown, Pa. 
Lebanon, Pa.... 
Meadville, Pa 

New Castle, Pa... 
Oil City, Pa 
Titusville, Pa.. 
Warren, Pa .. 

West Chester, Pa... 
Denison City, Tex.. 
Palestine, Tex. 
Sherman, Tex.. 
Waco, T 

Ogden City, Utah..... 
Bratth , Vt... 
Montpelier, Vt......... 
Danville, Va.... 
Staunton, Va... 
Seattle, Wash... ........ 
Walla Walla, Wash. 
Parkersbu 
Appleton, 

Beloit, Wis. 
Janesville, Wis void 
Cheyenne City, Wyo..... 3, 456 
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Champaign, Ill. 
Danville, Ill 
Englewood, II1.*.... 
Evanston, Ill......... 
Freeport, Ill....... 
Moline, Ill 
Monmouth, Il.... 
Ottawa, Iil..... 
Sterling, Ill. 
Elkhart, Ind....... 
la Porte, Ind..... 
Vincennes, Ind... 
Clinton, Iowa..... 
Creston, lowa 
lowa City, lowa 
Marshalltown, lowa... 
Muscatine, lowa 
Oskaloosa, lowa. 
Waterloo, lowa.. 
Emporia, Kans..... 
Fort Scott, Kans......... 
Wichita, Kans............ 
Wyandotte, Kans 
Frankfort, Ky 
Paducah, Ky.. 
Auburn, Me.. 

Bath, Me.......... 
Annapolis, Md. 
Frederick, Md.... 
Hagerstown, Md... 
Greenfield, Mass... 
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According to census of 1830, one hundred and thirty-one offices; estimated i 
1835, one hundred and fifty offices. 


List of cities that had 10,000 population under the census of 1830, and $10,000 and less 
Reaeeeateiter teen oe 1884. 
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Peitien, | | Gross revenue 
1834 


252 
—ii— 


$13, 957 
16, ¢ 
r, Pa 7 os] 13, 733 
Chillicothe, Ohio .. ad ’ 13, 404 
Cohoes, N.Y.. | ; i 11,5 


PAR 
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17,0 
11,# 
14,22 
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Adrian, Mich 

Big Rapids, Mich 
Flint, Mich 
Manistee, Mich..... 
Port Huron, Mich. 
Duluth, Minn sie 
Mankato, Minn 

Red Wing, Minn......... 


32) 
5» 
1,529 
4 
4,62) 


; 413 
19, 
10, 229 
13, #2 
19, Li 
19, 
oo 
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+ Within corporate limits of Chicago. Newburyport, ST cietaieieielnteaseianied aceite a 
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List of cities that had 10,000 population under the census of 1880, éc.—Continued. 



















" Population, | Gross revenue, 
Name. census 1880 1834. 
—_——— 
neat Adams Mass equmnsbececenscean ese 10, 191 $14, 105 j 
Cc s, 2 BB on cn nn cones « ceeeeeeereree o* a 522 
Northampton, Mass . . - i = = 
Se Thay, L00d..........- ccese see econnesseneesennnsneceessnvenees 6, 423 2, 301 | 
Nashua, N en necsrsacmaaipeunntinteseee 13, 397 17, 459 | 
as . owes eee co . ; 3° » 
New Brunswick, N.J.. os a = at 
Rocmmews, T-—- susie 10 341 4 
a 13, 207 it, sts | 
outh, Ohio. 11,328 | 2,709 
Portsmouth, Ohio. r= ) 
Rock — ~ —_ > = | 
Rome, N. Y...... - 2, 194 Po 
Rutland, Vt... “ = M4 =~ = 
Saginaw, ah “ = a = 
Schenectady, } a . » 65S , 8 
Stamford, Conn....... - = = } = = 
Steubenville, Ohio . on - open * 
Stockton, Call..........0cc-resceeereeereeesesenananenneenenennnens | , 282 = =~ 
Vicksburg, Miss ..........--cceseocssereseeesnsensnanensncenennenes 11,314 ; 
Waltham, Mass. a 11,712 14, 494 
Winona Minn aa 10, 208 19, 600 
Woonsocket, Teal 16, 050 11, 848 


Post-OrricE DEPARTMENT, 
Orrick OF THE First AssisTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
FReEE-DELIVERY Division, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1335. 

: ve the honor to transmit herewith, in compliance with your request, 
a oe Teen adware cities, with their population as shown by the census of 1880. 
This, though misleading in regard to most, if not all, of them, is the best source 
of information available at present, the population having largely increased 
since that date (1880). 

Very respectfully, 





R. W. GURLEY, 
Superintendent Free-Delivery System. 
Hon. CHaries R. SKINNER, _ 
House of Representatives. 


Population of free-delivery cities, census of 1880. 
























Akron, Ohio......... auventenee siapeenints 16,512 | Jackson, Mich................... seal 16, 105 
Albany, N.Y . 9,908 Jacksonville, Fla. ad 7, 650 
Allegheny, Pa 78,681 | Jamestown, N.Y.................... 9, 357 
Atlanta, Ga, 34,398 | Jersey City, N.J................. . 120,73 
Auburn, N.Y 21.924 Kalamazoo, Mich................... 11, 937 
Augusta, Ga.. 23,023 | Kansas City, Mo.................... 55, 813 
A Me.. 8,665 Keokuk, lowa ................... : 12, 117 
Atchison, Kans 15,106 | Knoxville, Tenn .................... 9, 693 
Allentown, Pa .. 18,063 La Crosse, Wis..... 14,505 
Al Pa.... 19,716 | La Fayette, Ind 14, 860 
Austin, Tex .... 10,960 | Lancaster, Pa ... ads 25, 769 
Baltimore, Md.. 332,190 | Lansing, Mich..... nia 8,319 
Bangor, Me..... 16,857 | Lawrence, Mass... 39,178 
Bay City, Mich.. 20,698 | Leadville, Colo............ 14, 820 
Binghamton. N. Y 17,315 | Leavenworth. Kans.... ane 16, 550 
| Lewiston, Me........ .....c0....-: 19, 083 

| Lexington, Ky ................2-200+ 16, 656 

NS eee 13, 004 

Little Rock, Ark 13, 185 


Lockport, N. Y.................. shee 13, 522 
Los Angeles, Cal. a 11,311 
| Louisville, Ky... ae 


Burlington, low: 













Burlington, Vt.... 11,364 | Lowell, Mass..... — 59, 485 
Brockton, Mass. 13,608 | Lynchburg, Va. i 15, 959 | 
Camden, N. J.... 41,658 | Lynn, Mass. ................0000...0+. 

Canton, Ohio.... a . .. ssoaseocccese 

Cedar Rapids, low 10,1 | Madison, Wis...... 10, 325 
Charleston, 8. C ..... 49,999 Manchester, N. I. 32, 630 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 12,892 | Mansfield, Ohio... 9, 859 
Chicago, Ill.............. 508,304 Memphis, Tenn .. 33, 593 




















Cincinnati, Ohio ... 255.708 | Meriden, Conn... -. 18,840 













Cleveland, Ohio.. 160,142 Milwaukee, Wis..... 115, 578 
Columbus, Ohio.. 51,665 | Minneapolis, Minn... 46, 887 
Cencord, N. H....... 13,838 | Mobile, Ala oe ; 31, 205 
Council Bluffs, Iowa -- 18,059 Montgomery, Ala.................. 16,714 
Covington, Ky...... -— BWA Nashville, Tenn..... A 43, 461 
Dallas, Tex......... -- 10,358 Newark,N.J......... 136, 400 
Davenport, Iowa. 21,834 | New Bedford, Mass.. 26, 875 
Dayton, Ohio... 38,677 | Newburg. N. Y...... 18, 050 
Decatur, Til... .- 9,547 | New Haven, Conn... 62,882 
Denver, Colo...... <e 35,630 | New Orleans, La..... - 216,140 
Des 22,408 | Newport, R.1...... os % 15, 693 
N16, 342 | New York, N. Y........0..-cc0-00-02 1, 206, 590 

Se PII, WO. on, cccesescctersccees 21, 966 

11,924 | Norwich, Conn. A 21,141 

19,016 | Oakland, Cal.... 34,556 

10,118 | Omaha, Nebr. ninernee 30, 518 

8,787 | Oshkosh, Wirs............... .... a 15, 749 

28,229 | Oswego, N. Y... én 21,117 

20, 541 Ottumwa, Iowa......... .. a 9,004 

27,730 | Paterson, N.J..... i" 50, 887 

, 290 | Pawtucket, R. I... 19, 030 

49,006 | Peoria, Til... 29,315 

12, Petersburg, Va...... oe 21,656 
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Population of free-delivery cities, census of 1830—Continued 


Rochester, N. Y 89,363 | Syracuse, N.Y ss mn 51,791 
Rockford, Ill 13,136 | Taunton, Mass 21,213 
Sacramento, Cal 23,420 Terre Haute, Ind 26, 40 
Saint Joseph. Mo 32,484 Toledo, Ohio acigeets ), 143 
Saint Louis, Mo 30,522 Topeka, Kans.. ... 15, 451 
Saint Paul, Minn.... ; 11,498 Trenton. N.J : 29,910 
Salem, Mass 27,598 | Troy, N. Y.. 56, 747 
San Antonio, Tex inniien 20,561 | Utica, N.Y 33, 913 
Sandusky, Ohio 15.838 Washington, D. ¢ 147, 307 
San Francisco, Cal masse 233,956 Waterbury, Conn ‘ 3 20, 269 
San José, Cal 12.567 Watertown, N.Y 19. 697 
Saratoga Springs, N. Y 10,822 Wheeling, W.Va 31 266 
Savannah, Gia 30,681 Wilkes Barre, Pa 23, 339 
Scranton, Pa aici aetl 45.850 Williamsport, Pa : 18, 934 
Sedalia, Mo oeaiaaenendina 9.561 Wilmington, Del 42.499 
Sioux City, lowa 7,366 Wilmington, N.C..... . . 17, 361 
South Bend, Ind ; 3.279 | Woreester, Mass i ; 38, 200 
Salt Lake City, Utah........... 20,768 Yonkers, N. Y dniatinsive 18, 892 
Springfield, 11! 19,746 York, Pa...... mania 13, 40 
Springfield, Mass 33,340 Youngstown, Ohio ‘ 15, 431 
Springfield, Ohio ; 20,729  Zanesville,Ohio......... 18, 120 


Total population, 1880, 10,197,988; estimated population, 1885, 12,000,000, 
Free-delivery offices, February 7, 1885, 177; carriers, 4,337. 


THE FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM 


This system was in operation during the year at one hundred and fifty-four 
offices (including forty-two newly established ones), and employed in the aggre- 
gate 3,680 carriers 

The total appropriation for this service was $3,200,000, including a special ap- 
propriation of $200,000 to carry out the provisions of the act of August 2, 1882, an 
increase of $575,000 over that of the preceding year. The total cost of the service 
was $3,173,336.51, leaving an unexpended balance of $26,663.49. The increase of 
cost over the preceding year was $550,073.77. This was owing to the extension 
of the service to forty-two additional cities in different sections of the country, 
employing in the aggregate two hundred and twenty-two carriers, to the ap- 
pointment of three hundred and forty-three additional carriers in the older free- 
delivery cities, to the increased pay of auxiliary carriers from $400to $600, and to 
the promotion of carriers from the lower to the next higher grade at the expira- 
tion of one year’s service, as required by the act of August 2, 1882. 


POSTAGE ON LOCAL MATTER 


The postage on local matter at the various offices amounted to $4,195,230.52, an 
inerease over the preceding year of $378,654.43, and over the total cost of the 
service of $1,021,894.01. This increase in postage on local matter was 9.92 per 
cent., while the increase in the cost of the service was 20.96 per cent., mainly at- 
tributable to the requirements of theact of August 2,1882. Theaverage cost per 
piece for handling matter was 2.4 mills, an increase of one-tenth mill as com- 
pared with last year. The average cost per carrier, including incidental ex- 
penses, was $859.95, an increase of $24.20 over the preceding year. 

The number of mail letters delivered during the fiseal year was 342,913,750, an 
increase of 14.66 per cent. over the preceding vear; mail postal cards delivered, 
86,155,228, an increase of 20.49 per cent.; local letters, 104,437,146, an increase of 
16.03 per cent.; local postal cards, 60,472,193, an increase of 13.75 per cent.; regis- 
tered letters delivered, 2,830,203, an increase of 10.86 per cent.; newspapers de- 
livered, 205,568,005. an increase of 26.60 per cent. 

The number of letters collected was 345,317,803, an increase over last year of 
4.90 per cent.; postal cards collected, 115,113,581, an increase of 15.78 per cent.; 
newspapers collected, 64,751,842, an increase of 4.90 percent. The whole number 
of pieces handled during the year was 1,324,637,701, an increase over last year of 
15.83 per cent., and the average number handled by each carrier was 359,955, a 
decrease of 1.99 per cent. 





REVIEW OF THE SERVICE. 

The free-delivery service was inaugurated July 1, 1863. A summary of its 
business during the period which bas since elapsed may therefore not be inap- 
propriate, though in its earlier years its statistics were not as complete as they 
are at present. 


Statement of the free-delivery service since organization. 
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1864-'65 cca 757 I ee antics dali 
1865-66 46 1 863 I Cir dcenenncnecetiveseieisittion 
1866-'67 47 1 943 IEE Rciinideancsincesneostoess 
1867-68 is 1 1, 198 995, 084 59 
1868-69 188 O} 1,246 1,183,915 3 hetinaiceeiiee aed sceitiaiaiaaieliondnas 
1869-"70 51 3 1,362 1,230,079 85 $681,864 70 $548,215 15 |................ 
1870-71 52 1 1,419 1,353,923 23 798, 120 78 | 595, 802 45 |..........ccesccecee 
Pe 52 0 1,443 1,385,965 76 907,351 98 478,613 83 
6B i... 1,499 | 1,422,495 48 | 1,132,251 21 | 310,244 27 
87 | DD 2,049 1,802,006 41 | 1,6 DG CE Dinacneneneninninns 
87 2,195 | 1,880,041 99 | 1,6 i liacaliliemiaai 
87 2,269 | 1,931,186 51 | 2, 
SE Notes 2, 265 | 1,893,619 85 | 2, 
“a Oe eben 2,275 | 1,824,166 96 | 2,4 
1878-79... 8S 1 2.359 | 1,947,706 61 | 2 
187980... 104 | 16 | 2,688 | 2,363,693 14 | 3 
1880-"81....; 109 5 2.361 | 2,499,911 4 | 3,: 
1881~'82..:; 112 3 3,115 | 2,623,262 74 3, 
1882-"83..... 154 | 42 3,680 | 3,173,336! 4, 
1883-34... 159 5 | 3,890 3,504,206 52 4, 


* The apparent reduction in excess of postage on local matter for the last year 
is accounted for by the increased expenditure ($3,173,336.51) required by the act 
of August 2, 1882. 

Number of free-delivery offices February 7, 1835, 177; increase since 1834, 18 
whole number of carriers, 4,337. 


REPORT OF THE PO*#TMASTER-GENFERAL. 


In 1864-65 the cost per letter for delivery at nine of the principal cities was 
1.1 cents each, as against 2.4 mills for the delivery and collection of each piece of 
mail matter in one hundred and fifty-four cities in 1882-'83,a reduction of 8.6 
mills per piece. The report of the superintendent of free delivery contains 
other interesting information in regard to the working of the system. 
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Statement of the excess of postal receipts and expenditures of the United States by States. 


1882. 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 12, 


1883, 1884. 


States and Territories, 


tures. 


Maine ‘ 
New Hampshire 
Vermont 
Massachusetts 
Rhode Island 
Connecticut 
New York 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
Delaware 
Maryland 
Virginia... 
West Virginia 
North Carolina 
South Carolina.. 
Georgia 
Florida 

Ohio 

Michigan 
Indiana 
Illinois 
Wisconsin 
lows”... 
Missouri... 
Kentucky 
Tennessee 
Alabama 
Mississippi...... 
Arkansas 
Louisiana 
Texas 
California 
Oregon 
Minnesota . 
Kanses.. 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
Colorado 
Utah. on 
New Mexico .... 
Washington 
Dakota...... . icheaselisiiasdititaincaemetiteebaeiiatiaimestnbtnanaliniban 
Idaho. ...... 

Wyoming 


$84,084 54 
72,947 74 
19, 5% 69 


154,641 41 
201,910 39 
2, 601, 409 90 
174,214 85 
1,017,439 55 
19, 159 65 


340, 673 83 

3,366 49 
664, 308 55 
136, 883 78 
146, 373 35 


BSE Be BO lecccccecencccecsccevecsesannnel 


itures over re- over expendi- 


$44,618 76 
63,065 20 
12, 330 06 


149, 618 51 
238,548 23 


, 813,729 82 ..... 


249, 603 62 


itures over re- 


9 AER, GER. BD frcecccccecccccscee -coves cccce 


987,170 58 |.... 


2,148 60 
312,734 81 

18, 030 30 |... 
135, 698 37 |... 
104, 657 65 |... 
208, 945 47 |... 
111,174 O1 
240,494 41 


115,84 63 
101, 468 12 
107,973 18 
90, 460 27 |... 


75, 379 04 |... 
459,019 34 
508, 351 28 
123, 981 1 


141, 712 65 |.............. 


22, 301 47 


Excess of receipts | Excess of expend- | Excess of receipts | Excess of expend- | Excess of receipts 


over expendi- | over expendi- | 


916, 906 62 | 


Excess of ex. 


penditures oy. r 
receipts. 


124, 638 22 |... 


135, 463 91 


2,312,695 24 |. 


143,517 59 |... 


560, 677 81 | 


8 162 90 eecesscocees 


331,696 19 |................ 


33,199 06 |. 
155, 481 23 |.. 


109,758 18 
198, 968 98 
103,357 50 
430, 160 28 


130, 374 G1 


112,944 O1 
21,136 41 
177, 202 6 
101, 477 78 


165,972 83 |... 


79,487 59 |. 
302, 437 67. 


277,016 91 


159, 693 3 
320, 202 3 
133, 294 
545, 404 


294, 052 53 


160, 835 ¢ 
371, 407 6 
480, 383 
171, 089 63 
111,210 6 
238, 494 ! 
186, 082 
208, 602 2 
120, 660 75 
431, 334 
417,188 
133, 308 8&5 
299, 369 54 
362,276 42 
596, 411 89 
113, 108 91 
277,615 85 
180, 996 73 
111, 366 59 
110, 892 66 
39, 007 22 
149, 819 77 
105, 356 20 
45, 907 10 


Montana 

Alaska CO isienmanidieiti — 
District of Columbia........... 
Indian Territory.... 


Total.... 


Net excess. 


62,553 34 

1,600 33 
109, 141 43 
42, 086 96 


8, 291, 942 40 
4, 606, 982 69 


7,122,402 15 
4,707,277 8 


2, EIB, IDA BO |.....0rcrceeccoceesveesoce 3, 684, 959 71 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the point of order against the gentle- 
man’s amendment and submit it without discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order for the 
reason stated by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rent, light, and fuel, $490,000. That hereafter the Postmaster-General may 
lease premises for use for post-offices of the first and second classes at a reason- 
able annual rental, to be paid quarterly; but no lease shall be made for a term 
exceeding five years; and whenever any building or rtof a building under 
lease becomes unfit for use as a post-office, no rent shall —— until the same 
shall be put in a satisfactory condition by the owner thereof for occupation as a 
post-office, or the lease may be canceled, at the option of the Postmaster-Gen- 


eral; and a lease shall cease and terminate whenever a post-office can be moved 
into a Government building 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to insert in line 44, after 
the word ‘‘ second,’’ the words ‘‘and third;’’ so that it will read: 


That hereafter the Postmaster-General may lease premises for use for post- 
offices of the first and second and third classes, &c. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order upon that amend- 
ment that it changes existing law without retrenching expenditures. 

Mr. ANDERSON. But it might frequently retrench expenditures. 
Leases can be made for long periods at less rates than for short ones. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no law allowing leases to be made for 
third-class post-offices. There is no allowance made for them. 

Mr. ANDERSON. But in the very nature of things it is evident that 
a saving could be effected in many instances where the privilege was 
given to make a lease for a long period. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is clearly subject to the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Letit be voted upon by the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I must insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it any more subject to the point of order than 
the whole paragraph which has just been read and which changes ex- 
isting law? If that paragraph is to be acted upon by the House any 
amendment that is germane to that must be in order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gextleman of course can make the point 
of order upon it if he chooses 


Mr. HISCOCK. I do not. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Nor do I. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But when a provision is once before the House— 
when «a clause or paragraph of this character is pending in a bill—it is 
subject to amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Provided the amendment does not change ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Whether it does or does not is not a question that 
enters into consideration. If it be a subject over which the committee 
has jurisdiction the amendment to that subject is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the argument of the gentleman from 
New York to be that whenever you get in one proposition that changes 
existing law you may put in just as many as you please. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, that is not the argument; but when you once 
get before the committee a subject over which the committee has juris- 
diction, then you can perfect it by amendment, and the only question 
with reference to the amendment is whether or not it is germane to the 
subject-matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Allow the rule to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide the question of 
order, 

Mr. ANDERSON. Let us have a decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is well taken. Although the clause or section in question may itsel! 
have been subject to the point of order, still no point of order was made 
upon it; and the Chair understands that while the clause does contain 
some new legislation in it, yet it does not affect the question as to the 
authority to lease buildings for post-offices of the third class. That 

law not being affected by the clause in question, the amendment 

existing law in that respect and authorizes pay ment there- 

for. Therefore to extent it changes existing law and does increase 

Ss and is clearly subject to the point of order, which is sus- 
tained. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Then I movean amendment to include the third- 
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class offices, where the provision for their lease will reduce expendi- 
i t of rent paid. 
tones TOWNSHEND. Let the amendment be reported from the desk. 
i it is in order. 
F Go et DERSON. I will not insist upon the amendment. 
Ma SKINNER, of New York, by unanimous consent, was granted 
int some remarks. ane 
i whe CHAIRMAN . The amendment is withdrawn. 
The Clerk proceed to read as follows: 


For office furniture—— 


om I desire to call the attention of the gentleman in 
ena this bill, before we pass from this section, to the language in 
the forty-fifth and forty-sixth lines: 

And no lease shall be made for a term exceeding five years. 


That, I think, should be amended to read: 
But a lease may be made for a term not exceeding five years. 


As it now stands it is a sort of negative way of giving authority. 
Under the law as it stands to-day, as I understand it, leases can not be 
made for more than a year. If you propose to extend this period, why 
not extend it in terms and not leave it a matter of dispute ? 

Mr. RYAN. I think that had better be done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I move that the paragraph be so amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in lines 45 and 46, the words “and no lease shall be made for a term 
exceeding five years ” and insert “but a lease may be made for a term not ex- 


ceeding five years.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last word for 
the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman in charge of this bill. 
I would like to ask the gentleman if he has any objection to inserting 
an amendment that will require the Postmaster-General upon the fail- 
ure of the Government to comply with its part of a contract for the lease 
of a post-office building to surrender the lease to the party making it. 

I have.a constituent of my own who leased a building for post-office 
purposes under a contract that he should be paid quarterly for the use 
of it. He complied with every condition of the lease upon his part, 
and the Government held that lease for over a year before it ever paid 
him a cent, and refused to surrender the premises upon demand, not- 
withstanding the fact that the Government itself, or the Postmaster- 
General, after having made the contract in writing to pay quarterly, 
had not done so, or complied in any way with its part of the contract. 

Now, I should like to know if there is any objection to inserting in 
the law a requirement on the part of the Postmaster-General where the 
Government fails to eomply with its part of the contract to surrender 
the lease to the lessor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I see no necessity for the amendment the gen- 
tleman from Alabama suggests, and I certainly object toit. The mat- 
ter under this bill is left entirely discretionary with the Postmaster- 
General, and I have no doubt there will be judicious action on his part. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. What I object to is its being left dis- 
cretionary with the Postmaster-General. I will put the question tothe 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]}, whois chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, whethersuch an amendment 
ought not to be made; whether the Government ought not to be re- 
quired, when it fails to pay according to the contract, to surrender the 
lease ? 


The forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. Hiscock. For the purpose of having the provision read prop- 
erly, in view of the amendment I suggested and which was accepted, I 
now ask that the semicolon after the word ‘‘quarterly,’’ in line 45, be 
stricken out, that the words ‘‘ but no lease shall be made’’ shal! also be 
stricken out, and that after the word ‘‘term’’ the word ‘‘not’’ be in- 
serted. With these changes the sentence beginning at line 43 will read 
properly and smoothly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no objection to these changes being 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the verbal amendments 
meee by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] will be 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph. 


Office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General: For inland mail transpor- 
tation, namely : ie ee on railroad routes, $15,265,000; and if any 
railroad company shall or refuse to transport the mails, when required b 
the Post-Office een, upon the fastest train or trains run upon said seed, 
said emamy have its pay reduced 50 per cent. of the amount provided 


Mr. ROWELL: I make the point of order. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The wi proposition has not yet been read 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk has read one paragraph. 
Mr. ROWELL. ee ae ae amen or aking the point 
$agraet on each paragraph relating to whole subject down to line 


. The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read only to line 66. It has 
not yet been read to line 153. 

Mr. ROWELL. I want to make the point of order now, this matter 
being divided into sections and paragraphs, so that the point shall cover 
each of the paragraphs. I do not wish to lose the opportunity of making 
the point of order on each of the paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will treat the whole subject as one 
paragraph. The various clauses down to line 153 seem all to relate to 
the same subject. It seems to be one matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwanttobe heardonthat. I do not think the first 
paragraph necessarily stands with the second. But if it be understood 
that no rights are waived, of course there is no objection to reading all 
the paragraphs relating to the whole subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman has re- 
served all points of order on the provisions of the bill down to line 153. 
The Chair directs the Clerk to read down to that point. 

Mr. CLARDY. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after 
line 66. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [rise to a point of order. Until the entire 
proposition is read through I insist that no amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment is offered to come in at the end 
of line 66. The Chair is of opinion it is in order now if the gentleman 
from Missouri insists upon it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Missouri to withhold his 
amendment until I can make a request for unanimous consent that all 
points of order may be reserved on all the paragraphs relating to mail 
compensation until they are read through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that all points of order 
on those paragraphs have already been reserved. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not understand that they could be reserved in 
that way unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is understood the reservation of points 
of order covers the whole subject. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so stated. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr, 
CLARDY ]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 66: 

“The Posimaster-General is authorized to pay out of appropriations for trans- 
portation on railroad routes for special railroad service between the Union depot 
in East Saint Louis, IlL,and the Union depot in Saint Louis, Mo., asum not ex- 
ceeding the lowest rate which private individuals, express companies, or others 
may pay for transportation between said points, but not to exceed for any fiscal 


yearthe sum of $25,000, including allowance for depot room and transfer service 
at each terminal.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I willsay to the gentleman from Missouri that 
that is now the law, and it is not affected by this bill. In the last 
Post-Office appropriation act we used language which makes this a per- 
manent law and renders it unnecessary to have it re-enacted. That 
is the law to-day, and will remain the law until repealed; and this 
present bill does not affect it in any way. 

Mr. CLARDY. That was my own opinion. Bat this is the identi- 
cal provision contained in the two bills of the last Congress as well as 
in the bill of the first session of this Congress. , 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has the gentleman read the language in the 
last Post-Office appropriation act? 

Mr. CLARDY. I have read it, and it occurred to me it was not nec- 
essary this amendment should be offered. I applied, however, to the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General; and in answer to my question 
he states: 

The appropriation should be made for the Saint Louis bridge the same as here- 
tofore. 

“Mr. TOWNSHEND. That, perhaps, is true, that the appropriation 
should be made as heretofore. But the appropriation is embraced in 
the aggregate amount of $15,265,000. It will be paid out of the aggre- 
gate appropriation for this service. My friend from Missouri will see 
the telegram does not apply to the question of the necessity for this 
amendment. 

Mr. CLARDY. If thatis the construction the committee place upon 
it, and if that is the reason the provision is omitted, I withdraw the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the remaining paragraphs 
relating to the subject of inland mail transportation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Postmaster-General is authorized and directed to readjust the com- 
pensation to be paid for the transportation of the mails on railrcead routes upon 
the condition and at the rates hereinafter mentioned, and which shall take effect 
July 1, 1885: 

First. That the mails shall be carried upon any train at the request of the Post- 
master-General ; and railroad companies shall provide necessary depot-rooms, 
with heat and light for the same, ehall receive the mails from and deliver tho 
mails to the Post-Office Department at depots, shall putthe mails into and out 
of the cars, shall transfer the mails between trains at depots, and shall trans- 
port the superintendent and assistant superintendents of the railway mail 
service and post-office inspectors upon the exhibition of their credentials, and 
rey end gy = clerks over the lines upon which they may be assigned to duty. 

Second. That the compensation for carrying closed mails in baggage-cars and 
for railway post-office service, the minimum car width in every case being 
hereby fixed at eight feet and six inches (inside measurement), or its equiva- 
lent in floor-space, shall not exceed the following rates, namely : For closed 
mails, 5 mills per linear foot of space (inside measurement) per mile run; and 
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for two hundred pounds of mail or less the equivalent of six linear inches shall 
be required, for five hundred pounds one foot, and for each additional five hunt 
dred pounds one foot. For railway post-office service, at a rate of 
twenty or less miles per hour from terminus to terminus, 5 mills per linear foot 
of space (inside measurement) per mile run; and for each additional two miles 
per hour to and including thirty miles per hour one-tenth of a mill, and foreach 
additional mile per hour one-tenth of a mill. And the adjustment of by 
linear feet for railway post-office service shall be as follows: For a daily aver- 
age of from twenty-five to five hundred pounds, not to exceed thirteen feet; 
from five hundred to 1,000 pounds, not to exceed fifteen feet; from 1,000 to 2,000 
pounds, not to exceed twenty-five feet ; from 2,000 to 4,000 pounds, not to exceed 
forty feet; from 4,000 to 5,000 pounds, not to exceed forty-five feet; for 6,000 
pounds, fifty feet; 8,000 pounds, sixty feet; the weight to be ascertained by a 
weighing of not less than twenty-eight consecutive days; and in all railway 
»08t-offices the load shall not exceed double the greatest weight for the respect- 
ve lengths as herein provided ; and for any gross weight, if carried on two or 
more trains daily, the space may be subdivided upon the basis of amounts of 
space for lower weights as the nature of the service may require; and no addi- 
tional space shall be required or paid for unless found to be necessary : Provided, 
That the pay for the transportation of mails upon any railroad route for six 
round trips per week shall not be less than §35 per mile per annum ; and at any 
post-office contiguous to a railroad route, and wheresrains do not make regular 
stops, the Postmaster-General may require that the mails shall be exchanged 
directly with the railway post-office at the nearest available point upon the 
track; and in the case of all special mail-trains no moretime shall be consumed 
at terminal points in transferring mails between different lines of railroads at 
such terminal points than is absolutely necessary for such purpose, and there 
shall be no delay in departure of any special mail-train after receiving the mail 
from the connecting line than is absolutely necessary ; and at post-offices located 
not more than one-fourth of a mile from railroad stations railroad companies 
shall also provide for carrying the mails as often as may be necessary between 
such post-offices and railroad stations; but the Postmaster-General may pro- 
vide mail-messenger or contract service at terminals: Provided further, That 
railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in whole orin part by land 
grants made by Congress, on the condition that the mails should be transported 
over their roads at such price as Congress should by law direct, and the railroad 
companies incorporated under the provisions of an act entitled “An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for 
postal, military, and other pu ,” approved July 1, 1862, shall hereafter re- 
ceive for the transportation of the mails over their respective railroads only 
80 per cent. of the compensation authorized by this act; and the said act ap- 
proved July |, 1862, and all acts amendatory thereof, are hereby amended to con- 
form to the foregoing provisions; but the right of the Uni States to further 
amend said act, or any act amendatory thereof, is expressly reserved. All acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before further action is taken I desire te have 
action on some amendments suggested by the committee in order to 
perfect the text of the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I suppose that the point of order 
ought to be made before the amendments are acted on. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Not until wehave perfected the text of the bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. I do not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 
in charge of the bill desires to move some amendments to the text be- 
fore the point of order is entertained by the Chair. That can only be 
done by unanimous consent; from the fact that, pending the point of 
order, the section is not before the committee for amendment. But it 
can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. ROWELL. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the question of order 
on these two paragravhs. 

Mr. BOWEL... Mr. Chairman, I want to understand who has made 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that any point 
of order has yet been made. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] now states that he desires to make a point of order on these 
two paragraphs, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] stated 
a while ago that he thought the point of order ought to be made, but 
did not state what the point was. 

Mr. ROWELL. I said that I reserved the point of order, and I rise 
now to state it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman tosay that 
he desired to reserve the point of order on the parts of the bill that had 
not been read, but of course the gentleman did not in that way obtain 
any right to the floor. 

Mr. ROWELL. I understood the Chair to say that I would be rec- 
ognized for that purpose when the point of order could be raised, and 
I desire now to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to reserve 
all points of order on that portion of bill, but it was not then before 
the committee, and the point of order could not be entertained until 
the paragraph had been read. The Chair did not know what point of 
order the gentleman desired to make. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then I misunderstood the Chair. I now claim the 
right to make the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of order on 
these two paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] rises 
to make a point of order which he will state; after which the Chair will 
hear the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rowg.1]. 

; ap, ancy I wish to call attention to a provision contained in 
tule XXI—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please make his point of 


order, and argue it afterward. The Chair does not yet understand what 
the point is. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. If [had not been interrupted the Chair would },-. 
understood it, because I was presenting the point of order. My poi:: 
is that this provision changes existing law and does not retrench ¢x pen 1 
itures, and that the change is proposed to be made upon an approp 
tion bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the point of order apply to all these claus, 

Mr. BLOUNT. It applies to all that relates to changing the mod. 
of paying the railroads for the transportation of the mails—the w},o! 
scheme. I will read a part of clause 3 of Rule X XI: 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill, or amendment thereto, changi,,, 
existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-mat:,. 
of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number and 3, 
ary of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensat;,, 
of any person paid outof the Treasury of the United States, or by the reductjo:, 
of amounts of money covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall be in orde 
further to amend such bill upon the report of the committee having jurisdi.+ 
of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amendment, being germa 
the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in order that gentlemen may appreciate ¢})> 
force of this point of order, it becomes necessary to state the presen: 
law as to the mode of compensating railroads for transporting the ma 
The provision in the act of 1873 is in the following language: 

On routes carrying their whole length an average weight of mails per da; 
200 pounds, $50; 500 pounds, $75; 1,000 pounds, $100; 1,500 pounds, $125 
pounds, $150; 3,500 pounds, $175; 5,000 pounds, $200; and $25acdditional fore 
additional 2,000 pounds; the average weight to be ascertained, &c. 

This act was amended in 1876 by reducing these rates 10 per , 
and later on, in 1878, by a 5 per cent. additional reduction. 


- U0) 


ent 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. MONEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. M 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide fo: 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, disagreed to hy 
the House of Representatives, agreed to the conference asked by th» 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Daw: 
and Mr. COCKRELL. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. R. 92) authorizing and requiring the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Association the regimental co! 
ors which belonged tosaid artillery and which were now in the custod 
of the Secretary of War. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill < 
2571) to authorize the Merchants’ National Bank of Little Rock, Ark 
to change its name to the First National Bank of Little Rock. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bil! (5 
R. 635) to permit Thomas O. Osborn, minister resident and consi! 
general of the United States at Buenos Ayres, to receive a sym)o! 
shield from the Argentine Republic. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a join' 
resolution (S. R. 121) to authorize the return to the Government 
Great Britain of the Arctic relief steamer Alert. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution (S. R. 122) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan twel: 
hospital tents and outfits to the American Society of the Red Cross f 
use in New Orleans. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session and continued the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Recurring to the act of 1873 it appears by calcula- 
tion that for 200 pounds $50 is allowed, making the rate $25 per hun- 
dred pounds; on 500 pounds additional, $15 per hundred; on a thon- 
sand pounds additional, $10 per hundred; on 1,500 pounds additiona! 
eight dollars and a fraction per hundred; on 2,000 pounds additional, 
$7.50 per hundred; on 3,500 pounds additional, $5 per hundred; on 
5,000 pounds additional, $4.50 per hundred. 

The Clerk has just read the provision of this bill as to the mode 0! 
compensation, but as it is short I will again read it: 

For railway ce service, at a rate of of twenty or less miles pe 
hour from terminus to terminus, 5 mills per linear foot of space (inside measure 
ment) per mile run ; and for each additional two miles per hour to and includin< 


thirty miles per hour one-tenth of a mill, and for each additional mile per ho 
one-tenth of a mill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is unnecessary fo! 
the gentleman to show that the provision of the bill is a change of ex- 

ing law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My object was to show not alone that it change! 

isting law—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take it forgranted that it chang’s 
existing law without further reading from the provisions of the law ©: 
the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair does not apprehend my purpose in rea! 
ing. I have no doubt that any man would be with me on the propos'- 
tion that this bill changes existing law. Iam not addressing myse!' 





1885. 


, é . ; a the 
t atall. The object I had in reading the old law an 
apentien of tis bill was to show that it does not appear from the 
Pill itself that there is any retrenchment of expenditures. If the 
Chair is with me on this point I have nothing more to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very glad to hear the gentleman, 
but supposed he was reading the bill to show that it differed from the 
existing law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 
other purpose to show that it 


I had that purpose, but it was subordinate to my 
does not appear from a comparison of these 
: i i ke up further time of the 
ts there is any reduction. ButI will not take I i 
Guia of the committee in reading the provisions of the bill; I take 
it that its terms are understood. a ‘ area ; 
Now the rule declares that a provision changing existing law must, 
to be in order, retrench expenditures in one of several ways, either— 
By the reduction of the number or salaries of the officers of the United States— 


It is clear there is no proposition of that sort here— 

By the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States— 

I think it equally clear that it does not appear that there is any re- 
duction in this respect— 

Or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 

There is nothing in the term of the bill making a reduction in this 
respect. The proviso added to the rule is in this language : 


Provided. That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report 
of the committee having jurisdiction of the subject matter of such amendment, 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall re- 
trench expenditures. 

Now, I do not understand that the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, having charge of this subject, has offered this proposition. 
But if it were so, still there is noretrenchment of expenditures appear- 
ing on the face of the bill, but on the contrary it is a debatable ques- 
tion whether there will be under this proposition any reduction of ex- 

nse. It seems to me, reading the percentages of decrease under the 
old law in connection with the terms of this bill, without going into 
details, that this provision certainly amounts to an increase of expend- 
itures. -One gentleman argues, and very properly perhaps, that it will 
increase expenditures; another argues that it will decrease expendi- 
tures. It isa matter of calculation. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Nobody will say that the provision of the bill 
as we now propose it will increase expenditures. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It was only the other day when my friend from IIli- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and my friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
were disputing each other’s calculations as to the compensation of one 
of these railroads. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes; on one line. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And that one line is a part of the calculation in as- 
certaining the final result. If my friend from Illinois should be mis- 
taken as to the amount to be paid to that one road 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was not mistaken. 

Mr. BLOUN I trust my friend will not interrupt me. I will take 
back any allusion to him, and will suppose that some other gentleman 
has made a calculation as to the effect on a given line of railroad and 
ascertained to his satisfaction that the figures showed on that line an 
increase, while some other gentleman upon another calculation has sat- 
isfied himself to the cont In order for the Chair to ascertain whether 
or not the general result is to retrench expenditures it is incumbent 
on the Chair to make a calculation as to every line of railroad. Now, I 
submit that no gentleman who has ever examined the rules, or sat under 
their operation in this House, wil] undertake to say that the Chair was 
ever charged with any such duty. It must appear from the terms of 
the bill, as a legitimate and logical result, not as a mere matter of cal- 
culation to be made by this and that member of the committee, that 
there is a reduction. It must affirmatively appear that the provision 
does retrench expenditures, and if it does so appear the proposition 
must have come from a committee charged with the subject-matter, 
which is not the case here. 

_ Mr. Chairman, this question was ruled on first by Mr. Kerr, when 
Speaker of this House; and I am apprised that the present occupant of 
the chair is familiar with that ruling, having been present at the time 
it was made, ha frequently referred to it since, and having had oc- 
casion to rule on this very question several times. I shall not, there- 
fore, take up time in citing rulings of the present occupant of the chair 
pose - other presiding officer of this House, but will conclude ry re- 

rks, 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RowEL] de- 
sires to wwe of order, and the Chair will hear him. 

Mr. RO . Mr. Chairman, the point I desired to submit is sub- 


. 


stantially the same as that submitted by the gentleman from Georgia 
{ Mr. semen with the additional remark that this bill on its face 


ies, not of diminished expense, but of largely increased 
expense. This provision for com cca 


tails goes the theory that 
all to aa iee 


ing railroads for carrying the 


ht, space, frequency, and speed are 
the determination of the compensation. s 


goes upon the theory that weight is to be considered ex- 
where space to the extent of a full car is required. But 


The old law 
cept in case 
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speed does not enter into the computation at all 
stances. 

Now, there are possibilities of increased expenditures in this bill be- 
yond what the committee has dreamed of, and which would satisfy the 
gentleman from Colorado[ Mr. BELFORD] in his desire to open the doors 
of the Treasury. This bill provides for increased compensation where 
the frequency of service is increased without any necessary additional 
expense toa railroad company, because on the roads where a large weight 
of mail is carried, where it requires two or three cars for the accommo- 
dation of the mails if they are all carried on one train, it is to the de- 
struction of it as a passenger train. Where divided up into three trains 
it is not only for the accommodation of the people but for the accom- 
modation of the railroad company and diminution of its expense Sut 
in the large number of railroads in the United States, where two pas- 
senger trains are run each day each way, there is but a single mail 
This bill provides, although it is a light mail, that mail may be divided 
and be required to be carried on the two trains. When that is done 
there comes an immediate doubling-up of ex and it shows it on 
the face of the bill. With three-fourths of the railroad companies in 
the United States pressing for such service and daily working up public 
sentiment all along the lines of these roads to press for that enhanced 
service, without an additional dollar of expenses to the railroad com- 
panies, and with the power to enhance it contained in the bill, we have 
doubling-up of compensation to be paid to railroad companies in three- 
fourths of the railroads of the United States. 

Again, this bill provides for enhanced compensation according to in- 
creased speed. Not because it costs the railroad companies any more, 
for those trains which run twenty-two, twenty-four, and thirty miles 
per hour ordinarily are so run to accommodate the passenger traffic and 
the connectionsof the roads, and not to accommodate the mails. Where 
they are runspecially for the accommodation of the mails we have special 
trains. But here isa gratuity in this bill provided for railroad companies 
who could not diminish the speed of their tr 
tain their passenger traffic. 

So for frequency required which accommodates the company, for in- 
creased speed, and that the company must contain to retain its business, 
we are providing a gratuity without exacting of the railroad company 
any additional expense for carrying the mails 

But if any gentleman will take the trouble to figure and take up 
these roads which carry two and three mails a day under the compen- 
sation provided in this bill, he will find from one-third to double the 
present cost willcomeoutof the Treasury. And if he will take the rail- 
roads which now run two passenger trains each way daily, but carry 
one mail, which divide that mail and carry it on two passenger trains, he 
will find again under the rating of this bill a largely increased expense 

It isthe possibility shown upon the face of the bill to take money out 
of the Treasury to pay railroad companies I object to, and it is for that 
reason I prefer to see this section go out on a point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, if this proposition would result 
in increasing the compensation for railway mail transportation, every 
one in this House who is acquainted with my colleague on the sub- 
committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], and myself, 
would say we would be the two last members of Congress in favor of 
it. Isay now if I could be convinced this scheme would result in in- 
creasing the enormous, unjust, and extravagant appropriations made 
for the railroad service of the country, I would go as far as he who goes 
farthest in denouncing and seeking to defeat this proposition 

At the last session of Congress my attention was called to this, and 
I feared it might result in an increase rather than in a diminution of 
the expenditures for that service. But since then I have had opportu- 
nities of consulting with those who know far more about this service 
than myself—who know far more about this service in my judgment 
than any one who hoids a seat upon this floor—and they have con 
vinced me beyond all possibility of doubt this proposition will result, 
as it stands in the bill, in saving to the Government over one million 
and a half of money a year. And in view of the great saving we are 
convinced will be accomplished by this proposition the Committee on 
Appropriations have reduced the amount of the estimates $1,000,000 

Now, as to the facts. Congress in 1883, authorized the appointment 
of a commission to consider this question and ascertain what would be 
the best method for compensating railroads and also do justice to the 
Government. In pursuance of that law three of the best experts which 
could be found in the Post-Office Department were selected. One M: 
Elmer, the late Second Assistant Postmaster-General; another, Col. W 
B. Thompson, late chiefof railway mail transportation service, and pres- 
sent Second Assistant Postmaster-General; amd the third a gentleman 
by the name of Slater. These three gentlemen were furnished with 
clerks and all the means of thorough investigation. They had at their 
command the best experts in the Department and summoned to their 
aid the best experts inthe country. They obtained information from 
every source open to them 

These men labored on this proposition for a period of eight months, 
and they labored patiently, industriously, conscientiously, and I be 
lieve most intelligently. They reached the conclusion that the saving 
to the Government would be at least $1,600,000 if the proposition now 
presented in th® shape it is here presented in this bill should be adopted 
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The present Postmaster-General in his annual report indorses the 
findings of this commission and recommends the adoption of this pro- 
vision as thelaw. Now, what amazes meis to find, after somuch time 
has been bestowed upon this subject, after so much patient labor and 
investigation on the part of experts and intelligent men acquainted 
with the subject which they have been investigating, that there is so 
much wisdom in some of the gentlemen on this floor that they are able 
to sit down during a few hours of a few evenings, notwithstanding 
their other engagements, and make such calculations and investiga- 
tions as enable them, upon a multitude of matters before the House, to 
discover that all of the experience and all of the investigation and all 
of the knowledge and all of the information of these experts are worth 
nothing, and that they khow better than those who have devoted so 
much labor and time to the consideration of the question. 

Mr. Chairman,wherein is the economy shown upon the face of the 
proposition now before us? In the first place, under the present law 
the closed mail service of the Government, or what is known as the 
‘*sealed pouches,’’ are carried in baggage-cars, to which no more atten- 
tion is paid than to an ordinary piece of baggage. Under the present 
law we are paying as much for carrying that mail as we do or carry- 
ing the mails upon the splendid postal cars, furnished at lavish ex- 
pense and all of the conveniences, comforts, and appliances that the 
postal cars are fitted up with, and on which our postal agents travel. 

What do we do here by this provision? Wesimply change the rate of 
compensation for the closed mail by reducing it to one-half of the amount 
allowed for mails carried on postal cars furnished with agents, light, 
fuel, and other comforts and conveniences. We make them carry the 
closed pouches or bags of mail at about the same rate of compensation 
they receive for carrying ordinary baggage, and they certainly ought 
not to receive more. Itinvolves no more expense upon them, and the 
furnish no better facilities. My friend from Georgia [Mr. BLountT 
and my colleague from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] want us to return to the 
old law, and pay as much for carrying the closed bags as for the con- 
veyance of the mail on postal cars, fitted up, as I have said, with every 
comfort and all of the paraphernalia of the present postal system of the 
country. That, I claim, is one of the great savings proposed in this 
bill. That is where hundreds of thousands of dollars are saved to 
the Government. 

That mail is treated like baggage and carried like baggage; wherein, 
therefore, lies the justice of demanding that the Government shall pay 
the same terms that passengers pay for all of the luxurious accommo- 
dations now supplied to the traveling public ? 

There is another saving towhich I wish to callattention. This prop- 
osition dispenses with the payment for postal cars, which aggregates 
about $1,625,000 perannum. Take forimstancethis: We appropriated 
for the current year $1,600,000 to pay for postal-car service. This bill 
dispenses with that altogether. That item is stricken from the bill, 
and we do not appropriate a dollar for postal cars; and why? Because 
the new scheme, as you are pleased to term it, does away with the neces- 
sity for it; in other words, in making up the great aggregate of what is 
needed for the working of the postal-mail service, it is determined by 
these gentlemen that no extra allowance shall be made for postal cars. 

Now, then, thereis a saving in thisitem of over$1,600,000. What far- 
ther saving do we accomplish? In the bill passed at the last session of 
Congress. we appropriated $250,000 for special mail facilities upon cer- 
tain railroads. We have stricken that item out of the present bill. 
In my judgment, there is no necessity for one dollar being appro- 
priated for special mail facilities. Why? Because oneof the features 
of this new scheme is to furnish sufficient inducements to the railroads 
to quicken their time and supply fast-mail facilities without extra com- 
pensation or special appropriation for it. That item, therefore, was 
stricken out. 

What further appears? If you glance over the rate of compensation 
paid to the railroads of this country, you will find that the minimum 
amount paid to any road does not fall below $42.75 except in some 
half dozen instances. Now there are 1,600 railroads in the country, 
and the majority of them, I believe—and I speak now in general terms— 
are the small roads, to which we are now paying $42.75 a mile per an- 
num. We by anamendmentI shall offer to this bill reduce the amount 
of compensation, or rather fix the amount of the minimum limit of 
$40 a mile, saving to the Government $2.75 per mile upon most of these 
roads. The bill in its present shape fixes the minimum limit at $35 
per mile, which is a saving of $7.75 per mile; but in order to protect 
these roads we have established the limit at $40 a mile. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think we have witnessed rather asingular state 
of affairs in this House.* My friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr], if the 
amendments we have reported from the committee, but which have 
not yet been inserted in the bill, are adopted, says those amendments 
will cause the compensation to railroads to fall far below the t 
law, and in reducing the compensation will do railroads great in justice. 
On the other hand, my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLount], who I know 
is an economist and who desires to it economy, and who, if 
he believed as I do about this would be the first on the 
floor to advocate it, is to defeat it from an entirely different 
standpoint—from the belief in his mind that the proposition will re- 
sult in increasing the aggregate in the ion. 
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I want to make one further point. As I understand we are not to 
be confined to the language of the bill for proof of economy. I hold in 
my hand the report of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. He 
states on page 105 that under the present system more than half a mil). 
ion dollars of the public money is unnecessarily expended every year. 

I hold also in my hand a report made- by Mr. Lyman, the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General, to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, in which this language occurs: 

Under the plan proposed compensation would be made according to the 
amount and character-of the service rendered in each case, and the result 

Mark the language— 


would be to decrease the cost of transportation by railroad per annum $1,687,980, 


And he further says: 

Even if we relieve railroads of what is known as side-service or side-messen.- 
ger service we should still save to the Government $1,000,000 a year, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
through. 

I say to you gentlemen if you succeed in defeating this proposition 
you will practically go hand in hand with the railroads in obtaining 
for them from a million to a million and a half of dollars more money 
from the Government than they would obtain if this proposition js 
adopted. I donot wish to argue the question further than to say I am 
convinced this proposition will reduce the expenditures. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. HorR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr} 
desire to sustain the point of order? . 

Mr. HORR. I desire to sustain it. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] has just been opposing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has heard two arguments on that side 
He will now recognize the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLmav. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I intend to speak but for a moment on this ques- 
tion, as it is confined to a single point. It is conceded the provision of 
this bill changes the law. There is no doubt about that. The only 
question is, does it retrench expenditures? If it does retrench expend- 
itures, that fact can be shown but by two substantive facts or two that 
I know of. The only question is whether those factscan be sufficiently 
shown or not. 

In the first place this provision does itself reduce the amount of the 
appropriation. The appropriation made by the present law is some- 
thing over $16,000,000, and the estimates of appropriation for the pres- 
ent year are $17,571,000. Now, that the provision reduces the amount 
to be appropriated will be readily conceded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend from Indiana allow me a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman if it does not happen 
almost annually that the estimate of the cost of the railway-mail service 
as made by the Committee on Appropriations, and as enacted into law 
by the two Houses falls short of the actual results ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to proceed astep further. With great 
deference to my friend’s opinion, I ask him if that be true can he argue 
that the figures he puts in this bill are a sequence of the language he 
uses oa the law ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is just what I am coming to. I stated as my 
first proposition that the provision itself reduced the amount of the ap- 

ropriation some $2,000,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Simply on its face. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon its face it does. But I do not regard that as 
sufficient. I freely concede—the Chair has so intimated a hundred 
times—that if that be sufficient, all you have todo is simply to reduce 
the amount and attach the provision coupled with that amount. On 
its face ihere is a reduction of expenditure; butat the same time it will 
be readily seen that taking the whole thing together, the amount indi- 
cated, the sum named, may not be the true sum. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For a question, certainly. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Itisthis: Suppose that every road which is now run- 
ning at a certain rate under this new act should increase its speed five 
miles an hour, would not that produce an increased expenditure which 
would do away with all your calculations ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It would not do away with ali the calculations. 
Those are elemenis entering into the cost. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Does not that increase your present estimate ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. . Notatall. That is one of the elements you have 
to consider in ascertaining the amount. 

I trust I will have the ear of theChair foramoment. I am suggest- 
ing that while this reduces the amount of the appropriation, that 

is not sufficient. Now, what additional evidence would be 
the as it stands now obo bill, 
i itures ? 


I should like my friend to wait till | get 


argument of the gentleman as to the prob- 
results amounts to nothing upon a question like this, where you 
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i nt premises from which to draw your conclu- 
a ae to nothing in such a case, because it is 
purely argumentative, and the reduction or retrenchment of expendi- 
tures must be a fact established by some statement that does not depend 
upon a mere deduction. Now, Mr. Chairman, the only additional fact 
that can be presented showing that this is really a retrenchment of ex- 
penditures is the official statement. That statement is embodied in 
quite a number of documents, but in no other place is it presented so 
tangibly or concisely as in a communication addressed to the chairman 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads last session by the 
Post-Office Department. The communication was dated F ebruary 14, 
1884, and was signedéy the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, one 
of the commission appointed by Congress to inquire into this service 
and report some plan to adjust and regulate the transportation of the 
mails, The language of that official statement is as follows: 


J lan proposed, compensation would be made according to the 
ee SS Soe of the service rendered in each case, and the result would 


rease cost of transportation by railroad perannum $1,687,980. From 
iene aoe of delivery of mails to the offices recommended by the com- 
mittee, $687,980; net saving per annum, $1,000,000. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Wait a moment. 
tence. ; b 
Mr. BINGHAM. I merely want to know the gentleman’s own posi- 
tion on this bill. That is all. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, computation by tigures for the 
purpose of showing a certain result is a fact. It may be what is called 
a verbal fact, but still it isa fact. The official statement before the 
Chair and before the House is that the plans proposed by this commis- 
sion and put into this bill would retrench expenditures to the amount 
of a million dollars per annum. 

Mr. MONEY. Six hundred and eighty-seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; a million dollars. 

Mr. MONEY. But the provision which has been cut out of the bill 
reduces the saving to $687,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But we have cut that out. 
ther increase the expenditure. 
ment. 
taking the plan which would reduce the cost a million dollars, to re- 
duce that amount 20 per cent.; that is, to reduce the first element in 
the cost from 5 mills down to 4 mills, which is a reduction of 20 per 
cent. 

Now, I have this to say, in addition to what I have said already, that 
if an official statement as to the results of a proposed amendment of the 
law, coupled with an actual reduction of the appropriation, is sufficient 
to show a retrenchment of expenditure, then a retrenchment to the ex- 
tent of a million dollars and 20 per cent. more is shown by the amend- 
ment now submitted. I admit that the question is not free of doubt. 
I think no question of the kind can eyer be entirely free of doubt. But 
it does seem to me (and I have urged this view upon former occasions) 


Allow me to complete my sen- 


That weuld still fur- 
I am now taking this official state- 


that upon a question of expenditure, inasmuch as the Departments of 


the Government make their estimates and Congress acts upon those esti- 
mates and has acted upon them for a hundred years, as the basis for 
legislation as to public expenditures—in view of that fact it does seem 
to me that the official statement may be taken into account in deter- 
mining the question whether a given provision of law does or does not 
retrench expenditures. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
ion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. Monry having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informed 
the House that the President had approved and signed a bill and joint 
resolutions of the following titles: . 

An act (H. R. 7577) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 40, 1886, and for 
other purposes; 


? 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 323) for the printing of the eulogies deliv- 
ered in Congress upon the late William k eneiee and . 
_ Joint resolution (H. Res. 327) providing for printing the eulogies de- 
livered in upon the late John H. Evins, late a Representa- 
tive in the Forty-eighth Congress from the State of South Carolina. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole H Jui 
ae ouse on the state of the Union resumed 


Mr. BLOUNT. I simply want ¢o call attention to the -fact that this 
same provision is contained in another bill pending in the House—a bill 
reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HORR. As understand this question of order it embraces but 


> point. The fact that the provision in this bill changes the law is 


course admitted by everyone. This provision is certainly out of order 
XVI——100 
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It is proposed by this Committee on Appropriations, instead of 


[585 


unless upon its face you can ascertain that it reduces expenses. Now, 
if the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] will give me his atten- 
tion I wish to read what he said upon this point on the day before yes- 
terday 

But the plan is strongly recommended It 
tendent of railway-mail transportation 
mended—a commission appoint 
sion of very competent gentlemet 


is recommended by the superin- 
and by this 


under the 


is reconm- 


commission it 
ithority of Congress—a commis- 


Now mark this language: 


And yet I am compelled to say for myself that I do not believe it ean be stated 
with reasonable certainty what will be the cost unti 


the effect of the poposition 
shall be dgtermined by actual experience 


That, Mr. Chairman, was wisely said. Why, sir, this bill as origi- 
nally framed by my friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] provided for 5 mills per linear 
foot. The commission that they talked so much about agreed upon 5 
mills per linear foot. Let the gentleman tell me how he and his col- 
league on the committee happened to take water on this proposition for 
5 mills and change it to 4 mills. You déd it because I demonstrated 
to the subcommittee that in all probability it would increase the pay 
of the railroad companies. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, no man can tell whether the proposition as now 
pending will increase or decrease the aggregate cost of this service. | 
defy any one here to tell me how many roads under this plan will get 
more than they at present receive and how many less. I do know that 
the compensation of the small roads which now get only a small por- 
tion of the money—$42.75 a mile up to $60—by this rule will be de- 
creased. I do know that the compensation of a large number of roads 
running from New York city, carrying frequent and heavy mails, will 
even under the 4-mill rate be largely increased. 

Is there any use in discussing this question when upon the very face 
of the provision it is utterly impossible to tell what will be the cost of 
this service under that provision? It can not come within the rule. 
What is the use of undertaking by our rules to exclude legislation on 
appropriation bills if we can admit a provision of this kind, where 
even the experts themselves do not agree as to the result? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The probabilities are that it will result in an in- 
crease, because there is a premium offered for speed to the large roads 
that can make additional speed, and also a premium for frequency. 

Mr. HORR. Undoubtedly there isa large discretionary power under 
this provision; and that is what the gentleman from Indiana meant 
when he said that no man could tell what the result would be until the 
experiment should be tried, because nobody can tell how many trains 
will be permitted to run; nobody can, tell to what extent the roads will 
increase their speed. It is utterly impossible to get at any definite re- 
sult at this time. Therefore I say the point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has heard gentlemen on both sides, 
and is ready to decide the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One word in reply to the last point made by 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
on that subject. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 


The Chair does not desire to hear any argument 


Before the Chair gives his decision I de- 
sire to ask a question. All this debate has been upon the entire pro- 
vision. If the Chair should overrule the point of order, then I should 
desire to make a point of order as to a particular part of the provision 
to which the argument thus far made does not directly apply. I de- 
sire to reserve that right in case the point of order should be overruled. 
The argument up to this time has applied to the entire paragraph, yet 
it was clearly understood that points of order were reserved not only 
on every distinct paragraph but on every part of a paragraph. 

Mr. BAYNE. Isubmit that for the purpose of expediting the public 
business all points of order should be made and settled now. I can 
see the drift of affairs here. I want these points made and decided so 
that we may get through with the public business. If there is any 
point to be made, I ask that it be made now and I ask a proper decis- 
ion from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
now. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to make the point that the clause 
beginning in line 123 with the words ‘‘ and in case of all special mail 
trains’’ down to the word “‘ necessary,’’ in line 129, is subject to a point 
of order under the third clause of Rule X XI, inasmuch as it changes 
existing law and does not retrench expenditures in any of the three 
ways indicated by that rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The proposition must be taken as a whole— 
you can not single out a particular line. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Thatis exactly what we reserved the right 
to do. 

Mr. CANNON. [ask the point of order should run, and therefore I 
make it, to the whole of the second paragraph, commencing in line 83 
and closing with line 153. 

The CHAIRMAN. The same point of order has been made by the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not desire to detain the Chair further than to 


The Chair would prefer to hear the point of order 
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state that as I read Rule X XI, this being a change of law it must re- 
trench expenditure, first by reduction of the number or salary of of- 
ficers—and that this does not pretend to do; second, by reduction of 
the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States. There is where the claim comes in, and I deny it. 

The gentleman from Indiana has made the only plausible argument, 
if it can be called plausible, against the point of order. He says you 
are remitted to the opinion of a bureau officer of the Government— 
that is, the Speaker is—whether or not a proposition is in order. I 
could play off against him the Postmaster-General lately in charge. 
Mr. Gresham expressly refused to recommend this. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is mistaken. He i@not able 
to put his finger on a line of Mr. Gresham’s to that effect. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam stating what the fact is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You can not show a line. 

Mr. CANNON. He never recommended it, for the reason it would 
increase expenses. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me correct the gentleman. If he will read 
Mr. Gresham’s report he will find that he says that he does not recom- 
mend it because he did not study it. 

Mr. CANNON. I only wish to say a word in conclusion. There is 
only one safe construction to this rule, and that is, where new legisla- 
tion is proposed it must clearly appear on its face to the eye of the 
Speaker and to the Committee of the Whole it does retrench expendi- 
ture in one of the three ways mentioned in the rule. Otherwise you 
are at sea and any and all legislation is proper on appropriation bills. 
Thesurmises of any clerk or head of bureau or any other person amount 
to nothing. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I thought my method of stating this point 
of order was in the interest of the expedition of public business, because 
we can not assume the Chair is going to sustain or overrule the point 
of order. If the Chair does sustain the point of order there will be 
nothing more for me to say, but if the Chair is going to pass upon my 
point of order I now desire to be heard upon it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready todecidethequestion. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Decision!’’] The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] makes 
the point of order on the part of the bill read by the Clerk that it is new 
legislation and does not retrench expenditure. He has cited clause 3 
of Rule X XI as that to which this provision is obnoxious. The Chair 
desires to call attention to that part of the rule applicable to this case: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, except such as, pine pemmene to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench efpenditures by the reduction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of 
amounts of money covered by the bill. 

It is admitted this provision does change existing law. The only 
question for the Chair to decide is whether it retrenches expenditure 
in one of the ways pointed out. If it does reduce the compensation of 
any person paid out of the Treasury it would not be subject to the point 
of order. A corporation is a person and receives compensation for car- 
rying the mail, and if that is reduced by the provisions of this bill the 
point of order can not be well taken. 

How is the Chair to determine whether the compensation to be paid 
to railroads in this clause is reduced? The Chair does not understand 
that reduction must appear on the face of the bill itself. The present 
occupant of the Chair heretofore in deciding questions of this kind has 
held the Chair might take into consideration every fact which a court 
could take into consideration in determining similar matters, and could 
take into consideration not only the face of the bill but previous ap- 
propriations for this purpose under existing law, and also official re- 
ports of the Departments of the Government. 

The question whether there is reduction is one of fact, and the Chair 
concedes that can not be determined here by taking evidence on either 
side, but must appear in some official way and be brought to the atten- 
tion of the Chair and committee from reports submitted by the Depart- 
ments. 

From the law passed at the last session for the same purpose it.ap- 
pears there is a reduction of expenditure by thisbill, and the Chair 
therefore to that extent overrules the point of order. 

Now, in reference to the question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Illinois on the left [Mr. ADAms], as to whether a certain clause 
of detail here is in order or not, the Chair does not see that that clause 
is in order under the rule. .He can not see that it relates to the ques- 
tion of reduction in any way; and is eye ee ad the point of 
order is made upon it, that it should go out of the 
many clauses in the bill, however, they must of course be taken alto- 

gether in consideration by the Chair in determining the point of order. 

The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was an additional point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I made an additional point of order that there was 
a bill of the same nature and substance pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia made an additional 
point of order—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It strikes me that, the question having been 
submitted to the Chairand ruled upon, it is too late to raise a new ques- 

tion of order, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order was made 
in time. The gentleman from Georgia made the further point of orde; 
that this provision is not in order because it is the substance of a pend- 
ing bill. That point would be well taken if the proposition now befo,, 
the committee were moved as an amendment. 

The rule provides, clause 4 of Rule XXI: 


No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing mea « or 
incorporating therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pendi; 
before the House. 

This is not an amendment, but a provision in an original bill: and 
the Chair has before it two bills, coming from two different committee 3, 
containing the same substance; but the Chair is got to say whether one 
committee | or the other was entitled to report the same, but finds them 
here as 0 bills, and therefore not being an amendment to the 
pending bill, the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair as 
to the first point of order raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia appeals from the 
decision of the Chair on the first question of order. 

The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the committee? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the question be stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia appeals from the 
decision of the Chair upon the point of order made by him, to wit, that 
this proposition is new legislation and does not retrench expenditure 3 

Mr. NICHOLLS. That point came too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, and will entertain the ap 
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Before submitting the appeal the Chair desires to state that there is 
some doubt as to the propriety of the ruling, but the Chair has uni 1 
formly held that it was proper to rale such doubt in favor of submit a 
ting the proposition upon its merits to the committee, believing the . 
committee to be the better judge of the proposition than the Chai: 4 
and hence the Chair will not exercise the arbitrary power of ruling out | 
the proposition where any element of doubt exists. 

The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 30, noes 
53. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have tellers. . 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will ap : 
point tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. BLOUNT were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, noes 
94. 

So (no further count being demanded) the judgment of the Chair was ; 
overruled and the point of order sustained. ! 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that on this point of 
order which has been sustained by the committee all that part of the 
bill from line 67 down to and including line 153 goes out. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I wish tosubmit an amendment. 

Mr. HORR. Before passing from this section I desire to offer the 
proper amendments which are made necessary by going back to the 
present plan and striking this provision out of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has been recog- 
nized to offer on amendment. 

Mr. HORR. I presume the gentleman from Georgia desires to offer 
an amendment to this section which should first be nee. 

Mr. NICHOLIS. I will withdraw for the 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman from Illinois will eae that I shal! 
move to strike out the words ‘‘for inland mail transportation ’’ $15, 
265,000, and insert $14,010,000. I shall also move to insert after this 
clause ‘‘ for railroad and postal-car service ’’ $1,765,026, these being the 
estimates of the Department for the expenses under these two items 
under the rule that now exists. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will ‘send his amendment to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 61 and 62 strike out “ $15,265,000" and insert ‘ $14,010,000," and at the 
end of line 66, for railroad postal-car service $1,765,026. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, we are now about to vote upon 
a question of over half a million outof the Treasury. It is pro- 

to insert an item in this bill which will effect that result. [| do 
think the committee ought to listen to whatever reason may be shown 
for it as well as what answer may be presented against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order and public busi 
ness will be until order is restored upon the floor. 

Mr. TO . Lshall yield tohear the gentleman from Mic!i- 
igan before to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HO At the request of the gentleman from Illinois | desir’ 
to state to the House that the twosums I have fixed upon are precise! y 
the amounts that the Post-Office Department estimates it will take to" 
this branch of the service under the rule, omitting the Paciti 
railroads as they have been omitted in the past. I wish to say to the 


it is not determined at all by the amount we appropriate. Last yea 


—s eee? ee 
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propriated a good deal less than the gentleman from Iilinois well 
lneas it was ostiad to take to run that service. There is a deficiency 
already of $875,000 or $750,000, I am not sure which. : 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Eight hundred and fifty thousand for that serv- 
a HORR. Yes, $850,000 is what the service costs more than was 
Pr BLOUNT.. Is that for the year 1884? sf 9-5 
Mr. HORR. No, sir; it is for this fiscal year, béing within a few 
dollars of the amount the Post-Office Department said it would re- | 
uire in their estimates. But the gentleman from Illinois and the gen- 
Tecent from Indiana succeeded in cutting it down, and now we have to 
i by a deficiency. 
“a "TOWNSHEND. We gave the estimates of the Department. 
Mr. HORR. I beg your pardon. The gentleman was mistaken yes- 
terday, and he is mistaken now. This was one of the items we cut 








= TOWNSHEND. We reduced the item a million because the 


Department said we could do so if this scheme was adopted. 

Mr. HORR. I am talking about the appropriation made last year. 
There is a deficiency for the current year of the amount I have named. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is correct as regards the estimates of last 

° 

8 HORR. I fix this amount in my amendment because it is the 
amount which the parties best able to judge say the service will take. 
Now, it does not make any difference whether you appropriate $6,000, - 
060 or $16,000,000 or $20,000,000. It has got to be paid any way, and 
to be paid according to the law upon the weight that the railroad com- 
panies carry, so that you will not cripple the service by refusingit. I 
can not appeal to you on that ground. But if you want to make alaw 
so that there will not be a deficiency to provide for next year you will 
have to vote the sum I have named. If you prefer to cut it down a 
million dollars, and then next year appropriate a million to make up 
the deficiency, simply for the purpose of making this bill look smaller 
than it really is, you can do that. There is no law td prevent ips Bo- 
body can prevent it. 

But this is not a year, Mr. Chairman, that we need to make such ap- 
propriation bills. Last year in the discussion of these bills we were 
told repeatedly that ‘‘ this year’’ this thing ought not to be done. But 
now we are in another year. We are entering upon anew era. The 
distinguished gentleman who is to occupy the Presidential chair the 
next four years has not called upon me yet to give him any advice as 
to his Cabinet or policy. I do not know why he has not done so. 
Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He will call upon you. 

Mr. HORR. If he should, I could tell him there is one gentleman 
in this House who understands the Post-Office business and has shown 
it in this debate; and I am glad to find there is one Democrat who not 
only understands it, but who is willing to stand up.and declare his 
views upon it here on the floor of the House. 

‘Mr. TOWNSHEND. IhopeI will not be interrupted during the five 
minutes I am entitled to on this amendment. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr] has said rightly we have inaugurated a new era. 
We have done so right here and now, and it is an era of extravagance, 
of unnecessary appropriation of the people’s money; and I quote the 
language of the officials of the Post-Office Department in saying so. 
When the proposition that was ingrafted upon this bill was stricken 
out the Treasury of the United States Jost, according to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Michigan, over half a million of dollars. And 
the position of the Post-Office Department and of the Committee on 

and the argument used by the gentleman from Indiana 


myself could not have been more quickly sustained by its adver- | 


saries than it has been sustained by the motion of the gentleman from 
Michigan. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question 
of order. The gentleman from Illinois is lecturing the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for what it has done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I decline to be interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The Committee on Appropriations in this item 
of $15,265,000 gave every dollar that was estimated by the Depart- 


ment, out an i for the Pacific railroads, which the 
—- from Michigan admits must come out of the bill. Now, as 


is cut out of this bill the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, who this would increase rather than cut down ex- 
penditares, comes to the front with a proposition increasing the appro- 
— to the service over half a million dollars, and perhaps this 
House will sustain him in it. That is the logic of it. Our proposition 
in the bill gives the Post-Office t every cent that was asked 
for. We gave the full estimate of the Post-Office Department. 
Mr. HORR. I will ask the does the amount fixed in this 
bill under either show at all what the real expenditure will be? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir; but the Postmaster-General says if 
we Bre his estimates we will give every dollar that is needed. And 
Second Assistant says now, ‘‘ If you give us our 
estimates and adopt this new scheme, then you may deduct from this 





amount $1,000,000.’ That is just what the Appropriations Committee 
did. The gentlemen who opposed the proposition all insisted that our 
scheme was increasing the expenditures, and now upon the heel of that 
declaration one of the principal opponents of the proposition comes in 
and asks that we shall give an additional sum of over half a million 
dollars. Was an instance ever seen where the champion of the oppo- 
sition has so quickly and so readily confessed that his opponent was 
right? By his action he now admits we were right in declaring that 
the scheme brought about economy and reduction instead of an increase. 
The gentleman is compelled to take the back track; he is compelled to 
go back upon his argument, for we in our scheme gave every dollar the 
Department asked. And now you come in and demand, after that pro- 
vision has been stricken out, that we shall give over half a million more. 

Now by striking out that provision, according to the confession of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] himself, the Treasury loses 
over half a million dollars that will go down into the pockets of the 
stockholders of the railroad companies, and the Second Assistant Post- 
maiter-General brands the appropriation as ‘‘an unnecessary use of the 
public money.’’ I leave it for this committee to determine whether 
they will adopt the gentleman’s amendment or not. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word of 
the amendment. I want to be heard for a few moments at this point. 

There are now six appropriation bills, large ones, pending, and four 
of them in the hands of subcommittees: The fortification bill, which 
appropriates over $7,000,000; the naval appropriation bill, which has 
just reached the full committee, and which appropriates $30,000,000; 

the sundry civil bill, which is in the hands of a subcommittee, and which 
appropriates $32,000,000; the deficiency bill, appropriating $3,000,000, 
also in the hands of a subcommittee; the legislative, judicial, and ex- 
ecutive appropriation bill, which is on the House Calendar and not 
acted upon; the Post-Office appropriation bill, now under consideration; 
and the other appropriation bills in the Senate and not sent to the Pres- 
ident—only one little bill appropriating $310,000 having yet gone to 
the President. 

There are but sixteen legislative days remaining in which to act upon 
these bills. In the last Congress it took nineteen days to pass the num- 
ber of bills now unacted upon here, and yet we are frittering away our 
time and necessitating an extra session of Congress. 

Mr. HORR. What of it? 

Mr. BAYNE. And, Mr. Chairman, it looks to me, although dis- 
claimers have been made, as if there is a contrived plan here to force 
an extra session. It looks to me as if it were the purpose of the men 
who are delaying the appropriation bills to dump them in on the Senate 
at the end of the session, too late for action and then try to put upon 
the Senate the blame of making an extra session necessary. Where is 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations found urging this 
legislation? What hasy:ome of the promises made before the session 
began, that the Committee on Appropriations wouid sit before the con- 
vening of Congress and during the recess, so as to perfect the appro- 
priation bills and have them ready for the action of the House? Noth- 
ing ready, nothing acted upon; yet we spend hour after hour here in 
endless discussion. o 

Here is your Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads proposing new 
legislation, when you know that the Senate will strike out every bit of 
new legislation that you put into this bill—everything that changes 
existing law. You have that notice, and yet you introduce this new 
legislation into this bill. Why do you introduce it? I can see no 
other purpose lying back of this than a design on the part of the Demo- 
cratic members of Congress to delay legislation so as to remain here and 
be in Washington when the new President takes his seat, so that they 
may go to him and make appeals for appointments to office, and thus 
avoid the necessity of pilgrimages from their homes under circumstances 
which might make it less likely that they would be granted the favors 
they seek. I see in this action a determined purpose on the part of the 
majority of the House to force an extra session of Congress; but the 
country does not want an extra session, and the country will hold this 
Democratic majority responsible if there shall be one. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thegentleman is unnecessarily alarmed; there 
will be no extra session. There is no danger of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I regret to have occasion to say one 
other word in reference to this bill; but my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] has, I think, been doing great injustice to his colleagues 
on this floor. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] moves that 
the amount estimated by the Post-Office Department as necessary for 
the next fiscal year shall be inserted in this bill. That estimate was 
made under the law of 1873; the rates in that law were reduced 10 per 
cent. on the motion of the gentleman from Indiqpa [Mr. HoLMAN] dur- 
ing a period of great financial distress in 1876, and that reduction was 
followed, upon the recommendation of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions (I having charge of the bill), by an additional reduction of 5 per 
cent. That is the law that Congress wes content to act under in a pe- 
riod of great financial pressure, and we have gone on with it from that 
time until the present; and now at this late hour, when we are embar- 

rassed from lack of time to consider properly a proposed revolution in 
the moge of compensating the railroads, the result of which, as to the 
amount of expenditure it would involve, is certainly debatable, my 
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friend from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], assuming his own conclusions 
to be absolutely correct, and ignoring and contemning the conclusions 
of honest and reputable associates upon this floor, stigmatizes them as 
secking to squander the public funds. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I never 
made any such expression. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I will withdraw that remark for the sake of 
being allowed # go on without interruption. 

Now the gentleman from Michigan offers an amendment in the terms 
of theestimate. It has rarely happened that gentlemen on either side, 
when in control of legislation here, have asked for the amount of the 
estimates, and on this item, so far as I know, they have always gone 
below the estimate. But the gentleman from Illinois, refasing to fol- 
low his own practice upon the subject and the practice of both sides of 
the House, prefers to let the estimate stand, te magnify the accusation 
against bis associates on this floor. I submit that the gentleman is not 
dealing liberally and kindly with us. If he thinks the amount esti- 
mated for is too large and will ask to reduce it, I will co-operate with 
him. 

The gentleman from Michigan has repeatedly stated that the law 
fixes the compensation to be paid to the railroads; there is no room for 
any discussion upon that point. It is a matter of weight—so much 
per pound. If the railroads do not carry enough to carn the whole 
amount appropriated, the money will be unexpended. If the appro- 
priation should not be sufficient to pay for the amount actually car- 
ried, the Government will be bound to recognize the deficit in a de- 
ficiency bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on pending amendments is exhausted. 
As the Chair understands, the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I renew the pro forma amendment. 
I think the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] does not present 
this case exactly as it should be presented. Of course there may be 
some facts which are not generally understood. There was a fixing of 
compensation of railroads in the act of March 3, 1873, but that act, 
in the face of reduced wages of labor and a gencral reduction of prices 
throughout the country, increased enormously the rates to be paid to 
the railroad corporations—increased those rates beyond the compensa- 
tion paid during the whole period of the war and the era of inflation 
immediately following. The only effect of the acts of 1877 and 1878 
was a reduction of 15 per cent. upon the previous extravagant rates, 
the first act making 10 per cent. reduction and the second 5 per cent. 
reduction. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have bat little time, but I must yield to my 
friend. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman himself had charge of the appropri- 
ation bill in 1876, and asked for a reduction of only 10 per cent.; and 
it was conceded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was a reduction of 20 per cent.; and that 
was a compromise between the two Houses. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all; my friend reported it from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations as an original proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think the gentleman will find it was 20 per cent. 
that we compromised on then. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, after a lapse of ten years I will not under- 
take to say who is correct in this matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I will run the risk myself, if the gentleman is 
so confident. [Laughter.] But like to be cautious in my statements. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the fact is manifest that the increase for the 
coming year over the present: year, if we appropriate on the basis of the 
present yer, must be over $3,000,000. I think gentlemen have not 
looked into this subject of the increase in the cost of transporting mails 
by railroad. I wish to call attention to the amounts paid during the 
last four years. For 1882 the appropriation for this service was $10,- 
914,282; for 1883, $12,681,000; for 1884, $13,275,000; for 1885, $14,- 
375,000. The estimate for the coming year is $17,559,205, an increase 
of $3,184,205 over the present year; so that, according to this rate of 
increase, the appropriation which we shall be called upon to make next 
year for this service will be more than $20,000,000. Gentlemen must 
see that (his increase of expenditure must be arrested. Certainly we 
know that this is not a legitimate and honest increase. 

Gentlemen must certainly be aware, if they will take the weighing 
over any road of which they have knowledge, that the t defect is the 
one we have been ape possible to correct. From this system frauds 
upon the Government have resulted. My attention is called to the case 
of a single road where, upon a recent weighing, the weight was run up 
from 5,000 pounds to 18,000 pounds per day, although there was no 
reason to suppose any very material increase of business since the last 
weighing; and on the basis of this increased weight that road is now 
being paid. Idesire to arrest in some small degree this extraordinary 
increase in the charges for this service. We are now paying $25 per 
mile per annum for the transportation of each 2,000 poundgof mail 
matter daily over and above 5,000 pounds. 
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Iask the committee to consent to reduce that to $20 permile. Gen- 
tlemen will see the enormous increase is on the great trunk lines. | 
know when they do a large amount of business they can afford to carry 
the largely increased body of mails on a lower basis than a less amount. 
I hope the committee will consent to reduce that excess of 2,000 pounds 
of daily transportation over and above 5,000 pounds from $25 down to 

20—that at least ought to be insisted upon by my colleague on this 
committee—and Jimit the amount paid to any railroad corporation to 
$600 per mile peryear. The basis fixed a few yearsago was $300. This 
act of the 3d of March, 1873, removed that limitation of $300 per mile 
and left us without any limit, so that you are paying beyond $1,000 
per mile per annum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer as an amendment the following. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the pro forma amend 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer my two propositions together, 
which I ask to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this offered as a substitute? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; but asan amendment in addition to the pend- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provifted, however, That the pay per mile for transportation of the mails by rail- 
roads shall not exceed $20 for each additional 2,000 pounds transported in addi- 
tion to the 5,000 pounds of mail matter transported aily by any railroad under 
the provisions of section 4002 of the Revised Statutes, and the pay for transport- 
ing the mails by any railroad shall not exceed $600 per mile per annum, and the 
second clause of said section is amended omeeeey Provided further, That 
railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in whole or in part by land 
grants made by Congress, on the condition that the mails should be transported 
over their roads at such price as Congress by law should direct, and the railroad 
companies incorporated under the provisions of an act entitled “‘An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for pos- 
tal, military,and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862, shall hereafter receive 
for the transportation of the mails over their respective railroads only 80 per 
cent. of the compensation authorized by this act; and the said act approved July 
1, 1862, and all actg amendatory thereof,are hereby amended to conform to the 
fo: ing provisions; but the right of the United States to further amend said 
act, oPAany act amendatory thereof, is expressly reserved. All acts and parts of 
acts inconsistent or in conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tocall attention, if gentlemen will allow me, 
to the fact that this last proposition simply extends the postal laws to 
the Union Paeific Railroad. It puts that railroad under the same law 
which regulates the transportation of mails over the other land-grant 
railroads. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in regard to the first 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana I am disposed to favor it, 
and under his explanation the second proposition too. Upto 1873 the 
maximum rate paid to first-class railroads for carrying the mails was 
$300 per mile per annum. When night service was performed on such 
rate 20 per cent. might be added, so that no road for any service could 
receive more than $375 per mile per annum for this service up to 1873. 
That year the law was changed and a different mode was adopted for 
compensating the railroad companies for transporting the mails. Un- 
der that law the compensation to some of the first-class roads reached 
$1,000, and more than $1,000, a mile, which was a change in a single 
year. 

I remember, in an investigation made by the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Post-Office Department during the Forty-fourth Congress, 
soon after this change was made, it was developed a single road south 
of the lakes, carrying mails for $75a mile, was under that act given $750 
a mile for carrying the mails. 

Other changes subsequently took place in the law, and each time we 
have been told in the interest of economy. Now the maximum paid 
to the largest of these roads I am informed is over $2,000 a mile. Soin 
eleven years the rate of compensation has been increased nearly four- 
fold. Fortunately for the country, I think, on a question of order an- 
other change was stricken from the bill this morning that would have 
greatly augmented the pay of these first-class roads, and in my judg- 
ment would have increased it to not less than $3,000 per mile per an- 
num. 

I think the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana is in 
the right direction, and it is the right thing that the House should sus- 
tain it. Certainly $600 a mile ought to be sufficient compensation. 
Under the new plan of compensation it is to have a minimum 
rate of speed, and to increase the compensation if the speed is increased. 
It is proposed, too, to fix as part of the basis the car-space occupied and 
the number of tri 

Mr. BINGHAM, That is out on a point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Kit is in the existing law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are simply paid on weight. 

Mr. REAGAN. Various kinds of i ious machinery are used to 
multiply the price of railroads for carrying the mails. They ought to 


be properly compensated. I know it has been said in justification of 


this that improvements have been made in the service by providing 
postal railway clerks whose duty it is to distribute the mails as they 
pass along without the necessity of delaying them by distribution at 
various points. There is an advantage in that, and due allowance ought 
to be made for it. But I undertake to say that there is no railway in 
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i andi f any kind that can 
i ntry carrying passengers or merchandise of any 
i oa annum carrying one, two, or three cars. 
[Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. HORR. The gentleman is mistaken; if he will figure it out he | 


i is mistaken. ; 
wi CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will recognize the gentleman to oppose 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘That was my purpose in rising. 

The CHAIRMAN. This, being an amendment to an amendment, is 
subject to ten minutes’ debate, and the (hair recognizes the gentleman 

ive minutes in 0 ition. ; 

ie “CANNON ‘ om temporarily absent, Mr. Chairman, when this 
amendment was proposed by the gentleman. I have noticed it, how- 
ever, at the Clerk’s desk, and I see it contains a provision that the pay 
of no railroad for the transportation of the mails shall exceed $600 per 
mile per annum. 


If gentlemen present will understand what the law is they will find | 
that this amendment is not in the direction ofeconomy but is abso- | 
lutely in the direction of extravagance; and I can demonstrate it in a | 
moment. Section 4002 of the Revised Statutes provides what the com- | 


pensation of railroads shall be up to 5,000 pounds per mile per annum, 
or at the rate of $200 per mile. Then for every 2,000 pounds of mail 
matter in excess of 5,000 pounds provision is made for payment at the 
rate of $25 per ton per mile per annum. — In other words, you pay for 
the additional matter not more than one-fourth of what is paid for the 
first 5,000 pounds. 


Now, the result of the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman | 


from Indiana will be to take these mails and distribute them among 
the various roads at the highest price; whereas if you allow the mails 
to seek the roads where they would naturally go, the roads being will- 
ing (not all the time, but generally) to carry them, you get the bulk of 
your mail carried at the lower rate, or $25 per ton per mile per annum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me a mo- 
ment? I ask if that can be done without the connivance, and the dis- 
honest connivance, of the railroad officials ? 


Mr. CANNON. Another thing: There are many gentlemen who | 
want an appropriation for special mail facilities under the present law | 
to roads which get all of the compensation that is provided by the stat- 
ute to which I have referred. You take $250,000 to get fast-mail fa- | 


cilities from New York city south. Nearly every dollar of that appro- 
priation is spent 0.1 Southern roads. 


Take this mail train from New York west to Chicago, to Milwaukee, | 


to Minneapolis, to Portland, Oreg., to Omaha, and to San Francisco, and 
you get fast mail there without a dollar expended for special mail fa- 


cilities; and how? Simply owing to the fact that the Post-Oftice De- | 


t masses the mail at the cheaper rate on a given line of road. 

The Department says to the rail companies, ‘‘ Take this mail and 
give us a certain speed, and we vill massthe mail on your road.’’ The 
Department can save money by the operation, and although by mass- 
ing the mail on a given line of roac at the cheaper rate it may increase 
the pay of the road $1,000 or $2,500 per annum, still the entire bulk of 
the mail is carried at the cheaper rate, and the Department gets fast- 
mail facilities without the expenditure of a dollar. (On the contrary, 
it saves the expenditure of large sums of money. 

In other words, under wise administration it is cheaper to give fast- 
mail service to the people than it is to give slow service and divide the 
bulk of the mails among the different parallel linus of railway. But 
the moment you cut the appropriation down to $600 per mile per an- 
num good-by to your cheaper carriage, and good-by to your fast-mail 
trains. It cuts the service up by the roots. Now I am not in favor of 
pee we pay so as to compel them to accept an unfair price. I 
doubt whether generally they get too much or any too large a price for 
the service now; but I want to pay for the service what it is fairly worth. 
In conclusion, I do beg of gentlemen that they will not come here and 
seek to cripple the service that has been settled by wise administration 
under existing law for nearly fifteen years without sufficient investiga- 


tion, because when they do they will find that great damage is done to 
the country at 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate upon this amendment to the amend- 
ment is exhausted. The Chair can not entertain any other amendment 
= the ing amendments are aes of. There is an amend- 

in second degree — ess the gentleman from Indian: 
withdraw it. ies of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘ Vote !’’] , te ee 
oe, earaate ‘ a us have a vote. 
CHAI LN. question is upon the amendment to the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were ayes 22. Be- 
fore the oper was counted, 

Mr. HO said: Iwill not insist upon a further count, as I think 
the sentiment of the House is manifestly against the measure. 


toed -— eo mee demanded) the amendment to the amend- 


Mr. HOLMAN. I nowask the House, and I suppose there will be no 
objection to it, to adopt the last provision of the amendment, putting 
| the Union Pacitic system on the same footing as the other land-grant 
roads in this country. I think even my friend from Michigan will not 
| object to that. 
| Mr. HORR. Why, it is the most useless thing in the world to do, 
| and the gentleman knows it. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I offer it then as a separate proposition. The gen- 
| tleman knows as well as any other gentleman upon the floor, that we 
| have no law imposing any limitation whatever upon the transportation 
of the mails on the Union Pacific system of roads. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. We have a decision of the Supreme Court in the 
| last week. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the decision of the Supreme Court, as well as 
| the Court of Claims, is to the effect that we have not extended the sys- 

tem to embrace these roads; in other words, that we have no law which 
applies to them in this respect. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is not now in 
| order for the gentleman to offer the proposition which he has just sub- 
mitted, since it has been already rejected by the committee. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Not that proposition, Mr. Chairman, but combined 
with another. This proposition is simply a part of the proposition for- 
merly submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee rejected both propositions by the 
vote on the question which was submitted. The gentleman could have 
| called for a division of the propositions but he did not doso. They 

were both submitted to the committee and were both rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I! was not bound to call fora division. Does the 
Chair decide that when a proposition is submitted, which contains two 
substantive propositions, and they are voted down together, you can not 
offer as an amendment any portion of the matter voted down? I sub- 
mit that that is done every day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that when two substantive prop- 
ositions are submitted to the committee in one vote and they are voted 
down, it is not in order to submit one of them again. It was in order 
to demand—and the rules provide for a division of substantive propo- 

| sitions if demanded; but the gentleman from Indiana failed to ask for 
that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not appeal from the decision of the Chair, be- 
cause the matter is not of sufficient moment, perhaps, to justify an ap- 
peal. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to strike out the last word. 

I do not think my usually well-informed friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] was advised of the amount of work that the Committee 
| on Appropriations have already accomplished, or of the condition of the 

business of the House or of the Senate either, when he sought to make 
an attack upon the action of that committee. This Post-Office appro- 
priation bill has been pending before this House over ten days. It was 
kept back during all last. week by the bill the gentleman himself has 
been pressing. I think that he himself owes it to the House to give 
an explanation of what has occurred in keeping back an important ap- 
propriation bill such as this in order to push the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. BAYNE. But I desire that the gentleman shall not misrepre- 
sent me. I voted against my own committee to take up this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am glad to hear that the gentleman appre- 
ciated the importance of this bill. But what I want to say is this: 
We have now two bills before the House, the present Post-Office ap- 
priation bill and the bill making appropriations for the legislative, 
judicial, and executive expenses of the Government. ‘The bill 1 have 
last mentioned is the most voluminous bill that comes from our com- 
mittee. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] It has more items in it and 
more pages in it than any other bill. I hope these demands fora vote 
will not come out of my time. 

I want to let the gentleman further understand that the Committee 
on Appropriations have sent to the Senate two bills that they have not 
yet taken any final action upon. So the Senate has abundance to do 
in disposing of those appropriation bills whilst we are maturing this 
bill. é 

The Committee on Appropriations is pressing every day for action 
upon this bill. During the last two days the time of the House has 
been frittered away in my judgment by very frivolous motions and pre- 
texts. 

A MEMBER. Mr. Cleveland has been counted in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Appropriations is doing its 
utmost to press action upon its bills. I want fo say about the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] that I in 
tended no reflection on any member of this House by the remarks which 
I made to which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLoUNT] took ex- 
ception. Iam satisfied, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Georgia 
had understood that proposition as I believe I understand it, and as | 
believe the officers of the Post-Office Department do, I would have found 
in him a strong and potent champion of it on this floor, because I am 
satisfied he would have been impelled by his love of economy to seek 
its adoption. 
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I wish also to say that the amendment of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan is not so far out of the way as I feared it was at the start. The 
defeat of the proposition stricken out of this bill does render necessary 
a large increase in the appropriation, provided you desire to give the 
estimates of the Department. The Committee on Appropriations pro- 





vided every dollar the Department estimated for. That was the point 
I wanted to make. We took the estimates of the Department, and 
under the advice of the Department we cut down those estimates 
$1,000,000, provided this proposition should be adopted. 


The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to know if the committee talks 
all of the time, and does not vote at all, whether wecan avoid an extra 
session of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota parliamentary inquiry. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I submit that in the discussion which shall take 
place on this bill in the fature gentlemen should be confined to the bill 
and not be allowed to discuss the question whether their side of the 
House or the Senate is responsible for delay. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Or that side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that it be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 61 and 62, strike out “ $15,265,000" and insert “ $14,010,000." 


Also, at the end of line 66, insert the following: *“ For railway postal-car serv 
ice, $1,765,026.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. NICHOLLS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 153, insert : . 
‘For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $266,764.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point of 
order on the amendment. He will please state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the amendment be read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order that there is no law 
authorizing the appropriation and that it does not retrench expendi- 
tures. 

Mr. NICHOLAS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia 
on the point of order. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. That amendment is in the precise language of the 
present law. In the last session a similar amendment was offered to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill and was ruled out upon the point of 
order. The bill went to the Senate, and it was there amended as had 
been proposed in the House, and this amendment is in the precise lan- 
guage of the law as it nowexists. Therefore, while at the last session 
the point was probably well taken, yet surely it is not so now, because 
this amendment is the law just asitstands. This increase is n ‘ 
There is no question about that. Unless this amendment be adopted 
we get no fast-mail service at the South. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, this same amendment was 
offered at the last session, and the same point of order was made and 
was sustained. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. But the law was not then as it is now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Theyearbeforean appropriation had been made 
for this service, and last year the question was raised and this amend- 
ment was decided to be out of order. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, thisamendment is drawn word for word 
like the existing law; it follows to the letter the law that is now upon 
the statute-book. 

Mz, MILLS. But not for next year. 

ie TOWNSHEND. Ido not care to detain the Chair upon this 
point, but if he has any doubt whatever about it I refer him to the 
RECORD to show that at the last session the same proposition was sub- 
mitted, and was ruled out on the point of order. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. But that was for the reason I have stated. The 
law was not then as it is now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to see the decision that 
was made upon this point by the presiding officer at the last session. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I understand the fact to be that 
the amendment was ruled out last year on the point of order. . It was 
then carried to the Senate, which never puts any new legislation on a 
bill, and there it was put upon the bill. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I have stated that fact. 

_Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I admit that my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] is correct in saying that this was stricken out of 
the bill last year; but I doubt if it was done on the same ground. It 
went to the Senate and they put it in the bill, and then it was voted 
upou and indorsed by this House by a large majority. Now, I think 
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the House is entitled to go on and do this year what it did last: but | 
may be mistaken about'that, for if there is anything that I know less 
about than anotherit is what is permissible under ourrules. [Laugh 


ter. 

ite. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I want simply to state that 
this amendment was put upon the same ground last year that it js 
placed upon now; so that it comes before the Chair under the same cir- 
cumstances as last year. The year before last an appropriation had 
been made for this purpose, and it was in the bill of that year; yet, 
when this point was made upon the amendment last year, and the same 
reasons were urged against it thatare urged now, the Chair decided, as 
the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Horr] admits, that as the amend- 
ment was new legislation, and was not in the interest of economy, it 
must be ruled out. Then the bill went tothe Senate, and there th 
amendment was puton. The appropriation of the current year is con- 
fined to the current year; it makes no law for the future. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has some hesitation in deciding on 
questions of order of this kind from the fact—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. If the Chair will permit me, I desire to say a word 
as to the point of order. Under the third paragraph of the rule, no 
amendment is in order upon a general appropriation bill providing for 
any expenditure not previously authorized by law “unless in contin- 
uation of appropriations for such public worksand objects as are already 
in progress.’ Thatis one of the exceptions. Now, this is a continua- 
tion of an appropriation for a public object, which is already in prog- 
ress. And, besides, what is the existing law, Mr. Chairman? Why, 
the Postmaster-General has the right to contract, and make expendi- 
tures, for necessary and special facilities on trunk lines. He has that 
power to-day, and this is a continuation of the appropriation for that 
purpose; and if there was no general law which said that he might do 
that, still, until that annual provision is repealed, it constitutes from 
year to year an existing law; and when it was passed it repealed any 
implication to the contrary that might exist from absence of specific 
provision in the general law. Therefore there is nothing in existing 
law inconsistent with such an appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state that he felt some 
hesitation in passing upon points of order of this kind from the fact 
that there is a pe disposition on the part of members to decide such 
a question as this upon its merits rather than upon the merits of the 
point of order; so that the Chair may be overruled when he is right 
and the committee wrong. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to know whether itis parliamentary fo: 
the Chair to undertake to state the reasons for the votes of members 0! 
the committee. ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not done so; but, if the gentle- 
man desires, the Chair will withdraw any statement that may be re- 
garded as of that character. As this question is not free from doubt, 
and in order to give the committee an opportunity to pass upon the 
proposition on its merits, the Chair will overrule the point of order. 
The question is upon the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. NICHOLLS. ] 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word upon this sub- 
ject of special mail facilities. The sums appropriated for this purpose 
heretofore have been generally expended in the portions of the country 
where the railroads make very few trips and at a slow rate of speed, 
except the expenditure in the city of New York, where trains must go 
out carrying the mail and nothing else. Of course, where that is re- 
quired there must be some extra compensation, or else the railroads 
would not consent to adopt the schedule of time and stoppages required 
by the Post-Office Department. 

But most of the expenditure for this purpose has been made at the 
South, where trains are slow, where the towns are comparatively small, 
and where it is desirable to have more rapid communication with the 
great commercial centers of the country; and I think it will be profit- 
able to the committee if they will it me to read a statement of the 
expenditures of this character in the present fiscal year. Only three 
roads at the North have received compensation from this appropriation 
The road between New York and Springfield, Mass., received 
$17,647, and the same road ap in another place to have received 
$25,000. The road between Philadelphia and timore has received 
$20,000. This makes a total of something over $62,000 of this money 
expended in the North. The expenditure of this character is so sma!! 
in that section because the trains there generally run at a greater speed 
than in the southern portion of the country, and when you get south of 
Masonand Dixon’s line you find that the balance, $185,000, has been ex- 
pended there upon Southern lines. The Southern lines which this 
money is are those from Bay View to Quantico, from 
Quantico to Ri from Richmond to Petersburg, from Petersburg 

to Weldon, from Weldon to Wilmington, from Wilmington to Florence, 
from Florence to Charleston Junction, from Charleston Junction to Sa- 
vannah, from Savannah to Jacksonville, and from Baltimore to Hagers- 
town. 

This is a recapitulation in brief of the expenditure of this particular 
sum appropriated for extraordinary facilities on trunk lines. I think 
this is money well expended. I know it is money well expended if you 
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sider the commercial interests involved in the rapid commanication 
= great commercial centers. I hope the House will give its ap- 
ment. ; ; 
ag ee OHEND. Mr. Chairman, would it be a crime for me to 
say a word in reply in behalf of the Treasury? I have but little hope 
of preventing any increase of expenditure sought to be made on this 
bill; but I shall at I 
why I think this appropriation ought not to be made. 
In the first place, Mr. Chairman, there is not another line of railroad 


| 
| 


least keep my record consistent, and give the reasons | 


in the Union on which a single dollar of extra compensation is asked | 


for fast-mail facilities. We get fast-mail facilities in the West; you 


t them in the Southwest; and they do not cost the Treasury a single 
dollar additional. Buton this Atlantic line the demand comes up every 


vear that we shall vote over a quarter of a million of dollars in addition | 


. 


to the enormous pay these roads already receive for carrying the mails. 

I have madea computation of how much is received per mile by these 
roads that are now begging for this additional pay for furnishing fast- 
mail facilities. The link from New York to Springfield, Mass., gets 
$872 a mile under the present law. 
here and says it will not carry the mails fast unless we make this ad- 
ditional appropriation. ; ‘ 

Mr. BINGHAM. How many trains a day are there on that line? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ‘The line from Philadelphia to Baltimore—the 
Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad—receives $656.66 
per mile; yet we are asked to give additional compensation to this rich 
corporation for fast-mail facilities. Why, sir, the roads running clear 
through from New York to San Francisco give us fast-mail facilities 
without one dollar of extra compensation. 

Mr. MONEY. Does the gentleman know the rate of speed on that 
line? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [hope you will let me go on. 

Mr. MONEY. Will you allow me to ask—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will not allow any interruption. 

We have fast mails from Baltimore to Saint Louis, for which we pay 
nothing extra. We have a fast mail from New York to Saint Louis, 
for which no extra pay is allowed. The Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company, one of the wealthiest corporations in the country, says 


it will not give us fast-mail facilities unless extra pay be allowed. That | 


road is now getting $655.75 per mile for carrying the mails. 
must allow extra compensation to this poverty-stricken road. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No, sir. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I simply wish to know where you get your figures. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. From the report of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Doyou 
ae of the financial condition of the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
ruption. 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
mation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. FINDLAY. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the Committee of the Whole 
to be in order. The gentleman from Illinois must be permitted to pro- 
ceed without interruption. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The report of the Postmaster-General has ac- 
companying it a table giving the amount of mail compensation paid 
to every railroad in the United States. This report shows that last 
year the Government paid the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad $655.75 
per mile for carrying the mails. So it runs throughout. It will be 
seen by the tables that many railroads in the West furnish fast-mail 


facilities and pay less dividends to their stockholders than the roads I 
have mentioned. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
z Mr. McCOMAS. I hope my friend will bear with me. [Cries of 
Vote!”} I have rarely taken up the time of this House, and only ask 


for three minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Tae gentleman will proceed. Does the gentle- 
? 


= submit an amendment ? 
tr. MCCOMAS. Yes; I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to see the plan of 
sma te payment of railway mail transportation by speed, weight, and 


Yet we 


It is a most extraordinary place to get such infor- 


I hope the Chair will give me protection. 
I think you need protection in making such astate- 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLmaN] who strongly opposed 
pn Wan One year ago now reports it favorably. It is an experiment, 
$y the very strong argument ‘by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Horr] should make us critical. But this committee have taken 
pa step backward in cutting off the appropriation of $250,000 for spe- 
ofthese mee swe very inivestigation of them testifies to the value 
commission of experts who recommended the new system of pay- 

ing for railway mails, the Postmaster-General and Second Assistant Post- 
master-General who advise the new system, all insist that the special 


Yet that line, among others, comes | 


to the Postmaster-General’s report for an | 
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mail facilities we now have be preserved in « 
tem. 

The report of the commission says that the Postmaster-General of 
Great Britain has power to call on any railway to ruy trains exclusively 
carrying mails, with such stoppages and speed as he may designate, pay- 
ing higher special rates therefor, and adds that the day is not far dis- 
tant when our country will do the same thing mm | 

The commission say it is now only practicable for our Postal Depart- 
ment to contribute itsshare in maintaining trains as nearly as possible 
similar in characte ree R 

Postmaster-General Gresham, justly praised on the other side of this 
House, strongly recommended these special mail facilities and arranged 


mnection with the new sys- 


| their schedules for the benefit of more than half the States of the Union 





| 
| 


j 





The present Postmaster-General recommended the new system for pay- 
ing for railway mails, but recommends with it the continuance of these 
special mail trains, which he says should be extended rapidly. 

Second Assistant Postmaster-General Lyman, who is the special! ad 
vocate of the new system, advises that $266,764.50 be appropriated fox 
special facilities this year. 

Colonel Thompson, one of the commission who recommended the new 
system of payment, as Second Assistant Postmaster-General, insists that 
we must also retain the special mail facilities we have. 

The special fast mail gives us a coast-line service from Halifax and 
Boston to New Orleans, and the short span of eighty-seven miles paid 
for between Baltimoreand Hagerstown afford a fast-mail line to Roanoke 
three hundred and twenty-seven miles long, whence is afforded direct 
connection with Memphis and New Orleans. 

This branch of the postal service is one of the most important fac- 
tors in the stimulation of trade, the letters and papers conveyed con- 
cerning lands, merchandise, and business of every kind, and the inter 
change of information being followed by interchange of persons and 
commodities. 

It is proposed suddenly to take away all this, though interlinked 
with the life and business of half of the States of our country and 
though enjoyed by the people since 1873. It costs but $250,000 and re- 
pays in value to millions of our people tenfold. If we appropriate it 
we know exactly where it will be applied, and if there be any abuse of 
the system those who oppose it ought to point out what part of this 
service can be dispensed with, and wherein the uniform support of 
those special mail facilities by the Department is wrong. 

The distribution of the mail under this system is more complete than 
any ever had through the Atlantic and Gulf States and a vast interior 
country by close connections now made to reach places remote from 
special lines under schedules arranged by Postmaster-General Gresham. 
I have succeeded in having the branch of it from Baltimore to Hagers- 
town investigated in its actual workings last week. I hold in my hand 


, 7 | a report of Postmaster Adreon, of Baltimore, giving the result of Super- 
I hope the Chair will protect me from inter- | 


visor Bailey’s inspection of that route. 

The special mail train leaves Baltimore at 4.40 a. m., arrives at Ha- 
gerstown, MU., at 7.45 a. m., whence it is carrried to Roanoke, Va., at 
6 p.m. It carries mail from all mail-routes centering at Baltimore 
and arriving on the previous night, the mails from Boston, Providence, 
New Haven, and New York leaving that city at 9 p. m., and Philadel- 
phia leaving that city at midnight. Along with these go all mails of 
Baltimore received between 3.30 p.m.and 4.10 a.m. For three hun- 
dred and twenty-seven miles of Maryland, West Virginia, and Vir- 
ginia, which it traverses, it furnishes mail six hours earlier than before 

Coming northwai.l, the special mail train gathers the mail from the 
Memphis and Charleston, the East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia, 
the Selma, Rome and Dalton, the Norfolk and Western, the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Railways, and from their numerous branches and feeders. 

It saves from the long delay before experienced the mail from Corinth 
and Meridian, Miss., Decatur, Selma, and Birmingham, Ala., Knox 
ville, and Chattanooga, and Memphis. 

All these reach Baltimore at noon in time for close eastern connec- 
tion with fast-mail trains, which thus, for $15,000 only, connect the 
South and Southwest with the North and Northeast. The expense is 
trifling, the benefit far-reaching. To abandon it is to retrograde in the 
mail-service, and to deprive the people who receive little of direct Gov 
ernment aid of the little they have enjoyed, and which they ez. not 
part with except by loss to trade and commerce. This is one unusual 
branch of it which the railway advantages (in direct and lateral conne: 
tions) of Hagerstown, Md., enable the Government to reach many States 
by obtaining a special train on the Western Maryland road betwee: 
Baltimore and Hagerstown. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WASHBURN. Irenew the formal amendment to strike out the 
last word for the purposeof askingaquestion. Why is there any more 
propriety for paying for this fast mail under discussion than for the fast 
mail from New York tothe West ? 

Mr. HORR. Simply because the mails going West aggregate three 
and four times and in some places twenty times, as they do going over 
these Southern roads, and they can afford for the price they now get to 
give extra : . They can not do it for a smaller amount. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are always sure of a full load. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to correct a statement made 
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by the honorable chairman of the subcommittee in charge of this bill 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND]. I intended to do it when he was upon the floor 
for fear some one might attach some importance to it. I was unable 
to do it then andewill do it now. He said we had a fast mail by the 
Pacific railroads with an average speed of eighteen miles an hour. We 
did appropriate three years ago $200,000 for the purpose of establishing 
a fast mail to San Francisco, but the Postmaster-General had that money 
covered back into the Treasury, because these roads said they could not 
afford to give it to us at that rate. Thatis the reason why we have not 
a fast mail there. 

We have a slow mail there, a very slow mail; and I submit to the 
House when the commercial benefits derived are so much in excess of 
the expenditure, we can not with any propriety to the business of the 
country restrict it. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘“‘Vote!’’] I withdraw the 
formal amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to correct the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi. The Postmaster-General in his report, which I have before me, 
alleges he has secured fast-mail service from New York by way of Chi- 
cago to San Francisco without the cost to the Government of one single 
dollar. He states that he puts the mails down in San Francisco, by 
arrangement made with the Union and Central Pacific Railroads, one 
day in advance of ordinary time of travel, without the payment of a 
single extra dollar. 

The question recurred on Mr. NICHOLLS’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 31. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For inland transportation by star routes, $5,700,000. 


Mr. HORR. I move to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘ nine.’’ 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] If the committee wants to vote, all right; 
I will not detain it. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 36. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my friend will withdraw the point of 
no quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. At the gentleman’s instance, I do. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For railway post-office clerks, $4,482,300. 


Mr. HORR. I move tostrike out ‘' $4,482,300”’ and insert ‘‘$4,682,- 
309.”’ 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before the vote is had on that let us know 
whether that increase is for an increase of the number of postal clerks or 
of the salaries of the number now provided by law. 

Mr. HORR. It is the amount needed to put sufficient service on the 
new roads which have been already built and will go into operation dur- 
ing the next year. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And is not to operate to in salaries? 

Mr. HORR. No,sir. The Postmaster-General esti that it will 
take every dollar of it to provide for the increase in the service for the 
coming fiscal year. 

Mr. RYAN. The salaries are already fixed by law in amount, and 
can not be increased. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 95, noes 
51 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General; For manufacture of adhe- 
sive postage-stamps and of newspaper and periodical stamps, $174,000. That 
upon all matter of the first class, as defined by chapter 180 of the law of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1879, entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year cake une 30, 1880, and 
for other papers and by that act declared subject to postage at the rate of 3 
cents for each half ounce or fraction thereof, postage shall be charged, on and 
after the Ist day of July, 1885, at the rate of 2 cents for each ounce or fraction 
thereof; and upon all matter of the second class as defined by said act,and by 
that act declared subject to postage at the rate of 2 cents for each pound or frac- 
tion thereof, shall be charged, on and after the Ist day of July, 1885, except as pro- 
vided in section 25 of said act approved March 3, 1879, 1 cent for each pound or 
fraction thereof; and all acts, so far as they fix a different rate of pontage 


herein provided upon such first and second class matter, are to that extent hereby 
repealed on and after July 1, 1885. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. On the part of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and by direction of the committee, I am authorized to submit the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 9, after the word “ thereof,” in line 192, strike out all that follows 
down to and including line 202 and in lieu thereof insert : 

“That upon all publications of the second class, except as provided in section 25 
of said act, when sent by the publisher thereof and from the office of publication 
to bona fide subscribers, or when sent from a news agency to actual subscribers 
thereto, or to other news agents, shall, on and after July 1, 1885, be entitled to 
transmission through the mails at 1 cent a pound, or fraction 
age to be prepaid, as now provided by law: i however, 
of second-class publications may mail sample copies of such pu at the 
rate of 1 cent for each four ounces, or ional part thereof, to po arg by or- 
dinary stamps affixed thereto, and all acts, so far as they fix a t rate of 
postage than herein provided upon such first and second class matter are to that 
extent hereby repealed on and after July 1, 1885.” 
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Mr. LONG. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois whether he wi]| 
accept the following amendment to the amendment which I am requested 
tooffer. It simply authorizes the sender of a newspaper or other pub- 
lication to mark any article to which particular attention is desired 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the amendment proposed 
by the tleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the amendment just read : 

“And any article or item in any newspaper or other publication may be marked 
for observation, except by written or printed words, without increase of postage 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. For my own part I have no objection to that 

Mr. LONG. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have 
no objection to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is right. 

Is an amendment now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks thisamendment tothe amend- 
ment should be voted upon separately. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Before that question is put I wish to be 
heard a moment upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment just 
submitted must be voted upon separately by the committee, as the 
gentleman from Illinois states that he has no authority to accept it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam not authorized by the committee to do so 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, before the vote is taken upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, I wish to say a word or 
two. Ido not know but that the amendment submitted by the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill is sufficiently restrictive as applied to 
newspapers and periodicals sent to actual subscribers on which it is 
proposed to reduce the postage. So far as the reduction on such matter 
goes I have no objection to it. But a vast deal of rubbish is sent 
through the mail under the guise of newspapers and periodicals, and 
to this class of matter the reduction ought not to extend. I think we 
should guard against letting in anything but established newspapers 
sent to regular subscribers and periodicals regularly issued to actual 
subscribers. The proposed change reduces transportation on papers to 
$20 per ton across the continent, while for letters it amounts at the rate 
of 2 cents per ounce or fraction thereof to $640 perton. The difference 
is very great, and it seems to me the reduction on letters is sustained 
by better reasons than the reduction upon newspapers. 

Before taking my seat, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word in re- 
sponse to the opinion expressed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads in his report on this question, and to dis- 
sent in toto from the opinion expressed by him therein. I read from 
that report: 

That postage upon written and printed matter is not a pay for service by the 
Government, but a tax, levied as imposts and excises are, for the genera! pur- 
pose of revenue. 

I ask the gentleman under what clause of the Constitution a tax of 
that kind could be levied? Certainly not under the clause providing 
for the apportionment of direct taxes, nor under the uniformity clause. 
It is in nosensea tax. It is compensation for a specific service; and I 
think that the compensation ought to be sufficient to pay on the aver- 
age the cost of the transportation whether of newspapers and periodi- 
cals or anything else. I do not believe in taxing one industry or one 
business to give more profit to another. On the assumption, therefore, 
that 1 centa pound will cover the cost of mail transportation of regu- 
larly issued newspapers and periodicals—— [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 
“Vote ! ae 

I shall not be taken off the floor by a call for a vote from that side of 
the House. You will require to have a quorum to do it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is in 
order, and the committee is out of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have occupied no time on this bill be- 
fore, and I deem this an important matte’, especially as expenditures for 
postal service already largely exceed the postal revenues. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Waive) 
states that he rises to a question of order. He will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is due to every gentleman while 
ing to have the attention of this House; and I make the point that 
shall be order while the gentleman is speaking. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so decided. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no desire to take up time, but I do 
not pro} to be taken off my feet by the demand of anybody for a 
vote. But I havesaid all I desire tosay; and believing the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois who has charge of the bill imposes sufli- 
cient restriction, I do not desire to say any more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on the amendment submitted by the gentleman from I1Ii- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] on behalf of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I submit on behalf of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations another amendment which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


pted add the following : 
After the ansendmens ies ot contracts for the manufacture of postage-stamps, | 


her tal securities, the Secretary of the 
stamped envelo ie postal ead, eed i cabent bids for the manufacture of 
Treasury be,and he ts nvelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities, by 
oe rin and Printing of the Treasury Department, which bids 
the Bureas jen competition with bids from private parties ; but provided | 
shall be conside diameanl may reject any and all the bids of private parties | 
— J es or any of them, upon the bid of the Secretary of the 
ee ve his judgment it shall be for the best interests of the Govern- | 


ment.” 
i is iment offered by | 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amen ’ 
as gumenen from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND}. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. If there be no objection to it, let it be adopted 
without debate. 


amendment was adopted. : : 
ue TOWNSHEND. I ask to have printed in the Recor» a letter | 
from the Third Assistant Postmaster-General in relation to this matter. 
There was no — 
r i ows: 
The letter 1s as wo Post-OFrricse DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1885, 


. i ipt of yours of the 3lst ultimo, and have to thank you for the 
poamgt and favoraibe saaamee in which you have actéd upon the suggestions 
contained in my letter of the 29th ultimo. ; 

I am glad to know that you are already prepared to manufacture the adhesive 
postage-stamps and postal cards, the contracts for which expire on the 30th of 
June next, and that youthink that the stamped envelopes, which are under con- 
tract until September 30, 1886, can be included in my general plan of having all 
postal securities done by your bureau, provided the same can be performed as 
cheaply as by responsible private parties. Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Casilear, who 
were kind enough to respond to my request made of you on the 29th ultimo for 
a personal conference, aud to whom I suggested the propriety of including the 
envelopes, were somewhat doubtful as to whether you would provide facilities 
for this particular work, and your letter therefore proves to be more gratifying 

n led to expect. 

oan your inquiry as to whether there is “ any present law which will 
prohibit this (your) bureau, with the consent of the Postmaster-General and 
the Secretary of the Treasury, from submitting bids at the next letting,” I beg 
to say that under the present statutes I do not know of anything that would 
prevent you from submitting bids, or that would justify this Department in re- 
fusing to consider such bids in competition with those of private parties. So 
far from that, when the proposals for the contracts were advertised for, nearly 
four years ago, I strongly urged upon your predecessor and other officers of the 
bureau that the bureau enter into the competition. My suggestions, however, 
were unheeded, for the reasons given in your letter. You will also remember 
that I most cordially entered into the movement made by yourself some two 
years since, looking to the procurement of the work, and that I gave you all 
needed facilities for examining into the requirements of the contracts and for 
arriving at the probable cost. : 

I am very glad to hear you say now that “in any event I (you) shall feel it my 
(your) duty, withthe consent of the Secretary and Postmaster-General], to sub- 
mit estimates, in the nature of bids, of the cost of executing such classes of postal 
securities, as invitations for proposals shall be advertised from time to time.”’ 
Notwithstanding this assurance, however, I think. and doubt not you agree 
with me, that it would be better to have legislation making the matter compul- 
sory upon the Treasury Department. In the face of the reasons so strongly 
u by you for giving the bureau a monopoly of the work, I still adhere to the 
opinion I expres to Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Casilear, that you should come in 
merely as acompetitor, and that the work should not be given to you absolutely. 
Admitting the justice of much of what you say in support of your position, Iam 
yet disposed to regard the question somewhat from the standpoint of the inter- 
ests of this Department, separately considered. 

While not disputing the grounds of public policy laid down in favor of your 
bureau, and admitting the security and possession of facilities claimed in your 
favor, still I believe t there are some private concerns, notably the leading 
bank-note ¢ nies, who could with all reasonable safety be intrusted with 
the work. In the case of any such concern I do not concede your proposition 
that if the contract be taken “at a sicrifice of its pecuniary interests” there 
“ would be a constant inducement to reduce the standard of the work, and the 
safeguards which are necessary to the proper protection of the interests of the 
Government.” Toa reputable concern holding a Government contract there 
are indirect benefits—in the way of obtaining g@rk in the line of private and 
corporate securities and obligations, and also Government work for foreign 
Page he I ee Department is justly entitled to take advantage of 
in prov flor its work. 

Such advantage would inure not only to this Department, but to the General 
Government, if the work should be done more cheaply than you could do it. 
in the case of such concern as I have mentioned, there could be no inducement 
to slight the work in an artistic point of view, since the same is undertaken for 
the sake of the credit it carries with it, and bad work would be hurtful rather 
than beneficial in the way of realizing the indirect benefits which I have sug- 
gested. So woud be true of the more material part of the work, of what- 
ever nature it m . 

With regard to the security to the Government, any reputable concern may, 

I think, be relied upon to use its utmost efforts, through the best system of checks | 
| 





attainable, toward safely guarding the large monetary values represented on 
the face of the work, since, independently of the heavy penalty fixed by the 
bond, it would result in utter ruin to have any serious misadventure occur with 
the securities while in private custody. Moreover, if you will pardon the sug- 
gestion, it would be likely to serve as a wholesome incentive to enterprise and 
economy on the part of your bureau to be placed in competition with the better 
class of private concerns engaged in similar work to that done by you. AndI 
think if ot oh ney ne were required to compete for the work it would be product- 
ive of wi competition, not only in securing fair offers, but in prevent- 
ing combinationsamong private bidders with the view to securing the contract 
upon their own terms. 

bureau and private concerns will hold each other in check, and the result 
in any case is bound to be to the advantage of this Department in securing mod- 
erate prices. In any event the amendment proposed by me leaves the matter 
wholly in the hands of the Postmaster-General, and he may order the work to 
be done by oe bureau without reference to the bids of other parties; and in 
my opinion he will be likely to do this if you are not found to be too much in 
excess of other I am free to say that there are reasons looking 


to relief from oe that would incline me to give preference to 

your bureau, but not at great an expense to the postal revenue. 

rm. your suggestion that “‘ the true and wisest course would be to transfer 
work to the bureau without going through the unnecessary form of adver- 
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| tising and receiving bids’’—‘‘ upon the ground of public policy, leaving mat- 


ters ef price and other details to be adjusted between the officers of the two 
Departments,”’ I can only say that it might assist the officers of this Department 
in fixing the price to ascertain through bids recetred upon publie advertisement 
what is considered by competent authorities to be a justi compensation. If I 
may ask you to pardon another suggestion, it might prove useful also in de- 
termining whether or not work of this character can be done as cheaply and as 
well by the Government as by private parties; a question whieh, I believeshas 
been seriously disputed, and concerning the merits of which I do not pretend 
to be advised. 

Upon further consideration, I have modified my proposed amendment some- 
what, so as to read as follows 

“Provided, That at the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of post- 
age-stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities, the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to submit bids for the 
manufacture of said stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards,and other postal 
securities by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which bids shall be considered in competition with bids from private par- 
ties; but provided that the Postmaster-General may reject any or all the bids 
of private parties, and award the contracts, or any of them, upon the bid of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, if, in his judgment, it shall be for the best interests of 
the Government to do so.”’ 

The modi cation, as you will observe, does not affect the position previously 
taken with reference to your bureau, being essential only in expressly author- 


| izing the Postmaster-General to discriminate among the bids of private parties, 


In view of the important character of the work, involving, as it does, the high- 
est style of art,and underlying the very foundation of the entire postal reve- 
nues, only the bids of the most thoroughly responsible and fully equipped con- 
cerns should be considered at all, and even these latter are left to be rejected in 
favor of your bureau, absolutely at the discretion of the Postmaster-Geuneral. 

Acting upon your affirmative response to my letter of the 29th ultimo, I shall 
take immediate occasion to lay the subject before the Postmaster-General, with 
the recommendation that, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
he request favorable action upon my proposed amendment in the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill now pending before the House of Representatives. I shall alse 
request him to inclose copies of this correspondence with his recommendation, 
so that your proposal, as well as mine, if this latter be approved by him, may 
be considered by Congress. 

Before closing, I can not forbear expressing my extreme gratification at your 
statement ‘that all who are at all familiar with this work recognize.the fact 
that the rates now paid are extremely low.’ lam glad to know that the fact is 
recognized by others than myself, that not only are prices in the present con- 
tract very low, but that there have been great reductions in the cost of supplies 
furnished to this office since the beginning of my administration of its affairs, on 
the Ist of July, 1877. As an evidence of the fact, 1 beg to submit the following 
table, prepared some time since, showing the number and cost of articles fur- 
nished during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1884, as compared to the number 
and cost of those furnished during the year ended June 30, 1877, namely 


Comparative statement of supplies furnished by the office of the Third Assistant Post- 
master-General, 


Year ended June 30, 1877. Year ended June 30, 1884, 


Articles. 


Number fur- Number fur- 


nished. Cost nished. Cost. 
Postage-stamps.............+ : 704, 836,524 $110,189 59 1, 469,209,996 $135,974 47 
*Postal cards .........00...-.0+ : 170,015,500 226,463 94 362, 876, 750 197, 466 33 
Stamped envelopes and 


I  cindvatementsanscceesces 

Registered package, post- 
office, dead-letter, and offi- 
cial envelopes 


185,401,895 428,224 63 324,043,650 | 619,231 21 


15, 310, 700 52,504 11 39, 021 , 960 102, 830 88 

















OR occ cciees veveee 1,075, 564,619 | 817,382 27 2, 205,152,356 1,055,502 89 


Comparison, 


Per cent. of Per cent- 


Increase in 
Increase in: increase in 





Articles. number fur- : age of 
nished. cost number fur- increase 
nished. in cost. 
Postage-stamps...... ........ 774,373,472 $25,784 88 109.8 23.4 
Postal cards wievenset vetenniie 192, 861,250 *28, 997 Gl 113.4 *12.8 
Stamped envelopes and 
WEAPPCED 0.0.20020ccccses-scosereves 138, 641,775 | 191,006 58 (1.7 14.6 
Registered package, post- { 
office, dead-letter, and offi- 
CS See 22,711, 260 50, 326 77 154.8 8 
Total. ‘ eons 1, 129, 587,737 | 238,120 62 105. 0 29. 1 


Decrease 


It will be observed that for the year ended June 30, 1877, @he total number of 
the various articles furnished—postage-stamps, postal cards, stamped envelopes 
and wrappers, registered-package , post-office, dead-letter, and ofticial env« lopes— 
was 1,075,564,619, costing $817,382.27 ; while for the year ended June 30, 1554, the 
number of articles furnished was 2,205,152,356, costing $1,055,502.89—being an in- 
crease of 1,129,587,737, or 105 per cent. in the number of articles furnished, and of 
only $238,120.62, or 29 per cent., in the cost of the same. 

Taking the different articles separately, the increase of postage-stamps wa* 
774,373,472, or 109.8 per cent., in number, and $25,784.88, or 23.4 per cent., in coat; 
of postal cards, an increase of 192,861,250, or 113.4 per cent., in number, and ade- 
crease of $28,997.61, or 12.8 per cent., in cost; of stamped envelopes and wrap- 
pees, an increase of 138,641,755, or 74.7 per cent., in number, and of $191,006.58, or 
44.6 per cent., in cost; and of registered-package, post-office, dead-letter, and 
official envelopes, an increase of 23,711,260, or 154.8 per cent., in number, and of 
$50,326.77, or 95.8 per cent., in cost. 

The subject of the great reduction effected in the cost of supplies for this office 
was touched upon in my annual report for the year ended June 30, 1982, in con- 
nection with the mention of a new contract, then recently made, for the supply 
of stamped envelopes and newspaper wrappers for the four years beginning 
October 1, 1882, as follows: 

“The prices in the new contract (for stamped envelopes and wrappers) aver- 
age a reduction of nearly 7 per cent. from those intheold one. The law requires 
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that stamped envelopes shall be sold at the cost of procurement, as near as may 
be. and accordingly a new schedule of prices ha¢ been adopted for the sale of the 
envelopes to the public at reduced rates. The present reduction follows one of 
about 20 per cent. four years ago, under the contract then made. Under thenew 
schedule the best quality note size envelopes will be sold, exclusive of the post- 
age value, at $1.60 per 1,000; of full letter size, at $2 per 1,000; of commercial size, 
it $2.20 per 1,000; of extra letter size, at $2.40 per 1,000; of official size, at $3.60 per 
1,000° and of extra-official size, at & per 1,000. The second guality envelopes 
are sold at 20 cents per thousand less than those prices, and the third quality 


envelopes at 20 cents per thousand less than the second quality, for correspond- 
ing sizes 

* The full letter and extra letter sized ungummed envelopes for circulars are 
sold at $1.20 and $1.40, respectively, and the newspaper wrappers at $1 per 1,000, 


in addition to postage. 

To illustrate the great reduction in the price of stamped envelopes during 
the past few years, a letter-size envelope, which in 1869 was sold at $4.80 per 1,000, 
is now furnished in equally good if not better grade at $1.80 per 1,000. Anextra 
letter-size envelope, which then sold at $6 per 1,000, can now be furnished in as 
good quality at $2.40. The official size, then sold at $8.60 per 1,000, isnow offered 
in an equally good quality at $3.40 per 1,000. The public has received the pecun- 
iary benefits of these reductions, the envelopes being sold by the Department, as 
before stated, at the cost of procuring them. Equally great reductions have been 
attained in the cost of other supplies. Adhesive postage-stamps, which in 1869 
cost 27} cents per 1,000, are now obtained at 9.19 cents per 1,000; and postal cards, 
first introduced in 1873, and then costing $1.39} per 1,000, are now procured at 54.43 
cents per 1,000.’ 

Again thanking you for the prompt and courteous manner in which you re- 
sponded to my suggestion of the 29th ultimo, 

lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. D. HAZEN, 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hion, T. N. Burric. 
Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire, and I think the committee will make no 
objection, to amend the bill by striking out from line 181, after the word 
*‘dollars,’’ to line 192, including the word ‘‘ thereof,’’ and inserting 
what I send to the desk, in order that the section in the bill may be 
consistent with local postage as well as domestic. It simply makes the 
bill consistent. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ doliars,”’ in line 181, down to and including the 
word “ thereof,’’ in line 192, and insert the following: 

“That on and after the first day of July, 1885, upon all matter of the first class 
as defined by chapter 180 of the laws of Congress, approved March 3, 1879, en- 
titled ‘An act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes,’ except 
postal cards and drop-letters, postage shall be charged at the rate of 2 cents for 
each ounce or fraction thereof; drop letters shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents 
per ounce or fraction thereof, including delivery at letter-carrier offices, and 1 
cent for each ounce or fraction thereof where free delivery is not established ; 
and postal cards shall be transmitted through the mails at a postal charge of-1 
cent each, including cost of manufacture." 

Mr. HORR. That is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to reserve the point of order on that propo- 
sition until the effect of it is seen. I desire to ask a question in regard 
to it. I apprehend the effect of it is this: Under the present system in 
view of the advantages given to the cities having free delivery they 
pay something for the benefit of that free delivery. The effect of this 
is to relieve the cities having the benefit of the free delivery from the 
payment of additional compensation. Is that the effect of it? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As there will be debate on this amendment I 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to yield to me 
for a motion that the committee rise. It is understood we are to have 
a night session. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is so clearly in consistency with your own 
proposition that I think it will be unnecessary to debate it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
tion that the committee rise. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
to the bill (H. R. 7851) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1836, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed 
- — on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLIsoN, Mr. HALE, and 

tr. BECK. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 7785) making ap- 
propriations for the payment of invalid and other pensionsof the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 

senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. CALL. 


| 


| 
| 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House take a recess unti| 


o'clock to-night. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a qu 
tion. Is it understood that at the close of to-night’s session, in pursu 
ance of the order of the House, he will make a motion for a recess unt 
10 o’clock to-morrow ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am perfectly willing to do so, or that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] shouid do so. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not understand there is any una 
imous consent to meet to-morrow at 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been ordered by the Hous 

NEW ORLEANS EXPOSITION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the question on the motio 
for a recess the Chair submits a communication from the President 0: 
the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives 


I transmit herewith a copy of the report of the board of managers of the Wor} 
Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, dated February 2, 1885, requestin, 
an additional appropriation to extinguish a deficit in its accounts, and asking 
authority to reopen the exposition during the winter of 1885-’86. 

A failure on the part of the management to carry out the original intent in re- 
gard to the exposition might reflect on the honor of the United States Govern 
ment, since twenty-one foreign governments and forty-six States and Territories 
have joined in the enterprise through faith in the sanction of the Government 
In view of this fact, and in consideration of the value of the exposition to the 
cause of material progress and general education, I respectfully submit the re 
port mentioned for the favorable consideration of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXRCUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, D. C., February 12, 1835. 


The message of the President was referred to the Committee on A) 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy, with an inclosure, in respunse to a resolution of 
the House calling for information as to expenditures of the naval advis- 
ory board; also as to any changes in the plans for hulls, boilers, ma- 
chinery, &c., in the ships Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Dolphin. 

_Mr. RANDALL. I do not see the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Afiairs"present, but I move that the communication be referred 
to that committee, and be printed in the Recorp. 

It was so ordered. 

The communication is as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 11, 1555 


Sir: This Department has received a copy of the resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives on the 3d of February, as follows : 

“* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to inform this House 
the amount that has been expended by the naval advisory board as the cost of 
the board; the number of employés,and amounts paid each; the amount of 
salary drawn by the civilian members of said board, and from what appropri- 
ation it was drawn; and the amount paid each member of the board as trave!- 
ing mileage, or other expenses; also, what changes, if any, have been made from 
the original plansi n hulls, boilers, machinery, &c. , by the Secretary of the Navy 
and the advisory board, of the ships Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, and Iphin, and 
the cost of such changes in each case.”’ 

The advisory board has expended no money and has no power to expen:! 
money. Al! expenditures on its account have m made by the Departmen! 
The board was organized October 24, 1882,and during the two and one-fourt! 
years of its existence there has been expended for furniture, stationery, drawing 
materials,and petty micellaneous objects for its use the sum of $5,830.83. Th: 
board has noemployés, but certain necessary assistants have been borne on t!): 
rolis of the Bureaus of Construction and Repair and Steam-Engineering, and a-- 
signed to duty with the board, six being now soemployed. The sumsaflixed to 
the following names are thegmgunts of a paid such assistants to 
February 4: C. R. Hanscom, draughtsman, $3,380; C. Hemje, draughtsman, $- 
763.50; A. Becker, draughtsman, $3,397; W. H. Scott, draughtsman, ; L. Eid 
litz, draughtsman, $164.50; D. Zevely, writer, $924; W. G. Coburn, writer, $515 
Messrs. Hanscom and Hemje were previously in the employ of the Departmen, 
and were assigned to duty under the board. 

The duties of the board have included, in addition to those on the new cruis- 
ers, much labor on the plans of additional vessels and for the double-turret« | 
monitors and much experimental work, all required by law. 


There have employed as assistants to the i ors of materials at | 
steel works, with total compensation as affixed to their names: J. H. Davidso: 
$1,570; C. W. , $231; J. C. Calderwood, $111; A. B. Russell, $90; F. | 

. SD. are no } r employed. 


= ly oe of near y — aul Repair, and 

assigned to duty at Chester, , under the inspectors of hulls of the new cru'< 

ers, preparing finished and other drawings of the vessels, with total compe! 
as affixed to their names, the following : 









74. ogee III i cincinnati pyélitniorestebipectbuenionssennenienmmecpechenee $2,078 0) 
. Frothingham, draughtsman............. ‘i 1,635 00 
a — olan as ce caine dhaestaenipaminimneaveneeeue nan 

ie draughtsman...............+++ 72 
J.D. t 1, 106 
F. L. Dubosq, assistant draughtsman ...............srvsrsessssssnesesnnneeneensee sss 1,117 
W.C. Besselievre, jr., COPyist ...............ccseeeeeee seveennenees 577 
R.L. seihdaetepedapeesaiendnectibinlipeeenbenipeerges cose 218 4 


proportion of the amount id the employés is due to 
and maintenance of the caval advisory , as the work don: 
and construction of the vessels and to cart) 


have been equally necessary if there ha‘ 
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salary and to the time of 
Sices envasie wene, y authority o! 








J 
j 
¥ 
J 















1885. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 1595 


—_—_—_—_—_—_—_—_ rr 






























































































for the new steel cruisers. The expenses paid | Statement of cost of changes made in and additions to the original plans of the z F 
nr galas ePtrrbstniarcbeononyortnveting sages ses cater e : 
7 ‘ x 
Rear-Admiral R. W. Shufeldt (former president) = = —— re 
Rear-Admiral Edward Simpson ......----seerssrreeserrr" 1.908 96 | Obieet Smount, Abproved by et 
ey vena ee ae | rn acai Department. } 
Capt. J. A. Howell ......2..0-.--+ssccscssseressrsoossrnessnensensrsserevenseneeesseee 1.450 44 | % 
Linut. Commander F. M. Barber.......-ces---+---ss-ssseressesnesessnteesssenneeees amos | ied ¢ 
Naval Constructor P- = x member) seocauecoss : a Sea, "301 76 Water-tight doors in coal-bunkers SM 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 ote 
Lieut. Edward W. Very (former member).........-.- : : _s he | Wire panels in ward-room and store-room doors, &c. * 706 00 | Sept. 13, 1884 + 
ving this communication are transmitied statements showing the aes am guntdeck and eaten te eendeeem ae I ’ ; 
, weg feom the original plans of the Chicago, Boston, ay me y a ‘ light * x ck and c¢ g ward m sk asda siecle ae 
ae in each case. he statements do not include | Re a aoe . seeeneseeeaee ~_ Nov. 29,1 ia 
phin, and the cost of such . ~— 9! tails which have been found expedient and Aight-box to fixed-ammunition room 158 00 | Dee. 11, 1884 aie 
those ordinary minor changes in detars : anes ‘eaag | ATmory workshop, with work-table, &c.* 140 00 | Dee. 11, 1884 oan 
i time to time as the work has progressed, ; ’ I ll 
have been authorized and made from ' ’ .- : sali | Additional laborand material to secure engine-bed 66 S4.| Dec. 11. 1884 
: ; the Government; but they do inciude al! oo : , 7 
without increased cost or any loss to : on ng They als Inclosures around engine-hatches between gun and 3 
i I changes involving any variation inthe cost. Theyalso | eee iad > it 
<a cnangee ine of sequislies not contemplated by oe original designe nor ee eee = a oe ae 7 a " 
i i but which it has been deemed nec- ——— s SE Way StOe ores woeeees i2 sc. 11, 188 ‘ 
included in the contracts and specifications, Pe : , | Extension of fixed-ammunition room (forward 118 00 | Dec. 11, 1884 3 
essary to have furnished by the —— in order to seasonably complete the Sixteen hinged lights in engine-hatch inclosure*..... ‘ 50 00 | Dee. 11, 1884 . i 
ships for service and to add to their efficiency. d additi ae ar i | Ventilation of engine and boiler rooms aia aellane 5,380 00 | Jan. 13, 1885 fs 
The contract cost of each ship, the = 7 a - ae Reereons bo Sato, ond i Wentiieter doe-atnading: enaine* ole eo } 
the percentage of the increase of the contract cost fo z , | Additional beams on orlop-deck ee 170 00 | Jan. 13° 1885 1 
follows: saan ; 
ee daa een Serie — ——. 20,794 64 : 
| Chicago. Boston. Atlanta. Dolphin. | i ¢ | 
| | Machinery : } 
-- ————$——— re ae Sear , Substitution of eight blowers for four large ones 2,000 00 | June 7.1884 : 
| | varhe* : 5 ’ “ 4,4 
a ain { ri 19,000 00 $617,000 00 315, 000 00 Utilizing pump taken from Dolphin........ spaudnadanenns 1,062 50 | Sept. 12,1884 } 
Contne 000 T — - o : } ae | Two new condensers,cost over and above that required | : 
ofe } x 21.991 93 15. 880 97 by specifications...... a me caibaliai ; : 200 00 | Sept. 17, 1884 
Geli. scnccrenscseatpareatemasnga eee ae 20,955 75 21,991 93 | 5, é WT a aatit, 200 WW, 
. 33 3) 5 | 4 itional piping and labor................ sanidiia inte 375 00 | Sept. 17, 1884 
Percentage easocs seecneeseonconneeseesooseo — ‘| *| Two additional screws; solid cast-iron, $1,250 each 2.500 00 Sept. 27) 1338 
: _ — — — - One compartment pump in each engine-room instead | 
: : ; ; o . > iti f three (total).......... s illidaiaaiadei aishdlanabaisaniabiareandbdit 125 00 | Oct. 10,1834 
allowances, in considering the above figures, for the additions o | : wee | ; 1 
Be be: included in the original contracts, and of course were not con- | Two combined air and circulating pumps, $675 each, | 
templated r in making his bids, it will be found that the changes purchased by Bureau of Steam-Engineering........... | 1,350 00 | Sept. 17,1884 
been ee oe ye t 1 tha ld reasonably have | xpected 
er and their cost iess n cou e ve been e cte —— 
ae building the first steel cruisers for our Navy. | 6. 850 00 | 
\ i uire l mention. Before work was commenced on j= 
bea oy er an Ons hange was made in its general arrangement Boilers : 
i ac . anes y 
ann pl under the beam-centers instead of outboard, the | Additional cost for drilling instead of punching rivet- 
i ing made the same for both the high and the low pressure ee sien a 3,000 00 | Sept. 20, 1884 
stroke of piston being 
cylinders, and i d to fifty-seven inches. The valves were placed on the Loss to contractor by rejection of annealed plates...... 1,968 36 | Sept. 20, 1884 i 
outboard instead of the inboard side of the cylinders, making them more accessi- | ——— 
ble. These changes were made with a view to increasing the efficiency of the 4,968 36 sal 
machinery, and do not affect the cost of construction. ee , . : "i 
The “<gubstitution of eight blowers for four large ones,’’ the ‘‘ drilling instead | 
of punching rivet-holes,” and part of the “ventilators of engine and boiler- a aL se 
” were required because of a change in the arrangement of the boilers RECAPITULATION 
rooms ere req nge a 
and some modifications of the s tions. The change was made after the laNZES, We.: ae 
work had been commenced. The weight of the boilers in the new arrange- er caaeeres oeeee -. $20,794 64 
ment of five double-ended and twosingle-ended boilers with four fire-rooms in- I oe in o ieidaadelilischdiiaitiatsailintondraas-sensibnes tooth antag ve $6, 350 00 
stead of fourteen single-ended boilers with two fire-rooms was reduced, andthe | 18S CTCGIE «cee eee ee seeees . ceeesewereees 106250 , 
cost was thereby lessened; but the value of the work already done which had Boile ———— | CT 
to be abandoned was equa! to the reduction; and no allowance was made either | ouers. caeeenes . tees esetesneogecsenasconceeess Sy SD 


way. This change does not alter the type of boiler, and brick furnaces and ex- rotal ene 
ternal firing are retained, but the subdivisions of the fire-rooms admits OAL» reereeeonens trevenens . soeseeesenes ee 
of a more advantageous application of forced draft, and an arrangement of 
britige-wall and combustion chamber which gives more effective combustion of 
fuel. 

Careful examination and test of the fractured part and other length of the 
steel shafting of the Dolphin caused serious doubts as to the reliability of the 





Statement of cost of changes made in and additions to the original plans of the United 
States steamer Atlanta. 


Note.—Items in italics are credits; *denotes additions: other items are 





structure-deck 


shafts of the other ships, which, being similarly manufactured, were liable to | changes. | } ° 

the same faults, and raised the question whether the art of forging steel shafts ° on eigenen 

from single ingots has been so een in this country as to make the results Approved by 

sufficiently trustworthy. To avoidall doubt and risk and to prevent the delays Object Amount. Department 

which would become necessary while applying a series of adequate pliysical | : 

tests to the steel it was finally determined by the Advisory Board and the 

Department to allow contractor nd oa into the vessels iron shafts of ap- Hull 

proved manufacture which, if they stand during the trial trips and final trials, | Increasing thickness of inner bottom saieuatuasecaed $226 00 | April 21,1884 

are to be accepted, the contractor, however, toallow the Governmentthe differ- | One anchor davit complete *................. : 900 00 | Aug. 30, 1884 

ence between the cost of making the iron and the stee! shafting. Two hatches to engineers’ store-room....................ecce0s 320 00 | Aug. 30, 1884 
Such steel shafting as has been already made is to be subjected to all reason- | Cutting and fitting hatches from magazines and | 

able tests for determining its strength, and those parts which stand such tests | _shell-rooms...... aiaanmaueee sadeeiauaiian 300 00 | Aug. 30, 1884 

are to be taken by the Government and paid for as duplicate shafting at their | Vertical stringers to bulkheads at both ends of super- | 


cost to the contractor. Ifany parts are broken by reasoff of any extraordinary 
tests which could not be fairly insisted on for proof, considering the existing 
conditions of steel manufacture in this country, the Government is also to pay 


es ieteinaiteinaiiiaies pimecaiie 615 60 Sept. 6, i884 
Extra bulwarks............... wate 266 00 


l ‘ Sept. 6, 1854 
Thirty-eight life-lige stanchions*...... hinlnnabit 258 60 | Sept. 6, 1834 


the cost of such parts. Twelve coaling-port doors *..................... slniiaietaatos 1,584 00 | Sept. 6,1834 
* The ultimate cost of this change to the Government is not yetknown. It was | Four shifting coal-chutes*...00000000000.0.0...cc0c0ec0-0-= 530 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
undoubtedly a fair, wise,and prudent arrangement. In this connection occa- | Twelve coaling chutes attached to trunks*............ 912 00 | Sept. 6, 1834 
sion istaken to repeat the su ions of the annual report of the Department: | Hinging of three anchor-davits...............0......ccc00000. 1,200 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
“The law requiring the to be built of steel of great tensile strength and | Twenty-two additional air ports*.....00.......0:..c.ccccccceeees 955 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
ductility has been complied _ and rigid chemical and physical tests applied | Ten additional coaling scuttles*... eee 191 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
to the material, causing much difficulty and delay and extra expense to the | Ventilators to shaft-alley 0.00.0... 0..00.ccccsesesvssenerescoeee 50 00} Sept. 6, 1884 
contractor, to his losses from rejected material, which, as in the case of | Change in chart-house as per corrected drawing No. 
the broken steel t of the Dolphin, was imperfect only because of the inex- BD thie ditanipouseeseuinesdeudisssdmeccsosces 308 00 | Sept. 18, 1884 


Change in pilot tower as per corrected draw ing Ne. 
rance, and liberal treatment of the Re AS a : 


perience of 
and ductility combined. Patience, fo 
are necessary in order 


to 


our steel manufacturers in producing metal of prescribed strength } 
rhe , 313 10 } Oct. 4, 1884 
e 


man mncourage them to undertake the de- | Tile floor for seamen’s head...................c0c0 icicle 277 50 | Oct. 2.1884 
velopment of the production in this country of a plate and armor for naval | Refrigerators, ward-room lockers, &c* as iieiniiiiais 661 40 | Oct 4, 1884 
vessels and ingots for heavy cannon.” Wire-panels in store-rooms™.................cccceceeseseseceeeseeee 371 2 | Oct. 14,1834 
Very respectfully, Light-box to forward fixed-ammunition room ; 156 70 | Nov. 8, 1834 

W. E. CHANDLER. orapw hinged lights in berth-deck hatch-cas- | 
Secretary of the Navy. ngs* 770 00 | Noy. 26, 1834 
Hon. J. G. Caruisix, wd . Changes in fire-room hatch bulkheads 424 75 | Nov. 29, 1854 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. Electric bellis* gemnieaenas cnniamensontotoes 530 00 | Jan. 2, 1884 
st so ss Fire-alarms* cece 720 00 | Jan. 2,1884 
latement of cost of changes made in and additions to the original plans of the | Water alarms* peiieilicd inalpaaditaiies 7387 00 | Jan. 2, 1894 
United States steamer Chicago. Strengthening of Ginch gun ports.. ‘i 212 80 | Jan. 21, i884 





ete in italies are credits; *denotes additions; other items are 





i Machinery : 
Object. Amount, |APProved by : 

















i Additional cast-iron screws®............c.es00- see ceseeee, 1, 872 00 | June 6, 1384 
oe Department. | Changes in steam-pipes of firerooms................ 599 23 | Oct. 4, 1884 
Two additional blowers, 1 in each fire-room................. 2,725 00 | Dec. 27, 1834 
Hull: qepuninasine of safety-valves on superheater-pipes, $400 ©)... ccccccccceees Dec, 15, 1544 
Increasing thickness of inner botiom.................- eer : e combined air and circulating pump, purchased | 
Engine foundation and strengthening of double bot- $022 00 | April 21,1894 by Bureau of Steam Engineering......... cosnstbenesaivene: 775 00 | Sept. 17, 1834 ;: 
sssseasenssssnsssssssnstovensinsssurensemnessetensesesneeseersseseeesseseeee 2,796 10 | May 23, 1884 5.9 
fades, 2nd additions to fire-room iiatohes. 7} 6.9900 53 | Sept. 6° 1834 | 5,971 23 
Piiiiensdiciasenietassieneslbinaiiosccecevemced I enema | 
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RECAPITULATION. 
Changes, &c. 





Riedl... sssesepasessbovenseseecorsereesensbssenestonumsupsniententbnenseestemmsiinetaaiebihaies $16, 420 70 
PEAGEROED occ cccnces coccovsecccesen eocesocovorveoousesenovacaqeensssovousanenett $5, 971 23 
Less credit 400 00 
—— 71 1 23 | 
ee 21, 991 93 | 


Statement of cost of changes made in and additions to the original plans of the United | 


States steamer Boston. | 


[NOTE 
changes. | 


Items in italics are credits; *denotes additions; other items are 


Approved by 


Object Department. 


Amount. 




















Hull: 
Increasing thickness of inner bottom. $226 00 | April 21, 1884 
One anchor davit complete* 900 00 | Aug. 30, 1884 
Cutting and ied hatches from magazine and shell- i 
rooms.. eetnenecbncdeeiamiauen 300 00 | Aug. 30, 1884 
Two hatches to e ngineer rs’ StOTETOOMD............0c0c00e.ee0000- 320 00 | Aug. 30,1884 
Vertical stringers to bulkheads at both ends of super- 
6 Gee TRSRITO RITE... cociccorcoccsnsecossrescncceneesoosessosecesonssssonscsios 615 60 | Sept. 6,1884 
Extra DUlWArks .......00:.ccccsccssscccssesscessereseecersesersosess vee 266 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
Thirty-eight life-line stanchions* ..................seseeeeseeeees 258 60 | Sept. 6, 1884 
Twelve coaling-port doors’ .................00+ 1,584 00 | Sept. 6, 1534 
Four shifting coal-chutes*............ = 530 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
Twelve coaling chutes attached to trunks *. 912 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
Hinging of three anchor davits we 1,200 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
Twenty-two additional air-ports*. 935 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
Ten additional coaling scuttles*.. 491 00 | Sept, 6, 1854 
Ventilators to shaft-alley *.......0...0.0.ssrsssssscsvesesseseess se00 50 00 | Sept. 6, 1884 
Change in chart-house, as per corrected drawing No. 
FD ccncesccessercoeoncnnesnooscoossosonconenessosocnc ses conenteopesossonbsonenceses 308 00 | Sept. 18, 1884 
C hange in armored pilot-tower, ann cet corrected draw- 
ing No. 69.......... Pee me Fe 
Tile floor for seamen’s head...........c0cceessec0ss0eeeeeee0es 277 3 | Oct. 2, 1884 
Refrigerators, ward-room lockers, &c. *..................s000+ 661 40 | Oct. 4,1884 
Wire panels in storerooms*.. alieatiiaainis 391 87 | Oct. 14,1884 
Light-box to forward fixed-ammunition —,. .... 156 70 | Nov. 8, 1884 
serene hinged lights, berth-deck hatch casings *.. 770 00 | Nov. 26,1884 
Change in fire-room hatch bulkheads....................c0s00+ 349 75 | Nov, 20,1884 
SPINE cocccieteesencocncesycipanbinedabinaninensatien 720 00 | Jan. 2,1885 
Electric bells*.. 830 00 Jan. 2, 1885 
15, 366 52 | 
Machinery : 
Additional cast-iron SCTOWS*® «0.0.0... cc cccecscccncneneeres cannes 1,890 00 June 6, 1884 
Change in steam-pipes of fire-rooms....... a 599 23 | Oct. 4, 1884 
Reducing the size of wach valves on superheater pipes, 
Issa laiar on eieededi alee cnteniones ten itelaieheaneniaaneelineciiiaandieninnibinaiarietiad dianttvelaahirestaridil Dec. 15,1884 
Two additional blowers, “one in each fire-room.... 2,725 00 | Dec. 27,1884 


wae combined air and circulating ta a hased 


by Bureau of Steam Engineering... Sept. 17, 1884 


5,989 23 
. REC APITU LATION. ® 
a eS a ee ee $15, 366 52 
Changes, &c., machinery $5, 989 23 
Less credit... 400 00 





Total.. 


Statement of cost of changes made in and additions to the original oA of the United 
States steamer Dolphin. 


[Nore.—ltems written in italics are credits; * denotes additions; other items 
are changes. } 












Object. Amount. Teermment 
Hull: 
Raising deck-houses seven inches in the clear............. $482 00 + Feb. 23, 1884 
Change in location of steerage-hateh...............000...s.00: 220.00 | Mar. 28, 1884 
Iron bulkhead between magazine and fixed-ammu- | 
ORI: secsinasersrnnnevegjeutbenetthtintahaiiidiebhhiietiinnmgiiiniel 112 00 | April 5,1884 
Horizontal stiffener around engine-hatch* sd 200 00 | April 5, 1884 
Change Srom iron to wood in sheathing of wing- passage, | 
© SL. acdainitallilasalnakeniesiaclspnaeiinel uaieiade tatiana sa clo | April 5,1884 
Change in Hotchkiss-gun towers 00 | April 10, 1884 
Door from engine-room to 00 | May 9,1884 
Coal-pocket for emptying coal- bunker over after- | 
© RBIEEED ..orersssisopinsnre coveveseoenptateusonsesseconenanvendinmeovochened 4800 | May 9, 1884 
Alteration in bunker, forward fire-room, port side...... 4200 | May 9,1884 
OO NR eee 35 00 | May 9, 1884 
Three water-tanks and one sand-tank™.......... ...........+ 532 00 | June 9, 1884 
Changes and additions to forecastle deck-rails, Siena | , 
' jons, and ladders, &c... suspenvedetnieei eyibinesteanes 125 00 | June 25, 1884 
Two refrigerators, at $160: each*.......... ai 320 00 | June 25, 1884 
Forty-two lockers for crew*............... and 168 00 | June 25, 1884 
Two side-lights complete, $60 each*........ a 120 00 | June 25, 1884 
One prison Ccomplete*.................00sessesereeeees nil 100 00 | June 25, 1884 
Lowering plate-beam in after fire-room.............. nal 40 00 | July 9, 1884 
Iron caps for Dolphin’s masts, and altering mast- | | , 
NEAMS® ......seensevves sabre pesca eesti | 808 00 | July 24, 1884 
Supplying and fitting armory* .......... _ 145 00 | Aug. 1, 1884 
Two screen-doors to coal-bunkers...... ove] 90 00 Aug. 29, 1884 
Four sliding-doors to coal-bunkers .... a 80 00 | Aug. 29, 1884 
Additional sluice-val ves* ................ se 140 00 | Sept. 12, 1884 
Ventilator for shaft-alley* ................0 wl 130 00 | Sept. 17,1884 
Mahogany table for after deck-house® 40 00 | Sept. 22° 1884 
Extending forward end of engine-room one frame | 
space, &c., including all changes and fittings............ $57 00 | Oct. 24,1884 
Additional cowls on engine deck-house air-ducts and ; 
QPCR CO GREED er scqnssensconnsnteinsdicnttenisitedstianaeisn tind 462 00 | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Statement of cost of a _~ 





FEBRUARY 12, 





————— 


s made in and additions to the original plans of the United 
tes steamer Dolphin—Continued. 


Approved by 
Department. 


| 


Object. Amount. 


| 
$125 00 | Nov 








Fitting oil-lamps to cabin and wardroom electroliers 3, 1884 
| Sheathing of engine deck-house .. amoctose 608 60 | Nov. 8, 1s; 
Changes and additions to topgallant ‘forecastle.. cielo 460 00 Dec, 22, 1834 
Changes and additions in steering gear ...........-..00 : 1,773 00 | Dec. 28 1x54 
9, 671 60 | 
Machinery : 
One extra screw, solid Cast-i1r0M * .........ccccceccccccseeeeseee 1,050 00 
Larger columns ‘and additional braces for engines...... 700 00 | May 9, 1884 
Changes and additions in hand-reversing gear, and | 
levers for steam-rev ersing BOOP ....00000..s-cccccevcevceseeceees 882 00 | Aug. 22, 1884 
One new blower, with engine, dampers, fittings, and s 
BOOTING oecccncontanabstiantccnanccadhetenneqnccsteccusesnqcscnscteces 2,300 00 | Oct. 24, 1a94 
New throttle-valve, with changes in main steam-pipe, 
I al al lineal a miamnmnananttniins ValniinanouERNet 547 37 | Jan. 20, 1884 
5,479 37 
One Blake pump ....c.cccccs..seccoccscsescosscsocsorseessecvenecsee sores 750 00 | 
6,229 37 ' 
RECAPITULATION 
Chamenapes, Bee... RTD. .n....0cccerers -cccevcceccpscconeveaconcoscssssssse coossecsesncevescocen sees $9, 671 60 
A i as ia 1 oe aia cabadnceseeilebeuangeedtemness oubbshaseoncece 20 00 
9,651 60 
Chpmaes, G60... MAMGIMETY ... «...000060sccccneresecsce sescvecsccee cosccenepeconccssoso ccoseee 6, 229 37 
RECAPITULATION. 
Chicago. Boston. Atlanta. | Dolphin. 
ee $889, 000 00 $619,000 00 $617,000 00 | $315,000 00 
Cost of changesand additions to 
date.. ew) 31,550 50 20,955 75 | 21,991 93 5,880 97 
Approximate percentage of con- 
tract cost for ee and ad- | 
ditions. . succceutlivbvdes drsbanctansiie 3} 3; 3} 5 


CHINESE IMMIGRANTS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury in response toa resolution of the House call- 
ing for information as to what regulations and instructions have been 
issued by that Department relating to the right of Chinese to enter 
America and the authority therefor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPAIRS, ETC., OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, asking for an appropriation for the repair and 
preservation of public buildings for 1881-82, and for heating, ventilat- 
ing, &c., of public buildings for 1883~'84; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COTTON EXPOSITION, NEW ORLEANS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the board of 
United States Exec®tive Departments for additional appropriations for 
participation in the World’s Industrial Cotton Centennial Exposition 
at New Orleans; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERPRETER AT OSAKA, JAPAN, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting ati estimate from the Secretary 
of State to pay drafts of the United States consul at Osaka and Hiogo, 
Japan, for the salary of the interpreter at the consulate; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSOURI, KANSAS AND TEXAS RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a claim of the Missouri, Kan- 
sas and Texas Railroad Company, allowed by the Sixth Auditor; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES R. CARTER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of War of an re chs to pay claim of James R. Carter, of Fau- 
quier Springs, Va.; which was referred to the Comniittee on Appropri- 
ations, and order to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills with the following 
titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

~ Joint resolution (SsR: 92) authorizing and requiring the Secretary 
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nee Se 


iver to the Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Association 
fend ales which belonged to said artillery, and which are 


now in custody of the Secretary of War; and | 


A bill (S. 1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks. 
JANE D. BRENT. 


AFTER RECESS, 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Hon. Joun B. CLARK, Jr., Clerk of the 
House, who directed the reading of the following: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HovsE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1885. 


Mr. WOLFORD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pen Srr: Hon. RIcHARD P. BLAND is designated as Speaker pro tempore for this 


i rted favorably a bill to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent; 
which was ordered to = placed on the Private Calendar. 


ELVIRA BLISS SHELDON. 


. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
esas) granting a sandee to Elvira Bliss Sheldon; which was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for, and the 
question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Town- 
SHEND] that the House now take a recess until 8 o'clock; pending which 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] moves that the House do 
adjourn. The question is upon the latter motion. 

The House divided; and there .ere—ayes 51, noes 97. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is not needed on a motion 
to adjourn. The noes have it, and the House refuses to adjourn; and 
the question recurs upon the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] that the House now take a recess until 5 o'clock 
this evening. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. LEFEVRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to makea 
favorable report from the Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND]. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 114, noes 36. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wuitt] makes the point that there is no quorum voting. The Chair 
appoints tellers, and designates the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Town- 
SHEND, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WHITE, to act as tellers. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. My point is that, the House having 


already voted to take a recess until to-morrow at 10 o'clock, itis not in | 


order now to reconsider that vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Ropinson] that the resolution adopted this morn- 
ing was that at the conclusion of this day’s proceedings the House 
would take a recess until 10 0’clock to-morrow. The proceedings of 
this day are not concluded until the House determines to end them. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But I sabmit, Mr. Speaker, that if the House 
should adjourn that would cut off the recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt of that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. So that I do not see that that vote of the 
House amounted to anything. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'Thereis no motion to adjourn pending 
before the House. There is pending a motion to take a recess. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the announcement of the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers report 101 gentlemen vot- 
ing in the affirmative and 16 in the negative. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Noquorum. I move that the House 


_ do now adjourn. It is twenty minutes to 6 o'clock, and we ere to meet 


at 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I second the motion. We ought not 
to proceed without a quorum. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion does not need a second. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] that a call of the House be ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A call of the House is ordered. The 
Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HISCOCK (before the roll-call was concluded). I ask unanimous 
consent that the House take a recess till 8 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LAMB). The gentleman from New 
York asks unanimous consent that a recess be now taken till 8 o'clock 
this even Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WH of Kentucky. I move toamend by making it 10 o'clock 
to-morrow morning. [Cries of ‘‘Too late !’’] 

aan re (at ae and 50 minutesp. m.). The 
fe Sok fies Mepean Chair put the motion of the gentleman from 


Bow in recess till 8 o’ ale on renee. The House is 


evening's session. 
J.C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
Speaker pro tempore, 
Hon. Jonun B. CLARK, J 
Clerk House of Representatives, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLAND The recess having ex- 
pired the House resumes its session. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a privileged motion—t)iat the House at 10 


| o'clock to-night take a recess to meet to-morrow morning at 10 0’clock. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucixy. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not know that I understand the object of this 
motion. What was the action of the House on this subject this morn- 
ing? 

Mr. WILLIS. The House, by an almost unanimous vote, decided that 
at the close of to-day’s session it would take a recess until to-morrow 
morning at 10 o’clock; but in making my motion I did not fix the hour 
at which the recess should be taken, because I wanted the Committee 
of the Whole to continue the consideration of the appropriation bill till 


| 5, 6, or 7 o'clock, 2s members might see fit. 


The question being taken on the motion by Mr. WILLIS, it wasagreed 
to. : 
Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose of resum- 
ing the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is there not a call of the House pending ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the House took its recess this 
evening it was proceeding with a call of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague [ Mr. 
MORRILL] be excused from attendance at this evening’s session, on ac- 
| count of sickness. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 
Mr. Down, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for this 
| evening, on account of sickness. 


i 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now renew my motion that the House re- 
| solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 

the purpose of resuming the consideration of the Post-Office appropria- 
| tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. “ 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is upon the amendment 
offered this afternoon by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BINGHAM]. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to reserve a point of order on this 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has already been done. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to hear the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania state exactly what changes this amendment proposes to make. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The object of my amendment is simply to carry 
out that which is doubtless the purpose of the subcommittee that framed 
this bill and of the Committee on Appropriations. It simply makes the 
basis of weight of a letter one ounce, instead of half an ounce. Under 
| the phraseology of the bill as submitted to the House this would 
apply merely to what are designated by the Department ‘‘ domestic 
letters;’’ that is, letters from one section of the country to another. I 
desire the basis of an ounce weight to apply to local letters in a city as 
well as to letters going from one section of the country to another. 

Now, I took the proviso that is in the bill and submitted it the Attor- 
ney-General for the Post-Office Department, stating to him the pur- 
pose of the committee was to make the mmimum basis of weight in the 
future one ounce, and asked him to examine the statutes, in order that 
it might be consistent with reference to the domestic letter as well as 
to the local letter. The amendment I have sent up is the amendment 
the Post-Office Department submittedtome. I examined it myselfin 
connection with the statutes and approved of it thoroughly and wholly. 
It carries out what is the intention of the committee, that the minimum 
weight of a letter shall be one ounce instead of half an ounce. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. This proposition affects the free-delivery cities. Of 
course that is the purpose of it. Now, I suggest to thegentleman from 
Pennsylvania that we pass over this amendment for the present, leav- 
ing the point of order stand as itis, and come back to it again. It is 
proposed this evening for the first time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am perfectly willing to accept that suggestion, 
and I am sure when the gentleman from Indiana examines it he will 
see that my statement is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the committee will pass 
over this part of the bill with the understanding that before the bill is 
concluded the committee will return and take up the amendment af the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, subject to the point of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON. In what part of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN., After the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 181, down to 
and including the word ‘“‘ thereof,’’ in line 192. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is concerning letter-postage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and this part is 
passed over for the present, to be returned to hereafter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to make a verbal amendment to the 
amendment adopted this evening—striking out the word ‘‘ upon.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. After the word ‘‘thereof,’’ in line 199, as 
it stands in the bill, I wish to move an amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That has been stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. ’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That’the rate of postage on second-class publications 
deposited in letter-carrier offices for delivery by the carriers of the office shall 
be 1 cent for each pound or fraction thereof. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
ment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest to the gentleman from Virginia we pass 
this paragraph and the amendment on the same condition as in the 
case of the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM], to be returned to hereafter. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to insert after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ in line 181, what I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to issue return postal cards, or two postal 
cards attached, one for use by the sender and the second for reply, in such quan- 
tities and under such regulations as he may prescribe, provided that the same 
shall be sold at the post-offices of the country at the rate of 2 cents for each such 
return card. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order against thatamend- 
ment that it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditure. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I hope the gentleman will waive that 
until I make an explanation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not doit. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I do not desire to argue this amend- 
ment atall. It speaks for itself. It conforms to the custom of almost 
every other great country. When you write a postal card you can not 
inclose a stamp for reply. This simply folds another one with it, on 
which the correspondent can write his answer. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the point of order will not be made 
against it. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the gentleman had betteraccept that. It 
increases no expense, and is simply a matter of personal convenience. 
It will not increase your bill one penny. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The Government will lose nothing. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will increase revenue. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It will increase the revenue instead of de- 
creasing it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will not incommode the Department, while it 
will add largely to the convenience of the people. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not feel justified in accepting the amend- 


I reserve the point of order against that amend- 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 


ment. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it liable to the point of order? 
Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. There isa point of or- 


der pending made by the gentleman from Illinois, and I hope we will 
have a ruling. 

Mr. MONEY. The law already provides for returned postal cards. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are not furnished by the eee 

Mr. MONEY. I think there is a law which provides for all these 
things. It also provides the Government shall not pay royalty for any 
of these patents. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New ¥ork. I would like simply to say this in 
reference to the point of order on this amendment, that I it is 
in the interest of economy, because economy is traced to an increase of 
business of the Government upon which there is a profit. That is all 
I have to say, except that I urge this amendment in the interest of the 
convenience of the-public. 

Mr. HORR. It is evident, Mr. Chairman, that it will increase the 
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receipts of the Government by increasing the sale of postal canis. A 
larger number of cards will be sent in order fo receive a return rep}y 
than are at present used, which will necessarily increase the revenue o; 
of the Government in this direction. There is no additional expe... 
involved and I believe it will result in economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
order. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I wish to be heard for a moment upon the point 
> 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman for t}.; 


Jurpose. 

: Mr. ANDERSON. As I understand this amendment it will reduce 
expenditures of the Government, and while it may change existing law 
yet by reducing the expenditures of the Government it will be in orde; 
under the rule. That I affirm to be the fact for the reason that it js 
cheaper to print two postal cards on one sheet than it is to cut the 
sheet in two and print on each of the twoseparately. This will enable 
the Government to obtain 2 cents’ worth of postal cards at a less cost 
on a double card than if it was required to have the double card sp): 
and printed on both its faces, as is done at present. That is the first 

int. 

Now I wish to suggest also to the Chair that in addition to the saving 
to the Government in reference to the cost of printing the cards, it wi)! 
reduce the expenses of the Government by increasing the number of 
postal cards used. It will have precisely the same effect which has a! 
ways followed a reduction of postage; that is, by giving to the corre 
spondent additional facilities you will derive a larger revenue from th: 
double than you now have from thesingle card. For these two reasons 
I suggest that the amendment is in order because, as I have said, though 
it may change existing law yet it does upon its face, and will in fact, 
reduce the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Appropriations has been 
very liberal in making changes in existinglaw. It strikes me that we 
have gone as far in that direction as we can safely go without more 
mature consideration. This proposition has not been before the com- 
mittee; they have not-considered such a proposition, and to spring it 
upon the House now I think ought not to be tolerated. 

It seems clear to me thatit is obnoxiousto the pointof order. There 
are three things requisite to bring an amendment which changes exist 
ing law within the rule: that it shall reduce the amount of the appro- 
priation, or that it shall reduce salaries, or else reduce the number ot 
persons paid out of the Government Treasury. This proposition does 
neither. It does not retrench expenditures in any one of the three 
manners which I have suggested. It is, therefore, obnoxious to the 
point of order, and I insist upon a ruling by the Chair. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, this proposition does not change any 
existing law. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
the law is in force? 

Mr. MONEY. Iam not speaking upon the merits of the proposi 
tion, but simply as to the point of order. I say that the law already 
provides for this. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the law provide for return postal cards ’ 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir; it provides for return postal cards and re- 
turn envelopes and letter sheets, and the only reason that it is not in 
use to-day by the Government is because of the provisions—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, turn to the law. 

Mr. MONEY. Please do not interrupt me now. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Just point to the statute upon that point 

Mr. MONEY. I have requested to be permitted to proceed without 
interruption. Then— 

Pray thee, take pain 


To allay with some cold drops of modesty 
Thy skipping spirit. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think the gentleman should take his own 


drugs. 

“Mr, MONEY. And the only reason why this has not been ix gen- 
eral use by the Government is because of the provision in the statute 
which says the Department shall pay no royalty for the use of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not address himse!! 


to me. 

Mr. MONEY. As you seem to need more information than any othe: 
person in the House, I was addressing you in particular. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I call for a ruling by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to hold that the point o! 
order is well taken. : 

Mr. GREENLEAF. I offer the amendment which I send to ‘'° 
desk, to come in immediately after the last amendment adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And upon all seeds and bulbs embraced in the fourth class by the said act. an! 
tare cll Ws chanaB os tnd after te lt day of lps tals half 
each ounce or fraction thereof. - wie 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I reserve the point of order until the gent!:- 
man can be heard So: this amendment. 

Mr. GREENLEAF. I offer this amendment not only in the interest 
of .the seedsmen, florists, and agriculturists all over this country, bu! 


Then why do you want to adopt it, i! 
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i i vernment itself. Under the operation of 
nai oe at the rate of 1 cent per ounce for 


oft hints. is i ibly informed, that express com- 
The result of this is, as I am credibly informed, tha Pp 

ponies hav cream business and do the principal part of car- 

rying abort ar + to the cities this side of Omaha—and the 


Government gets only what is left and carries these seeds only the long 
“ hold in my hand a letter of one of the principal seedsmen in the 
coun known, I presume, by name to every member of the House, 
Sal aien some facts in explanation of this subject. I ask that it 
may be read for the information of the House. 


The Clerk read as 8 Rocuester, N. Y., November 30, 1883. 


CAR : Refe recent conversation, I desire now to hand youa 
- oe : oad re from Rochester. I may state that we re- 
pe A the largest number of orders from those States named first in order on the 


“as Postmaster-General Howe sent a letter to Congress (which letter 
was printed in the CONGR sssIONAL ReEcorD) recommending that the rate of 

tage on fourth-class matter be reduced, as, after a careful examination of all 
‘ourth-class matter leaving New York city post-office, he had found that about 
65 per cent. was delivered east of Buffalo, about 75 per cent. east of Cleveland, 
es 90 per cent. east of Chi , and about 97 per cent. east of Omaha. 

It may be possible that these are not exactly those quoted by the Post- 
master-General, as, having lost my copy of the CONGRESSIONAL Recor, I am 
compelled to rely upon my memory. But, in the main, I feel confident of their 
correctness. crf 

; ink it is clearly demonstrated that by continuing the high 
Be the Sevens ment is driving the cream of the package 
traffic into the hands of the express companies, and the Post-Office obtains only 
that share of the mail in led for the far West or to points on long runs 
where the express companies have no offices, or where the postage is lower 
than the an charges. ® 
ating JAMAS VICK. 




























Hon. H. 8. GREENLEAF, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. GREENLEAF. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word with regard to the 
express rates on seeds from Rochester, N. Y.—known as the “ Flower 
City ’’—to several of the principal cities of the country east of Omaha 
(which rates I think md with the rates toother Eastern cities), 
and it will be clear, as I understand the subject, that it will be for the 
interest of the Government, as well as for the interest of the agricult- 
urist and horticulturist, that thisamendment be adopted. [hold in my 
hand a list of express rates which will explain itself, and which I ask 
to have entered in the RECORD. 

This list I have obtained at considerable trouble, and is as follows: 

Express rates on packages. 


' 
From Rochester to— Speen Spound 








er ii ceicedecincientsdanladantitiaaetemeaninn soviet see ccoreneseseceencevees $0 25 $0 3 
PR iiiak cesenesncensdetice ticttncbetctevnancoscsse secveczencenesccocese on cone 40 40 
RG estcitcencengnttebctniblaln tanditntptnanicetiindeiace ecnete scones s00sceneeees cases Bs 5 
Cincinnati 35 35 


a apenas AM ee eacesis aes 60 60 
The postage at 16 cents per pound................cccceccccescesceeeeeenenee 48 64 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] 
reserved the point of order subject to an explanation of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the Goverpment admits seeds at all to 
get through the mails, I think the rate of 8 cents a pound is enough; 
and i believe the reduction of rate would increase the revenue rather 
than diminish it. Ifthe Government can afford to transmit papers for 1 
cent a pound, it can, I think, afford to carry seeds at Scents. Iam in 
favor of the amendment, and hope the point of order will not be made 
if it lie. I hardly think it will lie against the amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. If there is no point of order to be made against the 
amendment, I wish to say a word on it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it does not provoke debate I am willing 
= amendment should be voted on, and shall not make the point of 
order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The point of order is that it changes existing law. 
It changes the rate of postage on seeds and bulbs, and therefore is new 
legislation; and it does not retrench expenditures in either of the modes 
designated as legitimate in amendments to appropriation bills. It 
does not reduce the compensation paid to any person, nor does it reduce 
the number of arene eee does it reduce the amount carried by the 
bill. And I may that I do not know it is strictly a matter of 
postal service to be sending bulbs and seeds through the mails. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis of opinion the point of order is well 
taken. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

t eon nansporting the mails of the United States in American steamships be- 


any Dart the United States and any foreign port, or bet rts of 
= soba. of the Pacific at any el port, an comes 
exceeding of the net revenues of the Post-Office Department of the 


United States on mail-matter sent to foreign countries during the fiscal year 
next preceding the date of the contract for said service: Provided, That the con- 
tract for said service shall be entered into by the Postmaster-General only after 
legal advertisement, with the lowest responsible bidder, for a term not exceed- 
ing four years, and at a rate not to exceed 50 cents per mile on the trip each way 
of actual nautical miles traveled between terminal ports for each trip actually 
made, which shall not be increased on account of expedition or increased num- 
ber of trips: Provided further, That the general laws regulating the transporta- 
tion of inland mails shall be applicable to such contraets, except as herein pro- 
vided: And provided further, That vessels engaged in this service shall be of 
American registry, and shall, in time of war, be liable to charter or purchase by 
the United States at reasonable rates; and a)! laws and parts of laws in conflict 
with the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and this 
act shall take effect from and after July 1, 1885. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order on that paragraph. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise tomake the point of order on this paragraph, 


I wish to call the attention of the Chair tothe state of the law. I ask 
that the Chair direct to be read sections 4007, 4008, and 4009 of the 
Revised Statutes, as bearing on this question and showing the present 
state of the law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the sections of the Revised 


Statutes which the gentleman has indicated. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 4007. The Postmaster-Genera! may, after advertising for proposals, enter 


into contracts for the transportation of the mail between the United States and 
any foreign country whenever the public interests will thereby be promoted. 


Sec. 4008. The mail between the United States and any foreign port,or be- 


tween ports of the United States touching at a foreign port, shall be transported 


in steamships; but the Postmaster-General may have such transportation per-. 


formed by sailing vessels when the service can be facilitated thereby. 


Sec, 4009. For transporting the mail between the United States and any foreign 
port, or between ports of the United States touching at a foreign port, the Post- 
master-General may allow as compensation, if bya United States steamship, any 


sum not exceeding the sea and United States inland postage; and if by a foreign 
steamship or by a sailing vessel, any sum not exceeding the sea postage on the 


mail so transported. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to 
suggest that he should also have read section 3976 ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the section, I believe, which was repealed. 

Mr. HAMMONT® It was repealed, the repeal to take effect next 
April; but it is the law now. I think the gentleman had better have 
it read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But it would not be the law when this 
takes effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It occurred to me that that section was repealed. 
I ask that section 3976 be read. It appears it is still the law, for the 
repeal has not yet taken effect under the statute of last session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3976. The master of any vessel of the United States bound fromany port 
therein to any foreign port, or from any foreign port to any port of the United 
States, shall, before clearance, receive on board and securely convey all such 
mails as the Post-Office Department, or any diplomatic or consular officer of the 
United States abroad shall offer; and he shall promptly deliver the same, on 
arriving at the port of destination, to the proper officer, for which he shall re 
ceive 2 cents for every letter so delivered; and upon the entry of every such 
vessel returning from any foreign port, the master thereof shall make oath that 
he has promptly delivered all the mail placed on board said vessel before clear- 
ance from the United States; and if he shall fail to make such oath the vessel 
shall not be entitled to the privileges of a vessel of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order I desire to present I think is 
substantially, so far as the present state of the law is concerned, based 
on section 4009. The Chair will perceive that the substance of that 
section is that the Postmaster-General may enter into contract with 
American vessels for the transportation of foreign mails at a compensa- 
tion including both the inland and the ocean postage, which would be 
5 cents a letter, being the entire postage on the mail which the vessels 
shall carry. Where the contract is made with a foreign vessel or with 
a sailing vessel, then the Postmaster-General shall only pay to the ves- 
sel transporting the mail, the foreign vessel or the sailing vessel, the 
ocean postage. That is the present state of the law. To that extent 
contracts are authorized to be made. 

The pending proposition changes that law entirely, and repeals it. 
It provides as follows: 

For transporting the mails of the United States in American steamships be- 
tween any port of the United States and any foreign port, or between ports of 
the Atlantic and ports of the Pacific touching at any foreign port, an amount 
not exceeding $600,000 of the net revenues of the Post-Office Department of the 
United States on mail matter sent to foreign countries— 

All mail matter, as the Chair will perceive; not the mail matter sent 
by a particular ship, but all the mail matter sent to foreign countries— 


during the fiscal year next preceding the date of the contract for said service : 
Provided, That the contract for said service shall be entered into by the Post- 
master-General only after legal advertisement,with the lowest responsible bid- 
der, foraterm not exceeding four years— 

A new feature— 


and at a rate not to exceed 50 cents per mile on the trip each way of actual nau- 
tical miles traveled between terminal ports for each trip actually made, which 
shall not be increased on account of expedition or increased number of trips. 

The change in the law, Mr. Chairman, is very manifest. The ee 
law would pay those vessels the inland postage as well as thé ocean 
postage on the mail carried. If the inland postage and the ocean post- 
age on that mail would amount to $20,000 the vessel would receive it 
all, or at least such a contract is now authorized to be made under sec- 
tion 4009 of the Revised Statutes. 

As affecting the subject of appropriations I desire to read the termz 
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in which the law of the present year appropriates the sum of $425,000. 
I have not that law at hand, but have sent for it. It is quite important 
the Chair should have before it the exact terms of the law for the pres- 
ent year, being the same except in the amount of appropriation as for 
many years past. When the Chair shall come to examine this provis- 
ion it will find that there has been appropriated for the present year 
$425,000 for foreign mail service. Under this appropriation, as the 
Chair will perceive, the Postmaster-General could contract with foreign 
vessels for the transportation of the mails for the ocean postage only, 
and could contract with American steam vessels for the transportation 
of,the mails, paying them under the provision of the law the entire 
amount of postage, inland as well as ocean, to the extent of the $425,000. 
W Now, the amount paid during the last fiscal year to American ves- 
sels was About $55,000. This bill, instead of appropriating $425,000, 
‘appropriates $370,000 (being $55,000 less than the amount appropri- 
‘ated for the current year) for the transportation of mails on foreign 
ships.” The language of this bill is: 

¥ For transportation of mails on foreign steamships, and for foreign s iministra- 
tions for intermediary, territorial, and sea transit of foreign mails, $370,000. 

t* Now, the corresponding appropriation for the present fiscal year is in 
the following language: 

For transportation of foreign mails, $425,000. 

Of course the whole of.this could be applied by the Postmaster-Gen- 

eral under section 4009 of the Revised Statutes, paying one class of ves- 
sels the sea postage, the other class of vessels—American vessels—sea 
as well as inland postage. 
4 This bill, in the paragraph upon which the point of order is now 
made, proposes to change the entire law, not by a decrease in the amount 
appropriated, but by an increase to the amount of $945,000; and it pro- 
vides that instead of payment being made on the basis of the inland 
and sea postage, these vessels shall be paid at a rate not exceeding 50 
cents per mile both ways. There is the*point of difference. Then it 
repeals all conflicting provisions of law now in force, including, of 
course, section 4009. The concluding proviso ofgthe paragraph is in 
these words: 

That vessels engaged in this service shall be of American registry, and shall, 
in time of war, be liable to charter or purchase by the United States at reason- 
able rates; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and this act shall take effect from 
and after July 1, 1885. 

Mr. MILLS. Is that the provision of the existing law also? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. None of these provisions are in the existing 
law. This is entirely new legislation, as the gentleman will perceive. 
It repeals section 4009; adopts an entirely new basis of comperfsation— 
not the simple ocean and inland postage, but a compensation not ex- 
ceeding 50 cents per mile. 

My attention is called to the further. fact that the paragraph embraces 
new legislation in this provision: 

That the general law regulating the transportation of inland mails— 

Not sections 4007, 4008, 4009 of the Revised Statutes, 
thal! be applicable to such contracts, except as herein provided. 

There is a provision also for contracts for a term not exceeding four 
years, while the present law contains no such provision. 

I call attention also to that portion of the paragraph reserving to the 
Government the right to purchase these vessels. This, of course, is 
new legislation. But the main featare of the paragraph is the repeal 
of section 4009 and the substitution of a new basis of compensation. 

I trust the Chair will indulge me asingle moment further. The first 
portion of clause 3 of Rule XXI is simply an old rule, which came 
down to us from former times, and has reference not to any change of 
law, but to appropriations in continuation of public works already in 
progress. It was designed to apply to such works of national impor- 
tance as have been authorized and were in progress before the adoption 
of this rule: . 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects— 

‘*Works”’ and ‘‘objects’’ being manifestly synonymous terms— 
as are already in progress. 


That provision has no reference to a change or repeal of existing law. 

Nor shal! any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the uction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of 
amounts of money covered by the bill. 

The pending proposition increases the amount of the ap iation 
$545,000. It does so by the repeal of section 4009 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, by the incidental repeal of other provisions of the statutes, sec- 
tions 4007 and 4008, and also by the enactment of new legislation not 
now if force. These are the grounds on which I predicate the point 
of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is not often that I 
take the time of the committee on a point of order. I have been a 
member of this House for a good many years, and I have usually been 
in pursuit of information as to what was in order and what was not in 
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order, but this particular measure is of such far-reaching importan, 
that I have been induced to give some attention to the question of orde; 
which it involves. I take it that any objection made upon the grouna 
that the amount of money to be taken from the Treasury under the 
operation of this provision will exceed the amount which has her<tofong 
been paid to foreign mail service will ha¥eno weight with the Chai; 
if it can be shown that existing law makes provision for payment for 
foreign mail service. It is the function of the law tosay what shal) je 
done; it is the fonction of Congress to provide the means; and th, 
necessity for annual appropriation bills consists in this, that the ex; 
gencies of the nation change with the rolling years, and that the ap- 
propriation bill is to accommodate itself to the carrying condition 
sometimes granting more money, sometimes granting less money tha; 
has been found necessary during previous years. I shall not spend any 
time, therefore, in ey ee this very obvious point. But if the 
proposed legislation should be found to change existing law, and then 
the amount appropriated should exceed the amount heretofore applied 
to this purpose, I acknowledge that the provision would be open to th: 
point of order. 

The first question, then, to be settled is whether this provision in the 
bill which we have under consideration changes existing law. Prior to 
the passage of the act commonly known as tlie Dingley bill unquestion- 
ably this provision of the bill would heve changed existing law. But 
by that bill, in section 23, it is provided that— 

Sections 3976 and 4208 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and a}) 
other compulsory laws and parts of laws that oblige American vessels to carry 
the mails to and from the United States arbitrarily, or that prevent the clearance 
of vessels until they shall have taken mail matter on board, be, and they ar 
hereby, repealed; but such repeal shall not take effect until the Ist day of Apri) 
1835. 

Now, sectio—t 3976 of the Revised Statutes required American vessels 
bound from any port in the United States to any foreign port to take cn 
board the mails and convey them for a compensation of 2 cents per 
letter; under which provision, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
HoLMAN ] has propesy stated, a very small amount of money has an- 
nually been paid—I think he said $50,000 or $60,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fifty-five thousand dollfirs. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Toincrease that amount by the sn of 
$600, 000, unless that section had been repealed, would have made this 
provision subject to the pointof order. But thesection is repealed, and 
there is no provision left upon the statute-book which requires Amer- 
ican vessels to carry the mails for a compensation which in the aggre’ 
gate amounted, as the gentleman [Mr. HoLMAN] says, to $55,000 
But we are told that that repeal only takes effect on the Ist of April 
next, and that therefore this provision of the statute is not yet re- 
pealed, that it is existing law, and that therefore this provision of this 
bill contravenes existing law. Mr. Chairman, the Dingley bill is ex- 
isting law. That is the law of the land to-day. In that law the pro- 
vision is that after the 1st day of April next these American vessels shal! 
not be bound to carry the mails. 

This provision in the bill reported by the committee comes before the 
House for the reason that the obligation to carry the mails will cease on 
the ist day of April next. This bill is to take effect on the Ist day of 
July next, and thus does not go into effect until after the repealing clause 
of the Dingley bill shall have become a fixed fact and the obligation 
to carry the mail under section 3976 shall have ceased. It seems to me, 
not being much of a lawyer, but only a plain man of business, that if | 
had to deal with the question as the Chair will deal with it, from a 
common-sense point of view, I should take knowledge of the fact that 
on the 1st day of April next I should be left without any provision for 
carrying the mails, and I would proceed, as a good business man, to pre- 
pare for this contingency in time; and that is what this House is asked 
to do. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does the gentleman desire to ask a 
question ? ' 

Mr. RANDALL. I want toreply. I thought you had finished 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Oh, no; I have not begun on the point 
of order. I am only approaching it by slow degrees. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought you were touching on the merits of the 
question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have strictly avoided the merits of 
the question. I have not touched upon them, and I do not propose to 
touch upon them, and I may as well say now that nothing wil! fal! 
from my lips in the discussion of this point of order which will indicate 
whether I am in favor of this provision of the bill or not. I am only 
discussing the point of order, and I shall not go outside of it. 

Now, if I am right in’ saying that this bill makes provision for the 
cessation of mail facilities which will occur on the 1st day of April next, 
then we are brought to the question as to what the existing law does 
provide. The existing law in section 4007, which is not repealed, is this 


The may, after advertising for proposals, enter into con- 
tract for the of the mail between the United States and any for- 
eign country whenever the public interests will thereby be promoted. 


There is the broad authority for the Postmaster-General to adver- 
tise and enter into contract for the of the mails between the 
United States and any foreign country. there any limitation upoo 
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that power? Do the statutes anywhere provide any limitation? Yes. 


_ In section 4009 there is this provision : 


rans| i ween the United States and any foreign port, or 
et. portitie United States toudhing at a foreign port, the Postmaster- 

ral me allow as compensation, if by a United States steamship, any sum 
ae Sa the sea and United States inland postage, and if by « foreign 
> aw a sailing vessel, any sum not exceeding the sea postage on the 


i rted. 

"Sees ede first clause section of 4009 the Postmaster-General, if 

he sends the mail by a United States steamship, may allow as com- 

pensation the sea and the United States inland postage. He may take 

the whole of the sea postage and the whole of the United States inland 
all that he has got. 

He may advertise and make a contract, paying all the sea and inland 

age he receives. I know that is a startling proposition. 

Mr. HORR. And that amounts to $1,800,000. ; 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I do not care anything about the 
amount now. I am dealing with thelawasI find it. I did not make 
this law, but I find that as the law now stands the Postmaster-General 
may make this contract by which the steamships carrying the mails 
shall receive the whole of the sea and inland postage. Gentlemen may 
say that is an absurd construction. Let us see what the second clause 
of section 4009 says: 

And if by a foreign steamship or by a sailing vesse], any sum not exceeding 
the sea postage on the mail 6o transported. 

On a foreign ship he is limited to sea postage ‘‘on the mail trans- 
ported.”? But that limitation is not applied to a United States steam- 
ship. And bythe very fact that it is applied to the one and not to the 
other it becomes a negative pregnant, and therefore gives to the Post- 
master-General, as I said before, power to enter into contracts which 
shall absorb the whole of the sea and inland United States postage 
money on foreign letters, whatever the amount may be, and he is lim- 
ited only by this amount. 

I confess"I should be very reluctant as Postmaster-General to take 
the responsibility of giving that construction to the statute, but such 
it seems to be. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What other construction could you give it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. How could you give it any such construction ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. -Mr. Chairman, I once was on the com- 
mittee which framed the Electoral Commission. There were thirteen 
lawyers, and I was theonly layman. They told me that bill was con- 
stitutional, and I took their word for it, and I was abused afterward for 
having done so. I now leave my colleague from New York [Mr. His- 
cock] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], both eminent 
lawyers, to fight out the legal question. 

I simply take this statute as I find it, with the ordinary common 
sense with which I try to carry on not only my own business, but my 
share of the business of this House, and I say the particular proposi- 
tion seems to be true that the Postmaster-CGeneral by existing law may 
enter into contracts for carrying the mail, and that the only limitation 
upon his power to contract with United States vessels is the amount of 
the sea and the inland postage he has in his possession to deal with. 

Now, then, if this position be true the provision of this bill is a lim- 
itation upon that power, for the amount he has to deal with is about 
$1,800,000 and the amount limited by this bill is $600,000. This, 
therefore, does not change existing law and does retrench expenditure 
in that it limits the expenditure from the sum of $1,800,000 and brings 
it down to the sum of ,000. Therefore, as the provision stands I 
think it is entirely within the rule of the House from the fact it does 
not make new legislation and does retrench the expenditure allowed 
by the existing law, although retrenchment is not necessary to bring it 
within the rule since the repeal of section 3976. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, suppose the Dingley bill had de- 
clared that it should not go into force until 1895, would it not be the 
law now? The gentleman from New York admits it is not repealed—- 
that the Dingley bill does not go into effect until April, 1885. We 
have not arrived at that date, and therefore 3976 and the other section, 
forty-two hundred and something, are existing law. Whether the Ist 
day of April will ever come, and with it the continued life of the Ding- 
ley bill, are things in the future. And the rule is applicable to exist- 
ing law; that isthe of it, and we may before this committee 
rises to-night repeal the Dingley bill so that itshall never go into effect. 
But it is not the law now. Therefore, the first point taken by the 
gentleman from New York is not well taken, even if it related only 
to the two sections affected by the Dingley bill. 

But sections 4007, 4008, and 4009, which have been cited by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, are certainly existing laws, and this provision 
in the bill is inconsistent with every one of them. 

The gentleman from New York, assuming he had gotten rid of the 

i law, undertook by a specious argument to say on the face of 
this bill, by a certain knowledge of business he had, he could demon- 
strate it was a reduction of expense. The language of the rule is, shall 
reduce the amounts in the bill. So far from this reducing the amount 
in ie a@ certain sum of money. 
anne , of New York. It is not the amendment— it is in the 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is useless for me to read the rule. The lan- 
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guage is, no amendment nor any provision of the bill. The committee 
can no more put in a section changing existing law, unless itchanges it 
in one of three ways provided in Rule XXTI, than I can doit. Other- 
wise the committee can do what it pleases. It would be a chartered 
libertine, and could do what it would take unanimous consent of the 
House to do without the sovereign permission of the committee. 

If it does not change any existing law, why does any one want it here? 
Is there any law now declaring what sum of money the Postmaster- 
General shal! contract for and with what vessels he shall contract for 
the carrying of the mails? 

The gentleman from New York has said that if he chooses to bind 
himself by contract to ship only by American vessels, and pay to the 
limit prescribed in 4009, it would be more expensive than the amount 
laid down in this bill. But this very same section declares that he 
may allow that to an American vessel or he may employ a foreign ves- 
sel at so much per letter. May he not contract for the lower amount 
as well as for the higher amount; and if he may, does this decrease ex- 
penditures? The existing law allows him to contract up to a certain 
figure on an American vessel; thischanges that law and it may increase 
the expenditure—I do not know; the gentleman from New York says 
it does not, that it decreases it; but you donot know. That isa matter 
dependent upon outside figures, but not appearing in this bill. 

Is there any law now giving a subsidy to American ships other than 
that, limited, which he has read, with responsibility attaching to the 
Postmaster-General of making such a contract as would be ruinous 
perhaps when other ships would for less sums do the same service and 
equally well? This law now before us declares a new rule between any 
port of the United States or any foreign port, or between ports of the 
Atlantic and portsof the Pacific touching at any foreign port. It makes 
a new rule as tothe limitation of contracts—four years; it makes a new 
rule as to the rate per mile on each trip each way; it makes a new rule 
as to applying all the general law of inland transportation to sea trans- 
portation; it makes a new rule in declaring that in time of war the ves- 
sels employed to carry this mail may be chartered or purchased by the 
United States at reasonable rates, and also in repealing all laws in con- 
flict with this act. This law itself put in here is not at all necessary 
to running the mail service of the United States. It is foreign to the 
whole business. It is simply a declaration that in order to encouraze 
American vessels you will change the postal law as to carrying the mail 
on American vessels. 

Would it be within the competency of this committee to report a pro- 
vision allowing greater compensation for carrying the mails on a car 
made in Massachusetts than on one made in Oceanica? Would it not 
be utterly foreign to the business of appropriating money to carry the 
mails? 

I am not arguing the question whether such laws would be good laws 
or bad laws. I am only saying they would be new laws, and laws that 
do not upon their face decrease expenditures by diminishing the num- 
ber of officers, by a reduction in their salaries, or the amount reported 
in the bill under discussion. I have made myself understood by the 
Chair and ought not to consume any further time. It is to me a mar- 
vel-that any gentleman can suppose this measure not obnoxious to the 
point of order under the provisions of Rule X XI. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to speak to one branch of 
the point of order, in which I think the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia is in error. His position assumes necessarily for its mainte- 
nance that the Chair must be blind to everything on the statute-books 
except those which are presented here in argument. Ie assumes that 
this amendment necessarily changes existing law. If the Chair puts 
out of sight the act known as the Dingley bill, that is true; but this I 
assume the Chair will not do. 

What operation then, or effect, does the Dingiey bill have or propose 
to have at a future period upon the statute read by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewrtr]? It repeals it, but not until April next. 
Now, because that repeal is postponed until that date, the gentleman 
from Georgia assumes that it is existing law and that this amendment 
would work a change in the existing law. 

Why, sir, the very bill upon which this amendment is proposed can 
not have any force or effect as a law until the 30th day of June, a period 
after the other, the Dingley bill, goes into operation. Now, inasmuch 
as the Dingley bill can not repeal this section or these sections to which 
he refers until the time named in that bill, then, by parity of reason- 
ing, the present act proposed to be amended can not operate or have 
effect or become a law until the time named in which it is to become 
operative. Then, applying the language of the rule wherein he main- 
tains that it changes existing law, the Chair, to maintain that position, 
must assume that this law will continue to exist up to and after the 
period when the law proposed to be amended is to go into operation. 
This, Mr. Chairman, is an unsound position. 

The rule invoked against this amendment must have a sensible in- 
terpretation. The repeal of existing law isimmediate, if the bill to which 
the amendment is offered is at once to go into operation; but if it is to 
go into operation at atime fixed in the future, the Chair will look and 
see whether that law which is interposed and which it is contended is 
an existing law that it will operate to repeal will also have no exist- 
ence when the present act goes into operation. As the Chair sees and 
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knows that by the terms of the Dingley act this existing law which 
will be changed will not be law at that time, that part of the gentle- 
man’s argument necessarily falls to the ground. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no occasion for confusing the point of 
order, as made under the rule of the House, with other matters. The 
question simply is this, Is there existing law which authorizes the ap- 
propriation contained in this paragraph? 

The prior law, subsequently repealed by the Dingley act, prescribed 
the amount to be paid for ocean postage; and the sum provided for in 
this act is in excess of the provisions of that law. The next question 
is, Did the repealing clause in the Dingley act create any new law which 
authorizes such an expenditure as is provided in this paragraph? I 
submit that there can not be cited any law, and that no construction can 
be placed upon any existing statute growing out of the repeal as con- 
tained in the Dingley act, which authorizes under the rule the making 
of this law unless it is in the direction of economy. And so far as I 
know there is but one gentleman on this floor who has maintained that 
the paragraph here will reduce the expenditures. When we appeal to 
common sense we might as well at the same time appeal to truth, and 
we know perfectly well no man can stand up here and truthfully say 
that this provision of $600,000 does not greatly increase the expendi- 
tures of the public money. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman from Penusylvania yield to me 
for a question ? 

Mr. RANDALL. In a moment. Now I maintain first that this 
provision does change the law as it existed prior to the enactment of 
the law known as the Dingley act; and it is not material when that 
goes into effect, because the Dingley act itself provided no law in sub- 
stitution, conceding that it changed the other law which authorized 
this expenditure. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, there has been a misapprehension 
on this point. The assumption has been in all this discussion that the 
twenty-third section of the shipping act, approved 6n the 26th day of 
June last, repealed all the legislation providing for compensation to 
American steamships carrying United States mails. This is not true. 
There were two provisions of statutes that existed at the time that bill 
went into effect. First, one which authorized the Postmaster-General 
without contract to require any American vessel to take the mails of 
the United States and deliver them, for which it was to receive 2 cents 
per letter. This was the eompulsory statute. But alongside of this, 
and still remaining the statute to-day, there was another provision of 
law contained in sections 4007 and 4009 of the Revised Statutes, which 
also authorized the Postmaster-General to enter into contract with the 
owners of American steamships for the purpose of carrying the mails of 
the United States, for which the Postmaster-General might pay to 
American vessels the sea and inland postage. 

Now, it makes no difference, Mr. Chairman, whether the twenty- 
third section of the shipping act repealing the compulsory provision is 
in force to-day or not, the Postmaster-General under the law as it ex- 
ists to-day is authorized to contract with the owners of American steam- 
vessels to carry the mails of the United States, with the only limitation 
that the sum paid shall not exceed the sea and inland postage. But 
the revenue from sea and inland postage during the past year, as appears 
officially by the report of the Postmaster-General, was $2,172,000, and 
the Postmaster-General to-day by the law as it exists, and hy the law 
as it existed last June before the twenty-third section of the shipping 
act was enacted, is authorized if he chooses to contract with American 
ships to carry the mails and expend $2,172,000. 

The provision introduced into this bill limits this expenditure to 
$600,000. It is in effect as if the language of the provision was that 
the Postmaster-General should expend only one-third of the sea and 
inland postage. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in this view, taking the law 
as it stands, this provision reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
does limit the expenditure which the Postmaster-General may make to 
about one-third of the sum which he may expend to-day under the law. 
But the inquiry is made, Why, then, this legislation? Because, in the 
first place, the appropriation which has been made has not been suffi- 
cient for the purpose of carrying out the limitations of law; and in the 
second place, because the practice has been to use the compulsory pro- 
visions of law enforced upon American vessels and not enforced upon 
foreign vessels; and to-day with these compulsory provisions unre- 
pealed American steamships have simply the same chance that foreign 
steamships have, the right to accept or reject an offer of the Govern- 
ment. And now with the law as it exists and as it may be enacted in 
this provision, limiting the amount to one-third of the sea and inland 
postage, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that this provision is clearly in 
order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. AsI understand the argument which is advanced 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] and by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], it is that the repealing clause in the 
Dingley act does not operate upon the two compulsory clauses until 
the 1st of April, and therefore they are existing law within the mean- 
ing of the rule. Now suppose the Dingley act had those two 
compulsory clauses, to take effect the Ist day of April next and had 
enacted every provision in the pending bill excepting that appropriating 
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money to take effect upon the Ist day of April next—I hope I am unde, 
stood—suppose the repealing clause took effect as a compulsory clause oy 
the 1st day of April, and they had put into their statute the provision, 
in this pending bill excepting the one appropriating the money—I meay 
the provisions regulating what shall be paid and so on—I ask gent|e. 
men under what provisions of the statute would you have made you; 
appropriation? Would you have said that the clauses of the statut. 
that are to be repealed and wiped out on the Ist day of April next 
would you have said that they were the existing law for the purposes 
of thisappropriation? Would that have been your position? Yet yoy 
are forced to that position if you are righton this point. You are force 
to say that under this rule you would be compelled to make appropri 
ations to be expended under laws which are repealed as of the Ist day 
of April next, before the time when the money is to be disbursed, and 
that you could not make your appropriation with reference to the pro 
visions of law which wil: be in force at the same time with the lay 
under which the money is to be expended. 

I have said this much for the purpose of illustrating the fallacy o; 
the position taken by gentlemen here. The law under which you must 
make your appropriation, the law referred to by the rule, is the law 
under which the money is to be expended, and none other. 

One word further now—and I am aware that I shall be traveling 
over the ground which has been so well occupied by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DiveLey ]—I ask these gentlemen if these sections 
that are repealed as of the lst day of April next are in force—if they 
are actually in force to-day? Can you compel the Postmaster-General 
to have the mails carried under those sections? It is true that the 
Postmaster-General can compel these vessels to take the mails unde: 
that law, but there is nothing in the statute which compels him to en- 
force the law. 

But, on the other hand, you have the sections that are referred to 
here under which the Postmaster-General has a right to make con- 
tracts. I have not examined those sections very critically, but my un- 
derstanding of them is that they are provisions of law designed to meet 
a present necessity. A ship is in port; it is desirable to have the mail 
carried upon that ship; possibly there is no contract with her, and ina 
case of emergency the Postmaster-General under this statute can call 
upon that vessel to carry the mail. They are ‘emergency statutes; 
nothing more nor less. It was not contemplated that contracts for the 
carrying of the mails permanently should be made under those stat- 
utes, 

One point further,andI havedone. There isa class of casesin which 
you are compelled to go outside of the statute to find out whether ex- 
penditures are reduced or not. In the rule we have this provision 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, except such as, solemn. geemene to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the uction of the number and salary 


of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 
person paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 


Now, sir, whenever the amount which is to be paid to a person or to 
a corporation ouf of the Treasury is not fixed by statute you are com- 
pelled to go outside of the law to find out whether by the proposed 
measure expenditures are reduced or not. Take a case in which the 
compensation is to depend upon the amount of service rendered; in such 
a case you are compelled to go outside of the law and to look up the 
facts in order to find out whether expenditures will be reduced unde: 
the bill which you are considering. If it isasalary or if the statute de- 
clares the amount of money, the specific sum, which can be paid, then 
you look to the bill; but where the amount is dependent somewhat 
upon the amount of service rendered and you have got to ascertain the 
amount of service which is rendered before you know how much money 
you will pay for the service, in all such cases as that you are compelled 
of necessity to go outside of the act to find whether you are reducing 
e itures or not. In this case, as I understand it, there will be 
large reduction of expenditure. Under the law as it stands a million 
and a half or two millions of dollars may be paid out, but by this pro- 
vision the expenditure is limited to a much less sum than that, and in 
deciding upon this question you are compelled to look up the facts t» 
find out whether there will be a reduction of expenditure under the 
bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion this provision is very 
clearly subject to the point of order made against it. It is subject to 
the point of order because it changes existir¢ law and does not reduce 
expenditure, but, on the contrary, very largely increases expenditur: 
In the first place, there is no existing law now authorizing the Post 
master-General to make a contract for five years for carrying the mails 
either in American or in foreign ships, or on any of the railroads of the 
country, or by any other method whatever. Yet this proposition is to 
enable the Postmaster-General to make a contract for carrying the mo: 
for five years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Four years. 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, for four years. Now, there is no such prov1s 
ion as that in the Revised Statutes, nor can it be found anywhere 1 
existing law. Therefore I say this does change existing law in that rv 
spect. Moreover, itmakes a preliminary appropriation of $600,000, an: 
if this contract may be made for one year at $600,000, four times $600) - 
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ia S trangely announced by my friend 
000 is $2,400,000. The mee 8 = 7 $1,200,000" or $2,000, 
from Maine, that because thee art Pronly $600,000, therefore this is a 
000, and this provision ap t aes only 9000,0 te tanee 
trenchment of expenditures, is an argument for wih sa 
foundation at all. It appears to me to have no logical force or appli 
= »xisti uires the inland postage to be paid on 
mane —s — i one of mail matter is the measure of 
ane tion P There is nothing in the law to-day that does not regu- 
es ym ; pe nsation by the amount of service rendered to the Govern- 
ee But this provision to pay 50 cents a mile though the 
awe eaaty but one letter. Yet gentlemen say that this provision 
chan isting law ! 
ae aon New York to Brazil having, as was the case a 
few years ago, only one bag of mail-matter. In suchacase under this 
vision that vessel would be entitled to 50 cents a mile from New | 
Fork to Brazil and 50 cents a mile for another bag of mail-matter from 
Brazil to New York, although the cost of that transportation, according 
to the rates fixed by section 4009, would probably be only 50 cents for 
the round trip. Yet it is said this does not change existing law! It 
manifestly changes existing law in several respects. It is a departure 
from the policy of this Government, which is to pay for services ren- 
dered a fair compensation and no more; and just so far as it is a de- 
parture from that policy the idea of subsidy enters into it. The pro- 
vision not only changes exisiting law, but changes the whole policy of 
this Government. I, for one, will never consent to any proposition 
that looks to taking taxation from the peaple and paying it to particu- 
lar ship-owners in order to build up a omg —— of Seer 
i such thingsshould come according to natural causes, and wi 
aaeetnies time if our —— 2 oo patient. Ca a 
~ mm i , I dislike very much to occupy the 
ae Howse at this late hour in discussing a point of order; 
but being a member of the Shipping Committee, which has had this 
matter under consideration, I feel some interest in it, and was very 
much gratified when the Appropriations Committee reported their bill 
racing this provision. 
“"The qustion tate the Committee of the Whole is whether or not 
this provision changes existing law; for I take it if it does not, the ques- 
tion whether it retrenches or increases expenditures becomes immate- 
rial. The language of Rule XX1 is: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting Jaw be in order, such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill, shall retrench expenditures— 

In one of several specified methods. So that the vital, the funda- 
mental question to be determined in this — me anette ta fowls 
changes existing law. If it does not, all that has been said on the ques- 
tion of retrenching or reducing expenditures falls to the ground. 

I maintain that it does not change existing law. The bill itself re- 
cites that “‘ this act shall take effect from and after July 1, 1885.’’ What 
law will be changed by the paragraph now under consideration? Not 
the section which has sm repealed by the ‘‘ Dingley bill,’’ which goes 
into effect on the Ist of April, 1885; for on the Ist of July, 1885, that 
will be and out of the question. 

An ‘otlapalion was made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAam- 
MOND] that it is not to be assumed but that that provision of law may 
be re-enacted, if you please, before the Ist of April. That is not a fair 
presumption upon which ms 4 this a. The ae is 
that it will not be re-enacted, use it has been repealed. 

' Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Maryland will permit me 
to say that I made no such presumption. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I understood the gentleman to say so. 

Mr. HAMMOND. No, sir. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Very well; if the gentleman makes the correction 
let it stand. I simply misunderstood him. There are others who un- 
derstood him the same way. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I corrected the gentleman from Maryland, not 
myself, as to what he understood. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I am simply saying I misunderstood you. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thought you said I corrected myself. 

Mr. Se I simply said I misunderstood you; and there are 
others who understood you in the same way. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I am very glad you made the mistake, as it gives 
me eer of making them understand me correctly. 

Mr. LAY. I think we understand each other now; and as this 
is not very germane to the discussion I shall proceed with what I have 
been —. Having made my apology to the gentleman, I do not 
think i to go further. 

Now, Mr. what is the state of the case? On the ist of 
April, 1885, the existing law now on the statute-book passes out of ex- 
istence. Then there come April, May, and June, three months during 
which there isnolaw upon this subject. Then on the Ist of July, 1885, 
this provision, if enacted, comes into existence. It can not come into 
operation by its own terms until that date. If the law with which this 
provision is in conflict should be in force on the 1st of July, 1885, when 
this bill to go into effect, there would be a change of the law 
existing at that date; but as the law will not then be in existence, the 
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law having been repealed three months before, there will be at that date 
nothing to change 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Yes, sir 

Mr. HAMMOND. Assuming to be true what the gentleman has al- 
ready said, will not this provision of the section be a change of exist 
ing law: 





That vessels engaged in this service shall be of American registry, and shall 
in time of war, be liable to charter or purchase by the United States at reason 
able rates; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed 


Mr. FINDLAY. I understood the gentleman to rest the weight of 
his argument upon the first point I was discussing. If he abandons 
the first point, if he thinks that point answered, and now feels com 
pelled to fall back on his second point, I will meet him there. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not abandon my first point, although the 
gentleman assumes that I do. : 

Mr. FINDLAY. I said ‘‘if the gentleman abandons it.’’ I did not 
make the assumption; but it seemed to me the gentleman did aban- 
don it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has asked whether or not the 
last proviso which he has just read does not change existing law. 1 
Say no; it does not change existing law; it simply adds to the law some- 
thing not now in existence. It makes new law and does not change the 
old. If we are to go outside of the statute and into the principles ot 
the law I do not admit it makes any change of principle, because in the 
exercise of the right of eminent domain the Government of the United 
States can take these vessels now and use them in time of war 
This simply says that the vessels engaged in this service shall be ot 
American registry and shall in time of war be liable to charter or pur- 
chase by the United States at reasonable rates. It simply gives it a 
power—embodies it here in the statute—which it has without theem- 
bodiment of that power in the statute. Therefore it does not change 
the law in that sense. But in another sense it is not achangeof exist- 
ing law. It only adds something to law where it is now defective. 
And so Isay to the gentleman from Georgia his second line is no better 
than his first. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the committee will rise. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope not, as I wish to be heard on this question 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to submit an additional point. 

Mr. MONEY. Had we not better dispose of one at a time ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair prefers to hear all the points raised. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I will state the additional point. It seems to 
be conceded, Mr. Chairman, by all that the provision ingrafted on the 
bill by the Committee on Appropriations is an entirety. I submit to 
the Chair this paragraph is an entire proposition. It seems to be ad- 
mitted on all hands that each of the provisos is of itself a change of 
existing law. For instance, the last gentleman who addressed the 
House, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FInpLAy], admits the 
provision here that vessels engaged in thisservice shall be of American 
registry, and shall in time of war be liable to charter or purchase by 
the United States, is a change of existing law. It is further admitted 
that proviso does not retrench expenditure either in the reduction of 
the number of men employed by the Government or in the amount cf 
pay given out of the public Treasury. And that last clause is clearly 
within the provision of clause 3 of Rule XXI._ So it is admitted by 
all the gentlemen who have argued the point of order that each one of 
the other provisos comes within the range of the rule. 

The point I submit to the Chair is this: That where any portion of 
an amendment, which is an entirety, is subject to the point of order the 
‘whole provision must be stricken from the bill. It has been so ruled 
constantly by various Speakers of the House. I will only cite the Chair 
to the decision made by Mr. Speaker KEIFER in the Forty-seventh 
Congress (Journal Forty-seventh Congress, page 1704), that whenever 
any portion of a proposed amendment submitted is out of order in any 
part it is sufficient ground for rejection of the entire proposition. [ 
ask the Clerk to read that decision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BELMONT, also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion, namely : 

“Resolved, That a special committee of seven members of this House be ap- 
pointed with authority to report upon the causes of the decline of the America: 
merchant marine, and to recommend to the House at its next session wha! 
ehanges in existing laws are needed to secure a revival of this interest. 

Ordered, That said petition and resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

And then, 

On motion of Mr. Bincnam, the House proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill of the House (H.R.859) regulating rates of postage on second-class mail 
matter at letter-carrier offices. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to amend by adding thereto the following as addi- 
tional sections, namely : 

“Sec. 6. Strike out the word ‘three’ and insert ‘two,’ on the eighth line of 
section 3903 of the Revised Statutes. ‘ 

“Sec. 7. Strike out sections 3905 and 2906 and insert ‘thatthe postage on gec- 
ond class mailable matter be,and the same is hereby, abolished, and that such 
mail matter shall be conveyed in the mails of the United States free from postal 
jy ll made the point of order that the said amendment was not inorder 


not being germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 
Mr. Money made the further point of order that the said amendment, being 
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the substance of a bill referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, was not in order under clause 4 of Rule XX 

After debate on said points of order, 

The Speaker sustained the same, and held that where any portion of a prop- 
osition submitted was out of order it was sufficient ground for the rejection of 
the entire proposition 

Mr. THOMPSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hold that this proposition 
is an entirety, and that the Committee on Appropriations have no more 
power to ingraft upon an appropriation bill a proposition of this kind than 
we have by anamendment offered in the House. I hold that they stand 
exactly in the same relation to the House, and under Rule XXI have 
the same power as we have,and nomore. I hold further that the prop- 
osition brought in here, being an entire proposition, parts of which are 
admitted on all hands to be subject to the point of order, that neces- 
sarily the entire proposition is subject to the point of order if insisted 
upon, and I do insist upon it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLAND having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union having had under consider- 
ation the Post-Office appropriation bill had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Gorr, until February 16, on account of sickness, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the House may 
now take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow, as provided for by a pre- 
vious order, without waiting until the hour of 10 o’clock to-night. 

There was no objection; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p.m.) the House took a recess until 10 o’clock a. m. Friday. 

AFTER RECESS, 

The recess having expired, the House (at 10 o’clock a. m., Friday, 
February 13, 1885) resumed its session. 

UNLAWFUL OCCUPANCY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. vy 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to concur in the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent the unlawful occupancy of the pub- 
lic lands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate amendments will be read. 

The several amendments of the Senate were reported. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois a question: whether this has been considered by the Committee 
on Public Lands? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; and unanimously reported by the commit- 
tee with that recommendation. 

[ suggest, Mr. Speaker, unless a separate vote be desired on some of 
these amendments, that the vote be taken in gross upon concurring in 
the Senate amendments. 

There being no separate vote demanded, the Senate amendments were 
concurred in. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, announcing 
that my object is, if possible, to call up the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill; and pending that motion I move that all debate on the pend- 
ing section and amendments thereto be limited to one hour and a half, 
with the understanding that the opponents of the bill shall have one 
hour, and the friends one-half hour of this time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I make the point of order that under the rules 
of the House debate can not now be limited on the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the clause of the 
rule applying to this subject. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the Chair desires, I should like to be heard 
upon the point of order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. As.scon as the rule shall have been 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
6. The House may, by the vote of a majority of the me-abers present, at any 


time after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon propused amendments to 
any section or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such section or 
graph, or, at itselection, upon the pending amendments only ; but this not 
preclude further amendment, to be decided without debate. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. As I understood the proposition of the gen- 


tleman, it is to close debate not only upon the particular paragraph 
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under discussion at the time the committee rose, but also to close it on 
the rest of the section which has not yet been read. 

In order that the importance of the decision upon this point may be 
fully appreciated, I desire, first, to say that debate would be closed 
upon that portion of the bill whieh especially needs exemplification and 
discussion. It will be remembered that at the beginning of the debate 
on this bill the time was absorbed by the committee who have it in 
charge under the direction and action of the House, and the committee. 
with the exception of the very luminous remarks of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], gave us very little satisfaction on the 
subject of the Mississippi River improvements, which are involved, or 
liable to be involved, in the matter now in hand. 

The Chair will also recollect that we had this question raised for the 
only time, at least during my membership of the House, in the dis- 
eussion on the tariff bill in 1883. One side of this House was exceed- 
ingly anxious to pass the House tariff bill, the other side was exceed- 
ingly anxious that it should not be passed, and hence every provision 
was discussed at length—was discussed in the light of amendment and 
in every way—and it became apparent that if that discussion was to go 
on the majority of the House would have grave difficulty in passing 
the bill prior to the close of the session. Thereupon the motion was 
made to close debate on. the section, which substantially included the 
whole bill, and I have no doubt the Chair will recollect the remarks 
which he as an individual made at that time, and I trust that his view 
in the chair may be the same asthe view he took upon the floor and as 
the view which was taken by the permanent occupant of the chair. 

I think it will be found. that I did not participate in that debate 
upon the point of order. If my recollection serves me I did not; prob- 
ably because I did not agree with my party friends as to the question. 
But in any event the proposition was then very strennously opposed. 

Now let me suggest to the Chair that in a parliamentary body all the 
presumptions are in favor of full and complete debate, and that it re- 
quires an absolute, positive rule of the House to justify the closing of 
debate. I say it is absolately necessary to start with the idea that a 
closing of debate on the part of the House is a measure against which 
all the presumptions lie. In other words, there must be a positive rule 
of ite House to justify the action in closing debate, because the normal 
comtition of a deliberative assembly is that of debate; a proposition 
neels to be fully discussed. There never has been a case where, upon 
objection being made, so far as I know, this proposition of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] has been sustained. On the con- 
trary, it has been the experience of every man in this House that a bill 
like this is discussed point by point and paragraph by paragraph; and 
this arises from the very nature of the bill, because each item is a sep- 
arate expenditure, governed by separate and different reasons, and it 
is impossible to close discussion upon a whole section without closing 
it upon a multitude of subjects at once. Sothat the practical effect ot 
such closure is to oblige discussion to range over a great number of sub- 
jects, whereas the rule and the principle of the rule has always been, 
and the practice under it the same, to have each item involving a sep- 
arate appropriation discussed thoroughly or discussed at any rate by 
members of the House. And the rule provides, in order that there may 
certainly be discussion, that not until after discussion has been com 
menced can it be closed, thus insuring at least five minutes of discus- 
sion on either side of each proposition. 

Now I know the language of the rule is that debate may be closed on 
the section or paragraph, and the question is whether that refers to dit- 
ferent kinds of bills or whether it refers to the same kind of bills. | 
admit also that it will be found when you go back to 1860, when the 
rule started, that the debate would indicate that in the minds of those 
who participated in that debate, or, more exactly, in the mind of the 
proposer, the House was to have the alternative power. But I call the 
attention of the Chair especially to this principle enunciated by the 
permanent occupant of the chair. 

I made a point of order the other day that resolutions of inquiry 
which were reported back under the rule from committees were not 
under the rules privileged, so as to be discussed and decided at once, 
and the permanent occupant of the chair informed the House that if it 
were a new question he might decide otherwise ; but that a custom had 
grown up, a custom which has certainly not existed any more than two 
Congresses, by which he should feel constrained to be governed. Now 
that custom has grown up, but without a single point of order within 
my recollection having been made on the subject. If, then, the custom 
is controlling in that, it certainly must be controlling in this ; for for 
twenty-five years, so far as I know, this custom has obtained. I say so 
far as I know, for nobody can tell without having made a thoroug!: 
search what there may possibly be in twenty-five years of the CONGREs- 
SIONAL REcoRD and Globe. But I am very certain that during the 
eight years that I have been here the custom has been universal, and 
that no decision can be found by any presiding officer to the effect that 
debate can be closed on a provision of the bill which has not yet been 
read. 

My argument then is this: that the normal condition of a delibera- 
tive assembly is one of free and untrammeled debate; consequently that 
it should be clear that the rules of the House permit the majority to 
limit the rights of individual members; and that the universal custom 
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the reason and sense of the situation, all show that this 


peer rahi by the gentleman from Kentucky is out of order, and I 


out ere noes The Chair will state the point of order 


j man from Maine, and the argument submitted by 
vraag Arya “oper of the Chair be very well directed to a gen- 
eral appropriation or revenue bill. The river and harbor bill has been 
held more than once to be neither a general appropriation bill nora rev . 
nue bill. The debate to which the gentleman alludes affecting the tarif 
bill, in the judgment of the Chair, does not apply in this case. if this 
were a general appropriation or a revenue bill the Chair would have no 
doubt as to the correctness of the views of the gentleman from Maine; 
but asa river and harbor bill has never been held to be either one or the 
other, the Chair does not think the point of order is well taken. The 
Chair will ask the Clerk to read the sixth clause of Rule XXIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

: jori re members present, at any time 
nie ar pa apse ee aan doa ee amendments toany sec- 
tion or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such section or paragraph, or, 
at its election, upon the pending amendments only; but this shall not preclude 
further amendment, to be decided without debate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not disposed to bar the 
House of its right to debate. The Chair—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker—— oer 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is now endeavoring to state 
its ruling, and wil! hear the gentleman later. The Chair has no dis- 

ition to bar the House of its right of debate. Itis within the power 
of the House to continue debate upon this section, or the paragraph, as 
long as it pleases; but under the clause of the rule read by the Clerk, 
this being neither a general appropriation nor a revenue bill, it is clear 
to the mind of the present occupant of the Chair that it is competent for 
a majority of the members here present to limit debate upon the pend- 
ing section. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to take an appeal; but would it be too 
much to ask the Chair to state the difference between this bill and a 

appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated its opinion and 
made its ruling, and the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] appeals. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not mean to yield the floor unless I have 
to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not require the gentle- 
man to do that, because it has not the power. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I have now made an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. I have had too much experience in 
this assembly not to know how it is liable to act, but I propose, for my 
part, so far as I am able, to do my duty in regard to this matter. I de- 
sire to say to the House that this is establishing a precedent of a most 
astonishing character—a precedent which must necessarily recoil on 
both sides of the Honse. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether, in dis- 
cussing this question, the House can be lectured? 

The SP’ ER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Rex} to confine himself to the proper discussion of the 
question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the Chair be kind enough to point out 
wherein I have deviated from parliamentary rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks that the gen- 
tleman is addressing himself to the appeal which he has made from the 
ruling of the Chair on the point of order that he submitted. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Surely I may be allowed to speak of the im- 
portance of this matter. Surely that is legitimate discussion. 

The SPEAKER - tempore. The Chair will suggest to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] that all discussion upon a point of order 
is in the discretion of the Chair. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not upon an appeal, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair admits that upon an appeal 
the gentleman has a right to discuss the ruling of the Chair upon the 
point of order he has submitted -—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the Chair hopes that the gentle- 
man will do that. 

‘Mr. REED, of Maine. I shall certainly do so. I call the House to 
witness that the I have used is legitimate and proper argu- 
ment, and that it is not lecturing the House, because, among other rea- 
sons, the House has not yet passed upon this question. 

Here is a question which involves the freedom of debate, and I 
that this House will not, on account of affection for any particular bill, 
deliberately establish a precedent which in its results, as I have said 
before, is sure to recoil upon both sides of the House; is sure to deprive 
the House on some im t occasion of the right to debate. I have 
endeavored to obtain from the er now occupying the chair the 
grounds on which he makes a difference between the bill now before 
the House and general appropriation and revenue bills, and I venture 
to say that it will not be possible for any member on the floor, or any- 
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where else, to state any real ground of difference between the bills 
under the rule, the interpretation of which is in question, because the 
rule which was read by the Chair in its decision expressly includes every 
bill; and if it be true that this House can deprive a minority of the 
right of discussion upon this bill, then it can do so upon every bill that 
comes before the House. 

Let me explain what I deem to be the great fallacy—I say it with per- 
fect respect toward the present occupant of the chair and toward the 
Chair—the very great fallacy which seems to me to lurk under one sugges 
tion which has been made by the Chair, the proposition that this House 
need not close debate on the section unless it chooses. Just there is 
the mistake. I am not now struggling for the rights of the majority; 
I am struggling for the rights of the minority; and I say that, under 
the rules of this House, the majority of the House have not the right to 
close debate except under the rules, and that consequently the ruling 
of the Chair, if sustained, does cut off the minority, provided the ma- 
jority choose to exercise that power if the House gives it to them. 
What is the rule? 
House: 

The House may by vote of a majority of the members present, at any time 
after the five-minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amendments to any see- 
tion or paragraph to a bill. 

Now, certainly the word ‘‘ bill’’ there includes general appropriation 
bills, includes revenue bills, includes river and harbor bills, and all 
other bills that can be brought before the House or the Committee ot 
the Whole. Consequently, if this ruling be sustained, the distinction 
made by the Chair can not be sustained. You will find yourselves, and 
we shall find ourselves, cut off from the discussion of tariff bills, cut: off 
from the discussion of general appropriation bills, and I would like to 
ask what condition the House will be in then? It has no power to do 
general legislation now; under this ruling it can not discuss the river 
and harbor bill; it will not be able to discuss an appropriation or a tarifi 
bill; and, if that is to be our condition, I should like to know why we 
meet at all. What would be the object of our coming together except 
to record without word or murmur the opinions of the temporary ma- 
jority of the House? That is not the object of a deliberative assembly. 
That strikes at the very foundation of a parliamentary body. 

I had at my desk (but some one has taken it) the debate which oc- 
curred on this question in the year 1883, and I commend the reading 
of that to the majority of this House. That debate was participated 
in by the present occupant of the chair and by the permanent Speaker 
of this Honse. There is not one word in any of the remarks made by 
those gentlemen which is not applicable tothe present question. They 
were both of them very strenuously of the opinion that the majority 
of this House had not the right todeprive the minority of the powerof 
discussion upon portions of a section which had never been read. 

Let the House consider for a moment the existing condition of things. 
One-half of a section has been read; it has been commented on, para- 
graph by paragraph; and now it is deliberately proposed that all debate, 
except such as the majority choose to allow, shall be cut off upon the 
rest of the section, which has not even been read to the House. For my 
part I can not conceive of a more singular and astonishing preposition. 

Let me further say to the House that this question becomes espe- 
cially important on this very bill. Weare coming to sections which in- 
volve the expenditure of millions of money. Thereare three hundred 
and twenty-five men who have the right of discussion of those meas- 
ures. The Mississippi scheme, the Hennepin Canal, and the Galveston 
Harbor appropriation are involved in this. Yet it is proposed under 
this ruling to limit three hundred and twenty-five men to an hour and 
thirty minutes in the discussion of these questions, when the rules of 
this House give a right of five minutes’ discussion pro and con on every 
item: and the custom of the House gives a much less limited right ot 
discussion. 

I am aware that what I have said would have been very much illu- 
minated by the remarks made on the occasion to which I have referred 
by the gentleman who.is now our permanent Speaker and by the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair; and Lamsorry that I am notable to present 
them. Perhaps some gentleman can favor me withthe volume? Has 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] the debate at hand ? 

Mr. WILLIS. No; I have not. I have the Journal here. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has the Speaker that debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not the volume. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If he has I shall be very mach obliged—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not that debate at hand; 
he has the ruling made on this question by the permanent Speaker ot 
this House, which after a while the Chair will ask to have read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. By the present Speaker of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro te npore. 
this House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I shall make but a single suggestion 
on this question. We have inthis House acustom, which I suppose has 
its authority in the construction of the rules—a custom under which 
we read a section or a paragraph, as the case may be, to which amend- 
ments and discussion are to be directed. We read the s!ction or para 


By the present permanent Speaker of 
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graph before either amendment to it or discussion upon it is in order. 
If it had been the policy in the consideration of this bill to read this 
entire section before receiving amendments or entertaining discussion 
upon it, { could very well understand how the ruling of the Chair might 
be proper and right under the rules. 

My understanding is that all the matter upon which you would 
limit debate must be read in the committee before a motion to limit 
debate upon it is in order. If in the consideration of this bill we had 
read the entire section before receiving amendments or allowing discus- 
sion, there would be, I concede, ground for the ruling made by the 
Chair. But we have adopted an entirely different policy—a policy 
and practice which have always obtained in this House, reading first 
a part of the section, the paragraph, and then receiving amendments 
to the paragraph and discussing those amendments. 

It is entirely competent to limit the debate upon a part of the section 
which has been read and considered in that way, and upon all amend- 
ments which have been made to that paragraph. But when we go fur- 
ther than that, and attempt to limit discussion upon a part of a section 
which has never been read and which has not been before the commit- 
tee, it seems to me, with all deference to the judgment of the distin- 
guished occupant of the chair, we are violating every usage of the House 
and violating the spirit of the rule. 

I submit is it competent, is it orderly, that we should go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole and debate under the five-minute rule a section 
before that section has ever been read? 

I ask if the Chair were presiding in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union whether he would allow discussion 
under the five-minute rule until the subject-matter upon which gen- 
eral debate had been closed by order of the House had been read and 
the section, paragraph, or proposition was thus before the committee 
under the five-minute rule? 

Under the ruling appealed from, Mr. Speaker, I see no reason why it 
is not entirely competent and proper to go into Committee of the Whole 
and have the gentleman who has charge of the bill, after general debate 
has closed, apply the five-minute rule on the section before it has been 
read at all,and amendments be received to it before it has been read, 
go then back into the House and cut off, if the House is of that mind, 
discussion entirely on the section which has never been read at all, and 
has not been before the House by the reading provided for in the rules. 
And in this way you may cut off the whole consideration of the bill. It 
is for this reason, Mr. Speaker, I have desired to enter my protest against 
the ruling which has been made. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, my interest in this point is not connected 
with the bill under consideration; but it seems to me we are settling 
here a very important principle. As was suggested to me by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Beacn], if the construction now urged is 
to be carried out, the arrangement of a bill into sections being a mere 
matter of convenience, it will be in the power of any person or com- 
mittee reporting a bill to put that whole bill in one section and then 
immediately cut off the debate upon it. 

The rule reads as follows: 


6. The House may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at any 
time after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amendments to 
any section or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such section or para- 


graph 

[ call the attention of the Chair to the fact that this rule is two rules, 
not one; two rules are embraced in one formula. Those two rules are 
these: First, the House may, by the vote of a majority, &c., close all 
debate upon any section; second, the Honse may, by the vote of a ma- 
jority, &c., close all debate on any paragraph. The language of the 
rule is ‘‘ section or paragraph; ’’ in other words it is disjunctive, mak- 
ing two rules, the second of which, that as to a paragraph, giving the 
same limitations and rights of debate on a paragraph which otherwise, 
under the first, would be given only to a section. After the five min- 
utes’ debate has begun on a paragraph, that is, after it has been read 
and debate has begun upon it, the House by a majority of its members 
may close debate on that paragraph. So, too, after a section has been 
read and the five minutes’ debate has begun on that section, then you 
may close debate on that section. Therefore it follows that whenever 
any paragraph has been read and the five minutes’ debate has begun, 
then and only then debate thereon may be closed. So, too, under the 
other part of the same rule, a section must first be read in regular order— 
the whole section; debate must begin on that section, and then and 
then only a motion is in order to close debate thereon. Until the whole 
section has been read, until the five minutes’ debate has begun on that 
whole section, a motion is not in order to close debate; otherwise the 
rights of debate are cut off; otherwise, as the gentleman from New York 
has said, any committee may report a bill in one section and deprive 
this House of debate. This principle is too important to be sacrificed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Can the gentleman from Massachusetts find any rule 
anywhere which would prevent the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 


of this House putting the bill making appropriations for the rivers and 
harbors of the country into one paragraph ? 
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Mr. LONG. I know of none; that is the very argument I make 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have the floor. How much time hay, 
left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has thirt 
five minutes remaining of his hour. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will yield now five minutes to the gent 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Younc]. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose at this time to ent, 
into any discussion on the point of order now before the House. 1, 
only desire at the present time is to say a word in the interest of the 
bill and suggest to my friend from Kentucky (Mr. WILLIs] who has it 
in charge that in all probability it might reach consideration in the 
House at a much earlier hour if this question as to limiting debate 
should be held in abeyance for a little time. The vote taken by the 
House yesterday evening on the proposition to enter upon the consid 
eration of the bill at this hour indicated very clearly the friendly fee] 
ing of the House toward it. I believe if a fair discussion can be had 
if a reasonable time be allowed for that purpose, and if the gentlemen 
who are opposed to certain provisions of the bill are permitted to offe: 
such amendments as they deem necessary, that there will be little or 
no opposition manifested to its passage; and I submit that it is due to 
those who have had no opportunity of being heard that they have some 
consideration shown them in this regard. 

There are many important provisions in this bill which have not yet 
been discussed. Many members of this House think they have a right 
to be heard in the expression of their views against these provisions 
It is just tothem and just tothe constitueacy they represent that they 
should have a reasonable opportunity at least to present their views to 
the House. None of them I am sure will urge any factious opposition 
but merely endeavor to protect the interests of their constituents, which 
they believe are now left without the protection which should be afforded 
under the provisions of this bill. 

And up to this time it can not be denied, whether done purposely o1 
not I will not undertake to say, that the committee having this bil! in 
charge have occupied a very large portion of the time during which it 
has been under discussion, and now to limit all further debate upon the 
remainder of the bill toone hour and a half would be to deny to many 
members a right to which they are entitled. 

During the whole time the bill was under consideration in the com 
mittee-room no member of the House, I believe, was permitted to lay 
his views before the committee. Since it has been before the House 
only a very small number of gentlemen who desired to speak have had 
an opportunity of discussing it, or of offering any amendment to it 
This was unjust to them and may result in leaving important interests 
wholly unprotected. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me interrupt the gentleman to state that if he 
will remember, although the committee occupied the greater portion 
of the time, yet there were several members of the committee who ad- 
dressed the House in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG. That may be. I donot know how that was, nor am 
I complaining of the distribution of the time, but was only going to 
suggest to the gentleman in charge of the bill that it might be better to 
let the discussion proceed this morning, ascertain the feeling and tem.- 
per of the House in respect of further discussion, and how many gen- 
tlemen yet desire tospeak. By pursuing this course, in all probability 
by to-morrow or the next day he will be enabled to have the bill in 
such condition as to submit it to the House for final action. I have no 
doubt that the House will cheerfully grant him for to-morrow and for 
the next day the same favor that has been accorded him to-day, in 
order that the bill may be fairly considered and that no gentleman 
may have any just cause of complaint. If this suggestion is adopted 
and an opportunity given to the few gentlemen who entertain decided 
views and convictions upon this subject to express them, I have no doubt 
that in a very few days the bill may be finally acted upon by the House 
and go to the Senate for its concurrence. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CuTcHEON]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to submit to the Chair, in the first in 
stance, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the decision of the Chair should stand as thie 
judgment of the House, and the motion of the gentleman from Ken 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs] should prevail, and the debate be limited there- 
under, would it be in order to submit either an amendment or remarks 
upon paragraphs of the bill which had not been reached and read unde 
this order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments to the bill would be in 
order, but debate would be closed by order of the House should the mo 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky prevail. 

Mr. HEON. Ido not understand the Chair to answer my que= 
tion fully. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Possibly the Chair does not understan/ 
the ’3 question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Would it be in order to submit amendment or 
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i i jon of the bill until it had been reached 
ied apes 0 pete Sa aee this ruling of the Chair should the 
its =? 
motion of et, —geemrretee ee ail tate in response to the 
The SPEAKER prv tempore. The Chair will s ~ a _ 
ventleman that amendments may be submitted and would be pending 
Ss ld the motion prevail. But the gentleman from Michigan will per- 
pe nder the ruling of the Chair, if on the appeal that ruling shall 
nae ai ed and the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky prevail, 
th t debate would be limited upon this section and such amendments 
re > be offered to the time indicated by him. yy | 
* Mr. CUTCHEON Mr. Speaker, I submit that the Chair has not 


: tion. 
ae SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has answered the gentleman 


| 
5 sista CHEON. I beg pardon of the Chair, but the point of my 
i nquiry ts simply this: We have before us a bill of some fifty pages. | 
But ten of these pages have been read. Under this decision of the | 
Chair, if it should be sustained and the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky shall prevail, the entire debate will be limited to the portion 
which has been read. Now, if the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky shall prevail, I submit that it is manifest to every gentleman 
upon the floor that the entire hour and a half would be consumed in 
debating probably a single proposition in that bill, and -no gentleman 
interested in any other portion of the bill beyond page 13 would have 
any opportunity of debate whatever. Therefore I put the question to 
the Chair, whether we could debate a proposition before it has been 
read in the bill if this motion prevails? 

Mr. WILLIS. The wholesection remaining will be read and be open 
to debate and amendment. The only.point is that the debate will be 
limited to one and a half hours, one hour of which time will be devoted 
to the opponents of the measure and one-half to its friends. _ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I make this inquiry more as a friend of the bill 
than as an opponent. I desire to see the bill in some proper form pass 
the House at this session and become a law, and I desire to see it put 
in a form in which it can pass and become law before the close of this | 

ion. 
"ie REED, of Maine. I now yield five minutes to.the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNon ]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the ruling of the Chair | 
as closely as I could, and I do not understand the Chair to hold, nor | 
have I been able to find in the rules, any different provision as to gen- | 
eral appropriation or revenue bills from those that apply to all bills, so 
for as the point of order is concerned. I do not believe that there exists 
any substantial difference, or that there should exist any; and I desire 
to read to the House very briefly from the remarks of the present 
Speaker of the House, Mr. CARLISLE, made upon the discussion of a 
similar question in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

After reading clauses 5 and 6 of Rule. X XIII, he says: 

Now, we have invariably treated each separate and distinct clause of an ap- | 
propriation or revenue biilas a paragraph ; we have proceeded upon that rule | 
throughout the whole of the consideration of this bill, even up to the very mo- | 


ment when the gentleman from Kansas submitted his motion that the commit- 
tee rise. 


Now I ask the particular attention of the House: 


His proposition now is todo what has never yet been done or attempted to be | 


done in this House.since the organization of this Government so far as I know; 
that is, to go forward from the stage to which the House has arrived and close de- 
bate upon paragraphs and clauses and subjects not yet reached, not yet read, or 
considered in any manner by the House and to which no amendments have as 
yet been offered. And if the gentleman from Kansas can cite a single instance 
n the history of this body where such a motion as that has ever been entertained 


T shall have nothing more to say. The gentleman knows that no such propo- | 


sition can be entertained by the Chair under the rules of the House. 
Now observe this: 


He knows that when we had under consideration in the last Congress the river 
and harbor appropriation bill which consumed a great deal of time, a bill which 
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everybody was anxious to reach, where all of the various expedients which are 
admissible under the rules were resorted to with a view of taking it from the 
committee and bringing it into the House, he must remember that with all of 
the anxiety that prevailed to get that bill passed no gentieman upon this floor 
ever ventured to offer such a proposition as he now submits. 

So spoke the present Speaker of the House of Representatives when 
he stood with the minority, not only touching revenue bills and gen- 
eral appropriation bills, but touching riverand harbor bills and all other 
bills. It occurred to me then and it occurs to me now that he spoke 
well. And I hope this House will pause long before they will make a 
rule that does not now exist or make a distinction that does not stand 
in sound reason. 

It is much better that this river and harbor bill should be a few days 
longer delayed in its passage than that a precedent should be made here 
which will return te plague the House not only perhaps in this Con- 
gress but in future Congresses. And I want to urge upon this side of 
the House, as we are now in the minority and to continue in the mi- 
nority next Congress, that we owe it to ourselves to see that these rules 
do not receive such interpretation as will cut off fair debate. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I ask the gentleman from Illinois how did he 
vote at the time the matter was discussed ? 


Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect how I voted or whether any vote 
was taken. 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. There was no vote 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not recollect that there wasa vote uponit. But 
however I may have voted or not voted under these rules, and in the 
light.of this discussion I feel*assured that the ruling of the Chair ought 
no®te stand. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] has 
marked a passage, which I will also read, from the remarks of the present 
occupant of the chair, the Speaker pro tempore. 

The = PEA K ER pro tei ipore he time oft he vent le man has ex pire d 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wil! read the passage to which the gentle- 
man from Illinois has referred. 

I desire to refer the House to the particular date of the debate which 
has been alluded to so that they may consult it lhe debate in ques- 
tion occurred on the 17th day of February, 1883, and will be found in 
volume 61 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for the year 1883. 

The proposition was precisely the same as is made to-day, and it ex- 
cited indignation on the part of members on both sides. The part which 
was taken in it by the permanent Speaker of the House has been read 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and it is full and con- 
clusive on the subject. 

The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] also participated in the 
debate, and gave utterance to one very fruitful sentence: 

I answer him and the gentleman from Pennsylvania that these rules were in- 
tended for the minority, asa shelter against the majority, against the mere whims 
and caprices of both the Speaker or the majority, that being the object of all 
rules and all must abide by them 

I desire to add that that same gentleman protested against this iden- 
tical doctrine. Mr. Robinson, of Massachusetts, now the governor of 
that State, then, as now,a Republican and in favor of the bill which 
this proposed action of February 17, 1883, would have aided, makes very 
strenuous declaration against it on common-sense grounds. He says: 

Mr. Speaker, I should like to say something before the point of order fs de- 
cided. I do not believe this motion to be in order, and I do not think it would 
be a safe practice for the House of Representatives to entertain any such motion 
in the present stage of the business,and feeling that conviction sure, I can not 
allow myself to sit still and not express my view of the matter 

Then he says further: 

If it is only printed in one section it may be forced down the throats of mem- 
bers without an opportunity to debate or amend it. [Applause. 

And the applause came from both sides of the House apparently. 


I want to speak here for myself and protest against such a position. 


It will be found that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL], an ex-Speaker of this House, and a distinguished parliamenta- 
rian, in that debate expressed precisely the same views. And lest I 
may seem to do injustice to the present occupant of the chair, I will 
read some observations which he made: 

The gentleman from Kansas need not apologize for failure to cite precedents. 
Neither he nor any other man here or elsewhere can sue out a search warrant 
and find a precedent for the motion he makes. There never wasa revenue bill 
or an appropriation bill considered in this House where it was ever attempted 
to close debate except upon the subject-matter which had already been consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole 

And it will be observed that there is no limitation there to general 
appropriation bills; it is no revenue bill and no appropriation bill of 
any kind. 

Then the gentleman says again: 

You may succeed in thus gagging the House, but you can not gag the Amer- 
ican people, and you shall not gag their Representatives without a protest being 
made before you do this thing after a fashion which is more adroit than it is 
either honorable or manly. I will now yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
|Mr. HAMMOND] 

And the gentleman from Georgia expressed himself at length in oppo- 
sition to the doctrine contained in the ruling of the present occupant of 
the chair. So, then, in the only case which has been found of record 
by the distinguished gentlemen who have brought it to the attention 
of the House it appears that members upon both sides of the House! 
with great forcibleness of language, repudiated the proposition, and it 
was abandoned by itsauthor. The matter never came up again in the 
House and was never passed upon. That abandonment is practically 
equal to a decision, and a decision of the most determining character, 
on the part of the House. 

I beg leave now to reafiirm that there is ssible distinction be- 
tween *‘ bills’’ under the clause of the rule which has been read here 
more than once this morning, and that if this decision covers anything} 
it has got to cover revenue and appropriation bills; but if the House 
has determined to face this question and to cut off debate—in the lan- 
guage of the present occupant of the chair—to ‘‘ gag the Representatives 
of the American people,’’ I do not suppose that anything I can say can 
prevent it. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]! 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I only desire a moment toimpress upon 
this House the practice that we have always followed and to confront 
the House with this startling proposition: that under this ruling you 
may bring in here at any time a bill covering a hundred or a thousand 
paragraphs and millions of money, and, befgre one sentence of it has 
been read, after general debate has been closed, you can take the floor 
under the five-minute rule and limit debate upon all those paragraphs. 

I appeal to the present occupant of the chair: If he was presiding in 
Committee of the Whole, would he entertain either an amendment to a 
section or an amendment to a paragraph, or debate upon a section or 
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debate upon a paragraph, until it had been read in committee? And 
yet this decision deprives us of the power of debate upon propositions 
which have not been read before the House. Ido not know that there 
is any aftirmative rule of the House to sustain the decision; but many 
and many a time I have seen gentlemen rise here to debate a propasi- 
tion or to offer an amendment to a section or paragraph before it has 
been read, and they have been called to order and required to take their 
seats. I donot know that the present occupant of the chair has so 
ruled, but repeatedly we have seen it. It is within the experience of 
every gentleman present. No amendment, no debate, is in order until 
the proposition has been read to the committee which you desire to de- 
bate or to which you desire to offer an amendment, and you can not 
limit debate under the five-minute rule until such debate is in order, 
and it is not in order except as the bill is read for amendments. 

I remember the discussion that took place here, which has been referred 
to by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and I know the views that I entertained on 
this question when it was then submitted to the House. It doesseem 
to me that this House owes it to itself—both sides of the House—to 
continue to occupy the position it occupied when this question was then 
presented, and to reverse this decision of the Chair. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that upon a proper con- 
sideration of the rule now under discussion it will be seen that to con- 
strue the rule in such a way as to authorize debate to be cut off upon 
a section which involves the substance of the bill, would be a gross 
abuse and perversion of the rule itself. I desire to ask the attention of 
the House for 2 moment to the question: What is the object of going 
into Committee of the Whole? Why do you, by your rules, provide in 
respect to certain bills which involve expenditures of money that they 
shall be discussed in the first instance in Committee of the Whole ? 
Why do youdothat? Simply, because in Committee of the Whole you 
can have a latitude of debate that is not to be had in the House; be- 
cause in Committee of the Whole it is competent to discuss the matter 
at large; because in Committee of the Whole the right to call the pre- 
vious question, the right to lay on the table, the right to reconsider— 
all those motions which affect and limit debate—are excluded. 

Now, then, by the course indicated by the decision of the Chair you 
propose to practically escape the effect of going into Committee of the 
Whole by making a construction of the sixth clause of Rule XXIII 
which will allow the House, before the matter goes into Committee of 
the Whole, to cut off debate by a vote to the effect that debate shall be 
limited to five, ten, or fifteen minutes, as the case may be, upon the 
section or paragraph under consideration. What is the proper construc- 
tion of that phrase in the rule ‘‘sectionor paragraph ?’’ I submit that 
to adopt the construction which is contended for here is simply to avoid 
the effect of the other rule, which provides that all measures of this 
character which involve the expenditure of money shall be first con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. If you attempt, as you now pro- 
pose, to give this effect to the sixth clause of Rule XXIII, you practi- 
cally contro] debate in Committee of the Whole by a previous vote on 
the part of the House, which is inconsistent with parliamentary rules 
and inconsistent with the very purpose for which your Committee of 
the Whole is instituted. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I suabmit—ahd I have 
given some thought to this question—that this proposition is a gross 
perversion of the rule, and is an attempt, by means of a forced and un- 
fair construction, to avoid the effect of going into Committee of the 
Whole. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has six minutes of his 
hour remaining. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I presume the reason of the rule 
which most of the gentlemen on this side in the Forty-sixth Congress vin- 
dicated is even stronger than the precedent then created. Precedents 
are sometimes determtig#@ more or less by the condition of parties, by 
the relations of majority and minority. I do not know how gentle- 
men on the othersidestood then. I know thatmany of us on this side, 
notably my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] as well as the pres- 
ent Speaker of the House and others, believed that appropriation bills 
of all kinds, all bills taking money out of the Treasury, should have 
that full, free, and fair discussion and amendment which can only be 
had in Committee of the Whole. 

Hence the reason of the rule, which I think was well expressed at 
that time in the language of our present Speaker, Mr. CARLISLE, not 
to mention what was said by other members. I will ask the Clerk to 
read as a very succinct statement of the rule to be applied to all appro- 
priation bills a portion of the remarks made at that time by the gen- 
tleman who is now the permanent Speaker of this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of this House, which have pre- 
vailed ever since this House was organized so far as 1 know, the Representa- 
tives of the people have a right to have all bills proposing to impose a tax or to 
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make of money read by clauses and each clause considered on 


its own merits. By the practice of the House the gentleman in charge of the 
bill has a right to move committee rise and close de on a pending par- 
agraph and amendments thereto, but there is no rule or practice of this Housc 
by which the House can close debate or cut off amendments to clauses not yet 
read or considered by the committee. ; 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsy)- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. I understand that a distinction has been drawn by the 
Chair between this bill and revenue and appropriation bills. The por- 
tion of our rules upon which the decision of the Chair is based is the 
sixthclauseof Rule XXIII. Taking the whole rule together, let us see 
what kind of bills come under that rule as entitled to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole, and therefore under this bill. The third 
clause of Rule XXIII provides: 

All motions or propositions pamueetng all 
proceedings touche appropriations of money, or bills making appropriations 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriation to be made, or authoriz 
ing payments out of appropriations al y made, or releasing any liability to 
the United States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield one minute more to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. LONG. The fourth paragraph of Rule XXIII provides: 

In Committees of the Whole House, business on their Calendars shall be taker, 
up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bi!i< 


and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which shall have preced- 
ence. 


a tax or charge upon the people : 


These paragraphs of the rule clearly include all sorts of bills taking 
money out of the Treasury, and specially name “ bills for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors.’? How, then, can the Chair hold that un- 
der clause 6 of the rule any distinction is made in behalf of revenue 
and general appropriation bills as against all others? 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the river and harbor bi!] 
now pending in Committee of the Whole can undergo the discussion 
that it should receive by the rules, and can be fully considered in a very 
short time. Most of the subjects which have excited discussion have 
been eliminated from the bill; and I believe it can now go through 
with little difficulty or delay under theordinary rules. As a friend of 
the bill I am in favor of that sort of consideration and discussion. 

Moreover, I believe it would be a bad precedent to shut off in this 
case the customary debate, item by item, on an appropriation bill. | 
do not care whetherthis bill falls within the category of appropriation 
bills by name; it is an appropriation in fact; and the thing is always 
far greater than the name. 

I can not agree to the establishment of a precedent which would cut 
off discussion upon this or any other bill involving appropriations out 
of the Treasury of the United States. Bills of this character should be 
considered item by item. Each appropriation should on separate con- 
sideration be made, if justified by policy and law, or if not should be 
refused. I do not see how the Committee of the Whole can be enabled 
to reach any just conclusion unless the separate propositions are dis- 
cussed seriatin. The method of consideration proposed by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors will not permit, I think, 
the fair and candid discussion which there should be on this bill. 

I t exceedingly that the question has assumed this phase, be- 
cause I believe that in the time already consumed upon this question 
we could have gone through a large portion of the bill. The only two 
propositions remaining in the bill which in my opinion are likely to 
excite anything like discussion are the appropriation for the Mississippi 
River and the creation of a new board. The,grounds of contest in re- 
gard to Galveston Harbor have, I believe, been removed; the proposi- 
tion to eliminate tain Eads has been to. If we now go on 
and consider the bill in the ordinary way I think we can get through 
it without any considerable debate. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of the gentleman from Maine 


[Mr. REED _—- 

"| . Speaker, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rerp} 
states that this is a question of the liberty of debate. I say, with the 
facts of the last five or six days before me, that it is a question of the 
license of debate and a limitation of that license. 

What is the practical proposition here? What are these rules? Are 
they intended to advance legislation or to defeat it? Are they a fraud 
and a farce, or are they an intelligent system by which we can expedite 
legislation, hear fair, honorable argument, close discussion, and come 
to a vote? Lét these questions be answered in the light of the last 
week. 

Who has been discussing this bill? Has there been any desire on the 
— of the gentleman from Maine to bring this bill toa vote? Wil! 

avow before this House that such is his object? I challenge him to 
do it. No; but he under techical rules to fritter away the 


time of this House. may not, in his wise statesmanship, be wil!- 


| ing to make the amendment which is so full of suggestion and elo- 
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uence to strike out the last word, but there are others who do it, and 
doit ear — no remedy against this method of kicking a bill 
to death? Are three hundred and twenty-five men to be bound up 
under technical rales? Was thatcommon sense? A priori would any 
man of common sense these rules are to be so interpreted as to 
bring about such result as that? There is no bill on this Calendar with 
= phs in it that could not under this system be extended through 
r or five sessions of Congress. Will this House stultify itself by ac- 
knowledging it has bound itself hand and foot and thrown itself into 
ee 
tn en oS at oes abridging debate. Have we no previous 
uestion? Do we not day after day limit debate to one minute or even 
pe second when we desire it? What is this rule? What is the prop- 
osition? That, in the plain language of the rules as they stand, this 
House shall instruct the Committee of the Whole to limit debate not 
paragraph, but upon the whole section. 
“What is the Tieees of this rule? Up to 1860 the House had no rule 
limiting debate on either sections or paragraphs. It was the custom to 
go into the Committee of the Whole, as you, sir, know well, move to 
strike out the enacting clause and thus bring the bill back into the 
House, move the previous question, and cut off all debate. In order to | 
prevent that the Committee on Rules brought in an amendment which 
read as follows: 


That may at any time, after five minutes’ debate has taken place on 
peencnsl asennad to ~~ section of @ bill, close all debate on such section. 


What followed? The gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Millson, said: 


I propose to amend the amendment by adding after the word “ section’’ the 
words “or ph ;" so it will read : 
* At any time after five minutes’ debate has taken place upon proposed amend- | 


ments to any section or paragraph of the bill,” Kc. 


That amendment was accepted by Mr. Washburn, of Maine, who was | 
in charge of the rules. He said he was surprised the committee had 
not thought of it before. 

Now, what did Mr. Millson say ? ; 

I will ask the Clerk to read it. It will be seen from the reading of 
that the House did not do the absurd thing the gentleman suggests, 
preventing itself from controlling its own action, but left itself free 
under existing condition of things to determine how much debate should 
be had. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Mriusox. I do not think there willl be any inconvenience, practically, 
from retaining what I have suggested. I do not propose to interfere with the 
right of the House to close debate upon the whole section, if they shall please to 
do so; but the committee will observe that, when we are in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union with an appropriation bil! under consid- 
eration, we have a number of independent paragraphs in one section ; indeed, it 
very often happens that there is but one section of an appropriation bill, and a 
great many Sapeueneine peanarapns. Now, sir, the case may occur that the 
committee are desirous of closing debate upon a whole section ; but in other cases 
they may desire to close debate only upona paragraph. I wish, then, to leave 
it optional with them to close debate either upon the section or the paragraph, 


as seem t at the time. 
Mr Bococx. will say to the gentleman from Virginia that I am authorized 


by at least two members of the committee to say that they are in favor of the 
amendment which he 

= WASHBURN, of ine. You are so authorized by a majority of the com- 
mittee. 


ment of my oes will be as a part of the report of the committee. 
Mr. MILLson. amendment having been accepted by the committee, it nec- 
essarily includes the addition : 

“ That the House , at any time, after five minutes’ debate has taken place 
upon o pungesed emnenbinanh, or any section or paragraph of the bill, close the 
debate upon such section or paragraph, or, at their election, upon the pending 
amendments 2 

Now, it will be observed that the committee may sometimes desire to close 
debate — a pending amendment or amendments without closing it upon the 
section, the section 


be a long one, important in its provisions 
and needing amendment. committee, however, may not be able to get on 
beyond a 


5 % s i 

po em ad men Speer mn - as to enable them to perfect the subsequent 
Mr. WILLIS. It will beseen, Mr. Speaker, from what has been read 
that at the very inception of this rule a sensible construction, not an 
arbitrary or absurd was given to its meaning. Under that con- 
struction the House by its vote can either limit debate to the whole 
section with all of its hs, or it can limit debate to any one of 
a number of at its option. Now, wherein under such a 
construction and practice is there any injustice to result? We know 
that there were only three or four provisions incorporated in this bill, 
when reported to the House, to which serious objection was made. 
One of these was with reference to the improvement at Sandy Bay Har- 
bor, and that has been stricken from the bill. Another was with ref- 
erence to having Captain Eads in charge of the Mississippi River im- 
provements as su engineer. That also has been eliminated 
from the bill. Another point of controversy was with reference to the 
improvements at Galveston Harbor. This House knows, because an 
t is pending, that the committee had adopted an amend- 

ment satisfactory to member of the committee and satisfactory 
to the members of the House, which has eliminated Captain Eads 
‘rom the control at Galveston, and given to that improvement its 


of the appropriations. Then there is nothing left 
Dat the Miceiasipp! River, and the discussion as to whether this present 


Mr. Bocock. Then, as a ie ado of the committee authorized it,the amend- 
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system of improvements shall continue. Upon that and other matters 
of different minor questions in the bill we propose to give one hour to 
the opponents and thirty minutes to the friends of the measure. 

Gentlemen claim that the bill has not been read. If this order shall 
be made, while it is a purely technical objection, the Clerk will imme- 
diately proceed to read the entire section to the close of the bill, and 
then amendment and debate will follow in order. Where is the hard- 
ship of that? Where is any wrong to be done to any member of the 
House who desires to be heard? I regret, sir, that time does not per- 
mit of a more extended consideration, but in view of what has been said 
I think the time now proposed is ample, especially when we consider 
the lateness of the session; and I will yield now to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Kerrer] for ten minutes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 1751) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
a building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts of 
the United States, the post-office, internal-revenue offices, and other 
Government offices at Erie, Pa.,’’ and making an additional appropria- 
tion therefor. 

Also that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which amendmeats the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of 
the public lands and the laws allowing entries for timber-culture. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, the point of order is that a motion is 
not in order to limit debate upon a section of a bill which is divided 
into paragraphs. I know how difficult it is in the limited time allotted 
to me by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] toundertake to 
answer the many specious arguments which are made against the rul- 
ing of the Chair upon the point of order now pending. I will content 
myself, however, by stating two or three general propositions in that 
time. 

The main point made against the power of the House to limit debate 
in Committee of the Whole upon an entire section is that it is taking 
away from the members of the House the right of free and full discus- 
sion. I wish to call attention to the fact that prior to the adoption of 
the present rule in its present form, the power was held and exercised 
by the House to limit debate upon an entire bill. That existed up to 
about the year 1860. 

The right under a practice that had grown up in Committee of the 
Whole on a motion to strike out the enacting clause of the bill brought 
the bill back into the House, where, under the operation of the pre- 
vious question, the whole bill could be passed without debate. Then 
a practice grew up under which the House could limit debate upon a 
section, which existed before the rules were amended so as to give the 
right to go into the House to limit debate upon paragraphs also. And 
instead of the decision of the Chair in the present instance being some- 
thing new, something that is a limitation upon the power of the House, 
it is simply carrying out that which was taking away power originally 
held and exercised a long time by the House. 

Itis claimed that the House only has power by a majority vote to limit 
debate upon each paragraph of a sectionof such bill after it is reached 
forconsideration. Paragraph 6of Rule X XIITis in the following words: 

The House may, by the vote of a majority of the members present, at any time 
after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amendments to any 
section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate upon such section or paragraph, 
or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only; but this shall not pre- 
elude further amendment, to be decided without debate. 

It ought to be conceded that the literal reading of this part of Rule 
XXIII gives the right to the House, by a majority vote, after the five 
minutes’ debate has begunon a section of a bill, tolimit debate upon it 
as well as upon a paragraph of asection or bill, and the Speaker should 
not hesitate to so hold if there were not other matters to be considered 
in giving it construction. 

The greater part of the debate upon the pending point of order has 
been directed against the effect of entertaining and agreeing to such a 
motion ‘as this, rather than against the right to entertain the motion 
under the rules. Itis a great mistake to suppose that to entertain such 
a motion as this would be to give the House an unusual power over its 
business in the matter of passing laws, or over the proceedings of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

If we looked alone to general parliamentary principles and uniform 
practice on the subject of the power of this House over the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, we should find that in- 
dependent of restrictive rules the House could by a majority vote con- 
trol any bill in committee or discharge that committee from its con- 
sideration altogether. The present rules of the House, intended to cover 
all imaginable cases which may arise, however, assume rather than di- 
rect that the House has the power to limit general debate in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union upon any bill, yet such 
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practice is unquestioned. Paragraph 5 of Rule XXIII contains these 
words 

When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain — amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 
in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon, &c. 


The rules nowhere authorize the limiting of general debate, but it is | 


assumed in the paragraph just quoted, and nowhere else, that that 
power exists; and so far as I have been able to examine and learn this 
power has existed throughout the history of the Congress of the United 
States. The matter of the consideration of a bill in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union under the five-minute rule is a wise 
parliamentary innovation, and comes in rather as a limitation on the 
power of the House to control the proceedings in the Committee of the 
Whole than in the nature of an extension of the power of the House 
over its committee. 

The present rules of the House came into force on the 2d of March, 
1880; but paragraph6 of Rule X XIII, already quoted, is almost a literal 
copy of the provision added to Rule 60 of the old rules of the House. 
The addition was made March 19, 1860. Barclay, in his Digest, pub- 
lished in 1873, says of this proviso to Rule 60: 

it was adopted so as to enable the majority to get a bill out of the Committee 
of the Wholeafter a reasonable time has been occupied in debating amendments, 
and was adopted at the same time as the amendment to the one hundred and 
twenty-third rule, the effect of which was to prevent a practice of doubtful pro- 
priety, by which the friends of a bill were in the habit of taking it out of the Com- 
—— of the Whole by adopting a recommendation to strike out the enacting 
clause. 

The practice had grown up, prior to the amendment to the old rule, 
123 (March 16, 1860), for the friends of a bill to move to strike out the 
enacting words, which being carried took the bill back into the House, 
where, under the then practice, the bill could be taken up and passed. 
The amendment to the old rule, 123, provided that when the recommen- 
dation of the committee, that the enacting words ofa bill be stricken out, 
was disagreed to, the bill should stand recommitted to the committee 
for further action. This history of the rule upon which this point of 
order turns is important to determine the intention, or rather effect, 
which ought to be given to it. It seems clear that the central idea was 
to give to a majority of the House the right to limit debate in such way 
as to hasten an end to the consideration of a long bill, and especially 
where factious opposition was made to it. But prior to the adoption of 
the come rules of the House, at least from the year 1844, the House, 
by old Rule 104, was given the right by a vote of the majority of mem- 
bers present to ‘‘suspend the rnles and orders for the purpose of going 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of. the Union, and 
also for providing for the discharge of the Committee of the Whole House 
and the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from 
the further consideration of any bill referred to it, after acting without 
debate on all amendments pending and that may be offered.’’ 

It will thus be seen that the power of the House by a majority vote 
to limit debate was greater prior to the adoption of the new rules than 
now, even though it should be held that it was in order by a majority 
vote in the House to limit debate on a section; for it had the right under 
the old rules to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union from the further consideration of any bill referred to 
it and thus bring it back into the House, where, under the operation 
of the previous question, all debate on the entire bill and all amend- 
ments thereto might be cut off, except the thirty minutes allowed under 
paragraph 3 of Rule 28. 

This reference to the past powers of the House is given as an answer 
to the claim that to entertain this motion would be to inaugurate some- 
thing entirely novel and revolutionary in the history of the proceedings 
of the House. It appears that for above thirty years this House main- 
tained the right by a majority vote to terminate all debate upon any 
bill in committee by simply discharging the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union from its further consideration, and under 
the operation of the previous question bring it to a final vote. 

It is claimed that general appropriation, tariff, and tax bills are con- 
sidered by clauses, while other bills are considered by sections. This 
may be true in fact, though it has grown up merely as a practice, and 
is not authorized or required by any existing rule. It is, undoubtedly, 
a good practice, but too much weight must not be given to it in giving 
construction to the plain language of the existing rule. If the right 
exists to limit debate on a section of any bill it exists as to all bills. 

The most specious argument made in support of the point of order 
is, that before the House can limit debate upon proposed amendments, 
or a section or paragraph of a bill, debate must have begun upon such 
amendment, section, or paragraph; and it is claimed that while the 
House is considering paragraphs, and the paragraphs are not coexten- 
sive with the section of the bill until the entire section is read through 
by paragraphs and considered subject to amendment, the motion to 
limit debate can not be entertained. It is very hard to see how it is 
possible for a paragraph of a section of a bill to be under consideration 
and debate and the section not be under consideration. 

It will be found that during the last ten days of this session a large 
number of amendments have been offered in effect to the section and 
not toparagraphs, as they were not propositions to amend paragraphs. 
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There have been others in the form of motions to amend the sectio, 
under consideration by striking out a whole paragraph or sever! 
paragraphs in one motion. There does not seem to be much difficult, 
in holding that debate has begun upon the pending section of the })j!/ 

| and this is the only fact required by the rule to be ascertained befor. 

| entertaining a motion to limit debate upon it. The claim so vigo; 
ously pressed, that to allow such a motion as this to be acted upon by 

a majority vote of the House would be to take away from the mino; 

ity the right to debate at all certain important paragraphs of a bill, 

worth considering; but it must be remembered that it is no more 
severe than the application of the previous question, which has existed 
almost from the beginning of the Government to the present time 
which cuts off (with theexception already stated) debate upon any })i!| 
or proposition to which it may be applied, no matter about its impo: 

tance. 

The right of general debate upon a bill in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was undoubtedly intended to be exe; 
cised before commencing the consideration of a bill by sections, or par. 
graphs, or clauses; and yet power is given to the House to limit this to 
a single minute. It must be kept in view that this motion is not a mo 
tion to preclude further amendment to the section, though such amend- 
ments would have to be decided without debate if the motion should 
be entertained and agreed to by the House. Itisanarrow view to take 
to say that paragraph 6 of Rule XXIII was only intended to give the 
right to the House to limit debate upon an entire section of the bill, 
where the section consisted only of one paragraph. The framers of the 
rules of the House, in debating them, could hardly be supposed to have 
overlooked the fact that it would have been sufficient in such case to 
have given the power to the House to limit debate by a majority vote 
upon a single paragraph. For, if debate was limited upon a paragraph 
and that paragraph was an entire section of a bill, then it would be 
unnecessary to authorize a motion to limit debate upon a section. 

The doubt that arises grows out of the fact that after a section is con- 
sidered through to the end by paragraphs it may yet be in order to 
add new paragraphs independentof those in the original bill. It might 
have been intended that the right to limit debate upon a section of « 
bill was only to be invoked when the section had been gone through 
by paragraphs, and it was proposed to offer further amendments to the 
section in the nature of new paragraphs, and on which debate would 
be asked for. But if the rule is to be overridden on the theory that 
every paragraph of a bill or a proposition should first be considered 
and debated before debate is limited upon it, it will readily be seen 
that the power to cut off all debate upon a section after the section has 
been read through by paragraphs and considered would be a power which 
would take away from the friends of the Cpa mega new paragraphs ab- 
solutely the power of debate, and it would have as many objectionable 
features about it as could apply to paragraphs already in the section. 

It is said that there are no precedents for such a motion as this 
This is a mistake. Precedents can be found which cover the present 
case. On the contrary, there are no precedents, so far as I am advised, 
against the right of the House, under the plain terms of the rule, to 
limit debate upon an entire section of a bill; and as I look upon the 
rule as a mere limitation upon the power of the House, in the absence 
of which there could be no doubt about the right of the House to limit 
debate upon an entire bill, or any section of it, or, in other words, to 
control the committee in its consideration of any bill as it might order, 
I think it would be unwise to undertake to put restrictions by mere con- 
struction upon what seems to be the plain reading of the rule. 

It is fair to say that until the last session of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress no point of order was made against the right of the House to 
limit debate upon a whole section of a bill in Committee of the Who! 
House on the of the Union. 

On May 11, 1872, during the Forty-second Congress, Mr. DAWEs, of 

usetts, moved to limit debate on .an entire section of a bill, 
which was entertained by Speaker Blaine. Other like precedents are 
cited. It may be conclusively assumed that for nearly a quarter of « 
century after the rule as it now exists was adopted no member even 
questioned the right of the House to limit debate on an entire section 
of any bill, as asa of a section. 

The hi of the of the rule which is embodied in the sixt!: 
paragraph of Rule XXIII will make it y clear that the origina! 
intention was to give the right to the to limit debate upon the 
whole of a section to a bill, although it contain many paragraphs, 0: 
in the discretion of the House to limit debate upon any one of the para- 

hs. 

’iaeiene revision of the old rules in March, 1860. MM: 

Washburn, of Maine, then a member of the Committee on Rules, rc 

ported a large number of amendments to the rules in force at tha’ 

time. other amendments he reported one in the nature 0! » 
proviso which read as follows: 

That the House may, at any time after five minutes’ debate has taken piac’ 
upon any. proposed amendments to any section of a bill, close all debate upo!' 


Pending the consideration of the report of the Committee on Rule- 
Mr. Millson, of Virginia, called the attention of Mr. Washburn to the 
i fact that the proposition of the committee to amend the rules should 


2, 
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. 7 t only that the House should have the right 
go farther, and a oe the Whole House on the state of the 


limit debate 1 ie eee 
Union upon a particular section, but also upon any paragraph of a sec- 


tion, so that the House might have the benefit of limiting debate upon | 
a paragraph when it did not desire to do’ so upon the whole section. 
— bv Mr. Millson made the amendment of 
This amendment as proposed 
Mr. Washburn read as follows: ent 
. 7 » time after five minutes’ debate has taken piace | 
—= ene ee nae to any section or paragraph, close the debate 
a saab anction or paragraph, or, at their election, upon the pending amend- 
ments only. ‘ | 
It will be noted that this is the language almost to a letter of the | 
rule that we are now trying toconstrue. The then Committee on Rules, 
or a majority of the committee present on the floor, agreed to accept 
the amendment of Mr. Millson, after he had stated the object of it, as 


— pose h t) ht of the H to cl lebat 
rfere with the right of the House to close debate upon 

Pa olan, iftnes shall please to do so; but the committee will observe 
that when we are in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union with an 
appropriation bill under consideration, we have a number of independent para- 
graphs in one section. Indeed, it very often happens that there is but one sec- 
tion of an appropriation bill, anda great many independent aragraphs. Now, 
sir, the case may occur that the committee are desirous of closing debate upon 
a whole section, but in other cases they may desire to close debate only upon 
a paragraph ofa section. I wish then to leave it optional with them to close de- 
bate, either upon the section or the paragraph, as may seem right at the time. 


This will be found among the debates in the Congressional Globe, 
» 1188, volume 10, part 2, 1859-’60, and of date March 15, 1860. 
This view of the rule as it was proposed was accepted, and on a sub- 
sequent day, to wit, March 19, 1860, the amendment was adopted with- | 
out a division, and it has been from that time forward to the present a 
rule of this House. 





Now, Mr. Speaker, one of the specious things that are stated upon the 


floor here is that no debate can be had, no consideration of a paragraph | 


or a section can be had, until it is read through. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
every bill is read clear through in the Committee of the Whole before 
you ‘proceed to consider it by paragraphs, unless by unanimous consent 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with; so that it is all read. And 
it will not do for gentlemen to argue that when a paragraph has been 
read and debated, that is not the debating of some part of a section. 
The whole theory of the rule it seems to me is that the House by a ma- 
jority vote shall have a right to limit debate, but not to limit amend- 
ments upon a section. I am surprised that some of my party friends 
who differ with me on this point of order do so in the face of their po- 
sition hitherto in favor of allowing a majority of the House to control 
all its business. 

Some gentlemen fall into the idea that if debate is limited on an en- 
tire section it cuts off the right to amend the section. It does not; for 
by the express terms of paragraph 6 of Rule X XIII amendments may 
be offered without debate as long as members in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union desire to offer them. I know 
it may be a hardship, a great hardship, to take away from members 
the right to debate a proposition that is important to them. But still, 
as I think, it is the rule. The plain reading of paragraph 6 of Rule 
XXIII gives the right to limit debate upon a section as well as a para- 

and such was the view of its authors as has been shown. 

And I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not see any distinction 
between bills in the application of this rule. Any bill that goes to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union under our 
rules, I think, may have this rule applied to it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. THomas)]. 

Mr. THOMAS. The House is gravely informed by the opponents of 
this measure that there are no precedents for such a ruling as that 
which has been made by the Chair, and it is argued therefrom that 
there are no reasons that the mind of man can suggest why there can 
be a good and sufficient reason for the ruling. I have no patience with 
that confined theory which binds us within precedents of other years. 
Because no one had ever had the misfortune of having an apple fall on 
his head was Sir Isaac Newton to be prevented from investigating the 
philosophy of the law of gravitation? Because no one had ever sailed 
over the western sea was Columbus not to search out this American 
continent? Because no one has heretofore had the courage to come for- 
ward and have these rules construed by the Chair until the gentleman 


from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] this morning comes forward boldly in 


the defense of right and asks that the Chair shall mark upon the map 


the course which the ship of this House shall sail, shall it be said we 


shall not have this right asserted? I think not. 


Although there has been no ruling, it is manifest under the rules; it 


upon the reasons given at the time the rules were adopted, 


is 

that this House has the right to limit debate as well upon the section as 
; and the exception to the paragraph was made at 
the time of the adoption of the rules simply for the greater convenience 
of the House; not as taking away from it the power to close debate upon 


upon the 
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river and harbor bill heretofore has been passed without general de 
bate; but there has been considerable general debate and also consid- 
erable debate upon the different paragraphs in this section 





Has any great hardship fallen upon the country by reason of the pas- 
sage of these bills heretofore without extended general debate? I think 
not; and I think that with the light we have before us we shall have no 
reason to regret the early passage of this bill 

The bill has been in print, and has been read from beginning to end 
as well by every member of the House as by the Clerk from the desk, 


for by the unanimous consent given that the first reading 


of the bill 


should be dispensed with the legal effect of a full and complete read 


ing was answered. We have been told many times, especially by the 


gentleman from Maine [Mr. Reep], that these rules are most unhap- 
pily constructed; that they are so arranged as to prevent action by the 


House instead of enabling us to go forward with legitimate legislation 


I have always believed, and I entertain the opinion more strongly this 


morning than ever before, that the majority of the House ought to con 


trol itsaction. I believe that they ought not only to control its action, 


be introduced 





the whole section. Complaint is made that there is no opportunity for 
debate. The House will bear me witness that there has already been 
more debate upon this bill than upon four-fifths of all the river and 
harbor bills that have ever been passed by Congress. Almost every 


but that they ought to take the responsibility therefor, and I am sure 
that the good sober sense of this House will justify the ruling of the 
Chair in this instance, whereby he maintains that the majority should 
control the House as they have to bear its responsibilities 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, as I have promised that at five minutes 


to 12 I wduld move to adjourn, I am compelled now to move to lay the 
| appeal of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] on the table without 
further discussion. I make that motion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. In order that the House may under- 


stand the question pending, after the elaborate discussion that has been 
had, the Chair will restate it. The point of order was raised by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]; it was overruled by the Chair 
upon the ground that this was neither revenue nor a general appropri- 
ation bill, supported by an elaborate opinion delivered by the present 
permanent Speaker of this House 





Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, if there is any new matter to 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not introduce new mat- 


ter. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. If any is to be introduced I should like to 


have an opportunity to debate it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will engage in no debate, 


but claims the right to state the question. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. But the Chair has no right to argue it 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overruled the point of order 


raised by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] for the reasons stated. 
The gentleman from Maine appealed. That appeal has been debated. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. W1iLLIs] now moves to lay that 
appeal upon the table, and the question is on that motion. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 69 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WILLIs, and Mr. REED of Maine, were 


appointed. 


3efore the tellers took their places, 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the Chair please state the question that 
is to be voted upon ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIs] to lay on the table the appeal 
taken by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] from the decision of 
the Chair. . 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And a vote in the negative is a vote against 
the decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated the question 
The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were yeas 121, nays 103, not vot- 
ing 100, as follows: 


YEAS—121 
Aiken, Crisp, Halsell, Mills 
Alexander, Culberson, D. B Hancock, Mitchell, 
Bagley, Culbertson, W.W. Hatch, W. H. Money, 
Ballentine, Cullen, Henderson,T. J. Morgan 
Barbour, Dibrell, Henley, Moulton 
Barksdale, Dowd, Hill, Muldrow, 
Bisbee, Eldredge, Houseman, Muller, 
Blanchard, Ellis, Hurd, Murph; 
Bland, Ellwood, Jones, B. W. Murray 
Brainerd, English, Jones, J. H Neece 
Bratton, Ermentrout, Jones, J.T Nicholls 
Breckinridge, Fiedler, Keifer Nutting, 
Breitung, Follett, King Ochiltree 
Broadhead, Foran, Kleine: O' Ferrall 
Burleigh, Forney, Lamb, Paige, 
Cabell, Funston Lanham Payne 
Caldwell, Garrison Lewis Perkina 
Campbell, J. E. Geddes Lore Pettibone 
Candler, George, Lowry, Pryor, 
Carleton, Gibson, MeMiilin, Pusey, 
Cassidy, Glasscock, Matson Reagan 
Collins, Graves, Maybury Reid, J. W 
Cox, W.R Green Miller, J. F. Rebinson, W. FE 
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Rogers, J. H. Taylor, J. M. Warner, Richard Winans, John 
Seymour, Thomas, Washburn, Wise,G. D. 
Hing!.ton, Townshend, Weaver, Wolford 
Slocum, Tucker, Wellborn, ood, 
Snyder, Tully, Williams, Yaple 
Stewart, Charles Vance, Willis, 
Sumner, C. A. Wallace, Wilson, W. L. 
Bwope, Ward, Winans, E. B. 
NAY—16. 

Atkinson, Evans, Lyman, Smith, H. Y. 
Barr Everhart, McCormick, 
Bayne, Vindlay, Millard, Springer, 
Beach, Fyan, Morrill, Steele, 
Bennett, Hammond, Oates, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Hanback , O'Hara, Stone, 
Blount, Harmer, O' Neill, Charles Strait, 
Boutelle, Hart, Parker, Struble, 
Boyle Haynes, Payson, Talbott, 
Brewer, F. B Hemphill, Peters, Taylor, E.B 
Brewer, J. H. Hewitt, A. S. Phelps, Taylor, J. D 
Brown, W. W. Hewitt, G, W. Post, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Hiscock, Potter, Turner, 1. G. 
Campbell, J. M. Hitt, Price, Turner, Oscar 
Cannon, Holmes, Ranney, Van Alstyne, 
Clardy, Hopkins, Ray, Ossian Van Eaton, 
Clements, Horr, Reed, T. B. Wadsworth, 
Converse, Houk, Reese, Wait, 
Cevington, Howey, Rice, Wakefield, 
Cuteheon, Fiunt, Rowell, Warner, A. J 
Dargan, James, Russell, White, J. D 
Davidson, Kean, Ryan, Whiting, 
Davis, G. R, Kelley, Shively, Wilson, James 
Davis, R. T. Ketcham, Skinner, C, R. York, 
Deuster, Le Fevre, Skinner, T.G, Young. 
Dingley, Long Smalls, 

NOT VOTING—100. 
Adams, G, E. Dixon, Jones, J. K, Riggs, 
Adams, J. J. Dockery, Jordan, Robertson, 
Anderson, Dorsheimer, Kellogg, Robinson, J. 8, 
Arnot, Dunham, Lacey, Rockwell, 
Belford, Dunn, Laird, Rogers, W. F. 
Belmont, Eaton, Lawrence, Rosecrans, 
Blackburn, Eliott, Libbey, Seney, 
Bowen, Ferrell, Lovering, Shaw, 
Browne, T. M. Finerty, McAdoo, Smith, A. Herr 
Brumm, Goff, McCoid, Spooner, 
Buckner, Greenleaf, McComas, Stevens, 
Budd, Guenther, Miller, 8. 1. Stewart, J. W. 
Burnes, Hardeman, Mulliken, Stockslager, 
Campbell, Felix Hardy, Morrison, Storm, 
Chalmers, Hatch, H. H. Morse, Sumner, D, H 
Clay, Henderson,D. DB. Mutchier, Thompson, 
Cobb, Hepburn, Nelson, Th morton, 
Connolly, Herbert, O'Neill, J. J. Valentine, 
Cook, Hoblitzell, Patton, Weller, 
Cosgrove, Holman, Peel, Wemple 
Cox, 8. 8. Holton, Pierce, White, Milo 
Craig, Hooper, Poland, ilkins, 
Curtin, Hutchins, Randall, Wise, J. 8 
Davis, L. H. Jeffords, Rankin, ‘ood b 
Dibble, Johnson, Ray, G. W. Worthington. 


So the motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions, until further notice: 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. Joun S. WISE, 

Mr. SHaw with Mr. Larrp. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. HARDY with Mr. HEPBURN. 

The following pairs on this vote were announced: 

Mr. RoseCRANS with Mr. Situ, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. ADAMs, of New York, with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. Bupp with Mr. McCorp. 

Mr. DuNN with Mr, STEVENS. 

The following pairs for this day were announced: 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Cops with Mr. ADAMS, of Hlinois. 

Mr. Riees with Mr. Hirt. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. RocKWELL. 

The following pairs until Monday were announced: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. StorM with Mr. Craia. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object; let the names be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine objects to 
dispensing with the reading of the names. The Clerk will recapitulate 
the vote. 

The Clerk began to read the names of members voting. 

Mr. REED, of Maine.. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. If there 
be no further objection the reading of the names will be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection. * 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the was 
laid on the table; and also moved to lay that motion on the thie. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. WILLIS (at 11 o’clock and 59 minutes a. m.). I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk. 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of the Board of Trade of Vancouver, 
Wash., for an appropriation to improve the Vancouver Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Commercial Exchange o/ 
Philadelphia, for the acquisition by the United States of the Portage 
Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Young Men’s Democratic Club, Brooklyn, N. Y., for 
the arrest of the coinage of the silver dollar—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Western Pennsylvania River Improvement As- 
sociation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petitions of George Wester, of Rhoda Ewing, of 
Leonard F. Daniel, of Napoleon B. Leath, of Cynthia J. Helms, widow 
of John Helms, deceased; of Francis A. Harwell, of Clara Pinkerton, 
of Mrs. Malinda Angle, of John Rolater, and of William Drew, all of 
Cherokee County, Alabama, asking reference of claim for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war to the 
Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Chims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Robert, A. Clark, James Davis, 
George Wester, Francis A. Harwell, John Helms, Leacy Kirk, Leonard 
I’. Daniel, Napoleon B. Leath, John Rolater, and William 8. Warren— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac N. Webb— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, favoring the purchase by the United States of the Portage 
Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canals, and making the same free of 
charge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition by the State Grange of Wisconsin, asking for amend- 
ment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENLEY: Resolutions of the Chambers of Commerce of San 
Francisco and Eureka, Cal., favoring the treaty with Nicaragua and 
the early construction of the Nicaraguan Canal—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition from O. P. Morton Post, No.1, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Terre Haute, Ind., asking that Congress purchase 
Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of David L. Scott, of Jessamine County, 
Kentucky, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of A. H. Brooks, of New Jersey, asking compensation 
fot services to Internal Revenue Bureau—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petitions of citizens of New Haven and Mid- 
dletown, Conn., on the subject of civil service reform—to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MULDROW: Petition of W. Y. Warren, of Alcorn County, 
Mississippi, asking reference of claim for p y taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war to the Court of Claims under 
the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEECE: Petition of citizens of Ilinois, asking legislation for 
the suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of several hundred citizens of Weedsport, 
N. Y., for on the Mormon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Petition of Paul C. Crafton, of Gibson County, Ten- 
— reference of claim for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petition of J. Taylor Wood, for the removal of his 
poli disabilities—to the Committee on the Judi : 

By Mr. SPRIGGS: Petition of 100 citizens of Utica, N. Y., for action 
on the Mormon eee the same committee. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Petition of C. H. Dunton, of Poultney, Vt., 
and others of same State, for more effective legislation to suppress Mor- 
monism—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of West Bolton, Vt., asking an increase of 
widows’ to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. Taylor: Petition of Jerre R. Wright, administrator of 
Nancy Wright, deceased, of McNairy County, Tennessee, asking refer- 
ence of claim ree a and used by the United States Army 
during the late war to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of New York, asking 
Jeticieny: for the suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on the 
aon Mr, RICHARD WARNER: Petition of Joseph Adams, of Mar- 

County, Tennessee, asking reference of claim for property taken 
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. CURTIN: of citizens of Center County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of citizens of North Haven, Me. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Of citizens of Unionville, of Canton, and of 
Athens, Mo. : 

LEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Petersburg, Ind. 

ed Mr MILLIKEN: Of Charles B. Stewart and others, of South 
China, and of J. T. Hawes and others, of Litchfield Plains, Me. 

By Mr. NEECE: Of Post 81, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
“— Mr OSSIAN RAY: Of James Gorman and 32 others, of Randolph; 
of Daniel Cobb and 89 others, of Ashland, and of H. E. Bliss and 65 
others, of Lebanon, N. H. 

un STEELE: Of citizensof Genoa, of Huntington, of Bloomfield, 
eman, and of Jalapa, Ind. 
. STEWART: Of L. B. eae of Rochester; of 
. A. Benedict and others, of Poultney; of J. W. Parkhurst and others, 
of Fair Haven; of Warren Gibbs and others, of Burlington; and of A. 
E. Ferris and others, of Forestdale, Vt. eo 
By Mr. WEAVER: Of Thomas Wilesand 126 others, citizens of Platts- 
Nebr. 
“ee WOOD: Of citizens of New Waverly, of Galveston, of Lo- 
gansport, of Rochester, and of Winamac, Ind. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, February 13, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by Rev. A. J. PALMER, 
D. D., of New York city. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Tie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending that the 
prime meridian of Greenwich be adopted for all nautical and astronom- 
ical purposes, as recommended by the international conference held in 
Washington in October last. If there be no objection, the letter will 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of Califernia. The subject of a prime meridian has 
had the attention of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Chair was under the impression 
that, as the astronomy of the United States is confined to the Naval 
Observatory, the proper reference would be to the Naval Committee. 
The Chair will the reference if there be no objection, and the 
letter will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recommendation 
of the Supervising Architect to extend the limit of cost of the public 
building at Denver, Colo.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Postmaster- 
General, transmitting a letter from the Attorney-General relative to the 
importance of possession of certain records of the Post-Office 
Department of the late Confederate States pertaining to Southern mail 
contracts; which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to 
the Committee and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

ted a petition of the Ohio State Sanitary As- 

the passage of the bill introduced by Senator 

prevention of the introduction and diffusion of conta- 

infectious diseases into the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. PENDLETON ted petitions of the Lancaster Gazette, of 

, Ohio; the Publishing House, of Cleveland, Ohio; 
the Greenville Journal, of Greenville, Ohio; the Clermont Sun, of Ba- 
Ohio; the Ohio State Journal, of Columbus, Ohio; the publishers 
and Medicines of North America; the Gazette, of Ottawa, 
Waisenfreund, of Columbus, Ohio; and the publishers 
Dental Science, of Toledo, Ohio, praying 
on second-class mail matter; which were 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
@ resolution adopted by steamboat owners and 
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managers at a meeting held in Cincinnati, Ohio, on the 4th of Febru- 
ary, 1885, protesting against the repeal of section 4419 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the control of safety-valves 
and steam-registers; which was :eferred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange 
of Philadelphia, praying for the purchase by the United States of the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canals; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present the petition of the Repub- 
lican and Democratic county committees of Vallejo, California, pray- 
ing that the workmen and other employés of the Mare Island navy- 
yard may receive compensation for time lost by them during January, 
1885, pending the passage of the naval appropriation bill. 

I also present a petition of workmen and other employés of the Mare 
Island navy-yard, California, not addressed to Congress, but evidently 
intended to be presented as a petition to the Senate, to the same effect. 
I ask that it may be received, and I move that both petitions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the latter 
paper will be received as a petition to the Senate, and both petitions 
will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Bowker, of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., praying for an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2177) granting a pension te Henry 
Radford, to report it adversely, as a House bill in that case has been 
passed. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2520) granting a pension to Sally 
Ann Bradley, to report it adversely, and to ask that it be placed upon 
the Calendar for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 


| Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2057) granting a pension to Margaret Beymer, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4189) granting a pension to Caroline Van Norton; 

A bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to Charles H. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 6835) granting a pension to Bernard Donohue; 

A bill (H. R. 7773) granting a pension to William E. Ayers; 

A bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to Eliza M. Byers; 

A bill (H. R. 732) granting a pension to William Weddingfield; and 

A bill (S. 2437) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1164) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Elenor 
Stough; 

A bill (H. R. 3000) forthe relief of William R. Miller, for pension; 

A bill (H. R. 5082) granting a pension to Jane Hilton; and 

A bill (S. 2262) granting a pension to Sedate P. Martin. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1960) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2074) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar, moved its indefinite 

tponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
committed the bill (H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to 
Merlin C. Harris, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1325) granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. Harris, moved 
its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7997) to increase the pension of 
Mary E. Fillebrown, to report it adversely. I ask that it be placed 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. I am also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 498) granting a pension to Letitia Ty- 
ler Semple, to report it adversely. I ask that it be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
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ferred the following bills, sabmitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (H. R. 3828) granting a pension to Cornelius Wessels; 

A bill (H. R. 3466) granting a pension to Azzur W. Reader; 

A bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of Mary G. Reader; 

A bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension to Jane Bracken; 

A bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to Charles D. Duncan; 

A bill (S. 2156) granting a pension to Corydon Millard; and 

A bill (S. 2148) granting a pension to William A. Penfield. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. Olive W. Parker; 

A bill (S. 2268) for the relief of Robert J. Ballort; and 

A bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to Thomas McGill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I amdirected by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4317) increasing the pension of Julia A. 
Chambers, to report it favorably with an amendment, and submit the 
views of the minority favoring the passage of the bill as it came from 
the House. 

‘ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the views 
of the minority will be received and printed with the report of the 
committee. 

‘ Mr. BLAIR. I am also instructed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2242) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, 
widow of Patrick Crimmins, to report it adversely and recommend its 
indefinite postponement, and to submit the views of the minority fa- 
voring the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the views 
of the minority will be received and printed with the report, and the 
bill placed on the Calendar. 
~ Mr. BLAIR. I am also instructed by the same committee, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6011) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Casey, to report it favorably with an amendment correcting an 
error in the name of the pensioner. 
stead of ‘‘ Casey.’’ 

Mr. WILSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 481) for the relief of John D. Bridges, 
to report it adversely, the report being based on the ground that the 
relief sought for may be granted by the Commissioner on Pensions. I 
move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1836) granting a pension to Sarah Hague; 

A bill (H. R. 7571) granting a pension to Cornelia V. Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline; and 

A bill (H. R. 3403) for the relief of Jacob J. Morningstar. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was recom- 
mitted the bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report back to the Senate a communication of the 
Secretary of State, addressed to the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, inviting attention to some commercial statistics sub- 
mitted therein, showing our trade relations with the several countries 
in this continent, British North America excepted. I move that it be 
printed as a miscellaneous document, and recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

‘ Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian A ffairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (5, 2592) to provide for the sale of a part 
of the reservation of the Winnebago tribe of Indians in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 


BINDING CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am instracted by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably a resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Senate to have bound at the Government Printing Office 650 copies of 
the Congressional Globe, now unbound, in the Senate library, and to 
ask for its present consideration. 

’ By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion: 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
have bound at the Government Printing Offices 650 volumes of the 

sional Globe furnished to the Senate library under the joint resolution ap- 
proved May 16, 1884. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

. Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Nebraska be good enough 
to state the necessity for having these volumes bound? 

Mr. MANDERSON. These unbound volumes by action of Congress 
were placed in the Senate library, and their binding is necessary to com- 


plete the bound sets of the Congressional Globe. 


That order will be made, if there be 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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Mr. INGALLS. They are in the Senate library ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. They are already in the Senate library in a, 
unbound form, and are useless in that shape. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LANDING OF TELEGRAPH OCEAN CABLES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Printins 
to report back a message from the President of the United States, tran. 
mitting, in response to a Senate resolution of May 2, 1884, the report o: 
the Secretary of State in relation to the landingof telegraph ocean calle. 
on the shores of the United States, and with it a resolution providing 
for the printing of the report. I will state that the printing of such , 
report will cost less than a hundred dollars, and it seems to be impor- 
tant. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by, unanimous consent, and agreed to 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the papers accompanying the report of the Secretary of St:.. 
relative to the landing of foreign telegraphic cables upon the shores of the Unite 
States, transmitted by the President in nse to a resolution of the Senate. 
May 2, 1884, be printed, and that 1,00 additional copies in paper covers be printed 
for the use of the Department of State. 


LIST OF WAR DEPARTMENT EMPLOYES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am also instructed by the Committee op 
Printing to report back a letter of the Secretary of War, transmitting « 
list of clerks and employés of the War Department, with a resolution 
ordering its printing; and I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the list of clerks in the War Department, transmitted to th- 


Senate by the Secretary of War, in compliance with section 194 of the Revised 
Statutes, be printed. 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 


Mr. HOAR. LIrise to put a question to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, who has just made several reports from that com- 
mittee. The Senate some time ago referred to that committee a resolu 
tion providing that copies of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States shouid be furnished to Senators. It is a resolution the 
execution of which will be a very trifling expense, and it seems very 
important that we should have copies of the decisions, which may seri- 
ously affect our duties in legislation. I desire to ask the chairman 0! 
the Committee on Printing what action the committee has taken on 
that resolution ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The committee has taken no action upon it as 
yet. It is under consideration and the matter is being investigated 

Mr. HOAR. The resolution was introduced in the Senate at the be- 
ginning of the present session. I suppose the illness of the late Sens- 
tor from Rhode Island prevented the matter from being attended to 
then. I hope it will be attended to without further delay. 


LIEUTENANT STONEY’S REPORT ON ALASKA. 
Mr. HARRISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Territories 


| to whom was referred a communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 


transmitting the report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, of the United 
States Navy, of recent explorations in Northern Alaska, to report it 
back. I report also a resolution providing for the printing of the re 
port, and I ask that the resolution may be referred to the Committe: 
on Printing, together with the accompanying papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of es concurring), That there siia!! 
be printed 5,500 copies of the report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, United States 
Navy, of his recent explorations in Northern Alaska, with the accompany!: 
charts ; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House, a: ! 
1,000 for the use of the Navy Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, with theaccompany- 
ing papers, will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—WORK OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. DAWES. I am instracted by the Committee on Appropriation. 
to report back the bill (H. R. 7970) ing a iations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fu!- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, with amendments, and a!-> 
to submit a written which I hope may be printed; and as | 1n- 
tend to call the bill up to-morrow, if there be no objection I ask to 
have the report printed in the Recorp for the use of members of the 
Senate to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is advised at the desk th.’ 
there will be no difticul ty in having the report printed in documen' 
form by to-morrow . 

; _ DAWES. If no one else desires to have it printed in the Recor» 
not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon th: 
Calendar. , 


Mr. INGALLS. This report affords me the opportunity to say tha! 
I have observed in ion quartersa statement that the K- 
publicans in the Senate were so endeavoring to direct legislation as > 











1885. 


I am sure it will be matter of in- 
iti he public business at this 

the Senate to know the condition of t | ¢ 
une betes the Committee on Appropriations, and I will ask the Sen- 
tor from Iowa, the chairman of the committee, to be good enough to 
aan what appropriation bills are now before that committee, what 


have been reported, and what are yet to be received from the House of 


tepresentatives.— 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ee any bill has been signed by the President and is 
now alaw. That is the only approptiation bill which has passed both 
Houges finally. The District of Columbia bill, the pension appropria- 
tion bill, and the consular and diplomatic bill are now in the hands of 
conference committees. The Army appropriation bill passed the Senate 

esterday with amendments. The Indian appropriation bill has just 
Coen: 5 _ and the committee will ask that it be considered to-mor- 
row leaves in the Committee on Appropriations only the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill, which is a small bill and will be reported 
to the Senate on Monday. 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it will be reported to-morrow, in which 
case it can certainly be taken up for consideration on Monday. 

That is the condition of the appropriation bills which have thus far 
been received by the Senate. The Post-Office appropriation bill; the 
— ive, executive, and judicial bill; the naval bill; the fortification 
bill; the sundry civil bill, and the bill known as the general deficiency 


compel an extra session of 


I will answer the inquiry of theSenator from Kan- 


i in the House. ; 
wie LAPHAM. And the river and harbor bill. 
Mr. ALLISON. That does not go to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. So six of the general appropriation bills which come under con- 
sideration by the Committee on Appropriations have not been rece:ved 
from the House of Representatives. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. And those are among the most important ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I may say that the most important buls are yet in 
the House. The sundry civil bill, the naval bill, and the fortification 
bill have not yet been reported. > va 

Mr. INGALLS. From the House Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. From the Committee on Appropriations in the House 
the legislative, executive, and judicial bill has been reported and is on 
the House Calendar. The Post-Office appropriation bill is now under 
consideration in the House, as Senators know from the Recorp. So 
far as the Senate and the Senate Committee on Appropriations are con- 
cerned I beg to assure the Senator from Kansas and other Senators 
that our work is well in hand and no delay can be caused in any way 
on account of the action of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 
Is it not the information of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that the work on appropriation bills in the House itself is 
better advanced than usual this far from the end of the session? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say in response to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that I feel quite sure these biils are all in such a 
condition that if the House of Representatives will take care of them 
within reasonable time there will be no difficulty with reference to them 
in the Senate. 

‘ Mr. INGALLS. What time will the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations require before the close of the session toenable them properly 
to consider the ion bills yet remaining ? 
coduing Ghaquudintaaniease an. all of these bills next week unless 
ly ill. Thereare now fourteen working 
days of the session ing after to-day. That of course excludes 
the idea that much work will be done on the 2ist of February, a week 
from to-morrow. I have stated the condition of the bills so far as I 
know, and the Committee on Appropriations I think can assure the 
Senate that so far as they are concerned the work will be well in hand 
as it comes to us from the House. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say, as I have been asked several ques- 
tions ontside of the Chamber as well as on the floor of the Senate, that 
with a considerable experience in the Committee on Appropriations in 
both Houses (I believe I have been eight years on it here, and I was 
some time on that committee at the other end of the Capitol with 

‘ from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]), I do not recall a time 
during session of Congress when the work of the two Houses 
on the iation bills than it seems to be now. 
again or five of the largest appropriation bills 
five or six days of the close of the session and 
to workthem through. That is not going to be the 
unless things change very much from their present 
Post-Office appropriation bill I think will be over 
iii mone I do not see that we are going 
any in either House in getting through the appropri- 

having ample time to consider them. I only desired to 


With a view to facilitate the business of getting 


tea an Ulis, I inteduoed the other day in the Sen- 
to the Committee on Commerce a river and harbor 


: 


: 
E 
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bill. It was the House bill, as I am informed, with certain provisions 
stricken out, upon which the House has already acted, which it is not 
necessary now to mention. I introduced that bill in order that our 
committee might make progress upon it. It is the subject of very con- 
siderable debate in the House, as we all know, and I desired that our 
own committee should have ample opportunity to consider that bill. 
It is therefore before the committee, and I conceive that there is no 
reason why it should not go on to perfect it. 

I did not intend in introducing the bill to raise the question which 
has been somewhat debated of the constitutional power of the Senate of 
the United States to originate what is called an appropriation bili or a 
river and harbor bill. At the same time, I should have no difficulty, 
I think, in sustaining the power of the Senate to originate and pass the 
bill as an original measure. I will not occupy the time of the Senate 
this morning in reading the authorities upon which I rely to support 
that position, but I should like to call the attention of the Senate, so 
that they themselves can be informed about it, to the opinion of the 
justices of the supreme judicial court of Massachusetts, found in volume 
126 of the Massachusetts Reports. The opinion, I believe, was writ- 
ten by Mr. Justice Gray, now one of the justices of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in which this subject was very fully gone into 
and very ably argued upon a constitutional provision in the constitution 
of Massachusetts, corresponding precisely, I believe, in language with 
that in the Constitution of the United States. The syllabus of the 
opinion reads as follows: 

The question whether a bill or resolve appropriating money from the treas- 
ury of the Commonwealth is a money bill, which must, by the constitution (c. I, 
sect. 3, art. 7), originate in the house of representatives, isa question upon which 
the two branches of the Legislature are authorized by the constitution (c. ILI, 
art. 2) to require the opinion of the justices of the supreme judicial court. 

The exclusive privilege of the house of representatives, under theconstitution 
of the Commonwealth (c. I, sect. 3, art. 7),to originate money bills is limited to 
bills that transfer money or property frem the people to the State, and does not 
include bills that appropriate money from the treasury of the Commonwealth 
to particular uses of the government, or bestow it upon individuals or corpora- 
tions. 

That subject is very ably handled in this opinion, and I think that the 
Committee on Commerce would derive from it a very satisfactory solu- 
tion of any difficulty that may beset them in respect tothe jurisdiction 
of the Senate to originate a river and harbor bill, to say the least of it. 

A river and harbor bill is not in every sense to be classified as one 
of the general appropriation bills for carrying on the Government. It 
is a provision for the improvement of commerce, the improvement of 
the facilities of intercourse between the different States of this Union, 
and between the country at large and foreign countries, and it is not 
in every essential sense a governmental project. We can dispense en- 
tirely with any further improvements of the rivers and harbors of the 
country, and yet execute every function of maintaining and conducting 
the Government of the United States. It does not in the other House 
go to the regular Appropriations Committee. It is a bill that goes to 
the Committee on Commerce in both Houses, just as bills here go to 
the Committee on Claims, which are reported back continually with ap- 
propriations originating in the Senate for the payment of debts of the 
people of the United States. 

We had also in the Senate a very notable case at the last session, where 
some $30,000,000 were appropriated by a bill we passed for the purpose of 
general education. That bill originated in the Senate; and not only 
does it take about eighty millions of money out of the Treasury, but it 
does it for the next eight years-consecutively; it charges a debt upon 
the Treasury of the United States which must be supplied from the 
future sources of revenue of this Government, which of course are 
mainly, if not entirely, taxation. That bill comes very much nearer to 
ar invasion of the supposed constitutional right of the House of Repre- 
sentatives than a bill to make appropriations for works of internal im- 
provement out of a fund already in the Treasury, for that bill looks to 
the raising of money—must look to the raising of money, inasmuch as 
it is procrastinated in its execution from year to year for eight years to 
come a charge on the Treasury of the United States, which of course we 
must meet by taxation. That bill went to the House of Representa- 
tives, and it induced, I suppose, a motion or a resolution, which was 
offered in that body, upon which action was recently taken declaratory 
of the power of the House of Representatives on such subjects. The 
House upon a yea-and-nay vote declared that the Senate had authority 
to originate appropriation bills. The declaration was a very broad one, 
much broader than I should be willing to see carried into practice. At 
the same time it concurred, and must have concurred, entirely and pre- 
cisely with the opinion delivered in the case that I have just quoted 
from the Massachusetts Reports. 

I will also call the attention of the Senate and of the Committee on 
Commerce to a report from the Committee on the Judiciary of the House 
of Representatives, made on the 22d of February, 1881, by Mr. Knott, 
who I believe was then the chairman of that committee: 

The House having referred to the Committee on the Judiciary the bill (S. 1157) 
entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase additional! 
lots of ground adjoining the new building for the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing,” with instructions to inquire into the right of the Senate under the 
Constitution to originate bills making appropriations of money belonging to the 


Treasury of the United States, and said committee having considered the same, 
beg leave to submit the following report. 
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The Senate will observe that that resolution instructing this inquiry 
to be made by the Committee on the Judiciary of the House was a very 
broad and comprehensive resolution. Mr. Knott’s report concludes 
with the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate had the constitutional power to originate the bill 
referred,and that the power to originate bills appropriating money from the 
Treasury of the United States is not exclusive in the House of Representatives. 

I merely desired to call the attention of the committee to this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LAPHAM. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. LAPHAM. 
tion ? 

Mr. MORGAN. There are no views of the minority expressed in 
the paper I hold in my hand. 

Mr. LAPHAM. There was a minority report. The House Judi- 
ciary Committee were divided. There was a minority report, in which 
I concurred, which was the reverse of that, but no action was ever 
taken by the House. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am informed that no action was taken. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the question is so important a one 
to the Committee on Commerce that I send to the Senator from Ala- 
bama Rule XVI, and I should like his views upon the construction of 
that rule and the opinion of the Senator in regard to a bill for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors being a general appropriation bill un- 
der our rules. 

Mr. MORGAN. Rule XVI has been so often discussed before the 
Senate that I should hesitate about entering into any further discussion 
with regard to it with a view of trying to enlighten the Senate on the 
subject. J do not know what precise point the Senator from Michigan 
has in his mind. 

Mr. CONGER. The point with-me was this: Rule XVI says: 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on A 


——, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which 1 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Will the Senator allow me a word ? 
Yes. 
Has he also the views of the minority on that ques- 


It provides which of those bill shall be sent to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and provides that the river and harbor bill, which seems 
to be treated as a general appropriation bill in the rule, shall be sent to 
the Committee on Commerce; and so further down in regard to amend- 
ments to such bills. 

Mr. HALE. Is not the bill appropriating money for rivers and har- 
bors treated in Rule XVI as a general appropriation bill, and so re- 
ferred to, the same as other unquestioned appropriation bills are ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No doubt about it. 

Mr. CONGER. It was on that point that I asked for the views of 
the Senator from Alabama. : 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no doubt of that, and I think it is a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. I am not arguing in favor of an exception 
upon this bill. I am willing to take it upon the broad proposition that 
it isa general appropriation bill, and yet the authorities to which I 
have referred and I believe the sound reasoning on the question are in 
favor of the proposition that the Senate of the United States can orig- 
inate oneof these appropriation bills as well as the House of Represent- 
atives. The case that I have just referred to is a case of general ap- 
propriations. The one in respect to the school bill is a case of 
appropriations, because it applies to the education of children inall the 
States of the Union. It is general in another sense, that it makes a 
general draft upon the Treasury without looking to any specific fund, 
and, as I a moment ago suggested, it has something in it even more than 
an appropriation bill ; it isa money bill, for it necessitates taxation 
and prolongs the period over which this taxation must prevail for eight 
or ten years. We have not the money in the Treasury now to pay that 
appropriation, nor do we in that bill set apart any fund in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise expended to meet that appropriation. It all looks 
to the future, and involves, therefore, necessarily a charge upon the 
Treasury of the United States, to be supplied from time to time, of 
course by taxation in part, if notin whole. So to that extent it is a 
money bill. 

The House of Representatives had that subject under consideration 
the other day, and they resolved, as I have stated, upon a yea-and-na 
vote, that the Senate had the authority to originate that bill. That 
a bill wider in its sweep a good deal than the river and harbor bill, be- 
cause the river and harbor bill appropriates only for a single fiscal year 
and appropriates money in the fom not otherwise expended, and 
if there happens to be not enough in the not otherwise ex- 
pended to meet the appropriation of course it fails, and the d 
—_ be made good by a deficiency bill; it can only be made good in 

at way. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama a question. 
Does he think that the vote in the House the other day was a fair test 
of the opinion of the House—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairthinks that any reference 
ony We a present House of Representatives is not in 
order. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator to have made several refer- 
ences to votes taken by the present House, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not aware of it. The 
Chair thought the Senator referred to votes of a former House of Rey- 
resentatives in another in 1881. 

Mr. FRYE. Twice the Senator has referred to votes of the present 
H 


ouse. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hearsuch references 
or he would have inte ; 

Mr. FRYE. He did, nevertheless, make those references. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did refer to the action of the House on a resolution 
which was before the House, and only before the House, and did not 
come before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that would not be 
in order in reference to the t House of Representatives. The 
Chair supposed the Senator was speaking of the House of a former Con- 

in 1881. 
Mr. MORGAN. Of course I do not wish to transgress the rules at 
all. I supposed they authorized me to speak of any action taken by 
the House which was final upon any measure as a measure that had 
been concluded, though the resolution of which I spoke referred only 
to the affairs of the House. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? [I cal! 
his attention now to the minority views of the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee at that time. They submitted their views and recommended 
the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the seventh section of article 1 of the Constitution, which pro- 
vides that ‘‘ all bills for raising revenue shall nate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives,” confers exclusive power upon the House to originate bills appro- 
priating money from the public Treasury: ; 

Resolved, That the Senate bill which has been referred to this committee be 
returned to the Senate of the United States with a copy of these resolutions. 

This was signed by five members of the Judiciary Committee differ- 
ing with the views of the majority. I beg while I am up to call at- 
tention to one extract from this report: 

An extract on this point from the inaugural address of President Washingtcn 
will not be inappropriate. 

Here I may add that President Washington probably knew the mean- 
ing of this provision as well any person existing at that time. He said 
in his inaugural address: 

To the preceding observations I have one toadd which will be maeetpooperty ad- 
dressed to the House of ntatives. It concerns myself, and will, therefore, 
be as brief as call into the service of 
my country, on the eve uous struggle for its liberties, the light in 
which I contemplated my duty required that I should renounce pecuniary 
compensation. From this resol Ihave in no instance , and, being 
still under the ae which produced it, I must decline, as inapplicable to 
myself, any share in the personal emoluments which may indispensably be in- 
cluded in a permanent provision of the executive ent, and must, ac- 
cordingly, pray that the pecuniary estimates for the in which Iam placed 
may, during my continuance in it, be limited to such actual expenditure as the 
public may be thought to require. 

Obviously the view of General Washington was that the House of 
Representatives alone could originate an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, of course it is very unpatri- 
otic and very ptuous in any man to advance a view against the 
constitutional views of General Washington on the constitutional rights 
of the Senate of the United States; but unfortunately we have to deal 
with these questions through the centuries, and I venture the statement 
that nobody in the United States has ever yet lived who had a right to 
enjoy that opinion except General Washi . Ido not think that 
any one else would have sufficient weight in the Government of the 
United States to stand upon it without a good deal of discussion to say 
the least. 

I do not wish to protract my remarks about this matter. As I stated 
when I introduced that bill I did it in good faith, to give our Commit- 
tee on Commerce an opportunity to work on the billand have it ready, 
and if it should turn out that the House of tatives can not fur- 
nish us that bill, then the question will arise, and I the Senate will 
consider it and decide it, whether we shall notsend the bill to the House, 
for we have a duty to perform in connection with this Government that 
is quite as important as that of the House, and we stand quite as near 
to the e as the House of tatives in every matter except 
those iar functions which the tution devolves upon that House 
and excludes us from. Ido not believe thatthe iation of money 
for the service of the Government or the people is one of the functions 
from which the Senate is shut out by the Constitution. 

Mr. JONAS. I would state to Senator from Alabama that the 
Senate passed a bill appropriating $5,000,000 for the improvement oi 
the Mississippi River in the session of 1881-82. It went to the House, 
and, like most of the legislation of that Congress, it went on the Speaker's 
table, and there remained without action until the end of the session. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not vee to go into this very 
great question which has heretofore exercised the minds of great lawyers, 
members of both the Senate and the House of tatives, but I 

that the Committee on Commerce of this body will think twice 
it itates the question raised by the Senator from Alabama 
this morning in speaking of his bill. I have some doubt, as I 
think he would have as an proposition, whether a bill appro- 
priating moneys for rivers and would come under the purview 
ofa general appropriation bill; but upon that I believe we are estopped 











from raising question, the Senate has by its rules made it and 
it Sn regular - bill, and so treats it in every re- 
and i , with the exception that it is sent to the eae 
Commerce, because it needs a v exhaustive examination of a 
acanel details. So far - this Sel ie concerned it is treated as a 


— ce all the traditions and all the beliefs, so 
far as we can judge by the records of the past and by the course in the 
past of the House of Representatives, are to be radically and funda- 
mentally changed, that body will never yield, and especially will not 
yield in the short time that can possibly be given to the discussion of 
a eee ree ceaAlanistshegen.. The excapiions thet 
en and ins upon. 1¢ exceptions tha 
are referred to by the Eanoter from Alabama in no way trench upon 
the attitude always by the House of Representatives. 
report to ee Senator has referred in the past as coming 
from the House Committee on the Judiciary was antagonized by a most 
exhaustive minority report, and the House of Representatives never 
any action on its part indicated any purpose of changing the tra- 
ditional ground of the body; and it will not, no matter what is done 
by this body in the time between now and the close of this session, 
from its fornier attitude, and it will not agree to surrender its 
il I have no doubt whatever upon this, because I came here 
somewhat affected, largely affected, by the habits, course of action, and 
traditions of that body; and I say it will not agree to part with the 
over money bills, of initiating the great appropriation bills that 
afe given for the running ex the general expenses, of the Gov- 
ernment; it will not give up that jurisdiction as inseparably connected 
with the other great question of the raising of the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment, as to how they shall be seers and the question of what 
shall be raised as affected by what shall be spent. 
’ L hope, sir, that the Committee on Commerce will consider this care- 
fully. I have no objection to its taking the bill, spending its time 
upon it, considering the items, and being prepared for any river and 
harbor comers tion bill that the House of Representatives may send 
to this body; but I hope it will not, without the greatest care and de- 
liberation, launch upon this body and upon the two Houses that great 
question at this late day. I can see but one termination that would 
come from that, and it is not a time to raise the question now. 
‘ Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary question. 1 
desire to ask the Chair what is the question before the Senate? 
' The PRESIDENT protempore. There is no question before the Sen- 
ate. This debate has been proceeding by unanimous consent. 
. Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 
Reports of committees are yet in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. I beg leave to say a word. 

The wing no me tempore. If there be no objection the Sen- 
ator from Kansas proceed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been the unfortunate and innocent cause of 
this irrelevant debate upon an inquiry as to the condition of the public 
business. Idesire to say that the assurances given by the Senator from 
Towa and the Senator from Kentucky are entirely satisfactory. I made 
the request in order if ble to repel the insinuations being made 
that Republicans in the te and House desired that there should be 
an extra session of In my judgment nothing could be worse 
for the country and its various business interests than an extra 

of Congress. If there is a Republican member of the Senate 
who desires an extra session of Congress I do not know him. I doubt 
ws uch . the arene ne incoming enention would 
benefited an extra session 0 mgress; and it is proper that the 
declaration should be made that if there is to be an aia session of 
the responsibility for it will depend not upon the Republicans 
- is a or an but upon the party friends of the head of 
next administration. 
: GEORGE FE. SPENCER. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I an instructed by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to report the following resolution, for which I 
ask present consideration: 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
aoe formerly a Senator from the State of Alabama, the 
toh 


om pons ne actually and necessarily expended by him in 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to inquire whether that is a report from 
a og on Privileges and Elections. 
Sites 
oon I Y¥. I desire to say that I do not concur in that re- 
“ ; 


meer et seme 
Let the resolution take its place on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the resolution, and it will be placed on the Calendar. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. On the 30th of January last an order 
Senate ing the claimants in the matter of the 
F. Cabada to withdraw from the 


was made by the 
claim of Louis Madeira and 
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files of the Senate all the papers relating to that claim. The papers 
at that time were in the hands of the Committee on Claims, and I now 
return them to the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The papers will be placed on file. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2637) to authorize the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to release a right of way across lands of the United 
States at Carlisle, Pa; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2638) for the relief of the legal repre- 


sentatives of Peter Lyle, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2639) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact 


to authorize the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable build- 
ing for a post-oflice and other Government offices in the city of Scran- 
ton, Pa,,’’ and making an additional appropriation therefor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of the 
public lands. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 


A bill (S. 1705) to provide for the issue of duplicate checks; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 92) authorizing and requiring the Secretary 


of War to deliver to the Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Association 
the regimental colors which belonged to said artillery, and which are 
now in the custody of the Secretary of War. 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate a 


resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS}. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That after the call for concurrent and other resolutions has been con- 


cluded it shall be the duty of the President of the Senate to lay before the Sen- 
ate, in their order, House bills on the Calendar which have been favorably re- 
ported by a Senate committee, subject tothe provisions of Rule VIII, which shall 
continue until 1 o’clock each day until all of such bills shall have been considered. 


Mr. INGALLS. Is that resolution open to objection at this time? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that the reso- 


lution was offered on a previous day and now comes before the Senate 


regularly; but the Chair will call attention to Rule XL relative to mo- 


tions to modify or suspend. the rules. The nature of this, the Chair 
thinks, is a motion to suspend for the rest of the session and to modify 


the rules regulating the order of business. 

Mr. INGALLS. May we hear that rule read, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XL will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, shall 
be in order, except on one day’s notice, in writing, specifying precisely the rule 
or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the purpose thereof. 
Any rule may be suspended without notice by the unanimous consent of the 
Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, Rule XII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Tennessee has not, 
as the Chair thinks, conformed to the requirements of that rule; but as 
it has been the practice of the Senate hitherto, before the present rules 
were adopted, te receive and consider resolutions analogous in their na- 
ture to this, the Chair will submit to the Senate the question whether 
this resolution is in order without a previous notice in writing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better not be submitted as a ques- 
tion of order, but let it be asked whether the Senate, by unanimous 
consent, will act upon it. I should vote against its being in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first ask, Is there ob- 
jection to this resolution being considered in order? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The Chair will 
then submit to the Senate the question whether under Rule XL this 
resolution is in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be compelled to vote, if objection is made, 
that it is not in order, though I am in favor of taking up and passing on 
the House bills. I hope the Senator from Tennessee, therefore, will 

ive the requisite notice to-day, and it can come up again to-morrow. 

early it,does not conform to the rule now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I quite agree with the Senator that it is not in ac- 
cordance with the requirement of the rule if objection is made. I will 
give the notice to-day, and it will suit me quite as well to call it up to- 


morrow. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be laid aside for the time 
being if there be no objection, and a notice in writing will be required. 
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The Chair was of opinion that the practice of the Senate had been to 
receive similar resolutions, and therefore he proposed to submit the 
question—— 

Mr. HOAR. It will put the Senator from Tennessee to a good deal 
of trouble to go over the various rules and specify each one of them in 
writing. I suggest that instead of that the Senator from Tennessee 
have unanimous consent that this resolution of his may be considered 
on Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘To-morrow or Monday. 

Mr. HOAR. To-morrow, I mean. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that this resolution shall be considered as in 
order to be laid before the Senate to-morrow on thecall for resolutions. 
Is there obj ection? 

Mr. INGALIS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The Senator 
from Tennessee will give such notice as the rules requife. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8. a granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel; 

An act (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposés; 

An act (S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools; 

An act (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden; and 

An act (S. 2168) for the relief of the executrix of Ayres P. Merrill. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
Calendar under the eighth rule. 

The consideration of the bill (8S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the 
Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, 
was resumed by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorRGAN] that the bill be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

‘ Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, the morning hour has been so nearly 
consumed with other matters that I dislike very much to commence the 
discussion of this question this morning at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. LAPHAM, Yes sir. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. HOAR. I am entitled to make the report as a matter of right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From what committee? 

Mr. HOAR. The conference committee on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses in regard to the bill regulating the Presidential count. 
If the Secretary will read the report I will make a statement in regard 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetis 
submits a report from a conference committee, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 25) to fix the day 
for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice- t, and to provide 
for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and 


the decision of questions arising thereon, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have been unable to agree. 


GEORGE F. HOA 

JOHN SHERMAN, 

JAMES L. PUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


WM. W. EATON, 


R. T. BENNETT 


ALPHONZO HART, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOAR. The House asked the conference and the House has 
possession of the bill, or the conferees on the part of the House. The 
usual custom, therefore, is for the rt —— 

/ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Massachusetts is in error as to which House asked the conference. The 
minutes show that the conference was asked by the Senate. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts said, if the Chair understood him, that the 
House had asked the conference. 

| Mr. HOAR. I thought the Clerk showed me the fact that the House 
asked the conference. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In that case the report here would 
have been proper, with the first. The minutes show that the 
conference was asked by the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Tho ether Meusnsquacd tothe cuneate eal hart 
papers. But in either case, the other House having the papers, it is the 
usaal custom between the two branches, as I that the re- 
port should be made first in the House of Representatives, and the 
House then should send over its action upon the report to the Senate 
for its information and action. This disagreement took place in the 


first week, I think, of the session, and the report was made up at that 
time very early in the session, but no information has been communi- 
cated to the Senate that the House has taken any action or that any re- 
port has been made there by the conferees on the part of the House: 
and I suppose we are justified in inferring, in the absence of such a 
communication, that no such report has been made to the House by its 
conferees. I have not heard of any such report having been made. 

It seems to me, therefore, under these circumstances that it is the 
duty of the committee to report to the Senate without waiting the ac- 
tion of the House, which is a mere matter, I suppose, not of absolute 
parliamentary right but only of courtesy or custom. I therefore make 
the report, and move that the Senate further insist on its disagreement 
to the amendment of the House and communicate that fact to the 


House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ir feels obliged to decide 
that such a motion is not in order. No vo’ be taken on the bil! 
without the bill being in possession of the Senate. The Chair thinks 
under the circumstances, there being no action in the report recom- 
mended for either House on the disagreement, that perhaps a report of 
this kind, that the conferees have been unable to agree, might be made 
in the absence of the papers, but the Chair thinks he can not entertain 
a motion in respect to the Senate insisting. 

Mr. HOAR. I differ from the Chair; but to go into that would in- 
volvea long discussion of asomewhat unusual matter. I have reflected 
on the subject. Without insisting on any difference of opinion with 
the Chair on this subject I withdraw that part of the motion, and will! 
move that a message be sent to the House of Representatives communi- 
cating to the House the fact that this report has been made to the Sen- 
ate by its conferees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that a message be sent to the House of tatives inform- 
ing it that the conferees on the part of the Senate on the bill named 
have reported that they have been unable to _— with the conferees 
on the part of the House of Representatives. question is on agree- 
ing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


Mr. ALLISON. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT ~; The bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of 
settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes, is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The 
Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] is entitled to the floor, the 

a question being on the motion of the Senator from Alabama 
Ent. ORGAN | to postpone the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, this very bill is ac- 
companied by a report of the majority of the committee, occupying 
nearly forty pages. The records of the Senate will show that this bill 
was reported without any report from the committee, and time was 
@ report, and it was, if I remember correctly, some 


asked to prepare 
two weeks after the bill was reported before the report was 
made in the Senate. I sw the object of this was to pre- 


sent for the consideration of the Senate the reasons which operated in 
the mind of the committee in favor of this bill; and I supposed, there- 
fore, that the reading of the report was a proper matter for the consider- 
ation of the Senate preparatory to taking any action upon the bill. 
Accordingly I asked, when the Senate decided to take up the bill, that 
cesdiapaguetanel th bard maibeniyeccastty ae Seer 

a i it, when I was y y ator 
Charge of this bill being an obstructions, ist, because I asked for 
the ing of this report. I do not complain of that, Mr. President. 
I refer to it simply by way of explanation and for the purpose of show- 
ing that the request I made was not an unusual nor an unreasonable 
one. 


When I assented yesterday to the tion that the further read- 
ing of the report should be ith, I accompanied that with a 
statement that at some period of the discussion, and before the final 


be taken, I should ask to have the views of 
the minority, which truly and succinctly present the questions involved 
in this case, read; pon the suggestion of the le Senator 


Be 


[Mr. W11sov } 
in behalf of 


more in a strain of remark to which none of us can take ex- 
for all our sympathies are enlisted in behalf of who have 
mistaken their rights in settling upon this of the lands in Iowa. 


It shall be my purpose before I conclude to show, and to show very con- 
i honorable Senator from Iowa entirely failed 
to reach or touch any question which is involved in the proper consid- 


eration of this bill. 
should have gone on and 


& 
é 
& 
: 
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would have preferred that this discussion 
taken, when it should be finally taken, on the passage of the 
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had clamored in the Halls of Congress for this recognition of the title 
and obtained it, first by the grant of 1846, then by the resolution of 
1861, and then by the act of 1362, and had acquired this large amount 
of money from purchasers of this property, the representatives of lowa 
now turn around and say: ‘*‘ Why, all this wasa nullity.’’ That is the 
present attitude of those who represent the State here. ‘‘There were 
no valid titles conferred by these acts of Congress; the question is all 
open;’’ and they ask that here shall be made a public declaration by 
the Congress of the United States that these lands are now public lands 


; motion honorabl e Senator from Alabama is pre- 
poe en have aoe minority report if one had been 
y roe made by the Judiciary Committee of this body in the 

are gary ony It leavés the whole question of the merits of 
Forty-sixth to discussion, and, therefore, it is perhaps as well that the 
this bill oper nate should’ be taken upon this motion to indefinitely 
vote of in ; ion of the bill as to have it taken uoen the 
postpone : final passage. The questions are the same. 
ree oe Senator from Alabama to postpone indefi- 


1 farth sideration of the bill presents precisely the same | of the United States to the extent they are in the oceupancy of settlers— 
— ape would have come up upon its e, and that is the | mere squatters thereon. 


Seen legislation recommended by this bill such as Congress 
on. rm on such as the Senate ought to sanction ? 

Ponidends I can not, in justice to the position I occupy here, al- 
this uestion to be taken without examining somewhat in detail 
- in this case. When I came intothe Forty-fourth 
Congress friend General Martindale, of Rochester, came 
to me aioe one of the purchasers of a portion of the land 
included in this Des Moines River grant. He asked if I would exam- 
ine the question, and if I found that he was correct in the positions he 
took, whether I would assist in defeating any legislation which might 
be attempted in contravention of the rights of the purchasers from the 
Des Moines River Company. Being a friend of his, I told him I would. 
He brought me the which I have had in my possession ever 
since—most of the papers have now in my possession—and we spent 
some time together in the examination of the questions which arise in 
this case. I promised to aid, as far as I could, the citizens of my State 
and of Michigan and of a portion of the New England States who had 
become the purchasers of this erty, in defeating the effort which 
is now made to ve them of their rights. 

\ General has since gone to an early though an honored 
grave; but the covenant I made with him isa ‘covenant running with 
the land,”’ and is i upon me as long as I have a voice or a vote 
in this body to prevent the consummation of this great wrong upon the 
ights of these persons. ; 
August, 1846, Congress made a grant of land to the then Territory 
éf Iowa of the odd sections five miles in width on each side of the Des 
Moines River for the purpose of improving the navigation of that river 
from the Raccoon Fork to its mouth. There was no limit in terms 
in the grant as to the distance along the river which was covered by 
') The Territory of Iowa, through its representatives, claimed that it 
covered the entire land (odd sections) five miles on each side of the river 
from the source of the river in the then Territory of Minnesota, and 
were clamorous in that claim in the Halls of Congress and before 
The officers of the Government having charge of 
time—for there was no Interior Department then— 
the view that that claim was a correct one, and 
t+ under this grant of 1846 to the north- 


Well, Mr. President, this very statement of the proposition ought to 
satisfy every reasonable mind that it is a question with which we have 
nothing todo. If there had been no decisions of the Supreme Court, 
it ought to satisfy everybody that it is a question with which we have 
nothing todo. These acts of Congress were grants, grants in presenti; 
they passed the title to the State of lowa, and the State of Iowa passed 
the title to the Des Moines River Navigation Company, and that com- 
pany sold these lands to private purchasers. It is true the purchasers 
are non-residents of the State, the great bulk of them—I do not know 
but all of them; and there is the source of all this hostility to these 
claimants. These lands have been purchased and paid for by men re- 
siding in the State of New York, in the State of Massachusetts, in the 
State of Michigan, and in the State of New Hampshire, and because, 
forsooth, these gentlemen chose to put their capital into the purchase 
of lands in lowa and are non-residents of the State, they are not to be 
considered by these clamorous men in Iowa, settlers, as they are termed, 
on the Des Moines River lands. Mr. President, let us see what kind of 
settlers they are. 

I have said that the original grant was made in 1846, that the con- 
firming grants, which settled all questions about the extent of it within 
the State of Iowa, were made in 1861 and 1862. In 1873 Congress 
passed an act for the purpose of appointing commissioners to investigate 
this whole question of the settlers upon the Des Moines River lands, 
reporting who were the settlers, giving a list of the value of the lands 
they occupied, with a view of having some provision made by Congress 
to compensate them for the losses to which they had been subjected. 
Those commissioners were appointed, and a report was made. That 
report was made to Congress under the act of March 3, 1873, by Mr. O. 
P. Chubb, Mr. Charles Aldrich, and Mr. J. S. Robinson, the commis- 
sioners appointed under the act for the purpose of making this investi- 
gation. They givea schedule of all the occupants of these lands, of the 
date when their occupancy commenced, of the estimated value of the 
iands, and of the sums which they were willing to receive by way of 
compensation for them. From this report the fact appears that there 
is not a settler upon these Iowa lands, save two or three—to one of whose 
claims I will refer before | close—who did not go upon the lands and 
make the settlement either as a homestead entry or a pre-emption entry 
after all this legislation of Congress and after all these conveyances. ; 


| 
E 
; 


a 


i 


Ee 

i 

S 
gEF 


Ht 
E 


ern bounds of the Territory of Iowa, but not carrying them into the | The great bulk of these entries, as shown by this document, were in 
Territory of Minnesota. Accordingly a portion of these lands were as- | the years 1862, 1863, 1864, and 1365, after the whole question of the 
signed to the Territory of Iowa above the Raccoon Fork, which is the | title to these lands had been settled by this resolution and these acts 
scene of the present controversy, on each side of the Des Moines River. | of Congress, after the conveyance had been made by the State of Iowa 
Towa continued to claim that the counter constructions, which were | to the Des Moines River Navigation Company, and that compeny had 
adopted from time to time by the officers of the Government, were er- | gone into the possession of these lands, and after the purchsses had 
roneous and that she was entitled to these lands by virtue of the grant | been made by those in whose behalf I now appear. What is the use, 
of 1846. She persisted in that claim, and obtained in the month of | then, of talking about their being bona fide occupants? As the Judi- 
March, 1861, a joint resolution of both Houses of Congress that all the | ciary Committee of this body four years ago decided, they are none of 
lands in this grant certified to the State above the Raccoon Fork to the | them bona fide occupants and claimants of title. They were all charge- 
north State should vest in the State of Iowa and in its 


ie 


able with notice of the state of the title before they entered or at- 
tempted to enter upon these lands. They are, therefore, not in a posi- 
tion, if we are to look at it in one light, to claim even the sympathy 
of the members of this body, because they have acted with their eyes 
wide open. They can notclaim to have gone upon this property in good 
faith. The property had been withdrawn by the action of the officers 
of the Government {rom entry as public land and had been certified by 


the Des Moines River Navigation Company and 
whom. I represent at this time. An act of 
in the 1862, which confirmed the same 
all the which had been set apart by the 
of the Government as constituting a portion of 
improvement of the Des Moines River should 
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vest in the State and its grantees. the authorities of the Government to the State prior to the time when 
) In the course of the proceedings the Des Moines River Navigation | they made these entries. 

Company entered into a contract with the State to make these im-| It may be a fertile valley, as the honorable Senator from Iowa so 
provements of the Des Moines River, and to receive, in consideration | fervidly said yesterday; I presume it is; but I think I shall show be- 


| 


contract, a grant of these very lands. They 


fore I conclude the consideration of this question that it has been a very 
acre of the lands now in contro- 


poorly tilled fertile valley since these settlers went into the occupancy 


i 


versy was conveyed by the State to the Des Moines River Navigation | of these lands. 
Company. ‘The Des Moines River Navigation Company conveyed them | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
for value to the persons whom I in represent. The Des Moines | rived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 


finished business of yesterday's sitting, being the bill (H. R. 3993) to 
declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 


i 
: 
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aoe river, and every 
through the sale of these lands, as the Territory first, and the State 
had no other means of raising money for the purpose of 





the money which was tleasly, it is true, it turned out | New York may have an opportunity to complete his remarks on the 
to be; but that is not our fault—in these improvements, amounting, | Des Moines River bill this morning. 
as I have said, to over $366,000, was moneyraised by the sale of these | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa asks unani- 


very lands, and was the basis of the title of the purchasers, in whose 
behalf I now appear. ‘ 
the Territory of Iowa first, and the State of Iowa afterward, 


mous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside and that 
the Senator from New York be permitted to conclude his remarks. © Is 
there objection ? 
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Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to say that in the condition of my health | ter. Ourown State and national conventions have demanded that there 
this morning I prefer not to goon. It will take me an hour or twoto | should be prompt and speedy action upon these matters. The nationa) 


say what I am going to say. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the Chair considers to be in 
the nature of an objection. 


TEXAS PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, the Texas Pacific Railroad for- 
feiture bill is the business before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Nebraska give way? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. For what purpose? 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to ask of the Senate consent that the unfin- 
ished business be informally laid aside, in order that the Senate may 
proceed to the consideration of the bill ( H. R. 2550) to prohibit the 
importation and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or 
agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should prefer not to yield at this time for that 
purpose. This bill now under consideration by the Senate probably 
will not require much time or more at all events than the considera- 
tion of the bill to which the Senator from New Hampshire refers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to state 
that debate is not in order. The Chair understands the Senator from 
Nebraska to object to the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. INGALLS. The unfinished business now before the Senate was 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands by my colleague [ Mr. 
PLUMB], who is the chairman of that committee, and who is unavoid- 
ably detained from the sessions of the Senate upon a conference on the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. He is unable to be present 
without interfering with other business intrusted to him by the Sen- 
ate; and as there can be no danger from delay I would ask the Senator 
from Nebraska to consent in consequence of the statement I have made 
about my colleague’s engagements to the request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, allowing this bill to retain its place on the Calendarof 
Special Orders. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Texas Pacific Railroad forfeiture. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask unanimous consent to make.a reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska will be heard in reply to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senate fully understands, and the country 
also, the nature of the bill which is now proposed to be considered. I 
of course do not desire to refuse the request of the Senator from Kansas 
or the Senator from New Hampshire if it may be certain that this bill 
will not be put in any further peril. It has been put in peril already. 
About the middle of December it was placed wpon the Calendar of Special 
Orders and there remained without probably any special effort to force 
its consideration until it was reached on that Calendar, and then it was 
displaced by taking up for consideration a bill the principal feature of 
which, if ingrafted by this body and here, never can become a 
law by the concurrence of the other House, and this bill then was placed 
in peril by being necessarily thrust back and buried in the General 
Calendar. 

That has been its history. There is no reason why this bill should 
require as much time as the one propounded by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. It isa plain, simple forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacific Railroad, and so plain and so obviously justare the feat- 
ures of this bill that, if I may be allowed to say so, it was passed unani- 
mously by the other House, or practically unanimous] y—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator is not in order in refer- 
ring to the proceedings of the other House. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If I had some papers I might read some facts 
upon that which might be in order. If I read from the Recorp the 
result of the votes in the House I suppose the Chair would hold that 
that would be out of order also? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair would certainly so hold. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I shall have to endeavor to get that idea 
before this body in some other way. [Laughter. ] 

Some things are very remarkable. The very moment that a land- 
grant forfeiture comes up in this body terror seizes in some directions. 





Why should it on a bill of this importance? If I may not say how it 


was passed in the other House, I suppose it is competent for me to say 
that this bill isdemanded by the unanimous sentiment of the American 
people. There is unanimity there, whether there was unanimity in the 
other House or not when they voted on this bill, or whether there will 
be unanimity in this body when this bill is voted upon here. 

There is no reason why this bill should be displaced, no reason why 
it should net have prompt consideration, and there has been no reason 
for the last two months. I havea right to say to my friends here that 


convention which represents the gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber was equally as unanimons and emphatic in its expreasion of a 
demand for the restoration to the public domain of forfeited lands, and 
that it should be dope by the prompt action of Congress. 

I am desirous that this bill should be s ily acted upon. I am 
willing to yield to another measure if thereby this bill be placed in no 
peril; and yet I think every day’s delay imperils the bill. If it re- 
mains unacted upon until the week coming, then we are to be met with 
appropriation bills from day to day, and it will be an easy matter for 
gentlemen by long speeches to prevent a final consummation. 

I desire.at least to maintain my position upon this matter. I have 
as far as has been proper sought to press the consideration of this bill. 
We have discussed the question involved in it on other bills. There 
is no question remaining to be considered which has not been discussed. 
The matter has been considered on other bills. We have been enabled 
in this Congress to pass one of these bills into law and only one, and 
that was a bill where the railroad company itself was willing that its 
land grant.should be forfeited. 'Wehavedone nothing more. We have 
passed one bill which the railroad company concerned consented we 
should pass—nothing more. I desire that we shall not stop with that. 
We had some difficulty in passing that bill through this body where 
the railroad company were willing we should do it. 

Now, the present owners of this Texas Pacific road of all men have 
no claim upon the generosity or the liberality of the people of this 
Union or of the American Congress. Have we forgotten those cele- 
brated letters written by that great historian Huntington, of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad, as to what was done with the Texas Pacific when 
he was here in the lobby? We at least can be admonished by the very 
forcible history which he has made; we at least should be admonished 
that we furnish no excuse for scandal and no opportunity for any histo- 
rian like Huntington, or possibly Huntington himself, to reproduce in 

| duplicate any chapters of history of the same kind. 

I desired to say this much, because I do not kuow from the process of 
rules and the obstructions which arise from them whether I shal] have 
an opportunity to say anything more on this question. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Will the Senator allow me to make a 
suggestion ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California.. We have had notice thatan appropria- 
tion bill will be called up to-morrow. If the Senator gives way now 
there is no telling when he can get his bill up. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Without intending to seem offensive or discourte- 
ous, I would prefer to have this bill take its course according to the rules 
of this body. If the majority choose to displace it, that is for them to 
say. Ifthe rules thrust it aside, that will be no fault of the friends of 
the measure in this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska objects 
to the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief-statement to 
the Senate. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to be heard. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have never found it necessary to disregard what | 
believed to be my duty under the apprehénsion that I should be ac- 
cused of any wrongful motive if I failed to make strong ad capiandum 
demonstrations for the consideration of the public with reference to any 
matter of legislation that I was called upon to partici in. Tam 
willing to settle those questions between my own sense of duty and such 
light as I may get from my constituents and from the country and such 
intellectual powers as I may possess; and whatever may be the result 
to myself personally from the discharge of my duty as I understand it, 
I accept that result. ’ 

Now, in regard to the Texas Pacific bill, in relation to which the 
Senator from Nebraska has offered these strange remarks, I have this 
to say: I am opposed to it in its present form. I am not opposed to its 
consideration, and I am ready to take myshare of responsibility for any 
action that I in the end see fit to take. My record will be here 
for consideration. But, sir, that bill has no rights here more than other 
measures of legislation. Such rights as it has I am perfectly willing 
that it should hold if, in the judgment of the Senate, it should retain 


I wish now to make a little statement with reference to another bill, 
and if I had the unusual faculty which the Senator from Nebraska seems 
eee ea area the public, or of bringing an 

i upon members of this body to induce them to act 

not act quietly to the dictates of their own con- 

sciences and sense of duty, I might undertake to'say that here is a bill 

in which the mass of the are interested, in which all the 55,000,000 

in the United States are interested, and with reference to which 

t is not safe for the Senate to ‘‘ palter in a double sense;’’ with refer- 
ence to which the platforms of both parties are t, and in 

to which there are at least 25,000, i 


000 
we can not ‘‘ palter’’ with the people ‘in a double sense’’ on this mat- | and interested for its consideration and ts passage; and if we post- 











. : : j it from consideration, we shall be 
ee Spiclon that. lobbyists and improper influences are the 
i ich actuate us. 

"The cil ef aS wt weak bes precedence in conscience and in all the 

The bill o . liamentary law over the Texas Pacific bill. It came 
formal 44 vet ecssion. It came in the due and orderly course of 
to us in before this body a short time prior to the adjournment jast sum- 
eae upon its being heard. Its consideration at that time 
Sea ted by aes I thought to be an unnecessary insistence upon 
= ities, and there can be no Senator present who does not know 
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I will not take any more time than to say that I will not be put by the 
Senator from Nebraska’s remarks in an attitude of opposition to the land- 
grant forfeiture bills. I believe in bringing them on to early consider- 
ation; but I am inclined to believe that the bill to which the Senator 
from New Hampshire refers, as its consideration will occupy but little 
time, ought to be considered now, and I shall vote for his motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 863, being House bill No. 2550. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Chair a question? If the motion 


ae treated precisely with that fairness that I had a | of the Senator from New Hampshire succeeds, then the Texas Pacitic 
thas this bal ee I treated personally as a Senator in the man- | bill is thrown back to the General Calendar? 


right to ex , ; aa a adeaate | 

agemen th that courtesy which we deem ordinarily to be 
Sal “ne to get it passed at that time in compliance 

with what I and all Senators and the country knew to be a strong pop- | 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I want that distinctly understood. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will one objection prevent the consideration of the 


ular demand; but it was defeated, and upon the motion of the honorable | bill now called up by the Senator from New Hampshire ? 


Senator from Georgia not now in his seat {[Mr. Brown] it was post- | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not. Under the rules a mo- 


until the 9th of last December, quite a number of days before | tion is in Order to proceed to its consideration now, which motion by 


the Texas Pacific bill reached the records of the Senate, coming from 
its committee, and was placed upon its Calendar. So at this session 
this bill was in the nature of unfinished business. I understood that 
it had all the rights of a special order; so did other friends of the meas- 
ure: but there were special orders interposed a little earlier than that 
time, and when on the 9th day of December something prevented the 
consideration of this bill, it went off into the limbo of cases upon the 
General Calendar. I, however, from that time until the present have 
made repeated efforts to get it before the Senate for consideration. | 
have been watching from that time until the present every day when I 
was not confined to my room by sickness to get the bill before the Sen- 
ate of the United States for consideration. It has been awarded con- 
sideration by the unanimous senseof those members of the Senate who | 
sit upon this side of the House very considerably in advance, as the Sen- 
“tar Gael of the bill which he is now pressing in opposition to it, 
and I only ask that it may be heard in accordance with those under- 
standings which are binding upon gentlemen and in accordance with 
the rights of this bill before the Senate and before the country. 
Now, sir, I do not anticipate that it will consume any very consider- 
etime. It isashort bill. I donot propose to make a speech upon 





abl 
it. I do not propose to speak upon it half as long as [ am now speak- 
i the purpose of getting consideration for it. A few which I deem 
to be unimportant amendments I shall offer. They are to some ex- 
tent, toa very large extent, verbal amendments, and I imagine that the 
bill may be di of, if the Senate proceeds to its consideration, in 
the course of the afternoon; perhaps in the course of a single half hour. 

And, sir, as objection is made against proceeding to its consideration, 
ifI am in order I desire to move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and 
migration of forei and aliens under contract or agreement to per- 
form labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Co- 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempére. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am aware of that rule, but I desire to ask 
unanimous consent just to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent to be heard upon this matter. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

' Mr. HARRISON. Weare coming to that period in the session when 
the antagonism between different measures is absolutely sharp, and the 
advocates of them them perhaps with a little more zeal than may 
be we consume more time in discussion as to what 
we shall take up than would be necessary to dispose of the measures 
apne The measure proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
is one I think will occupy very little time. 1 think it will receive 

concurrence. I helieve there is a very wide and general demand 
some legislation upon the subject in restraint of those contracts made 


abroad for the im of gangs of men to work in this country. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Is there any difficulty, if the bill be as important 


after the consideration of the bill now properly before us ? 


as the Senator thinks, in its being taken up by the Senate immediately 
Mr. HARRISON. Probably not; but the bill to which the Senator 


from Nebraska refers is one I think likely to occupy more time. They 
are both House bills. 
Mr. BLAIR. But this came a long time before the other, and we 


commenced action on it at the last session. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me that we ought to take up this 
contractelabor bill and dispose of it, and that we may do it, if theSen- 
ator from Nebraska will only agree to it, in a way not to displace his 
bill at all, but let it follow immediately after this. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator ask unanimous consent that 
the labor bill be taken up immediately after the consideration of the 
Texas Pacific forfeiture bill, and then we shall have done with one bill, 
and he can consent for the other. 

. Probably we cannot get unanimousconsent. But 


the rules must be decided without debate. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. Gisson’s name was called). I announce the 
pair of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. G1BsoN ] with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Cu ace]. 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RrpDLEBERGER]. I do not know how he 


| would vote, and I refrain from voting. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— yeas 
29, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lapham, Pugh, 
Allison, Frye, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Hale, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Bowen, Harrison, Morgan, Sherman, 
Call, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson. 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pike, 
Dolph, Jackson, Platt, 

NAYS—19. 
Bayard, Coke, Jonas, Vance, 
Beck, Fair, Jones of Florida, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Garland, Maxey, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Miller of Cal., Williams, 
Cockrell, Hill, * Slater, 

ABSENT—22. 

Brown, George, Lamar, Plumb, 
Camden, Gibson, Logan, Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, MeMiltlan, Riddleberger, 
Chace, Groome, McPherson, Sabin, 
Colquitt, Harris, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Miller of N.Y., Voorhees, 
Farley, Kenna, Pendleton, Walker. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of foreign- 
ers and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAIR. My intimation to the Senate was that I did not desire 
to be heard in a set speech on the general subject; but I wish to have 
a few amendments made, which are chiefly formal. 

In section 1, lines 9 and 10, I move that the words ‘‘ to perform service 
or labor’’ be stricken out. They seem to be superfluous. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. In section 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ service,’’ 1 move 
to insert the words ‘‘or having reference to the performance of service 
or labor by any person.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. In section 2, line 8, I move to strike out the words 


‘‘such persons’’ and to insert ‘‘the person or persons whose labor or 
service is contracted for.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. In section 3, line 12, after the word ‘‘ person,’’ I move 
to insert the words ‘‘ who shall first bring his action therefor.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. In section 3, line 14, I move to strike out the words 
“who may choose to bring such suit.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Insection 5, line 15, after the word ‘‘singers,’’ I move 
to insert the words, ‘‘nor to persons employed strictly as personal or 
domestic servants.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLISON in the chair). The Chair 
suggests a verbal correction in line 8 of section 3. The word ‘‘ poral) ”’ 
is printed instead of ‘‘parol.’’ That change will be made 
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Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
the amendments he has been proposing come from the committee ? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; the Committee on Education and Labor reported 
the bill without any amendment in the hope that it might be 
during the last session. There were some objections made to the bill, 
and these are amendments that I have drawn and offered in this way 
without any formal consultation with the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I have had no notice of what the amend- 
ments are, and I desire to hear the bill read as it has been amended, so 
that we may know what is in it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. If I had deemed them to be radical and 
substantial amendments I should have felt that I ought to have called 
the attention of the committee to them. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not make any complaint about that, of course. 
I merely wanted to know where is the proper print of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will gad as amended 
the sections of the bill which have been amended at the request of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. > 

The Chief Clerk read section 1 of the bill as amended, as follows: 


That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any person, 
company, partnership, or corporation, in any manner whatsoever, to prepay the 
transportation or in any way assist or encourage the importation or migration 
of auy alien or aliens, any foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its 
Territories, or the District of Columbia, under contract or agreement, parol or 
special, express or implied, made previous to the importation or migration of 
such alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, to perform labor or service of any 
kind in the United States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia. 


Mr. McPHERSON. 
10, ‘‘ to perform service or labor,’’ have been stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have been stricken out. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Has that amendment been agreed to by the 
Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will see that those words are superfluous, 
and are to be found later on in the sentence near the close of the sec- 
tion. It is merely a grammatical correction. If the Senator will tarn 
to the next page he will see that the words are there to be found in- 
serted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose it is not in order to discuss an amend- 
ment which has been already acted upon by the Senate, but it seemed 
to me that the whole object and purpose of the bill was to prevent the 
importation of foreigners under the contract system, like the Chinese, 
who have been so much complained of. Unless there is some part of 
the bill which corrects this defect, the result will be that no importa- 
tion can be made, that no assistance can be given to any foreigners or 
aliens whatever, even for the establishment, if you please, of an agri- 
cultural or a manufacturing colony, or anything of that kind in this 
country. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will observe, what I stated in the begin- 
ning, that these words were stricken out simply as a grammatical correc- 
tion, and the same words, having the proper connection to express the 
sense of the section, are to be found at the top of the next page. The 
section reads in this way, the amendment being made: 


Under contract or agreement, parol or special, express or implied, made pre- 


vious to the importation or migration of such alien or aliens, foreigner or for- 
eiguers, to perform labor or service of any kind in the United States, its Terri- 
tories, or the District of Columbia. 


There was a grammatical mistake, which was only corrected in the 
interest of good English. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read section 2, 
as amended, and also the remaining sections of the bill which have been 
amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 2. That all contracts or agreements, express or implied, parol or special, 
which may hereafter be made by and between any person, company, partner- 
ship, or corporation, and doing business within the United States, and any for- 
eigner or foreigners, alien oraliens, to perform labor or service, or having refer- 
ence to the performance of service or labor by any person, of any kind in the 
Lnited States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia, previous to the migra- 
dion or importation of the person or persons whose labor or service is contracted 
for into the United States, shall be utterly void and of no effect 
* Sec. 3. That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act 
the person, partnership, company, or corporation violating the same, by assist- 
ing, encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importation of any alien or 
aliens, foreigner or foreigners, into the Cnitea States, its Territories, or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or 
agreement, express or implied, parol or special, with such alien or aliens, for- 
eigner or foreigners, previous to becoming residents or citizens of the United 
States, shall forfeit and pay for every such offense the sum of $1,000, which may 
he sued for and recovered by any person who shall first bring his action there- 
for, including any such alien or foreigner who may be a party to any such con- 
tract or agreement, as debts of like amount are now recovered in the circuit 
courts of the United States; the one-half or moiety of said sum to be paid to the 
person bringing suit to recover the same, and the remaining half or moiety into 
the Treasury of the United States; and separate suits may be brought for each 
alien or foreigner being a party to such contract or agreement aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent any citizen of 
any foreign country temporarily residing in the United States, either in private 
or official capacity, from engaging, under contract or ise, persons not 
residents or citizens of the United States to act as private secretaries, servants, 
or domestics for such foreigner temporarily ing in the United States as 
aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person or per- 
sons, partnership, or corporation from engaging, under contract or t, 
skilled workmen in foreign countries to peform labor in the United tenn on 
mipon any new industry not at present established in the United States: Pro- 
vided, That skied labor for that purpose can not be obtained; nor 
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shall the provisions of this act apply to professional actors, lecturers, or singers 
nor to persons employed strictly as personal or domestic servants: Provided 
That nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting any individual fron, 
assisting any member of his family or any relative to migrate from any foreign 
country to the United States. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. In section 5, line 7, after the word “ aforesaid.” 
I move to strike out the words: 

Nor shall this act be so construed asto prevent any person or persons, partner- 
ship, or corporation from engaging, under contract or agreement, skilled work. 
men in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any 
new industry not at present established in the United States: Provided, Tha: 
skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained. 

It isa very easy thing for gentlemen who desire to import labor unde: 
contract to have it called ‘‘skilled labor.’’ The man who works inthe 
mines is a skilled laborer, I think; the man who works in a factory is 
a skilled laborer. When the men were locked out of the glass-making 
establishments in this country there were found “skilled workmen ”’ 
to take their places; and when the iron manufacturers close their doors 
against American workmen because they will not work at reduced 
wages, and sometimes at starvation wages equal to those of the pauper 
labor of Europe, then it will be said that it is “‘ skilled labor’? that is 
to be brought under contract from foreign countries. So I move that 
those words be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill was not framed by children and babes, but 
by the men whose interests it undertakes to guard and conserve. [3y 
their leading and most intellectual representatives they came before 
the committee of the House of Representatives, as they did before our 


Do I understand that the words in lines 9 and committee, asking for this bill, which they had studied, and which 


| embodied the ideas and propositions which they thought necessary to 
| remedy the public evils of which they complain. The provision which 
| the Senator from Nebraska moves to strike out is one that they were 
| particularly careful to have included in the bill; and to strike it out 
| would, in the general estimate of all those who take any affirmative 
interest in the enactment of the bill into a law, entirely emasculate it. 
They very likely would then prefer its defeat, or at all events would 
become indifferent to its enactment. 

The Senate and the Senator perhaps will observe that the proposition 
which he moves to strike out is one which reserves to the country, to 
capital and to labor alike, the opportunity for the establishment of such 
industries, if there are any, as do not already exist in our country, and 
leaves open the power to American capital and enterprise and to Ameri- 
can labor to secure from foreign countries the necessary skilled work- 
men to establish a new industry and to instruct the American laborer 
in the secrets and m ies of the art. It has no application where 
the industry is already established in this country. It does not reach 
the iron industry nor the glass industry, nor any other industry which 
now flourishes upon American soil. It simply gives us the opportunity 
to establish new industries if there should be any occasion to do so, 
and thus affords the opportunity for additional investment of American 
capital and the employment of American labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
| amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 
| The amendment was rejected. - 

Mr. BAYARD. In section 5, line 2, after the word ‘‘of,’’ I move to 
insert the words ‘‘ the United States or of any;’’ so as to read: 


That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent any citizen of the 
—— or of any foreign country temporarily residing in the United 
States, &c. 


| I propose to follow that with another amendment. 
} 








oe 





Mr. MORRILL. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection toit except that the amendment 
| already made after the word ‘‘ singers,” in line 15 of the same section, 
‘cures the difficulty and covers the same ground. After the word 

‘‘singers’’ the words were inserted ‘‘nor to persons employed strictly 
as personal or domestic servants.’’ That is the same amendment and 
perhaps is a little broader than the one suggested by the Senator from 
Delaware. : 


Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware witl- 
draws the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the bill is in contravention of nat- 
ural right and ought to be very carefully considered indeed. I hesitate, 
however, the Senator from New Hampshire tells me it was 
drawn by somebody outside and that we ought to be careful how we 
amend it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator, I imagine, will be careful not to misrep- 
resent what I said. I have in no wise intimated that we ought to be 
careful how we amend it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator said it was drawn with t care by 
somebody outside, with very care, and he implied that it was so 
well drawn that it would be for us not to amend it without think- 
ing a great deal. Iam sure that is not a tation of what he 
said. But that does not of course release us from responsibility in tic 
matter. 

I am a believer in the most generous doctrines of immigration, in the 
most and liberal doctrines toward people of any part of the 
world whodesire to come here. That is theexisting law, or the old law 
Blackstone cautions us in legislating to think of the old law, the mis 
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Of the millions 


: hat is the mischief? 
chief and ms a conten with scarcely measurable exceptions 
a cone aa come here to better their condition in every respect. I 
i a to say that the majority of them reason carefully as to 
the anaes between governmental institutions, but they believe that 
here they can get better wages for their labor, live in better houses, be 
able to clothe and educate themselves and their children to better ad- 
vantage, and therefore they come. They are the vast majority of the 
ye gee cagaient to this general fact? I will acknowledge 
that there are some evils. I will acknowledge that it is against the | 
true policy of settlement here to encourage the coming of numbers of 
very ignorant laborers from abroad, an ignorant and a degraded class | 
of Inborers, who are willing to come here and engage themselves before 
they come to work ata very small price; but I think it has very seldom 
happened that they have not found out before they have been here long 
that they can get better wages. There have been very few who have 
come here so ignorant as not to discover that they could get a dollar 
and a half instead of a dollar and a quarter, and they are pretty apt to 
ask what their labor is worth after they have been here a short time. 

Should some of these laborers violate the contract that brought them 
to our shores, I do not see what remedy the employer is to have, for the 
laborer is not a slave. He can bring his action for ‘a violation of the 
contract, and the damages he would get from an American court may 
be imagined. For example, a laborer came here under an agreement 
to work two years for 50 cents a day, what damages would court and 
jury be likely to give the employer who obtained judgment against a 
penniless and ignorant laborer for the violation of a contract made in 
a foreign country? Is it likely that men are employed for a long time 
in this country upon very low wages, wages that are a degradation to 
the laborers themselves or to the laborers around them? 

So I think the evil is exaggerated. But Iam willing to acknowledge 
that there is an evil. It is a very discreditable and disgraceful thing, 
unjust to American citizens, that a body of men should be invited over 
here virtually to assume the condition of slaves or of peasants or peons; 
and if there were a way of correcting that, I should be glad to de it. 
Perhapsthere is; perhaps this body will do it; but I say again that the 
bill is in contravention of natural right, and should be very carefully 
considered. 

Now let me look at section 3 as it has been amended. For every 
violation of this proposed act, by assisting, encouraging, or soliciting the 
migration or importation of persons to perform labor under a contract 
after they come over here, &c., there shall be a penalty of a thousand 
dojlars—half to the informer or prosecutor, I believe; and that there 
may be no element lacking, an amendment was put in this morning to 





By any person who shall first bring his action therefor, including any such 
alien or foreigner. Arps 
The bill offers to the foreigner the chance to make a bargain to get 
himself over to the United States and work to pay his passage for a cer- 
tain length of time, or to work afterward, if you please, but tells him 
“‘the day after you get here you may throw up your contract; you may 
inform upon the man who, whether from motives of gain or generosity, 
brought you over here; you may have him mulcted in the sum of a 
thousand dollars, and five hundred of that shall go into your pocket.’’ 
I do not like the sound of that sort of legislation. Perhaps I am un- 
necessarily scrupulous, but I do not like the sound of it. 
Again, in the fifth section it is wisely put in that this act shall not 
be construed to prevent any persons from engaging skilled labor to en- 
gage in a new industry—in substance, I quote it not literally — 
Provided, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained. 


That is very loose criminal legislation, Mr. President—very much so 
indeed.. I have been trying to think of some illustration. The nearest 
I can think of perhaps is the manufacture of plush, such as we see com- 
monly upon the seats of railway cars. It has been all imported. Ido 
not know how much has been done, very little has been done, toward | 
introducing the industry in this country. I do not know why. It 
seems to me it might be easily done, but such has been the fact. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a large concern in Maine. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, it has been growing, but I know that within 
a short time very large purchases have been made abroad, within one, 
two, or three years. I happen to know that individually. Here the 
industry is something. Suppose this Maine establishment desires to 
— business going in the United States, and do not know where 
to workmen accustomed to make that particular article. Or I will 
make the case better for my argument; I will suppose that a new cor- 
pene Connecticut desires to start the business, and not having 
aware of the fact that there were skilled workmen in Maine, and 
that it might buy them away from the Maine establishment by offer- 
ing a little higher wages, they go over to France and secure there a 
few workmen, weavers who know just precisely the process of 
pay bye They are to be fined for it; they are to be heavily pun- 
ished for it, because they might have gone to Maine and got away those 
from the Maine establishment, or borrowed them. 
But suppose they are not aware—I did not happen to be until this mo- 
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ment; if I were going into the business I should probably have found 
out that there was already an establishment here—but suppose they 
are not aware that there have been a hundred or two hundred skilled 
workmen already brought over, and they are here in this country to be 
found somewhere. Suppose the Maine establishment had broken down, 
and these men had scattered, some were gardeners, some were plowmen, 
some were blacksmiths, no matter what; I might have found a hundred 
skilled workmen if I had looked long enough among 57,000,000 people 
between Maine and Oregon. Butif1 go over without hunting them up 
I am liable to be heavily punished, because the proviso says: ' 
Provided, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained. 

I do not like thosethings. If this measure had provided that nosuch 
contracts could be binding for anything more than the reasonable sum 
required to pay transportation to the United States it would have suited 
me very much better. I donot see how Patrick, coming over here and 
finding himself in a good place where another gardener is wanted, can 
ask his neighbor Andy to come, if he does not happen to be his brother. 
He is kindly permitted to help his brother over, but he wants to write 
over to Andy to say that in thatsame garden or in a neighboring garden 
there is an equally good place, and ifhe will come over he will do very 
much better. Andy says, “‘I have not a penny, and I do not see how 
I can save $5 a year where [am now.’’ Patrick says, ‘‘ I will give you 
the $20 to bring you from Queenstown over here, if you will come and 
work for me in this garden and see that the wages are secured to me, 
beyond enough to pay your board and clothes, until you can pay the 
$20 back.’’ For so helping Andy out he is liable to a heavy penalty, 
and Andy might himself put a penalty upon him within forty-eight 
hours after he got over on this side. 

I do not believe there is an association of laboring men in this coun- 
try that desires to put anything of this kind or to put possibilities of 
this sort upon the statute-book of the United States. I am not afraid 
to discuss it freely. I am not afraid to vote against the bill if I think 
it best todo so. Ido not think that any bill of this sort, in contra- 
vention of natural right, placing to a certain extent a stigma upon hon- 
est labor and honest enterprise, should be passed without most careful 
deliberation. I should like to have not alone the judgment of one 
committee but of many others. I should like to havethat of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, which is supposed to be composed, and is, we be- 
lieve, of able, learned, judicious lawyers. I should like to have them 
consider it, and the many gentlemer who are constitutional lawyers. 
I should like to have them think over it a good deal, to say nothing of 
the people who have read the Declaration of Independence. I do not 
like the bill, sir. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wishto call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the force of the amendment that he has made tothe 
first section of the bill. I do not think that the Senator could have 
investigated or studied over the effect that his amendment will pro- 
duce, or he would not have offered it. The first section of the bill, as 
now amended, in my opinion would prevent the importation of any 
persons or any encouragement being given to any persons in any of the 
countries of Europe or elsewhere to come to the United States even as 
colonists. I supposed that if there was any want which the people of 
this country felt more than another, especially in the Southern and West- 
ern sections of the country, it was colonists, it was people to settle, it 
was money to be brought into those sections for the purpose of develop- 
ing the resources of that part of the country. I supposed the bill was 
framed very largely, if not entirely, upon the idea of protecting labor. 

In the first section of the bill you prohibit any encouragement of any 
persons coming here for any purpose, and the Senator has stricken out 
the saving clause of that section, which is foand in the ninth and tenth 
lines, ‘‘ for the purpose of performing service or labor.’’ In answer to 
the inquiry made by me a few moments ago the Senator says it is rem- 
edied in the second section of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not in the second section 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I submit that it is not. 
the bill expressly provides—— 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will excuse me 

Mr. McPHERSON. In one moment, as soon as I have finished my 
statement. The second section of the bill does provide that the im- 
portation of these persons shall not be assisted by any person, company, 
partnership, or corporation for the purpose of performing service or labor 
anywhere; but the first section stands entirely alone, and declares that 
they shall not be assisted for any purpose whatever. Is not that the 
natural effect of the Senator’s amendment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Most certainly not. If the Senator would read the 
whole section instead of criticising a single phrase, and would apply 
his knowledge of the English language to classic usage either in speak- 
Ing or writing, he would see that the section with those words stricken 
out has precisely the same effect that he understands it would have 
with those words in. I would trouble the Senator, if he has no objec- 
tion, to read the whole section, and he will see that the words ‘‘ to per- 
form service or labor’’ stricken out in the ninth and tenth lines are 
simply superfluous; that the construction requires their elimination; and 
itis for that reason they were stricken out. The words ‘‘ toperform labor 
or service ’’ are precisely the same words 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do you retain the words on the second page? 


The second section of 
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Mr. BLAIR. They are retained. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the eleventh and twelfth lines? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understood the Senator’s amendment to strike 
out all the words ‘‘ to perform service or labor’’ M the section, in lines 
9 and 10 and in lines 11 and 12. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought the Senator must have misapprehended it. 
I failed tomake myself understood. I gave as a reason for striking out 
the words in the ninth and tenth lines the fact that they were in the 
eleventh and twelfth lines. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam entirely wrong, for I supposed the Sena- 
tor’s amendment included the striking out of the words in the eleventh 
and twelfth lines. 

Mr. BLAIR. No. With those words retained the section has pre- 
cisely the effect which the Senator understands it to have had originally 
in the way of the protection of American labor. 

I hardly know whether it is worth while to engage in any discussion. 
I had not contemplated it. This bill has been before the country for 
a long time and the subject-matter to which it relates has been much 
discussed. I had supposed the measure to be entirely in consonance 
with the principles of the Declaration of Imdependence and the rights 
of mankind. I certainly would not have purposely made an assault 
upon the muniments of American liberty dr of human liberty. I am 
willing, I am really if I know myself anxious, that all men should have 
a chance; that poor men should have achance, and that the poor classes 
in all parts of the world should get up a little, step after step, and rise 
to the full dignity of freedom and of individual sovereignty; that every 
man should be a king, and that every man should have all the rights 
that any other man has. 

The bill is aimed at slavery rather than freedom. It is designed to 
prevent substantially the cooly practices which have been initiated 
and carried on to a considerable extent between America and Europe, 
and which we have undertaken to prohibit not alone in the forum of 
general public sentiment, but in the legislation which both parties and 
the majorities in both branches of Congress have seen fit to enact. 

The bill does not aim to prohibit the natural flow of immigration from 
any other land to the United States. It leaves all natural laws, busi- 
ness laws, social laws, industrial laws to their natural effect and opera- 
tion. Butit does undertake to prohibit the efforts of corporations and 
of individuals, of capitalists, which have been put forth tosome extent 
in this country to introduce into it the cheap and servile labor of for- 
eign lands, and, when it is not necessary to do so for the good of the 
American people and the promotion of American industries, the skilled 
labor of other countries, because that labor, as we know, can be com- 
manded at very greatly reduced wages as compared with what we pay 
to the working people of our own country. 

There have been repeated instances in all the great industries of this | 
country where such importation has been made for the purpose of ef- 
fecting a reduction of-the natural rate of wages in this country such as 
our working people seem to be entitled to, such as are indispensable in 
order that they may participate by purchase (for we have nothing that 
we do not pay for with money in this world) in their due and just pro- 
portion of the benefits of civilization and of the principles of Ameri- 
can liberty realized. It was in evidence before the committee of the 
House, and I was so informed personally by some of the leading repre- 
sentatives of the laboring element of the glass industry in this coun- 
try, that the introduction of skilled glass workmen from the old coun- 
tries by the practice which is prohibited by the bill—that is, by contracts 
made in advance for the services of skilled laborers abroad—had the 
effect to reduce at least 25 per cent. the previously existing rates and the 
natural rates of wages to those workmen who were engaged in that in- 
dustry. That is one illustration. 

I suppose it is not necessary to quote the newspapers of the country 
to show that the tremendous difficulties, disturbances, dangers not alone 
to capital but to life, and affording a most dangerous example to the 
country at large,in the Hocking Valley mines in Ohio, are attributed 
by the laboring people there to precisely the same practice that the bill 
is designed to prohibit; and I have seen it recently stated that already 
the pecuniary loss to that valley is upward of $4,000,000, and when 
the trouble is to end and how it is to end is beyond the prophetic vis- 
ion of any man. 

In regard to the suggestion that Patrick can not send for Mike, his 
relative and friend in the old country, it would almost seem to be 
trifling with the general framework and of the bill. There is 
an express provision that this measure not be held to interfere 
with any individual assisting any member of his family or any relative 
to migrate from any foreign country to the United States. 

It would be utterly impossible, probably, to fashion a bill which 
could not be subjected tosome criticism. It would probably be utterly 
impossible to so frame this bill that in some direction, to some extent, 
it might not by an adverse and unfriendly spirit of interpretation, be 
claimed that it verged somewhat in the direction of an impairment of 
individuai rights. But here is an evil which in the estimation of those 
who are interested in this bill isa very great one, and we must so frame 
ovr legislation as to reach the evil. “it it should be found in its prac- 
tice! working that further legislation should be had to relieve it of 





some of its harsher operations, if evils shall be developed in its opera- 
tion, then that can be remedied. It is comparatively a new field of 
legislation. 

The bill has been prepared with a great deal of care and thought: 
and by those who have suffered from the evil and who are interested 
in the Declaration of Independence as much as the Senator from Con- 
necticut or as myself, it has been thought to reach with its remedia) 
provisions the evil under which they suffer. I am not averse to any 
criticism or discussion of the bill nor to any amendment of it which 
seems to be consistent with the principles of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and not subversive of the general purposes of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I listened to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], as I always do, with great pleasure and in- 
struction, and I am sure that I sympathize with him as fully as any 
man can do in the views he expressed about the rights of man, and the 
infringement that appeared to be imposed upon those rights by some 
of the provisions of the bill; but we are confronted by a portentous exi- 
gency, and shall shortly be required to consider whether the doctrines 
of the natural rights of man as applied tothiscontinent have not reached 
a dangerous extremity. We shall be called upon to decide whether 
every man, woman, and child on the face of this earth, no matter what 
may be his physical, mental, or moral condition, has the natural right 
to come to this cotntry and doas he pleases and act as he pleases, to the 
detriment, it may be, of those here already. 

Sir, there are 500,000 wage-workers, willing to labor, out of employ- 
ment at this particular instant of time in the United States. With 
their dependent women and children, not less than 3,000,000 people in 
all are to-day, amid the extraordinary rigors of an unusually inclement 
winter, suffering for the necessaries of life. They need shelter. They 
are in want of the clothing that might be manufactured from the sur- 
plus production of our factories now stored in warehouses and waiting 
for a purchaser. They are in need of the corn that is this afternoon 
being burned for fuel on the plains of Nebraska and the wheat that is 
being fed to hogs in the valleys of Kansas. The gravity of the situa- 
tion can not be exaggerated. It is an alarming paradox. In the midst 
of copious abundance there is haggard wretchedness and starvation. 
With all the elements of prosperity around us there is unprecedented 
depression and adversity. 

We are confronted with the inquiry whether, under the doctrine of 
the natural rights of man, we are not under obligations as a nation to 
protect our own citizens against dangerous, detrimental, and prejudicial 
competition forced upon us either by the laudable ambition of those 
who desire to better their condition or by the cupidity of those great 
employers who are indifferent to the means they employ to swell their 
egregious gains. 

Sir, the condition of society is serious and demands comment. The 
nations of the earth, under this doctrine of natural right—the right of 
every man on the face of the planet to come to the United States if he 
wants to—have been fora generation dumping their paupers, their dan- 
gerous and criminal classes, upon our shores under one pretext and 
another, until I am well-nigh persuaded, in view of recent demonstra- 
tions in New York, in Cincinnati, in Pittsburgh, and Chicago, that the 
time has come to consider whether it may not be patriotic and prudent 
in some degree to modify existing views as to the significance of the 
Declaration of American Independence and the universal rights of man. 
I hazard nothing of veracity in saying that there are elements in this 
country at work now which will require, as I said the other day in de- 
hate upon another subject, the very active coalition of the conservative 
forces of our system if we desire to prevent organic changes in our form 
of government through destructive assaults upon our institutions, upon 
our accumulations, upon our industries, upon everything that by the 
grace of God under our civilization has made America what we are 
proud to claim it to be to-day. 

The recent violent demonstrations in various parts of this country 
forebode a perilous crisis, and unless measures are taken to protect the 
American people, to protect this great civilization that we have builded 
here by education, by religion, by the acknowledgment of the natural 
rights of man, within a brief space dangers as great as those that have 
overthrown monarchs and despots may with ruthless rage assail the 
institutions of republican freedom. 

The socialistic and agrarian demonstrations that are nightly made in 
our great cities must give us pause. Warhas been declared upon prop- 
erty. The declaration has co openly announced that property is 
robbery; and the open avowals of that class of men who have been ad- 
mitted into this country under the specious application of the doctrine 
of the natural rights of man to go whither he will irrespective of the 
purposes for which he migrates leave little room to doubt that in the 
event of another great financial crash or panic in this country, danger- 
ous outbreaks may be expected in our great commercial centers. Al: 
ready appeals are made to the unemployed, men who have come here 
under one pretext or another to better their condition, to commence 
their assaults upon what they are pleased to term the unjust accumu- 
lations of our manufacturers and merchants, to secure what is called 
in the language of these apostles of anarchy the forcible distribution 
of property, under the doctrine of the natural right of one man to have 
just as much as any other man has. 
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I do not regard the bill as a perfect measure; it has some provisions 


i yield assent; I should be glad to see it modified ; 
ait . ee right direction. It calls the attention of 
the le to the most formidable danger that threatens us, and that 
is aie cenuitians endless incursion of elements that come not for the 
purpose of building up, of elevating, but for the purpose of overthrow- 
“en an the object of the bill propounded by the Senator from 
New Hampshire is to exclude those men sought to be imported here 
under contract made in a foreign country for the purpose of laboring 
at less wages than those already employed can afford to accept, I shall 
vote for it with pleasure. We have for years past been declaring that 
the interests of American labor should be protected; and we are now to 
say whether the interests of the American laborer shall not be protected, 
not alone against the competition of the pauper and ill-paid labor of 
Europe, but against that most infamous free trade in labor itself which 
imports men here under a servile contract that is worse than the African 
slavery of the South, an ignoble and degrading competition—ignoble 
and degrading alike to those who make the contract and those who are 
subjected to its icious and destructive influences. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not share the apprehensions of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] as to the future of this coun- 


try, socially or politically. Iam aware that there ar@many disturbing | 


elements; but I see abundant signs of hope and comfort. These are 
but merely wrinkles on the great body of politics—little local humors. 
I am satisfied that the great and generous influences of civilization and 
of Christianity are abundantly capable of coping with them. I know 
there are some ranting men who talk about a forcible distribution of 
property, who pose all over the country as the enemies of property; but 
there is no land in which there is so general a distribution of wealth 
as here. Any man who has saved a hundred dollars or obtained for 
himself a cabin, however humble, or five acres of the sand and pine 
lands of the South, has given bonds to society against these pernicious 
errors. He is on the side of law and order; he is not ready to divide 
what he has. If he is worth $500 he is much more likely to take a 
musket and fall in at the command of the governor and the sheriff to 
repress riots than the millionaire who, perhaps, takes his yacht and 
escapes the danger, having bought foreign exchange. The safety of the 
country is in the hands of the poor men who have something or who 
mean to save something, if you omit any respect for their moral and 
But, sir, indiscriminate legislation of the kind proposed here, a pro- 
hibition of immigration to poor men, would not tend to correct the evils 
against which the Senator warns us. The dynamite conspirator or the 
ing socialist who would destroy all the natural rights, as we con- 
sider thom, of property, can easily raise money enough to pay the twen- 
ty-five or thirty or forty dollars needed for transportation. The profes- 
sional agitator*will not be excluded by any bills like this. I am not 
willing to puta brand upon immigration by the wholesale. The danger- 
ous men are not alone those who come from abroad, not those ill-informed 
and ill-educated poor laborers who came from other lands. The dan- 
gerous men have some money either from their own resources or by 
levying upon others, and have a good deal of education, such as it may 
be. They do not lack for intellectual acumen; they do not lack for 


the facility of ex their ideas in common language. They are 
the men who make the trouble. 
I acknowledge freely the evils. I want to correct them. I object to 


going carelessly and recklesslygand too sweepingly at the work. The 
contracts that bringa body of poor laborers over here, paying their trans- 


portation under an ent that they shall work not alone till they 
have paid their fare, but shall work for months and years for wage be- 


low those of theordinary American laborer—those contracts are shame- 
ful, they are criminal, they are wrong, they are against natural right, 
against American law and-the spirit of our institutions. They ought 
not to be permitted. They endeavor toestablish a new system of slavery 
here. As I said substantially in my first remarks, they attempt to in- 
troduce a peasantry, a class of peons, a degraded class, to be considered 
as permanently belonging as the basis of society underneath those who 
may rule and govern the land. I would repress those evils. I would 
forbid them by all reasonable legislation. At the same time I would 
be very careful not to interfere with honest immigration; I would be 
very careful not to affix the brand of crime to deeds that are not only 
naturally right but exceedingly commendable; and that is what I fear 
this bill may do. I have specified the class of deeds that under this bill 
may be heavily, fined a thousand dollars, and which of themselves 
aa great credit _ the men committing the deeds. Ido 
think a criminal law, a law making that a crime which is not by 
nature a crime, ought to be very carefully drawn; that is all. I de- 
nounce the evils, but I will not hurt the right by reckless and sweeping 


. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not propose to embark upon a 
diseussion of the somewhat dangerous social problems that are exhib- 
i themselves with more or less force in this country, nor do I see 

ly the force of the remarks of the Senator from Kansas as di- 
rected against the communistic forces that propose to array numbers 
against property in the United States, labor against capital, and obvi- 
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ously and necessarily to involve both in a common destruction. But 
this bill is not directed, as I understand, to the exclusion of any of that 
maleficent and dangerous class of people, the outcasts of an older 
and more corrupted civilization than ourown. It is not against them; 
it is not to their exclusion that this bill seeks to point in any degree. 
For such classes as he has described the laws of the several States pro- 
viding for the punishment of criminals exist, and if the offenses shall 
take technical forms heretofore unknown to our simpler civilization 
and not amenable to punishment by the common law of England, 
which is the common law of the United States where not replaced by 
statute, then the proper method is for a fortification of our system of 
criminal law to meet and punish unrelentingly those foes to human 
society whose doings and threatenings have been described—hinted at 
rather—by the honorable Senator from Kansas. 

There is the right, and with the right the obvious duty, of every 
State, as of every man, for self-preservation. It is the first instinct of 
nature, the instinct of society as organized and of the individuals that 
compose it; and I take it for granted that the spirit of liberty under 
law and the manhood of American citizenship will properly assert itself 
by the punishment, no matter under what name or what nationality it 
may appear, of the foes to society, to its peace, to its progress, to its 
safety. 

But, sir, is this bill leveled at this dangerous class? As I read it, 
it is to exclude those who, under any form of solicitation or encourage- 
ment or contract, individual or extended, shall come to this country to 
perform labor or service; and that description runs through every sec- 
tion of the bill. It is the man who is brought here not for a danger- 
ous purpose but for a useful purpose, to perform labor or service; if he 
is encouraged to come; if he is solicited to come; if he is paid to come; 
if his services are contracted for in advance, no matter how favorable 
to him or tothe people of this country whom he is to serve—it is against 
that class that this bill is leveled. 

Why, Mr. President, it seems strange to me that here in a Government 
founded upon the principles of the Declaration of Independence we find 
this violent penal anti-immigration law. Our forefathers took up arms 
against the British King, and they fought him to the death and they 
fought him to the victory, and one of the causes that they submitted in 
justification toa civilized world was that he had obstructed immigration 
to these States. I have no professions to make, there is no necessity of 
professions being made, of the deepest, simplest, sincerest sympathy for 
human suffering everywhere. It is not simply a virtue to hold senti- 
| ments of abhorrence to cruelty, to hold sentiments of sympathy for suf- 
fering; but, m my judgment, it is disgraceful to see suffering and not 
| be for correcting it; it is disgraceful to have it in your power to relieve 
| it and not exert your best effort todo so. This requires no assertion; it 
| is a fact that no respectable man and no respectable nation will attempt 
| todeny. Therefore its assertion here is superfluous. 
| But, sir, look at the machinery proposed by this bill. In sections 3 
| and 4 [ find two provisions to which I would respectfully call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] whois apparently about 
| to leave the Chamber. He has been one of the most.intelligent and 
| one of the most persistent and useful members of this body or of Con- 

gress in the effort to restore American shipping, to assist this commer- 
cial marine of which we were once so proud, and which to-day we all 
; desire so much to resuscitate. Let me ask him what is to be the condi- 
tion of any ship or of any shipmaster under section 4, which provides: 








That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States on any such vessel, and land, or permit to be landed, from any foreign 
port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan who, previous to embar- 
kation on such vessel, had entered into contract or agreement, parol or special, 
express or implied,to perform labor or service in the United States, shall be 
déemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine of not more than $500 for eachand every such alien laborer, mechanic, or 
artisan so brought as aforesaid, and may also be imprisoned for aterm not ex- 
ceeding six months. 


And then turning to section 3, you will find a provision for suits for 
penalties which may be expressly brought by any foreigner who is a 
party to the contract, one-half the amount to be paid to the person 
bringing the suit to recover the same and the other half to go into the 
Treasury. Thereis no limitation as to the time within which this party 
had made this agreement to perform labor in the United States, whether 
six months before or six days before or six years before. I will agree 
that the word ‘* knowingly ’’ is placed there, that he shall knowingly 
bring them, although I doubt very much whether the necessity of the 
knowledge of the contract is there implied; but what is to be the fate— 
I put it to the intelligent Senator from Maine—what is to be the fate 
of the master ? 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. BAYARD. Let me put the question first. What is to be the 
fate of the master subjected to a fine of $500 and an imprisonment of 
six months for each foreigner, when any man or any number of men 
who may be shipped by the hundreds on his vessel can come in and 
sustain the charge by oath? He isat the mercy of such witnesses. 

Mr. FRYE. I was, jast before the Senator arrived at that section of 
the bill, examining it myself. I will say to the Senator that in my 
judgment there is nothing on earth that would save a ship engaged in 
the business of bringing emigrants from abroad to this country—in other 
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words, an emigrant ship—from entire destruction except that word 
‘‘knowingly.’’ Whether or not that would I am not prepared to say. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iknow the word ‘‘ knowingly”’ is there; but I sub- 
mit to the Senator, whom I know to be an able criminal lawyer and 
who has had very large experience as attorney-general of his own State, 
that if he will observe the position of this word ‘‘ knowingly ’’ in the 
text of the bill, he will find it exceedingly doubtful whether it is the 
knowingly bringing them into the United States, or whether it is that 
he has a guilty knowledge of the fact of the contract prohibited by law 
having been made. But whether it beso or not, what is to protect this 
poor captain from fine and imprisonment? A score or a hundred of 
these unprincipled men swearing money into their own pockets, finding 
him in some port of the United States where he has no friends and no 
acquaintances, may put him in jeopardy. It is true he may under our 
present law, which has destroyed the disability because of interest of 
a witness, and therefore permits all persons to be sworn in the United 
States courts, be permitted to go upon the stand, and he may deny the 
fact that he knew orcould have known thealleged criminal facts. But 
there may be circumstances from which it will be presumed that he 
must have known; and he is to be subjected to suit. The mere fact of 
being subjected to suit is a rod of terror over him at all times. Then 
section 3 provides that these very parties who themselves are participes 
criminis, for they have made the contract, and yet having made the con- 
tract here is a direct suggestion that they shall come forward in this 
country and expose it for the purpose of recovering one-half the pen- 
alty which is secured to their use. 

We know the fact that there are in other nations classes who leave 
their country for their country’s good; and those are the class who are 
here authorized to bring suit. They are the classes who are to step into 
the witness-box and freely and swiftly swear away the money either of 
a steamship company or of some citizen of this country, or it may be 
of the captain of the vessel, and he is to be terrorized. Every time a 
man came in with a ship-load of immigrants to this country he would 
never know whether he was to have launched upon him prosecutions 
for the recovery of this penalty and putting him in danger of imprison- 
ment for having knowingly done what? I ask the Senate to notice 
the want of precision of this charge. The charge is having encouraged 
a man to come here. I think the whole Senate of the United States 
and perhaps 20,000 people in the United States every 4th of July do 
their best to encourage the down-trodden poor of other nations to find 
their home in this free country. What is to be encouragement? Is it 
to be a speech of a man who stands up and pictures the glowing beauty 
of the West and of the happy homes of America, so very different from 
those to-day pictured by the Senator from Kansas? Certainly that is 
encouragement; certainly that is solicitation in a sense. I suspect that 
any man among us who has ever traveled at all in other countries, re- 
membering how much there was in the descriptions of this country to 
invite free and intelligent men and women who labor to come here, 
‘would be glad to see them make their homes in the United States and 
as to welcome humanity to strengthen and uphold the institutions 

f this country. 

Then the vagueness of this charge is that any encouragement of this 
kind may lay—I do not say it would lay—a man open to certain con- 
viction, but I say it would subject him to prosecution under the letter 
of this bill. Therefore I move that the third and fourth sections be 
stricken from the bill, and I would say to-day under the beneficent 
provisions of law as they exist in every State of this Union improvi- 
dent contracts, contracts so unjust as to shock the sense of justice and 
spree ¢ are constantly set aside by courts. A contract that can 
be shown to have been made under duress, one where either party was 
intoxicated, one where he was deprived of the fair means of knowledge 
and understanding of the nature of the contract he was entering into— 
‘All these classes of contracts, improvident and grossly unjust, such as 
shock the natural sense, are constantly invalidated upon the applica-. 
tion of any one to any court of justice; and even where they are not in- 
validated directly they never can be made the basis of a successful 
action at law. The very plea that they were so unjustly constituted, 
that they were so against public policy, that they had their founda- 
tions in an immaral source, would be enough to put an end to them 
before any court of justice in America. 

Therefore, sir, if it be true that there have been organized attempts 
to band together the wretched and the underpaid men of other coun- 

ies and bring them here by a contract founded mt upon their will 
but upon their necessities, and throwing them into competition im- 
mediately with laborers in this country, an act to prohibit such con- 
duct is very easily framed; but such an act as that needs no such pen- 
alty as this. Hence I respectfully submit to gentlemen, such as the 
Senator whom I venture personally to refer to, that they should under- 
stand well the fatal blow to the trans of passengers by water 
from other countries if section 3 and 4 are permitted to stand. 

I do not propose to say much more about this bill. It is very diffi- 
cult to characterize it. I am far from desiring to speak otherwise than 
respectfully of the action of either House or of the members of either 
House. When I look at this measure, observe its crudities, see how it 
appears to be impracticable, incapable of execution, how wholly un- 
American is the general drift and purpose, and how far beyond the 
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power of statute are many of the evils which it can be imagined to |), 
intended to relieve, I must express my general want of faith in and, op 

position to it. In the infinite variety of human opinion I respect 4 
philanthropy which I often recognize, although I believe it to be mis- 
directed ; and I see exhibitions of zeal without knowledge in a certain 
quixotic attempt to relieve evils by scraping the surface and to get rij 
of some incidents that I am afraid civilized society will ever contaiy 

but when I see these attempts made, they provoke a feeling rather «/ 
sorrow than of any other emotion; and therefore, while I may respe«: 
the motives of individuals who frame bills of this kind, I can not see , 
useful result to come from their enactment. Inow move, or I have 4}. 
ready moved, and ask that the question may be put, to strike ont th» 
third and fourth sections of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in ¢}, 
chair). The Senator from Delaware moves to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out sections 3 and 4. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If there is any necessity for any bill such as 
this, the fourth section being an important part of the machinery by 
which contracts improperly made may be punished, it seems to me 
would also be necessary. I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if an amendment could not be made to section 4 that would an- 
swer his objection to the section, making it read: 

That the master @ any vessel who having knowledge thereof shal! wil!{\\\!\ 
bring within the United States, &. 

That would place the responsibility entirely on the ship-owner, who 
having knowledge of the fact that these laborers were under contract 
to come to the United States should willfully violate the law. 

Mr. BAYARD. What in the nameof common sense does the captain 
of a ship know of contracts or can he know of contracts for the carriage 
of the emigrant? It is not the owner of the vessel, the man who 
framed or has knowledge of this improper contract, who is punished, 
but-it is the captain who is at sea buffeting the winds and storms, ani 
who comes into and instantly takes on board a set of men whom 
he never saw before, and it is he who has to turn round and carry them 
abroad; he is to be made the target forthis penal legislation. Against 
him its penalties are directed; he is to go to prison, and he is to pay 
the $500 outof his small salary. How can the captain control it? He 
is but the agent for the navigation of the ship; it is the ship’s agent 
on shore, the owner of the ship, who is the person against whom this 
penalty should be directed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hardly know how to make a speech in reply to this 
sort of criticism against the bill. I have read criminal statutes; I have 
drafted some; it has been my fortune, as a public officer, to enforce 
them against criminals to some extent; and I am utterly at a loss to 
comprehend how anybody can expect sensible legislators to enact any 
portion of this bill unless they retain the fourth section or something 
tantamount to it. 

The Senator from Delaware in his criticism seems to treat the bil! 
as though it was directed against immi ion, such immigration as has 
been known from the foundation of the Government— as has been know: 

the history of all nations—free, natural, ordinary immigration, 
that sort of transition of individuals from one country or continent to 
another which takes place under the ordinary conditions and rules of 
existence. But this bill is directed against what is really a crime 
against the people of this country, against the laboring forces of this 
country. It is designed to prevent the combination of capital for the 
— of introducing into the American civilization, in direct collis- 
and competition with the ordi ican producer, a foreigne: 
who can not naturally get here, who t here by a combination 
of capital for the express and sole purpose of reducing the natural and 
ordinary compensation which the American laborer is to receive for his 
toil. 

The American laborer is the essential ingredient, if I may so speak, 
in American civilization. Whatsoever we have of material, and so 
further on all spiritual, intellectual, and esthetic culture and develop- 
ment is, after all, based upon the efforts of the American toiler, the 
American workman, the American laborer. It is the man who is neares' 
the earth who develops the essential conditions, the primary conditions 
of existence itself, who gives us food, who gives us shelter, who gives 
us clothing—it is that man who is the basis of civilization arid of all 
advancement. In our country, under our condition of laws, under the 

of the Declaration of Independence, this American laborer, 

is American producer, this‘American civilizer has attained a posi- 
tion where he has a certain amount of compensation, a certain amoun' 
allotted to him in the distribution of that which he produces. Cap: 
tal gets itsshare. He gets his share, and here in America he gets 1 
larger share, and it is only in the form of his that he gets it- 
more than the laborer does in any other land on face of the globe 

Capital is selfish as you may say labor is selfish. Capital desires to 
get as large a proportion as it possibly can of the joint production of cap- 
_ and labor ee It says, ‘‘ Here we pay too much - the form 

wages;’’ we give to the American producer who is a of our insti 
tutions, who isa of our nation, and who is the real defender of thos: 
liberties of we have been talking so much; the capitalist say- 
‘* He gets too large a ion of what my ane muscle 
produce.’’ How he meet the existing distribution of the products 
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43 ife? He to send his agents abroad and 
eg eye his — chened amt he finds the cheap servile labor of 
ther country; he brings it here under such contracts and under such 
conditions ss he can enforce inst that foreign producer on the spot, 
h starving, anxious for any outlet that may improve his condi- 
tion in life, and he brings him here under a contract which contract he 
7 takes to enforce and does enforce because he has him practically 
= hains and holds him as long as he pleases—a contract by which he 
- him one-quarter, one-third, it may be one-half what the American 
ee would receive for precisely the same exertion, for the same pro- 
ducing power. He thus comes directly in competition with a man who 
is already a portion of our civilization and who is the grand element in 
our national existence; and this bill propeses, if possible, to put an end 
to that evil. , ; ; ; 

We have in the course of our time legislated against slavery and the 
importation of slaves, and we have put an end to that great evil. We 
have in the course of events under the blessing of God put an end to 
American. slavery upon our own soil, which was the grand competitor 
of free labor; and now we find this evil, not so extensive at present, 
like the little cloud that appears upon the horizon, but full of ominous 

t and of destruction of the near future, for I believe very much 
more the sentiments enunciated here by the Senator from Kansas than 
seems to believed by many others; and this evil, great already and yet 
only in its incipiency, we are undertaking to nip in the bud and to 
destroy by this legislation, and it is on the whole I think a very tender 
bill. It is not a bill full of severity by any means. 

But the Senator from Delaware and others perhaps sympathizing 
with him come here and say that it is too severe on the man who is 
the chief agent in the transaction of this ill, for it is not the contractor, 
it is not the capitalist here who sends his agent abroad who is really 
the most formidable agent in the perpetration of the evil itself, bat it 
is the man who con the ship and who brings the laborer. There 
isa ision in the fourth section aimed directly at him, but it only 
touches the master of the ship, the man who navigates it, the man who 
has to do with its sailing from one port to another. It aims at hima 
deadly blow if he knows he is violating this law. It presupposes, as 
does every other criminal statute, that he must have guilty knowl- 

. It uses the well-known word ‘“‘ knowingly,’’ which has been 
constrned in the decisions of all countries, and we know just what it 
means when it is a part of a criminal statute. This man is in no dan- 
ger of prosecution unless he knows that he is violating this law. 

If he knows it, on < be punished? Is it a very severe 
degree of punishment that he who knowingly, as the chief agent in the 
perpetration of this evil, brings a foreign laborer under a contract to our 
shores, is to be subjected to a fine of not more than $500 and to an impris- 
onment for a term of not exceeding six months? There is the maximum 
of penalty which would be applicable only to the most egregious cases 
of violation of the law, and it may be graduated all the way down to 
a day or an hour or a moment of imprisonment and to the smallest fine 
of a pecuniary nature imaginable. The penalty may be graded accord- 
ing to the degree of guilt which may be proven. And does the Senator 
say that this man is liable to be attacked by witnesses actuated by 
mercenary motives? It is no different in this case from what it is in 
all other cases of like statutes. We are all of us liable to be assailed 
by false witnesses. There are plenty of men in this country who would 
swear away the reputation of any Senator on this floor for a five-dollar 
bill. Werun these risks, and yet we get along; and so every citizen, 
man, woman, or child, in the whole country is liable to be utterly de- 
stroyed by the perpetration of undetected perjury. We have to take 
those risks under @ government of law, and Pao not myself understand 
pr the man who is the real perpetrator of the serious portion of this 

il should not be held to liability. 

He must be proven guilty beyond a reasonable doubt; and is there 
any great degree of to be apprehended of the maintenance of 
wrongfal prosecutions by this class of immigrants? Where is the 
money from wherewith to make complaints and carry on prose- 
cutions? It isacriminal statute. Are the law officers of the United 
States likely to enforce a law of this kind at the dictation of these 
servile immigrants who might possibly themselves be the subjects of 


! 
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motion, to swear falsely in some instances ? 

Mr. President, after all there is very little danger to be appre- 
it seems to me, from this class of prosecutors. I doubt whether 
ion of this law there would be one case in a hun- 
the man who had entered into a contract, the man who had 
wrongfully to this country, would undertake to avail 
tof action. He is not likely to be in a situation 
being himself one of the victims of this bad prac- 
the right of action if he chooses to enforce it. 
Delaware has moved to strike out the third and 
is nothing left of the bill, not a thing left of 
There is, to be sure, a prohibition of the prac- 
ire to ask the Senator a question before he sits 
principal ground of complaint in the Senator's 
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own State about people brought into the State to work in competition 
with her own laborers? 


Mr. BLAIR. We have none in our State. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it not against the French Canadians ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The French Canadian is not brought here; he gets here 
himself. I never heard of an instance where the French Canadian was 
brought here under any such combination. ‘ 

Mr. FRYE. Did you never hear of-an instance in the city of Man- 
chester where a manufacturing company, when there was a strike, sent 
to Canada and employed French Canadians enough to run the mill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I never did. I never heard of but one strike in Man- 
chester, and that was some twenty-five or thirty years ago. It was of 
the most trifling importance. We get on with our labor there without 
any difficulty. The French Canadians come there in large numbers. 
There are some 13,000 or 14,000 of the 40,000 inhabitants of that city 
French Canadians, and they do a much larger proportion of the work 
in the factories. They come and go. 

Mr. FRYE. Why does not the Senator extend the provision of sec- 
tion 4 to railroad corporations, when two-thirds of the New England 
immigration, at any rate, comes by railroad from Nova Scotia, from 
the province of Canada, across the whole northern part of the United 
States ? 

Mr. BLAIR. For the simple reason that those persons are not 
brought here by any offensive or unjust combinations of capital. There 
was at one time a complaint that certain Swedes—I do not remember 
the numbers, perhaps one hundred or two hundred—were imported by 
a process that would be prohibited by this bill to the town of Pem- 
broke; but that was investigated by our attorney-general, and his re- 
port was to the effect that no cause of complaint whatever existed 
There was no evil of the sort that is attempted here to be prohibited, 
even in that case. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwill ask the Senator another question. There are reg- 
ularly established lines of immigrant steamers between Liverpool and 
Quebec and between Liverpool and Montreal. What provision is there 
in this bill to prevent all the men who desire to make such contracts 
as are referred to making contracts and bringing all the immigrants into 
the United States by the way of Quebec down the Grand Trunk Rail- 
road? There is no penalty at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know how we can possibly prevent the emi- 
gration of men from one country to another outside our own borders. 
Wecould make no provision whatever, I suppose, to prevent men coming 
freely of their own motion, after they arrived in Canada, to the United 
States. This bill does not attempt any extraterritorial legislation what- 
ever. It would be formless and void if we should do it; but the bill 
does provide that if men come under a contract by which there is an 
attempt to evade the provisions of the law by bringing the immigrant 
from foreign shores to Canada under a contract and then leaving him to 
find his way to the United States as best he can, that contract itself 
would be entirely void. I suppose, perhaps, it would be practically 
void any way, for I do not know how after a man gets here any such 
contract could be legally enforced in our own courts. But at all events 
under the provisions of the second section such a contract as the Sena- 
tor now speaks of would be void. 

Mr. FRYE. But the Senator said that if these sections or either of 
them were stricken out of the bill the bill would have nothing what- 
ever left in it, and that, had application especially to section 4, which 
punishes the master of a vessel for bringing men into the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not specially to section 4, but to sections 3 and 4. 

Mr. FRYE. Well, 1 apply it to section 4, and i ask the Senator if 
every man who desires to make his contract for helpabroad should avail 
himself of the privileges of a steamship line to Quebec—which is a 
direct route to the United States—whether or not he could not escape 
entirely any penalty whatsoever, and he could by the Grand Trunk Rail- 
road send all his immigrants into the United States? Why it is that 
section 4 is of so grave importance I do not see myself. I believe in 
the purpose of the bill; I propose to vote for the bill; but I do agree 
with the Senator from Delaware that that section 4 contains a fearful pro- 
vision against the captains and masters of immigrant ships, and I think 


| I would insist very earnestly that it should not be permitted to remain 


, and so might perhaps be induced, if other parties should set | 


in this bill if we had any immigrant ships. Fortunately, the punish- 
ment which the section provides will fall on Englishmen entirely. I 
believe out of two hundred and sixty ships that sailed from the port of 
New York on for@ign voyages in six days one carried the American flag, 
and out of probably five hundred ships sailing into the port of New 
York bringing immigrants not ten will bear the American flag. So 
this provision applies to foreign masters and not to ourown. Iam not 
so particular when the application is made to them. They have so 
many advantages now even under our best-applied shipping laws that 
a little disadvantage in that way will not make things equal them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam very glad to know that in addition to the other 
good qualities of this billit is one for the revival of American shipping. 
Now in regard to the other suggestion, that in case the immigrant is 
brought by way of Canada, the prohibition of the contract would be 
of no effect. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I did not make that suggestion. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I understood the Senator to say so. 
Mr. FRYE. I referred to the punishment for bringing them in. 
Mr. BLAIR. Then I only want to say that with reference to the 


manner in which the immigrant gets here, provided he does get here, 
the penalties of the third section would seem to apply to the party who 
made the contract. 

Mr. FRYE. I wanted to make one more suggestion to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, and it is in the interest of the bill. It is in the 
direction seggested by the Senator from Connecticut. What objection 
has the Senator from New Hampshire to striking out the first proviso of 
section 5: 

Nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person or persons, partner- 
ship, or corporation from engaging, under contract or ment, skilled work- 
men in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any 
new industry not at present established in the United States: Provided, That 
skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained. 

What special use is there in keeping in these words? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it answer the Senator’s purpose to say: 


Provided, That skilled labor for that purpose can not otherwise be readily ob- 
tained. 


Mr. FRYE. I should prefer very much to have this stricken out. 
This matter of new industries is of very greatimportance. For instance, 
take the tile industry. It was introduced into Indianapolis only a few 
years ago. It could not have been introduced into this country except 
by sending to England for skilled workmen, and every workman on 
those tiles was an Englishman, and it was the only way that industry 
could be started. After it was started in Indianapolis the education of 
our own people in that kind of business commenced, and you can mul- 
tiply those concerns as much as you please, and thus it is an encour- 

ent and help to our people. You may take the manufacture in 
the State of Maine of the nice covering for furniture, plush-covering, 
which is a new industry in the United States, all that sort of cloth hav- 
ing been imported until within the last five or six years. Every em- 
ployé in that immense mill is an Englishman, necessarily so, because 
nobody in America knew how to make that plush, and those men were 
employed at the very highest wages. There are no American people 
in mills who earn higher wages to-day than those men do. Now that 
the Goodalls have established that kind of manufacturing, other man- 
ufactories will spring up and American laborers will get the benefit. 

If a man desires to start a new manufacture, why should he be com- 
pelled to hunt around the country before he undertakes the establish- 
ment of it to see whether or not he can find help of that kind or of that 
skill within the limits of the United States? ‘The probabilities all are 
that it would be an impossibility to find it, because it is a new indus- 
try. It would not be a new industry if there were men all over the 
United States who could be employed just as well as not by the man 
who undertook to start it. That would imply an old industry. 

Under the provisions here—I agree with the Senator from Connecti- 
cut that it is not drawn for an indictment by any manner of means— 
I do not believe any man on earth would ever be punished, but it might 
have the effect to a certain extent to discourage a man who wanted to 
go into a new enterprise; but to suppose that it can do any good is to 
me utterly preposterous. I wish the Senator would strike ont these 
words: 

Provided, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained. 


Then transpose the next two lines to the close of the next proviso— 

That nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting any individual from 
assisting —_ member of his family or any relative to migrate from any foreign 
country to the United States, nor shall its provisions apply to professional act- 
ors, lecturers, or singers. 

It seems to me that would be enough. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to the Senator’s moving to strike 
that out. I would not feel authorized to do it in behalf of the com- 
mittee. I will state the reason why that clause is there. I do not 
think there is much force in it. I do not think it does a great deal of 
good, but I do not think that it does any particular harm, especially 
if it should be modified by the insertion before the word “obtained ’’ 
of the word ‘‘ readily’’ or ‘‘easily,’’ so as to read: 

; fPragtted, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise easily ob- 
ained, 

The proviso applies only to a new industry, and I suppose that it is 
there because of some jealousy that when skilled labor already in this 
country might be obtained there would be yg to bring skilled 
labor from abroad to compete with it. Still, as it 1s confined only to 
the case of the establishment of new industries, I do not think it is at 
all important, and if the Senator does feel it to be important I should 
be very glad to have him make the motion to amend the section in the 
way he indicates unless there is objection from other sources. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor I gave my consent to the report of this bill, reserv- 
ing the right to object to any of its a I think it is quite 
manifest that the tendency of our civilization at large in this country 
is constantly to increase the number of those who are dependent upon 
their daily wages for support and increase the number of -own- 
ers and large capitalists. A very universal sentiment has among 
the laboring people of thiscountry, and it has madeitself known to the 








Committee on Education and Labor, demanding some legislation }y 
which their share of production should be made larger. The idea has 
arisen and exhibited itself in nearly all their conventions that this may 
be done by preventing competition between the American laborer and 
the foreign workman imported here under contracts. I do not myse]; 
believe that there is any efficacy whatever in this idea or that it wi!) 
afford anything of the protection to the American laborer that is antici- 
pated by those who have conceived this idea. I think the object which 
all statesmen and lovers of humanity most cherish, that of giving to 
the laborer a liberal and adequate compensation by which he and his 
family may have and enjoy all the benefits of civilization and all the 
comforts which come from the great inventions and improvements of 
the age, is to be attained in an entirely different way, and that it is not 
affected to any perceptible extent by the competition between labor 
abroad andat home. Still I can not see that there is any harm in grati- 
fying this desire and allowing this measure of theirs to be tested hy 
some enactment that shall make it a law. , 

I therefore acquiesce in and support this bill to the extent of its pro- 
hibition of the importation under contract of foreigners to labor in this 
country. I can not see that that will do any great harm to anybody, 
whether it accomplishes any good or not. If it does protect the Amer- 
ican laborer from an injurious competition that decreases his wages, to 
that extent the effect will certainly be a gratifying and a proper one. 

The provision of this bill in section 4 which is punitive is, I think, an 
error, and is one that is calculated to damage the interests of American 
shipping and foreign shipping, and discourage that branch of industry. 
I think it is unjust in itself, and I concur with the remarks of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] in regard to this fourth section 
of the bill, which I think has no effect whatever upon the general ob- 
jects of the bill; and striking it out of the bill would not in any way 
militate with the purpose of the bill to make unlawful and to punish 
the importation into this country of foreign labor under contract. | 
shall, thercfore, vote for amending the bill in this respect by striking 
out the fourth section. 

While I am up I wish to say that I concur in the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine[Mr. Frye] which has been accepted by the chair- 
man of the committee and in the motion to strike out the words to 
which he has referred in section 5: 


Pvovided, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained. 


I si «1 move at the proper time that the third section of the bill may 
be amex ded by striking out in the third line the words “assisting, en- 
couraginy, or soliciting the migration or;’’ so as to leave the section read: 

Sec. 3. That for —- violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act, 
the person, partnership, company, or corporation violating the same, by im- 
portation of any alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, 
its Territories, or the District of Columbia. 

Also after the words ‘‘contract or agreement,’’ in the seventh line, 
I shall move to strike out the words ‘‘express or implied, parol or 
special.’’ I think with these amendments to the bill there can be no 
objection to its passage. 

Mr. BLAIR. I doubt very much whether there would be any ob- 
ject in its after that. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware to amend the bill by striking out sections 3 
and 4, 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The object of this bill is to extend the 
protective principle not only to the importation of the products of for- 
ign labor, but to the foreign labor itself. I do not perceive how this 
bill will effect that object if it becomes a law. From a careful exam- 
ination of it there is no part of it which seems to me to be at all ef- 
fective except the second section,which declares that all contracts or 
agreements of the character inhibited in the bill shall be void in the 
United States against the rights of the laborer himself, and allows him 
to break the contract and become a free man. That is a valuable pro- 
vision. 

The penalties imposed in this bill I do not think can ever be enforced. 
I do not believe the ty prescribed in the third section, which is a 
fine of a thousand for any violation of the first section, will ever 
be enforced, because the violations prescribed in the first section con- 
sist of acts committed in a foreign country, and our courts have no extra- 
territorial jurisdiction. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is under a misapprehension. It is the 
bringing to this country of the immigrant that is prohibited in the tirst 
section, not merely the making of the contract. The crime is consum- 
mated by the actual arrival. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The first section reads: 

That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any per- 
son, company, or corporation, in any manner w ver, to pre- 
PAR PC A ae 
States, its Territories, or the District of Colambia, under contract or agreement. 

Mr. BLAIR. Go on. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It continues: 


Parol or specia], express or implied— 
Mr. BLAIR. Go on. 
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a. 20 noma ious to the i rtation or migration of 
to perform service or labor, made prev ob es gore a 
such alee United Bates hs on foreigners, ie. District of Columbia. . 

Senator will see that the whole matter is 
Pho ng wae —S importation or migration of the alien to 
this country. If he does not come there is nothing prohibited. _ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But the important element in this of- 
fense is the agreement or contract, which must have been made before 
the y embarked for the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the act is not completed until the party arrives 
in the United States; and therefore it is the contracting and bringing 
to the United States which is prohibited, not simply the agreement not 
———— of California. This does not allude to bringing into 
the United States. The penalty for that is denounced against the ves- 
sel-master in the fourth section. The first section relates to the con- 
tract or agreement made in the foreign country under which the laborer 

to perform service or labor in the United States. If that contract 
is completed after the foreigner comes to the United States I do not see 
how our courts would obtain jurisdiction of the offense. It is an offense 
committed in a foreign country. 

Now as to the penalties in the fourth section. I can hardly conceive 
how a master of a vessel could ever be convicted under that section. 
First it must be proved that he knows all about this contract. The 
contract is the thing that is denounced in the bill, and the guilty 
knowledge which the master of a vessel must have is a knowledge of 
the contract; and it would be impossible to ever prove that he had any 
knowledge of the contract. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the master is not punished for knowing in regard 
to the contract. . What the master is prohibited to do and what he is 
punished for doing is bringing the immigrant with a knowledge of the 
contract; it is the actual transportation of such a laborer to this coun- 


try. 
Mtr. MILLER, of California. You can not fine him unless you show 
that he knew the contract had been made. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are of course two elements in the offense; one 
is knowledge that he was doing wrong, and the other is the overt act 
of doing the wrong. Both must combine. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is no wrong under this section un- 
less he knew it was wrong. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly not. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It must be proved that he had criminal 
knowledge before you can convict him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That you never can prove. 

Mr. BLAIR. The honorable Senator from Delaware makes it the 
chief objection to the provision that you can prove and always will be 
able to prove that he guilty knowledge. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I can not help that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Of course not; but it shows the diverse views different 
minds take of it, and if the truth lies in the medium the section is 
about right. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Unless thisbill should make unlawful 
the coming of these people into the United States these provisions im- 
posing ties will not be effective in my judgment. I expect to vote 
for the bill, but I want to put on record my understanding of it. My 
objection to the bill is that it has not enough in it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
a question for my own information. Section 1 makes it an offense ‘‘ to 
prepay the transportation or in any way assist or encourage the impor- 
tation or migration of anyalien’’ under acontract made before the alien 
is imported. If the alien is not imported I agree with the Senator the 
offense is not complete; but if the alien be imported then the offense 
consists in having prepaid his passage or assisted or encouraged his com- 
ing. In what district are those offenses to be prosecuted ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The third section prescribes. 

Mr. HOAR. The Constitution says that you must first have ad- 
miralty jurisdiction, which is a separate matter, for offenses committed 
on the high seas; but with the exception of offenses committed on the 
high seas every offense can be punished only in the State and district in 
which it was committed, which State and district shall have been previ- 
ously ascertained bylaw. Now, if a man in Great Britain or Germany 
or Sweden or China prepays the importation of these laborers or as- 
sists or them to come under a contract, and they come, in 
what district of the United States under the Constitution is the offense 
to be prosecuted ? 


_ Mr. BLAIR. The third section ee that suits may be brought 


tates. I suppose that the Senator 
will see that the which he suggests is one that relates to the 
— of the United States over the subject-matter itself under 


and if it is a subject-matter upon which there can be 


no then the attempt will utterly fail. But 
aiekon vision of which the nature of the case is 

man or the co tion who might commit 
this offense would eas en 


subject to prosecution either at his or at its place 
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of residence, or perhaps at such point as he may have transmitted the 
money, if the offense was that of prepayment in the case the Senator 
supposes; and so of a corporation, the offense might be held to be com- 
plete at that point where the money or the consideration was parted 
with by the corporation alleged to have committed the offense—at the 
office of the corporation or at the residence of the individual or at such 
town or city as may have been the one where, so far as he was conterned, 
his act was consummated. 

It will be observed that from the language of the law one of the ex- 
press purposes is to reach cases of the incitement to the assisting in the 
the consummation of the offense. It may be and perhaps is exceed- 
ingly difficult to reach this, but it is a difficulty that is, as I said before, 
inherent in the subject-matter, in the evil which we are undertaking 
to reach and to prevent, which necessarily is consummated partially in 
our own country and partially in the foreign country, in our own coun- 
try where the capitalist lives, in the foreign country where is to be 
found the immigrant. In order to reach the evil at all, the best pro- 
vision has been made that occurred to me, but if the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts who is so learned in the law, who I doubt not can 





the bill, will doso, I shall be very glad for one to assist in those amend- 
ments being made a part of the act. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. Presidents I wish to say to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that I am in sympathy with the object and pur- 
pose of the bill, but I am entirely at war with the agencies that he is 
trying to bring into operation. 

As to the fourth section, I thought at first sight it might be amended 
in such a way as to make it more acceptable, but I now understand the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] has moved to strike it out en- 

| tirely. This seems to me to be wise, because the steamship companies 
| are in no sense or form disposed to disobey, so far as I know, any law 
of the United States touching the importation of people who come in on 
; any plea. They are simply transportation lines seeking business in the 
transportation of passengers, and their business has no relation whatever 
| to the purposes of this act, which is to exclude people where contracts 
have been made for their labor, as I understand, which has worked 
grievous harm and grievous wrong to the laborers of our country. 
Now, let me call the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire 
| to the injury this might cause. In short, I do not see how this sec- 
| tion can be operated. Let me state a case. We will suppose, for in- 
| stance, that the importation of just such people as the Senator from New 
; Hampshire proposes to keep out by the fourth section were brought 
| not to the United States but to Canada—to Montreal, if you please— 
; on a line of steamships running between the Old World and Montreal. 
They cross the river at Montreal on a bridge, they come into the United 
| States, not by ship, not by vessel, but by rail; and any number of them 


make a great many useful suggestions in the way of the amendment of 
| 


may be brought into the country by that means. Steamship lines are 
now running, several lines I think, between Liverpool and other ports 

! of Europe and the city of Montreal. When the passengers reach Mont- 

| real they can be transferred to railroad communication and come by rail- 
road into the territory of the United States. In other words, the effect 
of the law is simply an invidious distinction against steamships running 
to our own country; and, therefore, it seems to me that the section has 
no place in the bill; there is no necessity for it; and how it can be 
amended to make it acceptable I can not see. I did submit an amend- 
ment to the Senator from Delaware, which was to put in the word *‘ will- 
fully,’’ instead of moving to strike out the section, but upon second 
consideration and upon a more careful reading of the section, I think 
it has no place in the bill and should not stand. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator from New Jersey sits down, let me 
ask whether I am to understand him to object to this section hecause 
he thinks it can not be enforced ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not think it could be operative as against 
steamship companies. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it can not be enforced will it do any hart? 

Mr. McPHERSON. It does not necessarily appear that we are to 
enact legislation because it will not do hurt. I think it would doa 
great deal of hurt. It would throw obstructions and hindrance in the 
way of legitimate commerce. That we have no right to do except it 
become necessary to carry into effect the provisions of the law which 
are of vital force and consequence to our people. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand the harm the section can do if it 
has no effect. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It can do this harm: Any number of suits may 
be commenced against steamship companies which are entirely inno- 
cent of any intention or desire to evade the law or do any illegal act; 
and from the sole illustration I have stated—there may be others—we 
find that this is not operative as against al! steamship lines, and, there- 
fore, why make an invidious distinction in the law as against ships 
coming to our own ports and in favor of those going to Canadian ports 
when the law itself does not cover the immigrant coming here under 
the conditions the Senator has spoken of so often? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is under a mistake. The law covers 
the immigrant who comes here by virtue of such a contract entered into 
between any person or corporation within our jurisdiction, and ex- 
pressly declares that the contract shall be void, and subjects the party 
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who enters into it, being under our jurisdiction, to the penalties of the 
act. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very true, but the Senator—— 

Mr. BLAIR. It makes no difference whether the immigrant reaches 
us by way of Canadian ports or by way of New York or any American 
port. So the Senator’s criticism as to an invidious distinction between 
steamship lines that run direct from European to American ports and 
from European to Canadian ports is wide of the mark. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think the Senator can not possibly under- 
stand me. ‘The law will be operative certainly as against the steam- 
ship lines landing passengers in any United States port. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But the law would not be operative as against 
a steamship not so landing them, but landing them in Canada and send- 
ing them here by rail. 

r. FRYE. That is, section 4 would not be operative. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am speaking of section 4. That is the only 
question before the Senate now, as I understand, and it is to that ques- 
tion I am addressing myself. The Senator from Delaware has moved 
to strike it out. 

Mr. BLAIR. If this is an evil and it is worth while to legislate in 

regard to it at all it is worth while to legislate so far as we can. It is 
no fault of ours that we can noteenforce our laws in the Canadian ports, 
and the principle the Senator suggests, that we should not legislate at 
all to prohibit evils which we may control by courts within our own 
jurisdiction simply because a like evil may be accomplished in another 
way which we can not control, would put an end to all legislation upon 
‘this or any other subject whatever. But that the bill establishes of 
itself any invidious distinction between American steamships, or be- 
tween steamship lines running directly between the ports of the Old 
World and our own country, and those which ply between the Old World 
and the ports of any other country—that there is any such distinction 
as that established by the bill, I think, is entirely incorrect. If it is 
the result, it is not the fault of this bill; but it is by reason of the 
topography of this world, which we can not very well alter. 
‘ In regard to the fourth section, as I said before, it is aimed, and 
aimed with perhaps the greatest severity of any of the penal provisions 
of the bill, against the man who knowingly brings an immigrant from 
foreign shores to our own, who comes here under and by virtue of a 
contract such as is prohibited by the bill. It seems to me that if we 
are to legislate on the subject at all it is folly not to reach this man 
who is the chief agent in the actual perpetration of the crime. We 
might as well say that we would not the man who is incited to 
commit murder simply because he is the tool of another; but he is the 
man that we hang, and the accessory may escape, or his guilt may ex- 
ist in different degrees lesser than that of the man who is the actual 
agent who accomplishes the death. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 221) to amend sec- 
tions 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone River as a public park, with amendments; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) authdrizing the President of the United States 
to appoint one passed assistant engineer now on the retired-list of the 
Wavy a chief engineer on the retired-list of the Navy. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of 
= public lands; and it was thereupon signed by the PRESIDENT pro 
empore. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to give the written notice, required by the 
rules, of my intention to move to-morrow morning a modification of 
standing Rule No.8. I send the written notice to the desk. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAmERon, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The notice will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I give notice that to-mo' I wil i 
of the present session of the Senate that part of the Sights santine meiner an 
Senate which provides that “the Senate will eae Ge the consideration of 
the Calendar of Bills and Resolutions, and continue such consideration until 2 
o'clock ;" and that the aioe be ordered for said remainder of said session : 

“The Senate wpa to consideration, in their order, of House bills 
and resolutions on the Calendar favorably reported and 
continue such consi until 1 o'clock each day until all of such bills and 
resolutions have been o 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following resolution, in strict conformi 
to the notice that I have just given: ~ 


Resolved, That that part of the standi le 
oct nahn ret tc emanate Senta Si 
aad Resolutions and continue such consideration until 2 o'clock” be 


! 
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during the remainder of the present session of the Senate; and that the follow. 
ing be ordered for said remainder of said session : ; : 

The Senate will tothe consideration, in their order, of House })\!!, 
and resolutions on Calendar favoraby reported by a Senate committee, 4),.j 
continue stich consideration until 1 o'clock each day until all of such bill< a),4 
reevlutions have been considered.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice now that when that reso}y)- 
tion comes up I will offeran amendment by way of proviso that it sha!| 
not take effect until after the present order shall have been conc) ude; 
I mean the order now pending in the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the printed amendment the Senator su» 
gested the other day. That may constitute his notice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; I give notice of that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment wil! he 
read. 

The Corer CLERK. At the end of the resolution insert: 

sreotted, That the pending order, Senate bill No. 1886, shall not be interfer.) 
with. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to give notice in connection with the no. 
tice already given by the Senator from Tennessee that as at present ad- 
vised I shall move a further amendment to the resolution,-that it be 
subject to objection on the part of any member of the Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I rise for the purpose of asking the Senator 
from Tennessee if his resolution will prevent the consideration of pen- 
sion bills? I think there are a large number on the Calendar, pension 
bills which ought certainly to be considered and go to the House 

Mr. HARRIS. It will be in order, as under the rule as it exists to- 
day, for any Senator to move to proceed to the consideration of any )ill 
on the Calendar after the morning business had been concluded and 
before 1 o'clock. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator, I suppose, means that the consideration 
of these bills shall proceed as under Rule VIII? 

Mr. HARRIS. That is precisely the effect of the amendment | pro- 


pose. 
Mr. FRYE. That is what I supposed. 
FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration 
of foreigners and aliens under contract or ent to perform labor 
in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask a division of the question on the ameni- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Delaware to strike out two sec- 


tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is susceptible of di- 
vision. The Senator from Maine desires the question to be taken on 
section 3 first ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like the attention of the Senate, and especial! y 
of those on the other side of the Chamber who find difficulty with the 
fourth section (and I wish the Senator from California were present who 
criticised the fourth section somewhat, and who su the Chinese 
bill, so called), to the second section of the act so strongly by the 
Senate, which is a provision anal to section 4 of the present bil! 
Section 2—perhaps the Senator from Maine will listen to this—of the law 
which \,e enacted on the 6th of May, 1882, provides: 

That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States on such vessel, and or permit to be landed, any Chinese laborer. froin 
any fecuipn pon or shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on con 
vietion be punished by a fine of not more than $500 for each and 
every such Chinese laborer so brought— 

Whether that laborer institutes the prosecution or not— 
and may be also imprisoned for a term not exceeding one year. 

This bill provides for an imprisonment not exceeding six montlis, 
and certainly is a far less severe penal section than the one in the law 
which was so strongly supported in this body. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
to inquire whether he puts laborers who are coming here from Europe, 
for instance the Irish and Germans and Italians, upon a footing with 
the Chinese? Does he think they are not better people than the 
Chinese 


? 

Mr. BLAIR. If they come here by virtue of a contract of this kin 
by which their compensation is to be restricted toa lower rate of waxes 
than the natural rate of which they would obtain in fair com 
iti people, the effect upon American lal 

k-to remedy and to prohibit by the 


y relations with foreign people both by affinity 
that I could scarcely admit that 
Irish people, the Welsh people, the Scot! 


gual. Oe Come or the Italian people are to be placed |) 
a Union Bentes in the same category that we place 
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“a it i is coun’ a boss, who manages all of his 
Siira b ha 2 -—— his oo and doles out to him a part of 
it after having taken out his brokerage or his commission. That sys- 
obtains in India and in China, and through that system we were 
tom oom : they were doing also into Cuba and else- 
getting into this country, as they W a a an j 
where, a large number of very inferior and very egraded people, oo 
that belonged to a different class from those that the Anglo- 
blood: and we thought it was our duty, for the protection of our 
to lexis inst the introduction of those coolies. 

aaa not a labor question, it was a social question, a ques- 
tion of the infusion of lower blood into the social element in this coun- 
So we pass laws to restrain the importation of coolies. We went 
vcmmeusth when we found that the Pacific coast was being swarmed 
with Chinese, a very inferior and disagreeable and repulsive class of 
le, and we passed law after law for their exclusion. Some of these 
a were vetoed by the President of the United States on the ground 
that they were in conflict with the Burlingame treaty. None of them, 
I believe, were vetoed because we were doing violence to any national 
public policy in their enactment, but those of us who sustained these 
laws I think were largely if not entirely actuated by the idea that it 
was a very false and policy to introduce this lower race into 
this country at all. We were not solely actuated by the idea of their 
competition with our home laborers, but it was more a question of race 

than anything else. tas . ete 

Some of us were born and raised in the slave States. We had re- 
ceived as an inheritance from our ancestors that crime, as it has been 
called a crime, which was perpetrated by the people of the North upon 
this try, and by whom it wasinflicted upon the people of the South. 
It was something that we were born to as an inheritance; we had no 
agency at all in starting it up; and having seen the difficulties that it 
produced in the land, having seen the bloodshed that it led to through 
the strife between sections as well as between races, we thought that it 
was a proper thing to do to exclude the coming in of any more of the 
inferior Asiatic or African races into this land. So we voted for the 
laws prohibiting the Chinese from coming here. 

That cooly system has been two or three times alluded to to-day by 
the Senator from New Hampshire as a justification of this line of en- 
actment that we are now proceeding with. That includes necessarily 
the proposition that the men whom we are excluding by this law from 

igrating must be puton the same basisas the coolies. I object to that. 
I object to it in the name of those men who assisted us in winning our 
independence. I object to itin the name of those men who assisted us in 
winning oursecond independence from Great Britain in the war of 1812. 
I object to it in the name of those people who are represented to-day 
on this floor in the persons of Scotchmen, Irishmen, and Englishmen 
who ate here. There are men on this floor to-day who came as laborers 
to this country, someas ordinary mechanics, and some who were diggers 
in mines are Senatorson this floor. The law that you propose to enact, 
that the Senator from New Hampshire proposes now to spread all over 
the country except New Hampshire and Vermont and the Northeast, 
would have excluded these Senators from coming here unless they had 
the manhood to work their passage, or had the friends abroad, not in 
this country, to have advanced them money enough to pay their ex- 
penses to get here. 

I am opposed on principle, lam opposed in deference to the traditions 
of this country, I am opposed from a sense of respect for the work 
that these men have done in this country, to placing these people who 
are coming from abroad, under contracts to do labor in this land, upon 
basis of the coolies. Ido not want to extend the cooly system to 

I do not want to disgrace and dishonor them in that way, and 
never vote for it. 

Senator.from New Hampshire had his attention called by the 
from Maine to the fact that no railroads or railroad managers 
in this bill, that he says so much attention has been given 
the committee. The Grand Truai& road leads straight into New 
from the Dominion of Canada, and the Saint Lawrence River 
Quebec and Montreal to the sea and from the sea abroad 
world, and the people of New England can import through 
with Canada and through the Saint Lawrence 
all the labor that eratahent no man can convict any of them 
the fourth section of this bill. The Senator from New Hamp- 
I dare say, never would have put that in the bill, because by 
so he would have cutoff the supply of labor that is being received 
daily from Canada to assist the manufactur- 

to carry on their operations. 
forward with bills that are pronounced to be 
valuable and very benevolent toward other parts of the world, let 
are willing to include their own section in the 
denunciations of the bill and in the provisions which prohibit the em- 
ploymentof imported contract labor. Let us see that. I speak disin- 
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terestedly about this, because the Sonth is not employing foreign labor. 
We have not a single organization in the Southern States to-day, so far 
as [am aware of, that looks 


abroad for any part of its labor. We have 
What we have to do is to educate it, put 


interests and industries. That we are 
But I speak about it, because the manu- 


se 
: 
: 


: 
; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





1631 


facturing industries of the South are not required to look abroad for a 
a supply of labor. 

So I recommend to the honorable Senator from New Hampshire, who 
seems to take charge of all questions on the subject of labor and in- 
dustry, to consider whether or not he shuts out New England from free 
access to foreign markets for labor under contract by preventing his 
own people from bringing them to the Saint Lawrence River and by 
railroad across into New England. 

Let us have a fair distribution of the operatious and effeets of this 
law if we are to have the law at all, and not confine it to importation 
in ships. Let it extend to railways, and let it extend to every other 
method of introducing labor. We might desire at some time or other 
to introduce the Mexicans from the South by railway and across the 
borders on foot or on burros, or whatever method of transportation we 
might see proper to resort to. What is there in the fourth section of 
this bill to prevent that? They can come if they please. They can 
come in such a way as that the Senator from New Hampshire, with all 
his ability and skill as a lawyer, could never catch them, never detect 
the people that had anything to do with the operation. 

The Senator spoke of this as a bill that had been discussed and de- 
bated, I believe, or at least prepared, by some very distinguished person 
outside of Congress. Well, sir, he is a man who knows a great deal 
more about the law than I ever dreamed of. He, the framer of this 
bill, is the only person I ever yet heard of who could make a crime out 
of the violation of an implied contract. That is exactly what this biil 
does. A contract that is implied by the law is an agreement that the 
law sets up between two parties in consequence of their relations to or 
dealings with each other, and without either of the parties being able 
to say that there was any agreement between them until the law estab- 
lishes the contract from the relation and gives effect to it? The first 
section of this bill says: 


That from and after the passsge of this act it shall be unlawful for any person, — 


company, partnership, or corporation, in any manner whatsoever, to prepay the 
transportation or in any way assist or encourage the importation or migration 
of any alien or aliens, any foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its 
Territories, or the District of Columbia, under contract or agreement, parol or 
special, express or implied. 

You must not assist any person to come here under any contract 
‘*parol or special ’’—that is, in writing or oral—‘‘ express or implied.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. Of course he does not 
mean that the distinction between contracts parol and special shall be 
simply whether they are oral or in writing. I suppose he understands 
that a special contract is one under seal, and a parol contract is either 
verbal or in writing. 

Mr. MORGAN. It so turns out in my State that no contract is re- 
quired to be under seal. 

Mr. BLAIR. The proposition of law is correct as I state it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Nor in any other State, I suppose. That has been 
abolished. We got away from that about fifty or one hundred years 
ago. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the law now, the common law of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator’s State is very far behind on the sub- 
ject of improvement in its judicial system if that is the law there now. 
Here we have it without réference to that. You must not encourage 
in any way or assist the importation or immigration of any alien or 
foreigner into the United States under anyimplied contract. I should 
like to have somebody define to me how a man could assist or encour- 
age the immigration of laborers into the United States under an implied 
contract. Of course I refer to that for the purpose of showing that 
whoever it was that proposed this bill, however great a man he might 
have been, he was a very poor lawyer. And then in the third section 
to denounce a penalty of a thousand dollars fine against a man for the 
violation of an implied contract is going to rather a romantic extent in 
the way of creating fines and inflicting punishment. 

After the surrender in the South and the negroes became free and 
the planters desired to control their service there, they had very great 
difficulty in getting them to adhere to their contracts. They did not 
seem to have any very clear sense of duty in respect of the obligation 
of contracts, and so a great many devices were resorted to and many of 
the ablest and most ingenious lawyers were consulted, both in the Leg- 
islatures and out, for the purpose of devising some system of laws that 
would be constitutional, that would convert the obligations-of a con- 
tract into a crime whenever the Legislature saw proper to do so by a 
statute. But noone succeeded in that endeavor. Mr. President, there 
is nO more vicious system of legislation that has ever been conceived of 
and scarcely one that has ever been more frequently tried than that of 
converting the obligation of a contract or the making of a contract intoa 
crime, and to make it a crime for a man to fail to keep his obligation. 

How can it be that the law can imply a contract out of the relations 
of two people, and then denounce as a crime that contract thus implied 
and punish a party for the violation of it by lodging him in the peni- 
tentiary? What more monstrous absurdity ever yet characterized a 
bill than that? I submit it to the judgment of every lawyer in the 
Senate if there was ever anything more monstrous as an absurdity than 
that. In our eager desire to gratify public demands, whether it may 
be on the part of the planters of the South or whether it may be on the 
part of those who control labor in the North, we are altogether too apt 
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to go off in search of criminal penalties for the violation of merely civil 
obligations. 

It isa very dangerous ground to trench upon, and it is a ground where 
tyranny can indulge itself to the last possible degree in connection with 
power, and there is very little hope for the person whose relations are 
thus made the subject of criminal enactment. 

Contracts in some form attend almost every act in our social and do- 
mestic relations, and to denounce those as crimes that are in themselves 
innocent is to endanger every relation and duty of life. 

Now, a contract is made in England by a person there that he will 
furnish the money to a skilled artisan or to an unskilled laborer to 
come to the United States to do a certain kind of labor—work in a coal 
mine, iron foundry, or whatever it may be. The contract is, ‘‘I will 
pay ‘your expenses across the Atlantic Ocean if you will agree to return 
me the money at a certain time with a certain amount of interest or 
percentage upon it.’’ The contract is reduced to writing; it is signed. 
The party thus hired to go to the United States, or rather the party 
who thus receives an advance of money to enable him to come here, 
takes his steerage passage and lands in the city of Boston. 

The first thing he does after getting there is to go and prove himself 
to some manufacturer as being skilled in the particular industry that 
he has come to work at. He informs the man who is to employ him, 
‘‘T wish to charge you so much per month for my work, my purpose be- 
ing to make money enough to pay my contract in England; that con- 
tract is that I was to work as low as $30 a month, and out of that I was to 
pay my passage-money, and I was to pay a percentage to the broker.’’ 
He informs him of it, and the Boston manufacturer employs him under 
the information that he has been hired by an Englishman under Eng- 
lish law and where the contract is entirely valid; that he has come here 
for the purpose of seeking employmemt. 

There is a case from which you would imply an understanding on the 
part of the Boston employer that this man had been broughtover to labor 
in the United States under a contract, and perhaps after he got through 
was to return to England again, and on that implication, because he 
employed him, a man better skilled than anybody else he could find, 
you would convict him, and you would mulct him in a fine of a thou- 
sand dollars, and perhaps you would put him in jail. Thatisacasein 
which I can suppose that there could possibly be a conviction upon an 
implied contract which was in violation of the general spirit and tenor 
of this law, declaring a public policy. 


Senators surely do not wish todothat. I should regret very much— 


it makes no difference what might be the clamor in the country, it, 


makes no difference if the labor-union societies were ten to where there 
is one—I would regret very much as a Senator to feel that I was com- 
pelled to yield toa demand made on me from that direction or from 
any direction to put upon the statutes of the United States entirely a 
new and dangerous system of legislation. You may search thestatutes 
for one hundred years back and yon will find nothing parallel to it. 
We have never ventured, it made no difference what might be the exi- 
gency, upon legislation of this kind for the correction of evils that are 
temporary in their nature and must ultimately correct themselves. 

Suppose I should answer to the bill of the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire and his committee that I believe the evil you are 
legislating against here is found in your tariff laws; that you are try- 
ing to confine the labor of this country to the supply of 55,000,000 peo- 
ple instead of 500,000,000 people, and that in your endeavor to limit 
the market of this country to the home supply, and in your refusal to 
go out beyond your borders, whether through reciprocity treaties or 
through ourown legislation, to look up markets in the other parts of the 
world, you have got an overfiux of labor here which is destroying itself; 
that the strikes in the Hocking Valley and the other strikes, which are 
said now to include 10,000 laborers thrown out of employment, aredue 
not to the fact of the importation of foreign labor, but due to the fact 
that you put limits and curbs upon the exportation of American pro- 
ductions. Suppose I should take that view and suggest to the honor- 
able Senator that that is a way out of his troubles for the ing man? 
Sir, we are compelled by the very necessities of the situation (which 
seem to weigh upon the mind and the heart of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and I agree that his heart is a benevolent one) to resort to 
expedients of legislation here that are entirely new and untried and 
dangerous in themselves, in order that we may give to the people who 
are thrown out of employment in this country useful and remunerative 
employment in the vast industries which our country affords and should 
sustain. 

I venture to recommend to the honorable Senator and to the Senate 
that instead of trying to put what is called here a prohibitory tariff 
upon the introduction of foreign labor into this country they will re- 
duce and modify some other of our prohibitory tariffs so that these 
laborers can get raw material brought from foreign countries a 
prices, so that they can realize out of their labor in the markets 
nished us thus by foreign countries a remunerative compensation. 

We have not got too much labor in this country nor are we likely to 
have. The vast fields which are open now to settlement in our public 
domain, and where we extend an invitation for settlement to every man 
who will come here and declare his intention of a citizen of 
the United States, are sufficient for the next twenty-five or perhaps fifty 


years to absorb the unemployed labor of all the civilized countries of 
Europe that has any possible chance of emigrating to this part of the 
world. 

Our excess of labor is not a general thingover the country. It is not 
an excess disproportioned to the magnitude or the strength of our coun- 
try, but itis an excess of labor in respect of certain industries, certain 
mechanical pursuits, and only in respect of them. The object of the 
bill is not to prevent agricultural laborers from coming here and goiny 
upon the farms. It is not to prevent orchardists, or the dressers of 
vineyards, or men skilled in anything connected with agriculture from 
coming here and going upon farms and findingemployment. The object 
is to protect the men who go into the coal mines, into the iron-works 
and iron mines, and into the ruder descriptions of manufacture by pre- 
venting others from coming to the country to compete with them. 

When I speak of that being the object of the bill I do not mean that 
the bill does not exclude agricultural laborers or orchardists or vine- 
dressers, for it does, and I intend, before we get through with the bill, 
to offer for the consideration of the Senate an amendment which wii] 
take them out of the category in which the committee have put them 
But the object of the bill is to exclude men from this country who can 
compete in mines and in the ruder styles and orders of manufacture so 
as to protect those men who are here. 

When we are excluding these people from coming here in competi- 
tion*with their own brothers who have been here perhaps only a month 
or a year, is it not wise for us to consider the question whether we can 
not get rid ofall this difficulty and of all this trouble without resorting to 
penal enactments to prevent the immigration of people into this land ’ 
Ought we not to consider whether a modification of our laws should not 
be made in respect of the tariff, in respect of the tax upon material 
brought over for manufacture? Should we not consider whether our 
laws which shut us out from foreign markets are not greater obstruc- 
tions to our progress, greater clogs upon the laborer, than any others 
that we can think of, and ought they not to be removed rather than 
apply to the persons who import labor under these criminal conditions ? 

I remember on one occasion I was waited upon by a committee of 
laboring men, for whom I have great respect. I have muah respect 
for them as I have for any other class of men. They were gentlemen 
who came from Washington city, and I put to them this question: ‘‘ Sup- 
pose we exclude all foreign laborers from coming into this country, how 
are you going to prevent the negroes ef the South from coming up here 
and coming in competition with you? When you put wages at a dollar 
a day or a dollarand a quarter a day in Washington city or in any other 
town in the North, how are you going to prevent the negroes from going 
there from the South and taking your place and running you out?” 
‘*Ah,”’ they said in reply to me, ‘‘ we will take care of them; they would 
not dare to oppose us; and when we wish to strike, we will take into 
our hands the control of the labor market. Those men will obey us; 
they speak our language; we know them and understand them; but the 
foreigners who come here we can not manage.’’ 

It is well enough to look over the field to see what we mean by this 
legislation and what we are doing. I could very conveniently allow 
this matter to go along and yield to the pressure that is brought to bear 
upon me by these hundreds and hundreds of labor unions, if I chose 
to do so and if I thought it was exactly what my duty is as a Sena- 
tor; but I do not. I believe it is my duty to legislate in every case for 
equal justice to all men. Whether it is Mr. Vanderbilt or Mr. Gould 
with their untold millions or the humblest laborer in this land, let the 
laws bear upon all with justice and equity and with equality. We 
create such distinctions between men by class legislation as are diffi- 
cult to eliminate afterward from our laws. All class legislation is 
wrong. 

I do not propose to engage in any class legislation while I am here. 
There is nothing in the bill that is not directed expressly to class legis- 
lation. The classes legislated for and protected by the bill are not the 
agriculturists, they are not tl house-builders and the ordinary me- 
chanics of the country. They are almost wholly and exclusively the 
miners, the men who delve about the iron-works, and the men who do 
the ruder sorts of work about the manufacturing establishments o! 
this land. When any Senator will take the bill and analyze it, and 
submit it to the quiet judgment of his mind, he must be convinced 
that the whole of it is class legislation. 

It is not legislation for the people of the United States atlarge. Cer- 
tain not named, I grant you, but nevertheless as 
clearly designated as if they had been named—are provided for in the 
bil], and no others. In that sense it is vicious legislation; vicious be- 
cause it is class legislation; vicious hecause it violates the traditions 0! 
the race in legislation by converting the ordinary and nat- 
ural ts to make a contract into a crime; vicious in that, even in the 

of people into this country, it discriminates in favor of pro- 

fessional actors, lecturers, or singers. It makes an express exception 

and for professional actors, lecturers, and singers, leaving out 
classes of men. 
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. »? and, says the Senator from New Hampshire, ‘‘ nor shall it ap- 
servants. ’’ ; - 
ply hey are R. ‘Personal or domestic servants. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Personal or domestic servants are excepted; thatis 
to say, a gentleman who has got the money can come here and bring 
to Say, @ Ber or domestic servants with him from abroad; but if he hap- 

ee a lawyer, an artist, a painter, an engraver, a sculptor, a great 
her or what not, and he comes under employment to write for a 
a : or to write books, or to paint pictures, as we are informed 
rn geet Secretary of State sent abroad for an artist to paint his 

icture, he comes under the general provisions of the bill. 
. Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will observe that it is only the importa- 
tion of such people under contract to labor that is prohibited. 

Mr. MORGAN.’ Of course; I understand. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that class of people are liable to become the subject- 
matter of such importation, then the bill appliestothem. Perhaps the 
bill on he a . ; ae 

Mr. MORGAN. People who can instruct us in morals and religion 
and in every species of elevation by lectures and by acting plays in the 
theaters and by singing are not prohibited. The Senator wants to in- 
troduce those into this country free; there is to be no tariff on 
them, no prohibitory duty. Let them come and act and sing and play 
as much as they please for the enlightenment of humanity on this side 
of the Atlantic Ocean. Chinese singers and Japanese players cah come 
over here. They can come from any quarter, provided they fall within 
these honorable and distinguished and exempt provisions. 

Now, I shall propose when we get to it to put an amendment in 
there. I want to associate with the lecturers and singers and actors, 
painters, sculptors, engravers, or other artists, farmers, farm laborers, 
gardeners, orchardists, herders, farriers, druggists and druggists’ clerks, 
shopkeepers, clerks, book-keepers, or any person having special skill 
in any business, art, trade, or profession. I should like to be permit- 
ted without getting into the penitentiary to go abroad, if I were en- 

in some of these trades and industries, and employ men partic- 
ularly skilled, and I should like it especially if they happened to be 
any kin to me or those who are very dear to me. 

if I were an Irishman or an Englishman and located in this country, 
and if I knew of some nice relative, it might be a lady who was capable 
of being a Clerk in a dry-goods store, I should like to bring her in; but 
no, says the Senator from New Hampshire, ‘‘ you can not bring her in 
if she does not sing, or lecture, or act on the stage,’’ and therefore she 
can not come. If I were an Irishman who had been here only about 
a month and filed my naturalization papers before this proposed law 
was passed, I might like to send a little money back to my brother 

thaps or to my son in Ireland and say, ‘‘I have established the 
Pasianes here of a hatter or a shoemaker, and I propose to carry it on, 
and if you will come — join me I will give you so much money to 

expenses, or advance it to you so that you may come to this 
oss country and share in its blessings.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator can send to Ireland for all the relatives 
he may have there, or to any foreign country where they happen to be, 
as he will see by the provision of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have failed to find it. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will read the bill, perhaps he will criti- 
cise it with less severity. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have read it and reread it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will observe, since it seems he has not 
read the bill, that the very next clause after the one with which he is 
now dealing is: 

That nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting any individual from 


assisting any member of his family or any relative to migrate from any foreign 
country to United States. 


Mr. MORGAN. ‘‘Migrate;’’ but before you migrate or while you 
are migrating you must not have a contract to labor in this country. 
It ee that the gentleman who drew the bill for the committee 
ou of the Senate not very carefully weigh the words of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to make an inquiry as 
to the meaning of that clause? I should like to know for information 
as to the degree of relationship of those one may bring over. So far 
as I have Trish friends, they are ‘‘cousins.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is probably able to define the word “‘ rela- 
tive” as wellas anybody. I have heard of second cousins even. 

Mr. MORGAN. The is, ‘‘any member of his family or 
any relative.’? That isa anys road and generous expression, I grant 
— but he must not assist in doing anything else but migrate; 

must _ have any contract with him to labor after he comes here 


for fear might come in competition with some of the privileged 
classes under the bill. - Pome 
Phere we are asked to take upon this subject only illustrates 


extremities to which we go sometimes in trying to gratify a public 
whim ora public sentiment. We had better take the truth and a wise 


public forthe basis of our action under all circumstances, and if 
pal a rall cirew 


ourselves confronted by some hot sentiment, or by some anx- 
iety, or by some concentrated “anguish, if you please, in’,consequence 
of ure of the expectation of people to drive us from our duty, 
that is the time when ‘we are called upon to stand by it more- y 
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than ever. I have not found in the bill as it is framed, orin any part 
of it, anything at all which commends it to my favor. 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to send to the desk to be read a synopsis 


ofa letter addressed to the President of the Senate. The extract is from 
the New York Times, taken verbatim, as I understand, from the letter 
itself, but is not so lengthy as the letter. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLaArr in the chair). The paper 


will be read, if there be no objection. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


FOREIGN-CONTRACT LABOR—GRAND MASTER WORKMAN POWDERLY WRITES TO 


SENATOR EDMUNDS. 


SCRANTON, Pa., January 14. 
Ex-Mayor T. V. Powderly, of this city, Grand Master Workman of the Knights 


of Labor for the United Statesand Canada, has addressed a letter to United States 
Senator Epmunpbs, directing his attention to the fact that the national House of 
Representatives passed a bill some months ago “to prohibit the importation of 
foreign-contract labor into the United States,’ and that the Senate has thus far 
taken no action in the matter. Mr. Powderly says: “It is of importance to the 
laboring men, the business men, and mechanics of the United States to know 
what the Senate intends to do with this bill,” and adds: “‘ That promises were 
made, pledges given,and party platforms spoke in unmistakable terms on this 
question during the recent political campaign,” and that now “ nothing remains 
but to fulfill these promises and confirm the statements made in the platforms 
of 1884. I see in the reported proceedings of Congress,’’ continued Mr. Pow- 
derly, ‘‘ that days of valuable time are being devoted to the discussion of ques- 
tions of no consequence whatever to the general interests of the nation. The 
defense or condemnation of ex-confederates are matters which should be buried 
in oblivion. While the honorable gentlemen are fighting over again the battles 
which the powder and steel of the soldier have long since decided, and while 
the slavery of the past is being discussed in the Senate anew, a more powerful 
slavery is being established—a slavery which will not only grind 4,000,000 or 
5,000,000 of black men, but 50,000,000 of white and black.” 


The importation under contract of men and women whocome only to degrade 


American labor is described as a link in the chain of the new slavery, and that 
limk, Mr. Powderly says,can be severed by the decisive action of the United 
States Senate. ‘Do not think that I call your attention to this matter on my 
own responsibility,’ Mr. Powderly adds, “as I but obey the request of the seven 


hundred thousand workingmen who respectfully ask for the speedy passage of 
this bill.” 


Mr. BLAIR. I have had referred to me by the honorable Senator 
from Michigan [ Mr. CoNGER] a letter addressed to him with the heading 
‘Headquarters District Assembly No. 66, Knights of Labor,’’ which 
goes over this matter, and is of a public nature, and I should like to 
have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the letter 
will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS District ASSEMBLY No. 66, 
KNIGHTS OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1885. 

DEAR Str: Knowing of your friendly interest in the toilers of the land anc 
the cause of humanity,I take this opportunity of calling your attention toa 
measure now in the possession of the Senate Committee on Labor, H. R, 2550, 
“ To prohibit the importation of foreigners and aliens, under contract or agree- 
ment,to perform labor in the United States,its Territories,and the District of 
Columbia.’ This measure is one of vital importance to every American citizen, 
and should receive proper attention from the lawmakers while they have the 
remedy in their own hands. 

You can see the havoc made in the ranks of free labor in the Hocking Valley 
of Ohio. (Inclosed is a statement made by the Miner’s Association, containing 
also a statement of Col. W. P. Rend, one of the largest mine-owners and oper- 
ators in the valley.) 

The following is taken from evidence submitted to our body by a committee 
appointed to investigate the enormity of this curse in the District of Columbia. 
One of the members of the committee, Mr. John Fallon, represented himself as 
being a contractor in search of laborers to work for him under contract; he was 
duly introduced to the “‘ boss”’ of the gang, working on the new reservoir (Gov- 
ernment work, too) who gave his name as Caimino Guidio. He asked: ‘‘ How 
many men do you want?”’—Ans. “ Fifty totwo hundred.” “ How much will 
you pay?’’—Ans. One dollar and fifty cents per day for good men” (they were 
then getting $1.12 perday). ‘Do your men come from Italy under contract? ’’— 


‘Ans. “Yes.” *‘Who manages your business in Italy?’”’—Ans. “Mr. Charles 


Soldano, Castle Civiés Salamo, Naples.’”” ‘“‘ Who pays their passage to this 
eountry?’’—Ans, “The company; but the men must pay it back out of the 
first money they earn; then when you arrange to take the men you must deposit 
$1 on each man, which will be paid back to you from the first earnings of the 
men. Ican refer you to Mr. Peterson, the reservoir contractor, for whom we 
have done work for three years. We have depots where we keep men on hand 
all the time—one in New York city and one in Buffalo; the men work on Sun- 
day also.” * * * There were forty Huns and Italiansat work then. * * ,* 
The room where they lived was 12 by 12 feet, some twenty of them living, eat- 
ing,and sleeping therein. * If they are paid before pay-day they are 
charged 10 per cent. 

1 think this will be evidence enough to a man of your broad and liberal mind 
to convince you that this vile system should be broken up. However, if evi- 
dence is needed, you will find it on file in the Committee on Labor, Senator 
ee chairman, and I will have at your disposal copies of the contract used, 


It is conclusive that your honorable body will not have the matter before them 
this session for specific reasons, unless a demand is made and a day set apart for 
the special order of business for the purpose of passing the bill (or at least a 
vote upon its passage). I therefore respectfully, in the name of this body, re- 
quest you to use your influence in bringing H. R. 2550 before the honorable 
Senate for adoption or rejection. 

Very respectfully, 

W. S. WAUDBY, 

R. 8. D. A, 66, K. of L 
Hon, Omar D. Concern. 


Mr. BLAIR. In this connection I will read a few lines from William 
J. Smith, addressed to myself, a letter which comes from the executive 
Office of the Window-glass Workers’ Assembly, Pittsburgh, Pa. I read 
it as bearing upon the question whether there is any unhealthy com- 
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petition brought about by the importation of such labor under contract. 
Mr. Smith says, addressing myself: 

Thirty-five hundred flint-glass workers urge you to press the passage of the 
contract-labor bill. We have been made to feel the evil effect of contract labor. 
Thirty Bohemian chimney-makers have recently been ht from Nova 


Scotia under contract to work for $1 per day, when the labor of the American 
workmen whom they displace ought to be worth # per day. 


These men from Nova Scotia find their way across the line in com- 
petition with the American workmen in the same branch of business. 
They come there under contract to work for $1 a day and in competi- 
tion with our own workmen, when this class of skilled workmen get 
$4 a day. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] made 
some statements interesting in their character which I think onght to 
be answered if they can be. He stated that the Chinese bill, as it was 
called, was adopted upon certain principles. If the Chinese bill was 
a mere bill to discriminate against a man on account of color because 
he was ofa copper color, or on account of his race because he was Chinese 
or Japanese or Indian—if that was the object of the bill it was very 
different from what I supposed. I supposed the object of that legisla- 
tion was to exclude a class of men who came to this country not the 
owners of themselves, but owned by others, owned by corporations, who 
had contracted away their liberty, their manhood, before they came 
here—a class who were quasi servants and serfs, and that was the ob- 
jection to that kind of immigration. 

I voted against the Chinese bill because I thought it was dangerous 
to depart from the established policy of the American Government to 
open our doors to laboring men from all lands and from all climes. As 
I understand, the friends of that bill pressed it upon the ground that 
the men who came here under contracts as coolies were not free men. 
It was not because they were Chinese, or because their color was dif- 
ferent from ours, but because they were not free men, because they 
came here as slaves to work against and to compete with free men in 
their labor. Still, even upon that claim I was opposed to the Chinese 
bill, and I was very sorry indeed that it passed. 

Although I have often been severely criticised on account of my vote, 
I would stand by that vote now. I was opposed to restrictions upon 
the immigration of men who come to our country to better their con- 
dition, and I thought it was better to submit to the evils even of cooly 
contract labor than to undertake to interfere with our time-honored 
American policy. But when I was overruled in that particular, and 
Congress by a large majority, I think supported by the general public 
opinion, thought it was best to exclude those people, not because of 
their race and color, but because they were not free men, because they 
were owned by others, I yielded at once to that principle, and that be- 
came the law of the land and will not be changed. 

The same rule ought to be applied to the same class of people of any 
other race or of any other color, or else I have not learned my theory of 
this Government aright. You can not basea discrimination of this kind 
upon race or color, but you must base it upon the condition of the peo- 
ple. We may preperly refuse to allow slaves to be brought into this 
country, as our forefathers did when they prohibited the slave trade, 
not because they were black, but because they were slaves, and they were 
excluded on that ground. When slavery was abolished we regarded 
that the great thing accomplished was that those men were all made 
free, not that they were slaves and should be made white, or that they 
were made white by our emancipation, but that they were made free, 
the owners of themselves, their wives, and their children, hoping that 
in time, by education and association with our race they would become 
strong, self-reliant, self-governing. That was my idea of this class of 
legislation. 

I have not considered the bill much. I suppose it eg pass by 
common consent, as it did, I am told, in the other House. I supposed 
that the bill was in the line of the other legislation, to discriminate 

against a class, I do not care of what race or of what color, but a class of 
people who do not own themselves, who are brought here by corpora- 
tions or by wealthy persons to compete in mines, manu and 
establishments of various kinds with the free labor of free men, 
hardy miners, mechanics, manufacturers, and even farmers; that 
the objection to their coming here, whether they are Irishmen, or Eng- 
lishmen, or Frenchmen, or Italians, is not on account of their race or 
their color, but simply because they are not in a condition to share with 
us in the civilization which has been founded by free men and which 
is to be perpetuated by the free intelligent labo: men of this country. 

I know there was a demand in my own este thas the laboring men 
of that region should be freed from this kind of competition. They do | as 
not ohject to the incoming into this country of any man from any 
country of Europe or from anywhere else, but they object to these men 
brought by corporations under special contracts, tobe fed as they were 
fed in Europe, to be brought up without the opportunity of education 
or means of improvement, and that they should not be compelled while 
they are working away at their hard toil to compete with that kind of 
contract labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to 
interrupt him ‘for a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator said a while ago in connec- 
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tion with his vote on the Chinese question that it was the condition of 
the people which induced that legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The condition of a class of people. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think I voted with the Senator on that 
proposition ; but if I recollect aright a more important question than 
that entered into it, and that was that the habits and customs of those 
people from the great Asiatic empire were so inconsistent with the habits 
and customs of the Anglo-Saxon race that it raised a problem which 
required the intervening hand of legislation. I think in the debate 
which took place at that time it was admitted on all hands that if they 
were a homogeneous people of Ang!o-Saxon blood and capable of assimi- 
lation the chief objection to their immigration would be removed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All European nations can assimilate with ou: 
people, can mix or mingle with them, but if there is in any country o! 
Europe a class of people who are in such a condition of life that they 
can be classed as you may say as the coolies of Asia, people who do not 
own themselves, who work only for others, who have never conceived 
the idea of independent manhood—if there are in Europe such a class of 
people, and I am told there are, we should prohibit their importation 
into this country. Weare led to believe that in many countries of Eu- 
rope there is still away down at the substratum of those ancient societies 
a class of people who are reduced to that condition. 

If there are any such classes of the white race I do not want them 
here, on the same principles that the friends of the Chinese bill voted 
for that measure. As for independent emigration from Ireland, from 
Scotland, or England, the fountains of the great body of immigration 
to this country, or from old Germany, the fountain of all the Anglo- 
Saxon people, or from any country in Europe, even of the Latin races, 
if there are in those countries any class of men so low in the scale ot 
society that by the contracts described in-the first section of the bill 
they may be brought in here to compete with our independent citizens 
who are struggling to elevate themselves in the arts of manhood, I say 
I would prohibit them, and I think in doing that I represent not only 
the laboring people of Ohio, but I represent every class of citizens of th» 
State of Ohio, the wealthy, the rich, the educated, every citizen of Ohio 
who has respect for his manhood. 

Our people do not wish to have such a class brought here in compe- 
tition with the laboring men of Ohio, who are bone of our bone and 
flesh of our flesh, and from which class all the great men of our State 
and of our nation have sprung. We do not want the class of laborers 
described ine the first section of the bill to be brought in competition 
with them. 

I am not very familiar with this class of subjects, but I am told that 
in the large tomes that my friend from New Hampshire has piled upon 
our tables it appears thit such contracts have been made by mining 
corporations and railroad ions. One is a great railroad corpo- 
ration near to us here, which it is said made contracts with Italian la- 
borers who had no manhood, no independent home, scarcely a family, 

who sold themselves out and expected to go back to the country 
from which they came; who did not come to assimilate themselves wit) 
us and mingle with our race and our blood, but who were bought for 
a price and brought here, who turn out of their homes and their work- 
shops thousands of honest, independent, intelligent laboring men. That 
is the kind of evil I am trying to deal with. 

When the bill was brought here I supposed it would pass without 
much objection. I have given but little attention to the details of the 
bill. I can see a good deal of force in the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware against the fourth section of the bill. I do not see 
how anybody could be convicted under that fourth section, because how 
could you prove the guilty knowledge? How could you show that the 
captain or owner of the vessel knew of such a contract? Such a thing 
as that would not naturally be communicated. The trouble is that the 
captain of a vessel might be harassed with suits and bothered and be- 
deviled by Tombs lawyers and the like. Ido not see much force in 
that section. I think it would be without force, of no account, and 
therefore I do not care much whether it is in or out; but the first and 
second sections tes the bill to demand the attentive and serious 
consideration of the Senate, because they prohibit a class of labor con- 
tracts which are inconsistent with our civilization, and when brought 
in contact with our laboring e are absolutely destructive to them 
and to a families and to homes. 

In have known where this class of im labor has 
been brought i competition where they have tu out from happy 
—— made poor and a wanderer many a person who has sougli' 

y and aay to make a living on what we would regard 

os very bal rates of I do not see any objection to the first and 
—— vand I shall vote for them. As to the rest o! 

the bill it isa of detail. If the proposition should succeed to 

t the “third and fourth sections of the, bill it would not pre- 
me from voting for-the bill, as Ido not care whether those sec- 

or out. 


BAYARD. Ifthe Senator from Ohio will 
. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio 
question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator froth Delaware has this moment ad- 


dressed me. 
Mr. BAYARD. The languageof the first section is exceedingly geu- 
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It prohibits the encouragement of the importa- 


eral and embracing. atten iatniiee United States ‘‘ under contract or 


tion of oT code special, express or implied.’’ I ask the Senator 
aed it? not be a very illogical thing to punish a citizen or a company 


id these things, at the same time that the Government of the 
a eaeuies encourages and solicits the migration and importation 
of foreigners from every clime by offering them, under the right to 
enter homesteads, one hundred and sixty acres of land by merely mak- 
ing an affidavit that the icant is the head of a family and has made 
a declaration of his intention to become a citizen? Here is a question 


licy exemplified by the Government itself inviting and en- 
pints nase ample manner men to come to this country and 


settle making the affidavit and the application, and they are, I 
may san, in disect competition with American labor, with persons doing 
service and labor in the shape of agriculture in the United States. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ourland laws to which the Senator from Delaware 
refers were all based upon the idea that the immigration to this country 
was the immigration of industrious independent men. The whole 
theory of our land laws, which are the most liberal ever offered in the 
world, was founded upon the experience of the immigration to this 
country from 1820, because it did not commence much until after the 

r of 1812. 
war. BAYARD. Will not my friend look at the language of the bill? 
It is confined to persons who are to perform labor or service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All these: laws were based on the kind of immi- 
gration that came to this country from 1820 to 1870. Down to that 
time the idea of contract labor described in the bill was not thought of. 

Mr. BAYARD. It may be the idea, but it is not the letter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the letter. 

Mr. BAYARD. The letter is simply encouragement; it is to encour- 


oer. SHERMAN. I will answer that. I say our land laws were 
made and liberal because they applied to a class of men who 
were worthy of that favor and who when they came upon the land at 
once contributed to our national wealth. But take the men who come 
here under these contracts to labor at a specific place and for a specific 
price; would you give them land? They do not want land; they do 
not come here for land; they do not come here for home or for family. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Ohio now allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please address the 


Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will hear the Senator from Alabama as soon as 
I answer the Senator from Delaware, if he will allow me a moment fur- 
ther. Look at the language of the bill. The bill prohibits the en- 
couragement of what? The assisting and encouraging of the importa- 
tion or mi ofany alien oraliens. Ifit stopped there I would say 
it would be seriously subject to the objection made by the Senator from 
Delaware, but it goes on, “‘ under contract or ent.’’ I leave out 
the words “parol orspecial, express orimplied.’’ Idonot think they 
ought to be there. 


Under or ent made previous to the importation or migration 


of such alien or aliens, fo’ fe t f lat i f 
er or fore rs, riorm ror service 0 ay 
Sind in the United States, its Territories or the District of Columbia, 
Take the first section in connection with the exceptions contained 
in the fifth section. That describes the importation of men who come 
here under special mostly in large numbers, to work at largely 
reduced pay for the benefit of rations and companies. Ifthe defi- 
nition is not correctly given, if the kind of people aimed at by the 
bill is not correctly then as a matter of course the Senator from 
Delaware and the Senator from Alabama can suggest the correction. 
What I intend to vote for when I vote for the bill is to prevent this or- 
ganized corporate importation, not of laboring men, but of bought men, 
to come here and compete with our laboring men, with our mechanics 
and miners. That is what I mean by it; that is the intention of the 
and that importation ought to be prohibited in my judgment. 
I will hear the Senator from Alabama, if I have not already an- 
MORGAN. I wanted to inquire of the Senator whether, if the 
party employed came here with the intention on his own part of re- 
maining and becoming a citizen of the United States, he would then 
—a for having invited him to come or having paid his ex- 
penses 
Mr. SHERMAN. The bill does not propose to punish such a man. 


edie 


the man who im 
is the di 
here under one of these contracts and goes out and 
of our pre-emption jaw, and thus becomes an inde- 
pendent citizen, I do not see how he can be punished; but the man who 
the shysters, the fellows who are sent off by corporations 
@ gang of a hundred or a thousand men to come here and 
drive out an equal number of hardy, industrious miners and laborers, 
it is that kind whom it is proposed to punish by severe penalties, and 


or encourages the migration of con- 
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If a man comes here and enters into any of the ordinary avocations of 
life without to his contract it does not even prohibit his migra- 
tion hither. bill does not operate upon the man who migrates, but 
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also corporations who do it, and the owners or masters of the ships that 
bring them over knowingly and willfully. That is the class who are 
to be punished. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, if a farmer 
desired to bring over laborers to work on his farm in the West and he 
should make a contract with them that he would employ them for a 
year, and should say to them, ‘‘In addition to my contract to employ 
you for a year and to pay you for your service the Government of the 
United States will give you one hundred and sixty acres of land under 
her laws if you come,’’ would the Senator consider that a violation of 
the public policy of the country ora violation of this proposed statute ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. All that would be done in that case would be that 
this bill would declare such a contract null and void unless it came 
within the exceptions embraced in the fifth section. There is no such 
kind of migration. We all know, the Senator knows as well as any 
one, that the kind of immigration which comes to this country which 
adds to our wealth and strength is that immigration which comes first 
from the adventurers who land here and start homes, who write back 
to the fatherland that here they can earn a dollar or a dollar and a half 
a day, and perhaps that information is accompanied with a twenty- 
dollar or a thirty-dollar contribution, saying, ‘‘ Come here and share in 
the blessings of this great and free country.’’ Those are the little in- 
fluences and motives which have drawn to our country the great mass 
of our foreign immigration, and those are healthy in their character. 
They come here without contract, without arrangement, they take their 
chances with the rest of the laboring men in the country. The con- 
tracts described by the bill are contracts for organized labor which comes 
in campetition with the free men who have thus been brought over in 
driblets in the ordinary course of migration. 

Mr. MORGAN. But still, if the Senator will allow me, that would 
be encouraging the migration of those people into this country, and the 
bill denounces that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For one, if the Senator from Alabama can point 
out to me language more meet than the language contained in the first 
section to express what I want to prohibit, I will try to join with him 
in not prohibiting any more than we really desire to prohibit in order 
to accomplish the policy I have indicated. It may be that the lan- 
guage is not such as I would have used if I had framed the bill, and 
there are a good many things in it that I should have left out. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will excuse me, I can scarcely be 
called upon to frame language to except people he wants to prohibit 
from coming here; he can frame it himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not profess to reorganize all the bills that 
are brought here. I find here a bill that I believe aims at a good pur- 
pose. If in practice any defect should occur in its execution, just like 
the Chinese bill, which was very bad and faulty in the first instance 
and which was amended by subsequent legislation, so if this legislation 
is faulty it can be hereafter easily corrected by amendment. 

Mr. MCcPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me a 
moment for a question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator says, if I understand him aright, 
that the bill is directed against the importation into this country of 
people who are practically bought to come here as organized labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is what I understand it to be. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The phraseology of the bill is very liberal, it 
seems to me, and applies even to individual cases; it makes no differ- 
ence for what reason they come. It does not apply to organized labor 
alone, but reaches a great many laborers who would naturally come 
here to better themselves, and who come here under a contract previously 
made-for that purpose. Let me cite acase, and I should like then to have 
the Senator answer me whether that gentleman would be subject tothe 
provisions of the bill. About four weeks ago a gentleman who is largely 
engaged in the manufacture of jute in Scotland, having a plant which 
cost, he says, nearly a million dollars, employing something like eight 
hundred laborers, came to this country and was on a visit to California 
where the market for his goods is mainly found—jute bags for the trans- 
portation of grain—as I believe under the law the grain is required to 
be put in bags before being placed on board vessels and taken abroad. 
His purpose, he tells me, is to move his plant and his labor to Califor- 
nia, he is firmly resolved upon it, and he will no longer pay the duty 
exacted, as his market is almostfentirely in California. He wants to 
move his laborers bodily to the State of California. How could he do 
that under this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 





I do not see anything to prevent him from moving 
over to California. I should advise him to do it, because he gets nearer 
to the purchaser. I think if he is going to make jute bags he had bet- 
ter go to California, where he sells them, rather than to New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator and I agree upon that. We have 
established a protective tariff that we may protect our manufacturers 
and our own laborers. This gentleman desires to bring from five to 
eight hundred laborers from Scotland to California because they are de- 
pendent upon him there and they are a thrifty set of people who would 
become good citizens. Now I wish to know how under the bill it 
would be possible for him to move those eight hundred laborers with- 
out being subject to penalty? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I can tell the Senator how. Su the man 
frankly says to his workmen, ‘I have got to go to California to do my 
business; I prefer to leave Scotland and to go there. If you choose to 
go there we will make no contract about it, but if you go over to Cali- 
fornia and choose to work for me, I will employ you at such and such 
wages.’’ The bill clearly eovers that case. That is not the kind of a 
case which is aimed at. If the Senator wishes to describe the case of 
the Scotchman who wants, wisely I think, to move his establishment 
from Scotland to California, and if he will express that in meet words 
and put it in as an addition to the fifth section, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Assuredly; but at the same time the Senator 
begs the question; he does not answer it, I submit, in such a way as I 
expected him to do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In other words, either the bill does interfere 
with the removal of those eight hundred people from Scotland to the 
United States or it has no virtue whatever. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will tell you what kind of a case it interferes 
with. Take a railroad corporation in the State of New Jersey that is 
not willing to pay a dollar and a quarter a day for wages, and finds that 
on account of the great superabundance of labor in Italy and Hungary 
it can hire men by the thousand, through shysters that it sends there 
for the purpose of talking to them, at 50 or 60 cents a day upon an 
agreement to work three years, with a certain stipulated quantity of 
rice and other food of that kind, and they make such contracts and are 
brought over, men who can not speak our language, who are not ac- 
quainted with our institutions, and they are put to work ona railroad 
in New Jersey, thus driving out of employment 3,000 Americanized 
laborers, good honest Americans, native-born or ordinarily naturalized 
citizens. That is the kind of people I want to get at. If the Senator 
and I can only agree on the language of the bill, I have no doubt we 
shall vote together. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I quite agree with the Senator from Ohio, and 
probably will go as far as he will in any attempt to protect American 
labor, and I deplore as much as that Senator can the organizations that 
are gotten up for the purpose of depriving American labor of employ- 
ment; but I want to do it by some measure of legislation that will be 
just and fair and proper, that will reach exactly that class of cases, and 
at the same time will not be so sweeping in its provisions as to deter 
honest and proper laborers from coming to this country seeking to bet- 
ter their condition. 

The Senator from Ohio will go no further than I will in the direction 
that this bill proposes, and I submit that the only thing I wish to do 
is to perfect it. Ido not like the bill as it is; I do not think the bill 
should pass in its present shape; but I do think it is possible to so amend 
it as to make it effective and capable of doing a great deal of good, and 
to that end I pledge myself, for I am very ready to aid in legislation on 
this question. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me a moment before the 
motion is put, as the supply of printed bills is exhausted, I ask that it 
be reprinted. Several Senators have spoken to me in regard to it. I 
ask that it may be printed with the amendments already adopted pro- 


posed by the committee, so that the Senate may see how the bill stands 
at the present time. 


‘ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will state his proposition. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the motion to adjourn is put I would ask—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas with 
draw his motion for the purpose indicated ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw it for that pu . 

Mr. BLAIR. In response to the request of several Senators, as the 
printed supply of the bill is exhausted, I move that it be reprinted, and 
that it be so reprinted as to show the amendments already adopted in 
Committee of the Whole as distinct from the original text, and that it 
be laid upon the tables to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the pending bill be reprinted with the amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole so as to show the amendments as they stand as 
additions to or changes of the bill. That order will be entered if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears no objection. Will the Senator from 
Kansas withdraw his motion to enable the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate certain House bills? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. I propose an amendment to the pending bill and ask 
that it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas presents an 


amendment intended to be proposed to the pending bill, which will be 
printed for consideration. 


The Senator from New Hampshire 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 6824) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint one passed assistant engineer now on the retired-list of the 
Navy a chief engineer on the retired-list of the Navy was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. HARRISON. I believe there was a bill in relation to the Ye)- 
lowstone Park that came from the House to-day. I ask the Chair to 
lay it before the Senate in order that I may ask the Senate to disagree 
to the amendments and have a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the 
headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park, returned from 
the House of Representatives with amendments. The action of the 
House of Representatives thereon will be read. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 

ents of the House and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes. 


| The motion was agreed to. 


, By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
HARRISON, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now I renew my motion that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 13, 1885. 
The House met at 12 o’clock a. m. 
Joun 8S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous consent to 


submit several executive communications. 

There was no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER, COLO. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a letter from the Super- 
vising Architect, recommending an extension of the limit of cost of the 
public building at Denver, Colo. ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAM VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a communica- 
tion from the Secretary or the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
board of supervising inspectors of steam vessels, suggesting a modifica- 
tion of section 4435 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the 
the Committee on Cgmmerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MERIDIAN OF GREENWICH. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, recommending that the meridian of Green- 
wich be adopted for astronomical and nautical purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MACHINERY FOR STEEL CRUISERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy asking legislation authorizing the expenditure 
of balance of appropriation for steel machinery for steel cruiser for either 
of the cruisers; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HON. 8. F. RICE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the , transmitting report of the First 
Comptroller upon the claim of Hon. 8. F. Rice for services rendered, 
recommending an appropriation therefor in the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SNY ISLAND LEVEE, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of the Chief of 
i of survey and examination of Sny levee, Mississippi 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Engineers 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF PENSACOLA HARBOR. 


tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
ar, transmitting report from the Chief of Engineers 


of survey and examination of outer and inner bars, Pensacola Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. OATES. _I rise to a privileged question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I would ask whether it would be 
within the rule to ask unanimous consent to dispense with the business 
of the special hour. 
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rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule prohibits the Chair from en- 
fe a aanal for unanimous consent to set aside that order. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] rises, as the Chair understands, 
it a privileged report. : 
7 r ‘OATES. I move to take from the Speaker's table House bill 
“004 ‘and refer it, with the Senate amendments, to the Committee on 
" Pablie Lands. : 
Mr. NELSON. I object. 
Mr. OATES. It is a privileged motion under what is known as the 
‘‘ Holman resolution,’’ this being a bill to repeal pre-emption and other 
and laws. 
; The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will send the bill to the 
desk so that the Chair can determine whether this is a privileged ques- 
Nr. OATES. It was so ruled by the Speaker when the bill was 
under consideration in the House. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the pub- 
lic lands and the laws allowing entries for timber-culture. 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 12, 1885. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Upon what ground is the claim based that this 
is privil ? 

7 ir. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, the bill is on the Speaker’s table, is it 
not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
on the Speaker’s table. , 

Mr. KEIFER. Then I think the point of order that it is not privi- 
leged is well taken. It requires unanimous consent to take it up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was endeavoring to ascer- 
tain whether this is a privileged report that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is calling up. ' ; Bets 

Mr. KEIFER. There is noreport about it; the bill ison the Speak- 
er’s table. 

‘Mr. OATES. The motion I have made is privileged under the 
‘‘ Holman resolution.’’ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Reports from the Committee on Public Lands 


The Chair is informed that the bill is 


are pri > 
; The SPEAKER protempore. If this general subject be privileged, 
the motion in the judgment of the Chair would be privileged. The 
Clerk will report the resolution adopted by the House January 21, 
1884, under which, as the Chair understands, the claim is made by the 
gentleman from Alabama that this is a privileged motion. 

\The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That in the judgment of this House all the public lands heretofore 
granted to States and corporations to aid in the construction of railroads, so far 


as the same are now subject to forfeiture by reason of the non-fulfillment of the 
conditions on which the 
















grants were made, ought to be declared forfeited to the 
States and restored to the public domain. 


nited 
eeteod, That it is of the highest public interest that the laws touching the 
Earanen o-_ - be so framed and administered as to ultimately secure free- 


number of citizens; and to that end all laws facili- 

speculation in the public lands or authorizing or permitting the entry or 

thereof in oy ought to be repealed, and all of the public lands 

to agriculture (subject to bounty grants and those in aid of education) 

it to be reserved for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers, and disposed 
isions of the homestead laws only. 

the Committee on the Public Lands is hereby instructed to re- 

port House bills to carry into effect the views expressed in the foregoing 

t ; that said committee shal! be authorized to report such bills at any 

to revenue and appropriation bills; and the same shall in 


onl 
eentitled to consideration. 

IN. This is not a report from any committee. 
the Speaker's table. The motion is to refer it. 
the privilege. 

, MAGINNIS. I ask attention to the point that the resolution 
to forfeited lands. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is perfectly willing to hear 
gentlemen on each side. The Chair thinks there is no doubt about 
the 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has the Chair decided? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not been allowed to de- 
cide anything. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the rule expressly provides, as has been 
held by the Speaker of the House, that all matters pertaining to the 
disposition of the public lands as homesteads shall be privileged under 
the Holman resolution. The object of this bill, as it came from the 
Committee on Public Lands, was to confine the disposition of all agri- 
cultural lands to homesteads, and therefore it is completely within the 
terms of the Holman resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think this consti- 
tutes a pri motion. The report of a bill under the provisions 
of the resolution cited is evidently privileged, but it gives it no higher 
dignity than an appropriation bill would have. Under the rule the 
Chair never held it would be competent for any member of that com- 
mittee te make the motion the gentleman now makes as applicable to 
this bill. The Chair does not think the motion of the gentleman is 


privileged. 


It is a 
It does’ not 
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CALIFORNIA AND OREGON RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HENLEY. I rise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will submit it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it appears from the report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office that the Californiaand Oregon Railroad Company have failed to complete 
its line of road within the time provided by law; and 

Whereas no attempt was made during more than ten years to complete the 


building of any part of said line of railroad, although said company had ample 
time so to do; and 


Whereas on March 18, 1834, the above-recited facts were called to the attention 
of the President of the United States, and protest duly made and filed against 
the appointment of commissioners to examine said line of railroad; and 

Whereas during the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress a bill forfeiting 


said grant passed the House of Representatives, and is now pending in the Sen- 
ate; and 


Whereas the President of the United States has recently appointed three com- 
missioners to examine and report on said line of railroad: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, requested to inform this body, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, what were the reasons which moved him to appoint 
said commissioners to examine and report on the said line of railroad from 
Reading northwardly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Is that a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon what ground does the gentle- 
man from California rest this as a privileged report ? 

Mr. HENLEY. It is a report from the Committee on Public Lands 
under the Holman resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes, sir; it is a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. OATES. I offer the following substitute for the resolution; and 
after it has been read I wish to say a word in support of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a questionof order. Is it a report of 
a resolution or a bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does it come from the committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California has 
stated that his committee was authorized to report this resolution of 
inquiry. 

Mr. KEIFER. Was it referred to the committee? 

Mr. HENLEY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
stitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is a resolution of inquiry. 


The Chair so understood. The sub- 


Resoived, That the President of the United States is hereby respectfully re- 
quested not to confirm any favorable report which may be made by the com- 
missioners recently appointed by him to inspect a section or sections lately com- 
pleted of the California and Oregon Railroad, nor order patents to issue until the 
Senate of the United States acts upon I. It. 5897, being a bill to forfeit certain 
lands granted to aid in the construction of said railroad, and which passed this 
House June 6, 1884, or until after the adjournment of the present Congress. 


Mr. KEIFER. 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will examine it. 

Mr. KEIFER. The substitute is not a resolution of inquiry, but 
alls upon the President not to de what the Constitution and the laws 
require him to do. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will wait a moment I think he will 
see that he misapprehends it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HENLEY. I have no objection to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama submitting what observations he chooses on this matter, provided 
I am to have an opportunity to reply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear gentlemen on both 
sides on the point of order. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the resolution submitted by the gentle- 
man from California under instruction from the Committee on Public 
Lands is an inquiry to the President why he appointed commissioners 
to inspect a section of this railroad alleged to have been completed. 
His reply would necessarily be that he did it in obedience to section 4 
of the act making the grant, which is as follows: 


I make the point that is not in order as an amend- 


Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That whenever the said companies, or either 
of them, shall have twenty or more consecutive miles of any portion of said rail- 
road and telegraph line ready for the sérvice contemplated by this act, the Pres- 
ident of the United States shall appoint three commissioners, whose compensa- 
tion shall be paid by said company, to examine the same, and if it shall appear 
that twenty consecutive miles of railroad and telegraph shall have been com- 
pleted and equipped in all respects as required by this act, the said commission- 
ers shall so report under oath to the President of the United States, and there- 
upon patents shall issue to said companies, or either of them, as the case may be, 
for the lands hereinbefore granted, to the extent of and coterminous with the 
completed section of said railroad and telegraph line as aforesaid; and from 
time to time, whenever twenty or more consecutive miles of the said road and 
telegraph shall be completed and equipped as aforesaid, patents shal! in like 
manner issue upon the report of the said commissioners, and so on until the en- 
tire railroad and telegraph authorized by this act shall have been constructed, 
and the patents of the lands herein granted shali have been issued. 


The President has done simply what the law commanded him to do 
and simply what his oath of office required him to do. Hence, I op- 
pose the resolution in the form presented here and offer the substitute, 
which respectfully requests him not to confirm any favorable report ot 
the commissioners, or order patents to issue, until the Senate has acted 
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upon the bill which was passed by the House, or until after the adjourn- 
ment of this session of Congress. I think that is as far as this House 
ought to go. The resolution reported from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands is, in my judgment, not exactly respectful to the President, 


nor do I think thatit strikes at what the House ought t strike at, that | 


is to say, that the President shall not act upon the report of the com- 
missioners until after the adjournment of this Congress, or until after 
the Senate bas acted upon the bill to which I have referred. 

Mr. HORR. Isthere a precedent anywhere for such a resolution? 

Mr. KEIFER. What has become of the point of order ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is ready to decide upon the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Chair does not think that it is competent by way of amendment 
to submit to the House for its action that which is not privileged in its 
character in lieu of that which has the right of privilege, and which 
besides is not germane to the matter which is submitted as a privileged 
report. The Chair sustains the point of order of the gentleman from 
Ohio, and holds that it is not competent to bring in, in the nature of 
an amendment to the resolution of inquiry which is privileged under 
the rule, a resolution such as that suggested by the gentleman from 
Alabama, 

Mr. OATES. It relates to the same subject-matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This, however, is not a resolution of 
inquiry as submitted by the gentleman from Alabama, and would not 
have been in order as a privileged matter unless it had been a resolu- 
tion of inquiry reported back as the resolution comes from the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestion is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution reported by the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to inquire whether or not we can 
object to the resolution offered by the gentleman from California or 
whether all debate is eut off. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not cut off unless the gen- 
tleman from California chooses to do so by demaning the previous ques- 
tion 

Mr. BELFORD. I want to be heard. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from California is in possession of the floor, 

Mr. HENLEY. Have I not the right to the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just so stated. 

Mr. HENLEY. Then I demand the previous question upon the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let it be again read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. HORR. TI hope the gentleman from California will not cut off 
debate instantly on this resolution; it isa matter of a great deal of im- 
portance. It seems to me to be in the nature of an insult to the Ex- 
ecutive. . 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to disoblige the 
gentleman from Michigan, but I shall have to insist upon the previous 
question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and on a 
division there were—ayes 96, noes 52. 

Mr. HORR. Noguorum. [insist thatan outrage of this kindshould 
not be perpetrated upon the Executive without some proper [cries of 
‘* Regular order! ’’]—without some proper explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order pending the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think if the gentleman from California will 
answer a courteous question the eall for a quorum may be withdrawn. 

Mr. HENLEY. I will answer every question, of course. [Cries of 
** Regular order! ’’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know if under the rule after the previous question has been ordered 
there will not be thirty minutes allowed for debate—fifteen minutes 
for and fifteen minutes against the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct as to the rule, 
but debate had been already had before the previous question was de- 
manded, and hence there will be no debate after the previous question 
is ordered. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 
as I understand. 

Mr. HORR. That is the very thing that we have not had. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Journal will show. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand the gentleman from California to 
yield for a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing, and the only 
thing in order now is the appointment of tellers, the point of order be- 
ing made that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. HENLEY and Mr, Horr were appointed tellers. 

The Houseagain divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 116, noes 47. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HENLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 


There has been no debate upon the resolution; 
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question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider; |) . 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it in order to move to lay that upon the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I move to lay it upon the table. 

The question was taken; andon a division there were—ayes 47, noes 
Ss. 

So the motion to lay on the table was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BELFORD. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, six members only voting in f.- 
vor thereof. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 93, noes 
55. 
So (no further count being demanded) the resolution was agreed to 

Mr. HENLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro lempore. The hour under the special rule begins 
at six minutes before 1 o’clock. The Clerk will report the bill coming 
over as unfinished business in this hour from yesterday, called up by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. THOMPSON. 


NIOBRARA VALLEY RAILROAD. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7081) to amend an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure tothe Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes.”’ 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 17 of the act of July 2, 1864, entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military and other urposes,’ ap- 
proved July 1, 1862,” be, and is hereby, amended by adding the following : 

That such railroad company now organized, or that may hereafter be organ 
ized under ee Territorial ae, as b President * ea. by its 
request, may or approve for purpose, s and operate 
~ of railroad and tel h from Sioux City, lowa, westwardly, via the Nio- 
brara Valley,to such point on the Union Pacific Railroad west of the one hun- 
dredth meridian as such company may select, not west of G r,in the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming, and on the same terms and conditions and withthe same rights 
as are provided in this act, and the act to which this isan amendment, for the con- 
struction of the said Union Pacific Railroad and Telegraph Line and branches 
Provided, That said company shall receive neither bonds nor lands, as provided 
in said acts: And provided further, That said company shall not be burdened by 
any of the obligations imposed upon the said Union Pacific Railway Company 
by reason of the lands and bonds given to that company, nor entitled to any 
special benefits conferred by said act growing out of such obligations, but sha|! 
be entitled to all benefits conferred by section 15 of the said act, approved July 
2, 1864, amendatory of the act approved July 1, 1862, and the said company and 
the said Union Pacific Railway Company shall be as a continuous line ; 
and each company shall receive from and deliver to each other freight, express 
matter, passengers, cars, and all traffie, and each company shall charge and re- 
ceive compensation therefor pro rata according to distance: And provided further, 
That said road shall carry the mails at such prices as Congress may by law pro- 
vide; and until such price is fixed by law Postmaster-General may fix the 
rate of compensation: And provided further, That said road shall be completed 
within five years from the this act. 

Sec. 2. That nothing in this act shall be construed or taken in any wise to af- 
fect or impair the right of Congress atany time hereafter further to alter, amend, 
or repeal the said acts hereinbefore mentioned ; and this act shall be subject to 
alteration, amendment, or repeal as, in the opinion of Congress, justice or the 
public welfare may uire. And nothing herein contained shall be held to 
deny, exclude, or impair any right or remedy in the premises now existing in 
favor of the United tes. 

Sec. 3, That each and every of the provisions in this act contained shall sev - 
erally and respectively be deemed, taken, and held as in alteration and amend- 
ment of said act of 1862 and of said act of 1864, respectively, and of both said 
acts. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House in 
brief that the object of this bill is to authorize the building of a rail- 
read from Sioux City, in Iowa, to a place called Granger, in Wyoming 
Territory, up what is known as the Niobrara Valley. It has undergone 
the severest scrutiny of the Committee on Pacific Railroads that we could 
give it and we have found no objection to the chartering of the com- 
pany and the building of the road. It is to be built exclusively by 
private capital, without any subsidy on the part of the Government. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman whether there is 
any reservation of the authority of Congress over that road to regulate 
the traffic. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. At the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] I have agreed to accept an amendment to 
declare that expressly. Idid not think it necessary, but in order that 
there should be no doubt whatever about it, I have agreed to accept 
an amendment that Congress shall reserve the right to regulate com- 
merce and traffic on this road. 

Mr. BUDD. May I ask the gentleman from Kentucky a question ’ 

Mr. THOMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUDD. What is the meaning of the reservation from all of the 
‘obligations im upon thesaid Union Pacific Railway Company ?"’ 

Mr. THOMPSON. The Government having given to the Union Pa- 
cific Company certain bonds and lands, required of them certain ¢hings 
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ic ould do; one of which was that, under the Thurman act 
ee thereto, they should have a sinking fund for the pay- 
ment of bonds, &e. That is not required in the case of this road, be- 
cause the Government has not contributed anything to it. ec 

Mr. BUDD. But doesnot this exempt the road from all obligations 
whatsoever to the Government imposed on the Union Pacific? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir; on the contrary, the bill provides every 
guard which the Committee on Pacific Railroads could find was neces- 
sary to secure to the Government the transportation of the mail at the 
same rate it pays to every other railroad in the country, together with 
the absolute power to regulate and control the traffic. 

Mr. BUDD. Will the gentleman allow the amendment he has re- 
ferred to to be read now? ; Ps 

Mr. THOMPSON.’ At the suggestion of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia I desire to have read now the amendments which have been sug- 

sted. They are not, however, of much significance, being mostly 


rerbal. 
‘The Clerk read the proposed amendments, as follows: 


In line 12, page 2, strike out the words ‘State or Territorial laws” and insert 
the words “the laws of Nebraska.” _ he: 

In line 15, after the words ** Sioux City, Iowa,” insert “crossing the Missouri 
River at Sioux City, thence.” F 

After the word “acts,” in line 24, insert the words “ and the right of way shall 
be only one-half the width fixed by said acts. d 

In section 2, line 2, after the word “ Congress,”’ insert the words “to regulate 
interstate commerce or.”’ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. YouNG). The question is on the 
amendments. ¥ y ae ; ; 

Mr. THOMPSON. Not until the bill is before the House for con- 
sideration. I do not wish to take snap judgment in its favor. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would like to make a few remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. YouNG). Does the gentleman from 
Iowa desire to speak in opposition to the bill? 

Mr.STRUBLE. No, sir; I am heartily in its favor. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I yield tothe gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for the court- 
esy extended me, and now ask the attention of the House to the fol- 
lowing resolutions recently adopted by the Board of. Trade of Sioux 
City, lowa, expressing as they do the earnest desire of the people re- 
siding there for the passage of the measure now under consideration: 

Resolutions of Sioux City (lowa) Board of Trade. 

Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill to provide for the construc- 
tion of a line of railroad and telegraph from Sioux City toa connection with the 
Union Pacific road west of the one hundredth meridian, said line to cross the 
Missouri River at Sioux City and proceed directly westwardly ; and 

Whereas the proposition involved in said bill, carefully restricted, but con- 
templates a fulfillment, as we understand it, of the original purpose and promise 
of Congress with reference to the Union Pacific road and its branches: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Board of Trade of the city of Sioux City, Iowa, That special ap- 

| be made to Congress in behalf of the large business interests involved and 
wideextent of growing territory to be benefited to pass this bill. 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this board, the report of the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, made at the last session of Congress, presents succinctly the 
cogent reasons why this bill should pass, as follows : 

* First. It will give railroad facilities to a territory equal in extent tothe States 

of Indiana and Illinois. 
: “Second. It furnishes by far the best connection with the Union Pacific to the 
northwestern system of roads at and above Sioux City. Of these roads the most 
important are the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul, the Chicago and North- 
western, the Illinois Central, the Chicago, Saint Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha, 
aggregatin 15,000 miles of railway. 

* Third, It shortens the distance to San Francisco from the principal points 
in the Northwest at least three hundred miles, on the average, so that its con- 
struction will directly benefit Northern Illinois, lowa, Nebraska, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, and Southern Dakota.” 

Resolved, That the unexpected diversion of the so-called Sioux City branch of 
the Union Pacific road to a line south from Sioux City to within twenty-four 
miles of Council Bluffs, and thence west to a connection with the Union Pacific at 
Fremont,in Nebraska, was a virtual nullification of the proposition originally 

nted, and the same has taken from Sioux City and all Northern Iowa, all of 

Visconsin, Minnesota, and Dakota, as wel! as all of the extent of country imme- 
diately west and northwest of Sioux City, the advantages promised in the origi- 
nal proposition for a Sioux City branch of the Union Pacific road. 

‘ That it is the earnest wish of this body that the bill now pending 
may be by Congress, believing that its provisions involve no more than 
an actof tardy justice both to the le and the railway interests predicated in 
an early day upon the building of the Sioux City branch, and can only result in 
signal advantage to all interests throughout the wide extent of country subject 
to the tnfluence of the proposed line. 

That a copy of this preamble and of these resolutions be forwarded 
to our Representative in Congress, Hon. I. S. SrrvuBLE, and that he be requested 
to present and urge the same, 


Attest: 
JOHN HORNICK, 
° President Sioux City Board of Trade. 
E. W. SKINNER, 
Secretary. 
_ Mr. Speaker, these resolutions voice the united sentiments of the cit- 
izens of a city in my district, in the growth and prosperity of which 
the entire district, and I think I may say the entire State of Iowa as 
well, feels a just pride. 

Four years ago—five at most— it possessed a population of 8,000 peo- 
ple; it now has from sixteen to seventeen thousand. Its growth in 
every respect that marks its progress of permanent prosperity has, 
during the past four years, been marvelous. 

Tn 1882 and 1883 its people expended over $600,000 each year in 
improving and building dwellings and business property. In 1884 they 


—_— 


expended very nearly $1,000,000 for similar improvements, and the pres- 
ent year, notwithstanding the financial and commercial depression pre- 
vailing, promises further satisfactory growth. 

Her wholesale establishments, large and small, number nearly twenty, 
and embrace some heavy and valuable stocks of goods. Manufactur- 
ing industries of importance have already gained a permanent foothold 
and are rapidly extending. 

Situated on the Missouri River, about midway between Council Bluffs 
and the north line of the State, with no competing city for her whole- 
sale trade east, north, or west for a less distance than three hundred 
miles, and surrounded on all sides by a vast and magnificent agricul t- 
ural and stock-raising country, she is destined at no distant day to be- 
come 2 financial and commercial center of no little importance. Indeed 
that time has already come; and gentlemen may be surprised to learn 
that one of her three prosperous national banks, the Sioux National, in 
the amount of its paid-up capital and its individual deposits, ranks first 
in the State. Its paid-up capital is $500,000, being three hundred 
thousand more than any national bank in the State; and its individual 
deposits, as shown by the last report of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, were, at the date reported, $464,743.93, or $2,373.59 more than 
the next highest deposits in the State. On December 20, 1884, its in- 
dividual deposits were over $600,000. 

Her commercial and general business condition comports favorably 
with her financial, but her enterprising people, possessing the same 
commendable spirit of energy and enterprise for which the people of 
many sections of country are noted, are not content with the financial 
and commercial success already achieved. 

They seek further growth, a larger prosperity, and it need scarcely 
be said that they are deeply interested in the passage of thisbill. And 
not only so, but it must be apparent to the most casual observer who 
will for a moment consider the situation that all the sections of the 
West referred to in the resolutions which I have submitted are, or 
should be, largely concerned in having opened up more direct and 
speedy communications with the Pacific than now exist in that part of the 
West. The railroad connections of the sections referred to in the reso- 
lutions are almost perfect. Roads from the south, east, northeast, 
north, and northwest center there, and fairly adequate facilities exist 
across the river to the south and somewhat to the west, but the only 
way open to the Pacific for this vast section of country, except via the 
Northern Pacific, is south from Sioux City to within about twenty-five 
miles of Council Bluffs, thence west to a connection with the Union 
Pacific at Fremont, Nebr. 

One more road, and one only, namely, the one contemplated by the 
original Union Pacific scheme authorized by the acts of Congress in- 
corporating that road and its branches, and in an important sense prom- 
ised to the people of that city and the sections to which I have referred, 
is lacking to complete perfect railroad communication to and from Sioux 
City in all directions and to open to the people of that great Northwest 
the same direct connection with the Pacific now and for nearly twenty 
years enjoyed by all other sections of the country included within the 
contemplation and purpose of Congress in seeking, as if did in 1862 
and 1864, by the passage of the acts to which I have referred, the in- 
calculable commercial benefits which have resulted to the sections of 
the country situated within convenient access to the Union Pacific and 
its completed branches. In the name and on behalf of the people of 
Sioux City and the great Northwest to which I have alluded I earnestly 
implore of this House the passage of this bill. 

The railroad facilities on the east side of the Missouri River in that 
vicinity centering in Sioux City are practically complete, but west of 
the river are incomplete. The people in that section appreciate the 
importance of this line of road, which will give them connection with 
the West. I hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me 
to say a word? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to say with the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. StruBLe] that the entire section of country in the Northwest is 
interested in the building of this road. It should have been built under 
the original legislation, when there was a subsidy granted ; but it was 
not, and the road was diverted down the Missouri River ninety miles 
without approaching the cut-off that was intended. It is but just to 
that section of the country, Iowa, Nebraska, Minnesota, and all that 
region, that this short line of road should be built and all reasonable 
inducements given to bring about such a desirable result. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. YouNnG). Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is on the amendments. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to say that I accept these amendments at 
the instance of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN.] He pro- 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘ State and Territorial laws ’’ and substi- 
tute ‘‘the laws of Nebraska,’’ because he said that possibly some Ter- 
ritorial Legislature might pass some charter which would contain some 
provision that was not well guarded. I consented to accept that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The Territories have no right to grant the charter. 
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Mr. THOMPSON. I accept the amendment and substitute the words 
‘*the laws of Nebraska.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point of order that the time 
allowed for debate has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. YounG]. 
adoption of the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The question now is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN P. PETERSON. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present 


consideration the bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The question is on the 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to pay to John P. Peterson, late a private of the Capitol police, the sum 
of $237.00, being the 20 per cent. additional compensation allowed him under joint 
resolution giving additional compensation to certain employés in the civil serv- 
ice of the Government at Washington, approved February 28, 1867, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. There is a unanimous report of the 
Committee on Claims in favor of this bill, and the Supreme Court has 
decided that this man is entitled to the additional 20 per cent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes; I intended to have it read. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. Woop), as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (1H. R. 6270) for the 
relief of John P. Peterson, having considered the same, beg leave to report: 

The committee find that said Peterson was on the 30th day of May, A. D. 1866, 
duly appointed as private on the United States Capitol police, at an aunual sal- 
ary of $1,581, and that he served as such from that day until the Ist day of April, 
1867; that Congress passed a joint resolution giving an additional compensation 
of 20 per cent. on the amount of their salaries, to commence on the Ist day of 
July, 1866, to certain employes in the civil service of the Government at Wash- 
ington, of which the said Jobn P. Peterson was one, which said joint resolution 
was approved by the President February 28, 1867 (see 14 Stats., page 569), and that 
under said joint resolution the said Peterson is entitled to the sum of $237.60, the 
same never having been paid to him, as appears from the following letter from 
Hon. R. M. Reynolds, First Auditor of the Treasury : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Frest ACDITOR's OFFICE, 
January 8, 1881. 
Sir: Upon examination of the records of this office I do not find that you were 
ever paid 20 per cent. additional compensation under the joint resolution of 
February 28, 1867. 
Respectfully, Rn. M. REYNOLDS, 
First Auditor. 
Joun P. Perensox, Esq., 
Room 15, Floor B, Post-Office Department : 


The committee further report that the reason why said Peterson was not paid 
anid additional compensation is, that the right of the members of said Capitol 
police to said additional compensation under said joint resolution was at first 
questioned, and for the purpose of determining the same suits were instituted 
in the Court of Claims, and said Peterson, amongother claimants, gave his case 
into the hands of the attorney who brougut such suits, but by some mistake of 
said attorney his claim was not filed, and said Peterson had no knowledge of the 
fact until the time had expired in which suits eould be filed and until after the 
appropriations had been covered back into the Preasury. 

But your committee find that said suits were fina'ly decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States in favor of the claimants, and that said Peterson is 
justly entitled to the said sum of $237.60, and they therefore report back said 
bill and recommend the passage of the same. 


PETITION, 


To the Scnate and House of Representatives of the 
United Statics in Congress assembled : 


The petition of John P. Peterson, of Altona, Knox County, State of Illinois, 
would respectfully show that on the 30th day of May, 1866, he was appointed on 
the Capito! police, at anannual salary of $1,584, and continued a member thereof 
from that time to April 1, 1867, inclusive. 

That under a joint resolution giving additional compensation to certain em- 
ployés of the civil service, at Washington, approved February 28, 1867 (14 Stat., 
569), your petitioner was entitled to 20 per cent. additional upon his compensa- 
tion as aforesaid, commencing with July 1, 1866, or an addition for the nine 
months from July 1, 1866, to April 1, 1867, of £237.60,no part of which ever was 
paid to him, although all the other members of the Capitol police force received 
the extra compensation provided by said joint resolution. 

The circumstances which deterred your petitioner from receiving payment 
of the amount thus due him were as follows: The right of the members of said 
Capitol police to receive payment under the aforesaid joint resolution was at 
first questioned ; and for the purpose of determining the same suits therefor 
were brought in the Court of Claims. Your petitioner gave his case to the at- 
torney who brought the aforesaid suits, but by some mistake of said attorney it 
was never filed; of this fact your petitioner had no knowledge until the time 
had expired within which suits could be filed, and until after the appropriations 
had been covered into the Treasury. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Newman, captain of 
the Capito! police (reported in 13 Wallace, 568), held that the members of the 
Capitol police were entitled to be paid undersaid resolution. This opinign was 
delivered during the December term, 1871, and your petitioner fully believing 
that his case had been filed with the others, and that his interests were fully 
protected, waited until long after said time for payment to be made, when he 
learned for the first time the omission as aforesaid, when it was too late for him 
to take action on the ease. 

Your petitioner therefore humbly prays that the amount due him as aforesaid 
may be appropriated and the same may bé paid by the honorable Secretary of 
the Treasury ; and your petitioner will always pray. 

JOHN P. PETERSON. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of January, 1881. 

[sRAL.] JAMES LAWRENSON, 

Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia, 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I will state further 
that a bill was passed quite recently giving the 20 per cent. to the Met- 
ropolitan police, and the Supreme Court has held that the Capito! 
police were also entitled to this additional compensation, which Mr. 
Peterson has never received. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved to Jay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question is on the engrossment 


YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration the bi!) 
(S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, setting apart a certa‘n tract of land lying near the head- 
waters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. <A few words o! 
explanation may be necessary in reference to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will not be in order until after 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 1 ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. Post, of Wyoming), as follows: 

The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred the bill (S. 221) entitled 
“An act to amend sections 2474 and 24750f the Revised Statutes of the United 
States setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Ye! 
lowstone River as a public park,” respectfully report: 

That they have given the bill very careful consideration and have unanimously 
reported it with certain amendments. 
The examinations of your committee have disclosed that north of the Yellow- 


stone River there are no objects of publie interest which it is desirable to era- 
brace within the limits of the park. It was also very clearly disclosed that the 


| uneertainty of its northern boundary rendered the control of that portion of the 


park extremely difficultand unsatisfactory. It has been almost impossible to con- 
vict persons arrested for depredations there, the ready excuse being that the game 
killed was not within the limits of the park. 

Your ecommittee<deems it of great importance in a portion of the park which 
must necessarily be subjected to a large amount of travel,that its boundary 
should be so alolutely defined that nosuch excusescan avail. Asitisnow, the 
law is practically inoperative in that portion of the park, through the impossi- 


| bility of giving it efficient execution for the reason stated. 


The northern boundary. recommended by your committee, follows the Ye!l- 
lowstone River and its eastern branch, to a point where the East Fork intersects 
the meridian of 110° 10’ west longitude, and thence due east to the meridian of 
109° 39 west longitude. The extension of the park upon the east, as proposed 
in the Senate bill. includes the Hoodoo Mountains and many objects of great 
public interest, while it does not embrace any territory likely to be encroached 
upon by settlers, and is therefore peculiarly adapted to an efficient and perma- 
nent game preserve. 

The bill for like reasonsextends the park on the south to the forty-fourth par- 
allel of north latitude. 

he changes made by the committee are, first, to make the Yellowstone River 
and its eastern fork the northern boundary of the park to the meridian of 110 
10’ west long tude, thence due east to the meridian of 109° 10’ west lougitude ; 
and, second, to define and tix the judicial jurisdiction in Wyoming Territory, 
the Jaws of which are now operative in the park, and which are regarded as 
ably sufficient. 

your eommittee concurs in the Senate bill and recommends its ge, the 
only amendments being the fixing of the northern boundary to follow the Yel- 
lowstone River and its East Fork, as defined in the bill, and changing the juris- 
dictiv.., as expressed in the Senate bill, from Montana to Wyoming Territory, 
where your committee believes it to properly belong. 

Amend the-bill as follows: 

In line 9, section 1, after the word “ point,” insert the following: ‘‘ Where the 
said forty-fifth parallel touches the Yellowstone River, thence up the north bank 
of said river to the East Fork of the Yellowstone River, thence up the north 
bank of said East Fork toa point where it intersects the meridian of one hundred 
and ten degrees and ten minutes west longitude.” 

Second. In line 3, section 6, strike out the word “* Montana” and insert the 
word “ Wvoming.” 

Third. @ line 6, section 6, strike out the word “ Gallatin” and insert the 
word “ Uinta.” 

Fourth. In line 9, section 6, strike out the word “Gallatin” and insert the 
word “ Uinta.” 

Fifth. In line 12, section 6, strike out the word *‘ Montana "’ and insert the word 
“Wyoming.” ‘ 

In line 18, section 6, strike out the word “ Montana” and insert the word 
“Wyoming.” 

In line 11, section 7, strike out the word “* Montana”’ and insert the word 
“Wyoming.” 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. Speaker—— : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate in favor of the bill 
has expired. 

Mr. HILL. There has been no debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the time for debate in favor of the 
bill has expired. ‘ 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word in opposition to 
the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent of the House to make a state- 
ment about two minutes long in reference to this bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Unanimous consent can not be given 
under the rule. 

Mr. BEACH. I object, unless the full five minutes is allowed in op- 
position to the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Has the time for debate expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes of the time has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I thought I was recognized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gen! ‘v- 
man from Ohio, but other gentlemen are asking questions. 
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Mr. KEIFER. I will yielda moment to the gentleman from Ohio Mr. MAGINNIS. I presume there will be no objection——- 

































































; biection—just one minute. The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in order. 

Nh gh ay an. chaste the sole object of this bill is to pro- ; Mr. MAGINNIS. I rise to make a motion. I move that the ques- 

ual the Yellowstone k. tion be taken on all the other amendments together. They simply 
Mr. BEACH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. : take the jurisdiction away from Montana and give it to Wyoming, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. where I am perfectly willing it should go. 


Mr. BEACH. I understand that the gentleman from Ohio, on my The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the ques- 
ri ht (Mr. Hit}, asked to have two minutes within which to explain | tion on the remaining amendments will be taken in gross. The Chair 
ie provisions of this bill, and I objected if that time was to be taken | hears no objection. 
ont of the time in opposition to the bill—— The remaining amendments were agreed to 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HILv] The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
is now proceeding, not by unanimous consent but in time yielded to | time, and passed. 
him by his colleague {Mr. KEIFER]. Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 

Mr. BEACH. Ah! I did not understand. and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill has passed the Senate unan- The latter motion was agreed to. 
imously on the unanimous report tl so Rpm rts hae ae NATHAN B. CLARK. 

Two years A£0 MOTE than eA aac Oo ee sore the epct, | Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 

lowstone region Hy peop i i eT ne spor | 6824) authorizing the President of the United States to appoint Passed 

and the year before that a party of despoilers from England went into et oe s Se rg : ea ee ; 

this park and killed four hundred or more. They also used dynamite pag —— ee MN lark, United States Navy, a chief engi- 

t : ain : eae ares neer on the retired-list of the Navy. 

; § a o i ¥. at be a : . —é 

in = a for the destruction of the fish, and cut down valuable timber aI veteeeniiths din thiinenes 

in the é ‘a os 
Be it enacted, dc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 

{Here the hammer fell. } : . m : authorized to nominate and, by and with the ads ice and consent of the Senate, 

Mr. HILL. Is my time out already? It is the shortest minute I | to appoint Passed Assistant Engineer Nathan B. Clark, United States Novy, a 
ever heard of. { Laughter. } chief engineer on the retired list of the Navy, with the highest rate of retirea 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, it is difficult to comprehend an im- | pay of ant — ce : : ae 

rtant matterlike this in the short time we have to debateit. lIagree Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been reported to 
with the general purposes of this bill, but I dissent from most of the the House by a unanimous vote of the Committee on Naval Affairs. It 
amendments proposed by the House Committee. One of these amend- is an entirely meritorious measure and should encounter no objection. 
ments proposes to recede to the Territory of Montana a part of the land In order to identify the beneficiary in the bill I will say that he is the 
included in this national park. Now, as a matter of fact, the present | inventor of deflecting armor, and has been paralyzed for some years by 
northern boundary of the park is within less than five miles of the | reason of disease incurred in the service. , 
greatest natural curiosity in all the world—the Mammoth Springs. If | 1 propose at the proper time to ask the adoption of a substitute rec- 
you recede the northern portion of the park to Montana you bring the | ommended for the bill by the committee, changing the form of the 
boundary line almost to the very verge of this great natural curiosity. | Measure but not its substance. I reserve the residue of my time, in- 
We want to protect it. "| tending to yield it to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CurTIN] 

I understand also, Mr. Speaker, there are some people who have dis- | Who introduced this bill. — 
covered valuable minerals in the neighborhood of these great springs; | | The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN). So far as the Chair 
and for this reason it is thought we should recede that part of the park | iS aware, no gentleman rises to claim the time in opposition to the bill. 
to the Territory of Montana. But if we encroach upon the boundaries | Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Has the report been read? 
of this park as originally laid out, carefully and prudently, wearelikely | The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not. 
to encroach again whenever prospectors or others want to get inatone | Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think it should be read. 
place or another. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read in the time 

It wae my great delight to visit the National Park not a great while | allowed for opposition to the bill. 

Iam in favor of extending its boundaries as proposed in this| The report (by Mr. Gorr) was read, as follows: 

bill, but I am utterly opposed to cutting off a portion of the territory =_ Se Oe. Saas Dee, te weet wes Biered Soe © Baa 
2 . ome a ° i authorizing the President to appoint Passed Assistant Engineer Nathan B. Clark, 

of the park, especially on the north. We could spare some of the land United States Navy,a chief-engineer on the retired-list of the Navy, respectfully 

on the east or on the west, because there the boundary does not approach | report as follows: 

so closely to those important natural curiosities—the geysers. But we eau en erasnd the ans ne May , 1861, a was oent an the retired-list 

- ; : . > ctober 16, 1868,o0n account of chronic rheumatism, contracted from exposure in 

Ne OUD Mie wien, —- one mel ge os the lineof duty. During the war he was continuously at sea, with the exception 

r. : shie . ve ' ' 


of six weeks’ leave of absence granted by Admiral Farragut in 1864, while the 
alluded is entirely outside of the boundaries of the park as existing to- | vessel to which he was attached was undergoing repairs. Heis credited on the 
day 


Register with five years and eight months’ sea-service. 

- > ., ..| . Since his retirement his physical disability has gradually grown worse, and 
Mr. KEIFER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I understand it is | for some years past he has been entirely unable to walk, or even move himself, 
right on. the boundary. | and it has therefore been necessary to have the services of an able-bodied male 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate on this attendant, which is an onerous tax on the pay allowed a retired passed assist- 





: . ant engineer, which is the same for a slight disability as for that of the gravest 
bill has expired. | character. While the slightly disabled officer can supplement his retired pay 
Mr. MAGINNIS. I ask unanimous consent to make 2 statement. by engaging in other pursuits, the one totally disabled is deprived of that privi- 


sRaleal ean _ | lege, and is handicapped by the maintenance of personal attendants and other 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. By the rule under which we are now op eupanaes in ootler to five. 
erating it is not in order for the Chair to entertain the request for unan- | Prior to his retirement he had rendered all the sea-service required by law for 
imous consent. promotion, with the exception of two months and eighteen days, and if on the 


Mr. BEACH I rise toa parlismentary inquiry I desire to know active-list he would have reached the grade of chief-engineer years since. He 


. : . eae . ; was appointed to his present grade January 1, 1865. He participated in many 
whether there is any time allowed in opposition to this measure ? | of the most important naval engagements of the late war. 
The SPEAKER protempore. It has been exhausted by the gentle- | The committee are of opinion the bill should pass. 


man from Ohio (Mr. Keirer]. aot meta | The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BEACH. Then I object to the consideration of the bill. sideration of this bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are thereobjections tothe present con-| yr BENNETT. I object. 
sideration of the bill? [A pause.] Only one gentleman rises toob-| The SPFAKER pro tempore. 
ject; and the bill is before the House for consideration. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendments reported by the Committee on Territories. 
If there be no objection, the question upon these amendments will be 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Those who are in favor of sustaining 

the objection will rise. [After a pause.] Only two members have 

risen, which is not a sufficient number; and the bill is before the House 
for present consideration. 


taken in fb Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I offer the following as a substitute for the 
Mr. K ER. Tobject. I ask that the amendments be considered penton bill. rai ; Mee ee ; 
— ‘ The Clerk read as follows: 


ment was read, as follows: A bill authorizing the President of the United States to appoint one passed as- 

In line 9, sect , after the word “ point,” insert the following: sistant engineer now on the retired-list of the Navy a chief-engineer on the 
3 the said forty-fifth parallel touches the Yellowstone River, thence up retired-list of the Navy. 

the north bank of said river to the East Fork of the Yellowstone River, thence 





to an Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 

THe of said East Fork to a point where it intersects the meridian | authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, Cue 
© and 10 west longitude. to appoint one passed assistant engineer on the retired-list of the Navy a chief- } 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on agreeing to this —— on the retired-list of the Navy, with the highest retired pay of that ; 
a t. : grade. 

Mr. KEIFER. That amendment ought not to be agreed to. Mr. CURTIN. How do you know he will be appointed ? 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to; there be-| Mr. TALBOTT. That is all right. 
ing—ayes 69, noes 17. The substitute was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


Second. In line 3, section 6, strike out the word “ Montana” and insert the time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
vord * Wyoming.” passed. 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent the title of the 
bill will be amended to correspond with the substitute which was 
adopted 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ABERDEEN, MISS. 


Mr. MULDROW. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 870) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, Miss., for use 
as a post-office, United States court, and for United States internal-rev- 
enue officials, and for other Government purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be erected a suitable fire-proof building at 
Aberdeen, in the State ot Mississippi, for the accommodation of the United States 
district court, post-office, internal-revenue officials, and for other Government 
purposes; and there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100,000, to be expended under the diree- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury in the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a suitable building, for which he shall cause proper plans and estimates to be 
made, so that no expenditure shall be made or authorized for the purchase of 
said site and the completion of said building exceeding the sum of $100,000: Pro- 
vided, That no part of the said sum of $100,000 shall be used until the State of 
Mississippi shall release and relinquish to the United States the right to tax or 
in any way assess said site,and the property of the United States that may be 
thereon, during the time that the United States shall be the owner thereof. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is reported from the commit- 
tee with the amendment to strike out ‘‘ $100,000’ and insert ‘‘ $75,- 
000.”’ 

Mr. MULDROW. 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 870) providing for the erection of a public Federal building in the city 
of Aberdeen, Miss., for the use of the United States district court, post-office, and 
other public services of the Government, make the following report: 

The committee have given the matter careful consideration, and find that the 
city of Aberdeen is a place of great commercial importance and rapid growth, 
having nearly doubled its population since 1890, and erected nearly two hun- 
dred new houses in the last eighteen months. Its location near the head of navi- 
gation on the Tombigbee River gives it a controlling influence in the trade of 
that valley, while its position at the terminus of a branch of the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad, and it being the present terminus of the Canton, Aberdeen and Nash- 
ville Railroad, just being completed, which will give it direct connection with 
New Orleans,and the probable completion of the Memphis, Selma and Bruns- 
wick road, upon which it isa charter point, impress your committee with the 
fact that it is likely in thenear future to be a city of leading importance and pop- 
ulation, 

Your committee are convinced, however, that in coxsidering the question of 
erecting such a building as the bill calls for at Aberdeen, for the accommodation 
of the Federal court, the population of the town itself is of secondary consider- 
ation. The court and court-house are for the accommodation of the district, 
and this jurisdiction, to wit, the eastern division of the northern district of Mis- 
sissippi, embraces the great “ prairie belt’’ of that State, including sixteen of the 
most prosperous counties of the State, with an population of about 
300,000 people, and including the flourishing commercial towns of Tupelo, Cor- 
inth, Okolona, West Point, Columbus, Starkville, Macon, Baldwin, Verona, &c., 
in addition to Aberdeen. 

That the population, wealth, enterprise, and ali that goes toward creating 
business for the courts of the United States, is increasing, and there are many 
evidences that this immediate section is fully abreast in all things progressive 
with other portions of the Union. 

While the population of the city proper does not probably at the 
exceed 5,000, ae of the supervisor's district, of which it 
is over 13,000, and it may be fairly estimated that Aberdeen is the for 
& population of fully 15,000 people ; the market town for fully 50,000, and the seat 
of the Federa! court, to which 300,000 people must bring their grievances. 

The Federal court business at Aberdeen is about two-thirds of the business of 
the northern district of Mississippi, and is constantly increasing. There is no 
building at present suitable for holding the court that can be obtained, the court 
now being held over dry stores and law without vaults or other 
places of safety for the keeping of the records, and where they are constantly 
exposed to the danger of fire. Your committee believe that the interests of the 
people of this large and epee region of Mississippi require the construction 
of the building contemplated by this bill, that it is necessary for the post-office 
and Federal court purposes, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill 
with an amendment making the amount $75,000. 


Mr. MULDROW. I will say briefly, Mr. Speaker, that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have recommended by their 
amendment an appropriation of $75,000 for this building. The court 
there is now held over an old store, where the records are in constant 
danger of destruction. There is neither conveniences for the court nor 
its officers. 

Mr. HORR. 
of Aberdeen ? 

Mr. MULDROW. About3,000. The population has nearly doubled 
since that time, Aberdeen being now the terminus of a railroad, and 
nearly two hundred new houses were put up in that town last year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate in favor of the 
motion has expired. 

Mr. HORR. It does seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that it is just such a 
building as the one named in this bill which brings into disrepute the 
passing of this kind of laws. The gentleman himself admits it is a 
place of only 3,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. MULDROW. Five thousand. 


_ Mr. HORR. The report of the last census he says was 3,000; 5,000 
is imaginary. 


The report of the committee is short, and I ask it 


t time 
the center. 


What does the last census show to be the population 
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Mr. MONEY. Allow me to say that is the population within ¢},. 
corporate limits; there are two or three times as many there in and 0. 
of the corporate limits. 

Mr. HORR. The report itself shows that town is of so little sign; 
cance there is nota hall in it, or a place they can get to hold a Unite; 
States court, except over some dry-goods store, showing this, that the 
are in the United States at a small estimate 50,000 villages larger th.) 
this one. And if you give this place a building we should extend | 
system without limit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two minutes remain in oppositio 
but the hour under the rule has expired. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported tha: 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 5479 
prevent unlawful occupancy of the public lands; when the Speak 
signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the followin 
cases: 

To Messrs. HART and ANDERSON, for this day, on account of sickn 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with all private busin 
for to-day. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Heretofore I have been in the habit of insisting 
on private business on Friday, but realizing the importance of gettin. 
appropriation bills out of the way and into the Senate, I shall not do 5, 
to-day. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I hope wewill not dispense with the morning hou 
but let committees report back the Senate bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing but bills of a private naturs 
could be reported. 

Mr. BAGLEY. It would not take over fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MATSON. Is the effect of the motion todo away with the even- 
ing session for pension cases? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not affect that. 

Mr. CANNON. Let the Pension Committee report back the Sent» 
amendments. I ask that be done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the new rule the Speaker can 
not ask for unanimous consent. The question recurs on the motion o: 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] that all private bus:- 
ness be dispensed with to-day. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 20. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the motion. w.:; 

to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pu: 
pose of considering general appropriation bills, and pending that mo 
tion I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FoRNEY ],who desires 
to submit a motion. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FORNEY, the bill (H. R. 8120) making appropri. 
tions for the supportof the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1561) 
and for other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto, was takeu 
from the Speaker’s table, ordered to be printed with the Senate amen! 
ments, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Pending the motion of the gentleman from IIlino:s 
I ask that unanimous consent be given to the Committees on Pension; 
and Invalid Pensions to report pension bills to the House for action un- 
der the special order of Friday evenings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentlem. 
from Kansas that under the rule he is not permitted to entertain r-- 
quests for unanimous consent, but the Chair thinks that it is the prov- 
ince of the committees to make such reports. 

Mr. PERKINS. To report them to the House for consideration ’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The of the rule is, ‘‘ the con- 
sideration of bills from the Committee on Pensions and tle 
Committee on In Pensions.’’ 

Mr. PERKINS. My request is that the committees at the eveninz 
session be permitted to e these reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that can be don- 
under the rule. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [( 
WILLIs] to submit a motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that at 10 o'clock to-night the House take 1 
recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes |: 
noes 1. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. I understand this '>' 
Pp ition to take a recess to-night. 

. WILLIS. I object to debate and demand the regular order. — 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to have the Chair state exact) 
what the pending motion is. 

The SP. protempore. The Chair has stated the motion of the 
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gentleman from Kentucky upon which the House is now dividing, but 
will again state that it is proposed at 10 o’elock this evening that the 
House shall take a further recess until 10 o'clock to-morrow morning, 
upon which question the vote has just been announced and the point 
is made that no quorum has voted. 

Does the gentleman from Kentucky insist upon the point of order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentusky. I do imsist upon it. I think that there 
should be a quorum present if gentlemen on that side of the House—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to debate, and call the gentleman to ordet 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

The point of order being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. Ware, of Kentucky, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE were appointed 
tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 164 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make no further demand for a count 
and withdraw the call. 

So (no farther count being demanded) the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By wnanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. TALBOTT, on and after Monday next. 

To Mr. Gorr, for three days, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of proceeding with the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House for the further consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

At the close of the last session of the House the pending question was 
on the point of order made by the gentleman from Indiana to the clause 
of the bill which had been read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit a single remark in further sup- 
port of the point of order. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 
the language of section 4011 of the Revised Statutes, which I ask the 
Clerk to read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Every contract for transporting the mail between the United States and any | 


foreign country shall contain, besides the usual stipulation for the right of the 
Postmaster-General to discontinue the same, the further stipulation that it may 
be terminated by Congress. 


Mr.HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, that the pending proposition changes 


existing law is manifest; and my main object in seeking the ear of the | 


Chair further is to call attention to what I conceive to be the clear 
misinterpretation of this section 4009, to which the attention of the 
Chair was called at an early moment in this discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take the liberty of interrupting 
the gentleman to suggest that if he desires to close the debate upon the 


point of order the Chair is informed that a gentleman on the other side | 


wishes to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to close the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. One other gentleman desires to speak upon the 
other side before the argument is closed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall be glad to hear from him before proceeding 
with my remarks. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I feel some diffidence in under- 
taking to discuss a question arising under the rules of the House; but 
this is a question of law. The rules governing the business of this House 
are laws which aré to be interpreted, as I understand it, just as other 
laws are interpreted. 

The question raised here is that the provision of the bill under con- 
sideration undertakes to change existing law, and the first section which 
it is claimed to change is the section 3976; the next is 4007 and 4009 

Now, as a preliminary proposition, I wish to state that there can be 
no change in existing law until the law itself effecting the change be- 
comes operative. It is admitted on all hands that section 3976 is re- 
ae by the Dingley bill, so called, which goes into operation on the 

day of April next. The Dingley bill is in conflict with existing 


law and repeals as soon as it goes into effect that section 3976. Let me 
ask the gentleman how can any law change existing law until it be- 
comes ive? The law under consideration does not become opera- 
tive the ist day of July next. 

Su that in this very provision which is under consideration it 
were that on and after the Ist of July next this provision of 


the bill shall become operative, would it then be in conflict with exist- 
™ laws? Why, sir, certainly not. 
will give you an illustration which I think is pertinent to the ques- 





tion under consideration. By the constitution of my State it is pro 
vided that laws passed by the General Assembly shal! not g¢ pinto operation 


until ninety days after thei passage, unless there is a clause inserted in 





the bill itself declaring that, because of an emergen y and declaring 
what that emergency is, the law shall go into effect immediately on its 
approval by the governo! Hut suppose there is no emergency clause; 
a bill passes the Legislature, say, to-day; by the provisions of that bill 

san existing law. but by the provisions of the constitution 

10t go into effect until ninety days after its passage. The su 
: ourt otf Missouri have decided that question. They have de 
. it although the law passed to-day, by the terms of its provisions 
} 





»y the letter of the law, repealed an existing law, yet it has no effect 
upon the existing law until it becomes operative in itself, to wit, ninety 
lays alter its passage 

Now I think that is a case in point. It is no law at all; it has no 
effect as a law until it becomes operative; and by the terms of the law 
itself under consideration it does not become operative until the Ist 
day of July next, when in the mean time section 3976 of the Revised 
Statutes has been repealed by the provisions of the Dingley law. So 
it has not the effect of repealing any existing law But I can not add 
anything to theclose argument presented by the gentleman from Mary 
land[Mr. FInDLAY] and by the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. OaTEs] 
on that point. 

The next point under consideration is whether the provision is in 
conflict with the provisions of sections 4007 and 4009 of the Revised 
Statutes. Now, let us look at these statutes; and here is really the 
only question—I will not say the only question worthy of consideration, 
but I say it is the only question that suggests itself to my mind as to 
whether there can be any doubt whatever upon the question whether 
this does change existing law. That section, 4007, provides as iol- 
lows: , 

Sec. 4007. The Postmaster-General may, after advertising for proposals, enter 
into contracts for the transportation of the mail between the United States and 
any foreign country whenever the public interests will thereby be promoted 

There is an absolute authority unlimited but by the provisions of 
section 4009. There is a limitation there, and what is that limitation ? 


| It is this 


Sec. 4009. For transporting the mail between the United States and any foreign 
port, or between ports of the United States touching at a foreign port, the Post- 
master-General may allow as compensation, if by a United States steamship, any 
sum not exceeding the seaand United States inland postage ; and if by a foreign 
steamship or by a sailing vessel, any sum not exceeding the sea postage on the 
mail so transported 

Now, if the words ‘‘on the mail so transported "’ referred to the first 
clause of the section as well as the second the point is well taken. 
But ona fair construction of that section can any one say the latter 
part of the section refers to the first clause; that is, to the transporta- 
tion of mails on United States steamships? That first clause is a pro- 
vision substantive and independent, standing by itself. It says: 

For transporting the mail between the United States and any foreign port, or 
between ports of the United States touching at a foreign port, the Postmaster 
General may allow as compensation, if by a United States steamship, any sum 
not exceeding the sea and United States inland postage 

That fixes the limit within which the Postmaster-General may make 
this contract; and, according to its terms, it includes in its aggregate 
all the sea and inland postage, according to the provisions of this sec- 


| tion of the bill; all, not simply the mail that may be transported on the 


vessel, as is the case in reference to foreign vessels, but all the sea and 
United States inland postage. There is there a semicolon separating 
that portion of the section from the balance. The last clause is 

And if by a foreign steamship or by a sailing vessel, any sum not exceeding 
the sea postage on the mail so transported 

What mail *‘so transported?*’ Why, sir, the mail so transported on 
a foreign steamship. The clause is entirely separate and distinct from 
the first clause which governs and controls and limits the Postmaster- 
| General in regard to making contracts for transportation of mails on 


United States steamships. The last clause limits the power given to 
| the Postmaster-General over the mail transportation upon a foreign 


steamship. The first has no limit except the whole amount of inland 
| and sea postage; and the last is limited to the amount of mail so trans- 
ported upon the vessel 

I defy any gentleinan to place a different construction upon that sec- 
tion other than the one I have placed upon it. The first clause refers to 
transportation of the mail upon American vessels, the second to trans- 
portation upon foreign vessels. The first limits the Postmaster-Genera! 
and the contracts within the whole amount of sea and United Stat 
inland postage; the second to the amount of postage on the foreign ves- 
sels on which that mail is transported. 

These are the two questions, as I understand them, that are presented 
for our consideration, and it is simply a question of the construction 
of that provision of the rules which says that we shall not in an appro- 
priation bill change existing law. I say there is no change of existing 
| law made by this provision under the interpretation of the existing law 
| that I have stated here 
Mr. HOLMAN Mr. Chairman, although I think the argument sub- 
1 


mitted by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] was very con 
clusive,-and one that has not yet been met—that, for the purposes of 
' the rule of the House, section 3936 of the Revised Statutes is still in 
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force, is existing law, and is affected by this provision, yet, notwith- 
standing the cogency of that argument, for myself I prefer resting this 
question upon section 4009, which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BROADHEAD] has just discussed; and I feel confident that, after read- 
ing that section more carefully, my friend would not submit the argu- 
ment he has made here either to the Chair or toacourtof justice. Iam 
absolutely certain he would not. I am perfectly willing that the in 

terpretation of that section shall control this question of order. 

Mr. Chairman, in interpreting a statute the mere punctuation is of 
no moment, as my friend from Missouri [Mr. BROADHEAD] is aware; 
but see the absurdity (if my friend will excuse me for using that term) 
of the conclusion which would inevitably be reached if his interpreta- 
tion is correct. Ifa contiact is made with a United States steamship 
it may extend to any sum not exceeding the sea and United States in- 
land postage. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BROADHEAD] says 
that means all the United States inland and all the sea postage—all. 
That is the force of my friend’s position. Now see the absurdity of the 
hasty reading of the statute that my friend has indulged in. 

The next provision is: 

And if by a foreign steamship or by a sailing vessel,any sum not exceeding 
the sea postage— 

That is to say, interpreting the statute as my friend does, that under 
this section all the inland postage, as well as the sea postage, may be 
paid toan American steam vessel, while at the same time the same sec- 
tion provides that the sea postage on the mail matter transported bya 
foreign vessel may be paid to that vessel. How is that possible? 

The whole of both the inland and the sea postage may be paid by the 
Postmaster-General to one class of vessels, American steam vessels; but 
at the same time, under the same section of the statute, a portion of 
that money, namely, the sea postage on the mail matter transported, 
may be paid to another class of vessels. I trust the absurdity of the 
proposition is sufficiently manifest. 

Now, what is the fair reading of that provision of law? It is that for 
transporting the mails bétween the United States and foreign countries 
the Postmaster-General may allow to United States steamships, if the 
mails are transported by them, any sum not er.ceeding the sea and the 
United States inland postage, and if by aforeijm steamship, or by asail- 
ing vessel, any sum not exceeding the sea portage on the mail so trans- 
ported. Further, let my friend [Mr. BROADHEAD] note that under 
his interpretation of this statute the Postmaster-General is authorized 
to pay to a single solitary steamship the entire inland and sea postage. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. The gentleman misunderstood me. I under- 
stand that section 4009 to be a limitation upon the power of the Post- 
master-General in making contracts; that is all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly it is a limitation, but it does not limit 
him so as to recognize his power to apply the entire inland and sea post- 
age to the payment of a single ship, and yet at the same time provide 
for the application of a portion of the same money—the sea to 
a foreign vessel to the extent of its transportation of the mails. Why, 
the proposition is utterly untenable. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another consideration which should in- 
fluence us in interpreting this statute, and I ask the attention of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BROADHEAD] to it. This statute has 
been in force for fourteen years, and yet it has never received the inter- 
pretation which the gentleman from Missouri now seeks to attach to it. 
It never has been so interpreted; but, on the other hand, it has been in- 
terpreted according to the manifest intent and force of the language, and 
has been held to mean that the contract of the Postmaster-General 
with an American steamship company might be for the entire inland 
and sea postage on the mail matter transported, and with a foreign ves- 
sel for the sea postage on the mail matter so transported. 

The section has received no other interpretation from the time of its 
enactment till last night, when a gentleman who disclaimed being a 
lawyer suggested a contrary construction. Up to that time the inter- 
pretation for which I contend had never been doubted—that the Post- 
master-General is authorized to contract with American steam vessels 
for the inland as well as the sea postage on the mail matter transported, 
and with a foreign vessel for the sea postage only on the mail matter 
transported. That interpretation makes both prgvisions in harmony, 
and carries out what has been the policy of the Government—to pay 
on the basis of service, as our Government has always paid except in 
three instances when subsidies were given. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one step further. 
vised Statutes—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. 


Take section 4011 of the Re- 


Will the gentleman allow me a single suggestion? 
Admitting that he is right as to the construction of this section, that it 
means the specific vessel shall receive the inland and sea postage upon 
the mail matter carried; admitting that in every case this rule applies 
under the existing law, is not the provision reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations a limitation on the power of expenditure? 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I shall have occasion to look at that question in a 
moment. 


Section 4011 is in the following words: 


Every contract for transporting the mail between the United States and any 
foreign country shall contain, besides the usual stipulation for the right of the 


Postmaster-General to discontinue the same, the further stipulation t it may 
be terminated by Congress, 
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What is the language of the pending bill? 
The contract for said service shall be entered into by the Postmaster-Genera]— 


The language is imperative— 


only after legal advertisement,with the lowest responsible bidder, for a term not 
exceeding four years. 

Will gentlemen say that there is no direct and immediate repeal of 
the existing statute’ The present law leaves the contract open to an- 
nulment either by the Postmaster-General or by Congress; the provis- 
ion of this bill makes the contract a positive and subsisting contract 
for the period of four years. 

In conclusion—for I do not wish to occupy time unnecessarily—I sul)- 
mit that the following changes are wrought in the existing law by the 
provision of this bill: 

The present law fixes the compensation on the basis of the actual 
postal service rendered; the proposed bill pays a sum of money for the 
ship in transit to and from our shores and pays a definite sum per mile 
whether the ship carries a mail-bag or not. 

The provision of the present bill changes the terms of the existing 
law by withholding from the Postmaster-General and from Congress the 
power toannul the contract, making the contract a definite, specific con- 
tract, unannullable for the period of four years. 

At the same time this bill increases the amount of appropriation from 
the appropriation for the present year ($425,000) to $970,000, being an 
increase to the extent of $545,000 over the appropriation for the present 
year or for any preceding year. Yet it is said that the provision of the 
bill operates by way of limitation ! 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, as he 
has examined this matter very fully. Can he find in the existing law 
anything authorizing the subsidizing of steamship lines ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Nothing whatever. I was trying to present that 
point. 

Mr. BAYNE. And is not this a subsidy to steamship lines ’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was endeavoring to shew that all our legislation 
now in force provides for the transportation of mails, whether foreign 
or inland, according to the mail matter; and this especially applies to 
the transportation of every foreign mail, whether by foreign or Ameri- 
can vessels. Yet this bill proposes to pay, not on the basis of service, 
but on the basis of so much per mile traveled by the vessel, whether 
the vessel transports a mail or not. In other words, the present law 
rests on the. basis of service rendered; the proposed law rests on the 
basis of an arbitrary subsidy—just that, nothing else and nothing more. 
In this respect there is a vital change in the principle upon which our 
laws now rest. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman from Indiana state how this is any 
more a ‘‘subsidy’’ than the compensation we pay to coastwise steam- 
ers, which now receive 10 cents more per mile than this bill proposes to 

y to ocean steamers? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no comparison between our inland mail 
service—— 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman from Indiana, adopting the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], calls this a ‘‘ sub- 
sidy.’’ I want either of these gentlemen to explain in what respect it 
is any more a ‘‘subsidy’’ than the compensation now paid to coastwise 
steamers, or the compensation paid upon star routes, or the compensa- 
tion to steamboats or railroads for carrying the mails. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a subsidy, for the reason that it does not rest 
on the basis of the service rendered, but on the arbitrary principle of 
paying a given sum without reference to the extent and character of the 
service. I believe I have presented all the points I desired to present, 
and I will only further call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
there is an increase of appropriation over former years of $545,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 
makes the point of order on the pending paragraph of the bill to the 
effect that it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditure. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Toompson] made the further 
point that if there were any provisions in this h which were 
obnoxious to the rule, that then the whole wuaeal be ruled 
out. In reference to that matter the Chair desires to state the author- 
ity submitted to support that view was the ruling of a previous occu- 
pant of the chair on an amendment to some pending measure. But 
this is the text of the bill, and it would not be contended by any gen- 
tleman if there was one clause of a bill obnoxious to the rule the Chair 
should therefore rule out the whole bill. The Chair would only regard 
such substantive clause as obnoxious to the rule as might be brought 
under its provisions. 

The first question to be considered on this point of order is whether 
the pending bill changes existing law. The argument made by the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] is that if section 
3976 of the Revised Statutes is existing law there would be no difli- 
culty in deciding this point. But the ir is of the opinion, as this 
legislation does not take effect by its very terms until July next, that 
all questions as to what is existing law must be determined with refer- 
ence to that time. And it by section 23 of what is known as 
the Dingley bill that that section of the Revised Statutes has been re- 
pealed to take effect on the Ist day of April next. This legislation 
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therefore must be considered in reference to the condition of the law at 
the time this is to take effect. opens 

Now, so far as this matter is concerned, the Chair will hold the ex- 
isting law is the Dingley bill, and sections 4007, 4008, 4009, and 4011 

of the Revised Statutes. That is, we must consider the question whether 
it ¢ existing law by comparing the pending bill with reference 
to the sections of the Revised Statutes which have been indicated. 

Section 4007 gives an unlimited power on the part of the Postmaster- 
General to make contracts for carrying the mails at any price he may 

upon. Section 4009 imposes a limitation upon that power. Sec- 
tion 4011 contains a reservation that Congress may at any time termi- 
nate these contracts. Such a provision, if the Chair is not mistaken, 
applies to all leases for buildings used for post-offiee purposes, the Gov- 
ernment generally reserving the right to terminate such leases at its 
pleasure. The Chair does not think this section is repealed or modified 
in any way by the pending bill; that it will be in existence if this bill 
is enacted into law; that all contracts made will be subject to the pro- 
visions of section 4011, which gives the Government the right to ter- 
minate these leases at any time. 

That leaves only section 4009 as affected by the point of order. 
Prior to the passage of the Dingley bill section 4009 was modified to 
the effect that the payment of postage on American vessels was lim- 
ited to 2 cents for each letter carried. That is the language of sec- 
tion 3976, which was repealed. While that was the law all American 
vessels were limited to 2 cents on each letter actually carried, and ap- 

riations were made only with reference to that fact. 

It does not follow, therefore, the expenses of the current year or of the 

t year are any criterion of what it may cost to carry the mail under 

the lawafter the Ist day of Aprilnext. Thelaw which limited the com- 
pensation to be paid to American vessels was repealed by the twenty- 
third section of the Dingley bill. If Congressintended what it actually 
did it struck out the provision of law which limited the payment of 
American vessels to 2 cents a letter for letters actually carried, and left 
only as a substantive proposition the first paragraph of section 4009 
standing, that the Postmaster-General may allow as compensation any 
sums not exceeding the sea and United States inland postage. What 
that sum is can only be determined by reference to the reports of the 
Postmaster-General as to the amount of sea and inland postage. And 
it is given here not only for the purpose of determining the amount to 
be appropriated, but to determine the maximum to be contracted for for 
that purpose. Hencethe argument of the gentleman from Indiana that 
there would be inconsistency in appropriating the whole amount at one 
place and only a portion in another is not well taken, from the fact that 
neither of the sums is appropriated by section 4009, but are merely 
given as a basis upon which contracts may be made. 

The Chair is therefore of the opinion under section 4009 that there 
is no limitation on the power of the Postmaster-General in granting 
compensation for carrying the mails on American ships except it does 
not exceed the sea and inland postage. But there is a limitation upon 
foreign steamships to sea postage upon the mail so transported, and that 
this limitation is not upon the other clause of the bill, and that that 
was expressly repealed by the repealing section 23 of the Dingley bill. 

The Chair is, therefore, of opinion that we are to consider this pend- 
ing bill with a view to that construction of this section ; and it there- 
fore a to the Chair that the provisions to which the gentleman 
has called attention in this section, that the payment is to be made by 
actual trips, is simply a limitation on the law as it exists, and the ap- 
propriation in the bill of $600,000 of the net revenues of the Postal De- 
partment isa limitation upon the Postmaster-General as to the amount 
to be expended and placed at his disposal for this purpose, which the 
Chair regards as a limitation of his power and not an enlargement of it; 
and so also in regard to the number of trips, which so far as it changes 
existing law is a limitation of his power and to that extent retrenches 
expenditures. 

The provisions in the two last provisos may be subject to the point 
of order the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THompson ] has suggested, 
and if insisted upon when the committee has finally disposed of this 
question the Chair would be compelled to hold the point well taken. 
In making this ruling the Chair has decided it purely as a legal ques- 
tion and as a legal construction of the rule and the statutes combined, 
and will not feel at all sensitive as to the action of the committee 


should an be taken. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a question of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. THOMPSON. There was so much confusion in the Hall that I 


could not hear the decision of the Chair upon the two last provisions of 
this clause. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair stated thatit was possible, after a care- 
ful reading of the provisions, that the provisos beginning with line 243 
down to and including line 252 were subject to the point of order, and 
if the eS insisted upon it the Chair would so hold. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the Chair holds the effect of the provision 
is either to change or repeal section 4009. Therefore, there is some 
law because by the very terms of the amendment it repeals 
all laws in conflict therewith. The Chair, however, did not mention in 
what manner this clause reduces expenditures 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that in so far as this limited 


the power of the Postmaster-General to contract for the service upon 
American ships to the amount of the sea and inland postage it was a 
limitation on his power, and to that extent operated as a retrenchment 
of expenditures. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this question is of so vital impor- 


tance to the country that I shall most respectfully appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. : 


The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is upon the decision of the Chair 


holding this section to be in order under the rule. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Upon the ruling of the Chair that this provision 


does not repeal existing law and that it does retrench expenditures. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, the point of order I made upon 


this measure I regard to be of so much importance that I respectfully 
also appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the first appeal, that 


of the gentleman from Indiana; afterward the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will be heard. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I understand that I must make the appeal im- 


mediately, for if any intervening business is permitted I shall be de- 
prived of the privilege. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has the right to 


take an appeal. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I take an appeal from the decision of the Chair in 


its entirety. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indi- 


ana for that purpose. 


The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
The Chair desires to ask that tellers may be 
If there be no objection the Chair will 


Mr. TUCKER. It is entirely unnecessary; and I object to the ap- 


pointment of tellers. 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the question will be taken 


on a division. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 37. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 


has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. May not a motion be in order upon this question 


to order that the committee rise with a view of testing the sense of the 
House on the question of order raised ? 


The CHAIRMAN. That could only be done now by unanimous con- 


sent, as the committee is dividing. 


Mr. ELLIS. I object, and demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. WASHBURN were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 130, 
noes 45. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the pending 

ragraph. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire tomake aninquiry. DoI understand that 
the Chair has ruled out already a certain portion of the paragraph ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The two provisos at the end of the clause, begin- 
ning with line 243, down to and including line 252. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair upon the point of order I made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana appealed from the 
decision of the Chair upon the whole question submitted, which em- 
braced the point of order of the gentleman from Kentucky. That 
having been decided, the Chair does not think a further appeal would 
now be in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. As I understand it the gentleman from Indiana 
appealed from the decision of the Chair upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana stated he appealed 
from the whole ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUNT. Did notthe gentleman from Indiana say distinctly that 
he appealed from the ruling in its entirety? And was not the question 
so put and voted on ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the two provisos, from line 243 to the 
end of the paragraph, are out on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so stated at the time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. That was not the understanding of it generally, 
I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated those two provisos were sub- 
stantive propositions which stood alone, and that the fact that a par- 
ticular clause in a paragraph was obnoxious to the rule did not make 
all of the paragraph obnoxious to it; and that the Chair was only au- 
thorized to rule out such parts of the bill as were obnoxious to the rule. 
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Mr. HORR. It was not understood here, and it was not understood 
when we voted, that that was the fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair stated it distinctly. 
from Indiana moves to strike out the paragraph. 
ready for the question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it may be suggested that as the Ding- 
ley act repeals section 3976 of the Revised Statutes requiring American 
vessels to carry foreign mails at a specific rhte, some provision should be 
made tosecure the transportation of foreign mails by American vessels. 
I do not enter into the apprehension of gentlemen that the repeal of 
that section will produce any possible embarrassment to the foreign mail 
service. It will produce none whatever. The mails will be carried as 
heretofore ifno additional legislation is provided—justas they have been 
carried for years past. While section 4009 of the Revised Statutes re- 
mains in force, as it will remain in force, no embarrassment whatever 
can occur to the postal service. Under that provision the Postmaster- 
General may contract with the American steam vessel for the transpor- 
tation of mails, paying them both the inland and sea postage on the 
mails transported, and to foreign steamships the amount of the sea 
postage on the mails transported, justas is now done and has been done 
for many years past. Under that law under which the great body of 
foreign mails have been cargied for years there will be no embarrass- 
ment whatever. All of the transatlantic mails are now carried under 
that law, and I trust no gentleman will vote in favor of the subsidy 
proposition now pending on the theory that otherwise some embarrass- 
ment will accrue to our foreign postal service. 

There was never an imperative necessity for section 3976, the section 
repealed by the Dingley act. It was only enacted because certain lines 
of American steam vessels twenty years ago refused to carry the mails 
for the United States inland and sea postage and sought to compel the 
Government to pay exorbitant rates on the mails transported; and in- 
asmuch as these vessels—American vessels—were deriving great bene- 
fits from their exclusive right to the coastwise trade, and that trade was 
always open to them and to them exclusively, it was not then regarded 
a hardship to require them when they sailed to foreign ports to carry 
the mails at reasonable rates, and the then sea postage, 2 cents on each 
letter, was regarded by the Postmaster-General and by Congress as a 
reasonable rate; hence that law of 1864 was enacted. 

Mr. ELLIS. The coastwise vessels never were under the operation 
of the compulsory postal law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course section 3976 did not apply to the coast- 
wise trade. My friend misapprehends. The American vessels having 
the exclusive right to engage in the coast wise trade, a right of immense 
benefit to them, it was not thought to be an unreasonable burden when 
they engaged in the foreign trade, with the right always to re-enter the 
coastwise trade, that they should be required to transport the United 
States mails at a reasonable rate. The right to engage at all times in 
either the foreign or the coastwise trade of the United States, which 
our laws secure to our ships exclusively, of course adds very greatly to 
the value of the American ship. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But this does not apply to vessels in the coastwise 
trade. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam surely very unfortunate in this failure to ex- 
press my views. I stated that in 1864 this duty to carry the American 
mails at reasonable rates was imposed on American ships because of the 
extraordinary advantages conferred on them by ourlaws. If they went 
to a foreign port they were required to carry the mail as I have men- 
tioned, but they had the valuable right, an exclusive right, toenteratany 
time the coastwise trade. While we gave them the exclusive control 
of the coastwise trade, adding greatly to their value, there was no rea- 
son why they should not bear reasonable public burdens, or at least be 
subject to reasonable regulations, for the public benefit. And besides 
that, twenty years ago it was not deemed a great hardship by the Re- 
publican leaders in Congress that vessels enjoying the monopoly of the 
coastwise trade whenever they wished to enter it should be required to 
carry the mails and take all the postage. 

Mr. HUNT. Was not the postage very high then? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The sea postage was then 2 cents on each letter. 
That was supposed to be a reasonable rate, and is still. 

But now, Mr. Chairman, to avoid the possibility of its being said we 
have left the postal service embarrassed, I propose that we shall revive 
section 3976 of the Revised Statutes and keep it in force for one year, 
and in the mean time, if the slightest embarrassment shall arise, some 
course may be adopted to relieve the foreign mail service from such 
embarrassment without resorting to the fatal expedient of a subsidy, 
and for that reason I submit the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

Mr. ELLIS. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Is there not pending a motion to strike out the entire 
paragraph ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moved to strike 
out the paragraph, but he may modify his motion so as to strike out 
and insert. Is that the gentleman's motion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 


The gentleman 
Is the committee 
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The Olerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the pending paragraph and insert: 

‘Office of superintendentof foreign mails: For transportation of foreign nisi}. 
including railway transit across the Isthmus of Panama, $425,000. 

“ That section 39760f the Revised Statutes, asin force on the Ist day of Januar, 
1878, be and the same is hereby re-enacted, and the same shall continue in for | 
for one year from and after the passage of this act."’ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Here the committee informally rose, and Mr. THOMPSON took the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the conferees on the part of the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Honse of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 25) to fix the date for the meeting of the 
electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regu- 
late the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the 
decision of questions arising thereon, have reported to the Senate that 
the conferees of the two Houses having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have been unable to agree. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That restores for the present exactly the existing 
law and the exact present state of the appropriation, and gives us 
until a year to consider this subject and determine what is proper to 
be done, without adopting the subsidy principle. 

Now a word further. Up to this time, excepting four instances, the 
mails of the United States have been carried abroad on the basis of the 
service actually rendered—the mail actually transported. The pend- 
ing provision of this bill abandons that principle, and, instead of pro- 
viding for payment upon the basis of the postal service rendered, it pro- 
vides for paying a subsidy to these vessels whether they carry the mail 
or not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Homan] 
mean to state that this pays a subsidy to a vessel whether it carries the 
mails or not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The vessel will carry the mail if any is furnished, 
but it gets the subsidy any way. If you enter into a contract with the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, that powerful organization which 
has been pressing this measure forward with such industry, if you per- 
mit a contract to be entered into with that corporation, which now re- 
ceives $31,000 a year, it would receive under this law at least $143,000. 
And I submit that whether you furnished them with mails to carry or 
not, whether you sent your mails by their vessels or by the White Star 
line, still this company would receive this enormous subsidy of 50 cents 
per mile for every mile traveled going toChina and Japan and returning. 

In the past subsidies have been granted to four lines—the Collins 
line, the line from New York to Rio, the line to the Sandwich Islands, 
and the Pacific Mail Steamship line. And can any gentleman say that 
this country ever received any advantage, or that any other results fol- 
lowed from those subsidies except, so far as the latter one was con- 
cerned, national dishonor ? ; 

Sir, I am confident that no member who was on this floor only a few 
years ago and saw the subsidy to that corporation increased by half a 
million dollars can ever wish to see the like done again, can ever be 
willing to see the dangerous and corrupting principle of subsidy again 
brought under consideration in Congress. No, sir. Men came here 
with untarnished reputations, clothed, as it were, with the dignity and 
authority of representatives of the people; but, under the baneful in- 
fluence which this principle of subsidy ever inspires, they left here 
clothed with dishonor and disgrace. 

For one, I protestagainst entering again on this evil principle. [am 
willing to vote to pay, to the last dollar, she sum of money that is re- 
quired to te these parties for the service which they render in 
the transportation of the mails of the United Statesat home and abroad ; 
but I am not willing, in view of the past history of subsidy in this 
country, either land subsidy or subsidy on the pretense of postal serv- 
ice, to see that principle which has been so unfortunate in the past, so 
demoralizing in the past,so humiliating in the past, again brought for- 
ward and permitted to obtain a standing in the American Congress 
And, for one, my protest will be entered now and forever against it. — 

Mr. HAMMOND. Willthegentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN | 
allow a question for information ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The twenty-third section of the Dingley bill re- 
peals sections 3976 plus 4203. Why doyou leave 4203 out of the amen(- 
ment you have just offered ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend think it necessary to re-enact it? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think it ought to accompany the other section 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I am perfectly willing that it should be added 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNT was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, before my friend [Mr. Hunt] proceed= 
I merely wish to say that I trust time will run as smoothly and unin- 

for him for eleven minutes as it has run for the gentleman 
from (Mr. Homma}. 
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AIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 
Phe pe to strike out the section, and addressed the committee for 


i upon that. Then he withdrew that motion and moved 
a ert insert, and the Chair regarded that as a new proposi- 
tion, which entitled him to five minutes more. That is how the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. HotmaN] held the floor so long. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the uncommonly warm 
manner in which the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HoLMAN] has ad- 
dressed the committee, I am encouraged by the reflection that he has 
constantly spoken in a similar spirit since the Post -Office bill has been 
under consideration, and seldom if ever during that time without fail- 
ing to carry amajority with him. The gentleman began by expressing 
the opinion that there would be no difficult y in existing circumstances 
about the carrying of the foreign mails. The fact is, we are brought to 
this condition, sir, that there is now no power in the Postmaster-General 
to compel vessels to carry the mail, as he formerly could do, and the 
only resource left him is to attempt to enter into contracts at rates 
which are likely to be declined as entirely inadequate, and which ave 
in the judgment of the Shipping Committee contrary to sound public 
policy. Therefore, notwithstanding the belief of the gentleman from 
Indiana, I oppose to his the opinion of the Shipping Committee, which 
has given full, long, deliberate, and intelligent examination to this 
topic, and which is really the legislative author in this House of the 
principle which has been incorporated into the present appropriation 
a Mr. Chairman, what does the Shipping Committee propose? It 
proposes to give, out of the revenue of the Department, aggregating 
some $1,700,000, the sum of $600,000—a portion only of the nct revenues 
derived from sea and inland postage—for the carriage of the mails in 
American steamships to foreign countries. What is the fact in this re- 
gard? When the amount of sea and inland postage was originally 
fixed—and nobody ought to know this better than the gentleman from 
Indiana, for I call all to witness the extent of his general information— 
when the law determining the postage in this way was adopted the rates 
were high, and the compensation therefore considerable. A change in 
the law is required by the exigency in which the Department finds it- 
self because of the change in the rates of postage. 

In the portion of my five minutes remaining I am brought now to 
consider what the gentleman says about subsidies. 

Mr. Chairman, the object of this measure is to unify the postal sys- 
tem of the United States—to have the same system apply to the ocean- 
going mail service that applies to the service on the land. If you will 
look at your star-route service, your steamboat service, your coastwise 
service, you will find the compensation for carrying the mails will av- 
erage some 57} cents per mile. 

Mr. FINDLAY. On six routes on the Pacific slope it is 66} cents 
per mile. 

Mr. HUNT. When you consider that the service on the ocean is at- 
tended with more risk, demands the investment of larger capital, and is 
connected necessarily with the maritime growth and glory of the coun- 
try, and identified likewise with its proper naval development, has any 
reason been given, can any reason be suggested, why this service should 
be performed, as is frequently the case, at the cost of the vessels entering 
upon it, while at the same time the service on land is performed at the 
liberal rates to which I have referred ? 

To conclude, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana has drawn 
a vivid picture of what he says was the scene of shame here when the 
Brazilian mail subsidy—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. - No, the Pacific mail. 

Mr. HUNT. When the Pacific Mail subsidy was advocated and ob- 
tained some years ago. Let those blush who have occasion to do so. 
What have the occurrences upon that occasion to do with what Con- 
gress is ee After many sessions of a committee, headed by a 
geutleman (Mr. SLocum, of New York] than whom none commands 
greater respect in the House—after the hearing of numerous witnesses, 
after anxious consideration kept up ever since theopening of Congress, 
and after obtaining all the information that was practicable, the result 


of which I have spoken was reached and brought before the House. 
{Here the hammer fell. } 
; Mr. ELLIS. If I can be recognized I will yield my time to my col- 
eague, 
Mr. HUNT. Iam much obliged to my friend. 
. oa. Debate upon the pending amendment is ex- 
austed, 


Mr. ELLIS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
last word, and I yield my time to my colleague. 

Mr.HUNT. Mr. Chairman, after public and honorable action of this 
kind, what right has the gentleman from Indiana to come here and re- 
mind us of scenes of disgrace of a former time? What right has the 
gentleman to tell us of corporations that are pushing their claims in- 
dustriously? This committee knows nothing of any means that have 
been taken which were not open and fair and creditable. If it is a 
crime to have sought for information upon the subject before them, 
with the desire to develop the naval resources of the country and in- 
crease its maritime strength—if that be an offense I wish very much, 
and I have the right to say so from the way in which the gentleman 
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has spoken, that the gentleman from Indiana had been a participant 
in it, because he would have spoken in a higherand better spirit than 
he has to-day 

Mr. Chairman, we have received from all parts of the country, from 
all well-informed men, from all persons who feel.an interest in the de- 
velopment of the maritime strength of the country, from all who have 
watched the decaying power of its merchant marine, anxious repre- 
sentations that some little at least should be done for the purpose of 
reviving it. And in our effort to do so our chief regret has been that 
we could give only the modicum proposed by the bill under discussion 
in the way of compensation; for, Mr. Chairman, in the popular accept- 
ance of the term, this is no ‘‘subsidy You are as wrong, sir { turn- 
ing to Mr. HOLMAN], as you have been persistent; youare as mistaken 
as you have been indefatigable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana must address the 
Chair. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, the fact beingas I have stated, the fact 
being as I have endeavored to lay it before the committee, we have 
brought in here a bill which involves the principle of just compensation 
only. Is it right to give a quid pro quo? Is it right to pay a man for 
work and labor done? Is it right to pay your railroads for transporting 
the mails? Do the men who work upon the cars, do the men who bnild 
the railways, dothe men who own them, do the men who carry on the 
mail service on land deserve to be paid or not? If they merit to be paid, 
do the men who own the steamships, do the men who ply the seas, do 
the men who bare their breasts to the storm, do the men whocarry the 
flag at the masthead into foreign countries to tell of a prosperous, 2 
free, and an adventurous nation—do they deserve to be left without re- 
ward for similar service upon a more dangerouselement? There isbut 
one opinion throughout the country on the subject. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 





MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CoLLINS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informed 
the House that he had approved and signed a bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8121) to enable the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to maintain public order during the ceremonies of the inaugu- 
ration of the President, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 309) extending the permission granted Maj. 
William Ludiow by the act of February 28, 1883, to accept a civil po- 
sition. 

THE POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the repeal of the law for foreign post- 
age provided for in the Dingley bill occurred under circumstances which 
did not attract the attention of the great body of this House. It came 
in by virtue of a conference report. It came in under the counsel of 
gentlemen who are anxious not so much to give just mode of compen- 
sating steamships for carrying foreign mails as for the purpose of sub- 
sidizing vessels engaged in foreign trade by giving them large sums for 
carrying the mails. I submit, therefore, in view of the history of these 
transactions that we need not stand upon technicalities. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], the other day, when dis- 
cussing this proposition, undertook in the general debate to illustrate 
its importance by calling the attention of the House to the fact that 
other great nations of the world were improving their commerce by 
giving large subsidies. My friend from Louisiana [Mr. HuNT], in his 
report upon this subject, likewise called attention to the great impor- 
tance of improving American shipping by granting subsidies, and he 
cited the action of other governments. He called attention to the lines 
to China, Japan, and India, to France with 8,000,000 francs, to South 
America with 3,000,000 francs, to the Mediterranean, 4,000,000 francs, 
making a total of annual pay of 23,000,000 francs. Then he cites various 
subsidies on the part of the British Government and by the German Gov- 
ernment. He shows but for these enormous subsidies these vessels 
would have to abandon their business. 

Now, sir, I think we have fairly opened the question of subsidies 
when we come to look at the statement of these gentlemen in their re- 
ports and their arguments in favor of the Dingley bill and other meas- 
ures. Isay when these gentlemen have demonstrated the fact that these 
great steamship lines would go down but for these subsidies in foreign 
countries, how are we to hope to sustain the same lines in this country 
under more adverse circumstances? Germany does not hesitate, not- 
withstanding her subsidies, to go into every place on the face of the 
earth to buy her vessels at the cheapest rate. Great Britain did not 
hesitate to come to America years ago and buy the fast clippers of Bal- 
timore; and so it has been with most of the nations of the earth. Yet 
under your navigation laws you are compelled to keep away from the 
markets of the world and use your own overprotected vessels. Then 
with a subsidy not equal to these foreign subsidies you seek to lure us 
into the thought we are likely to rebuild American shipping 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT: I withdraw the formal amendment. 
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Mr. BLAND. 
from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If that is true, Mr. Chairman, and I think it is irre- 
sistible, then with greater subsidies than we have proposed and with 
our adverse navigation laws we can not hope to revive American ship- 
ping by this increase. What isit then? Is it a mere illusion in this 
House? Is it an admitted failure that there is not to be competition 
with foreign ships in this way; and, if so, what is it but simply an effort 
to increase the compensation of the few lines we have now in existence ? 
It seems to me, sir, that is all there is in it. 

A distinguished gentleman on this floor said to me the question of 
order raised on this bill or the objection was presented to him for ar- 
gument on this floor—presented by the agent of the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company. Now, sir, I am not here to undertake to deny gentle- 
men have the right to present it, but simply to illustrate what I be- 
lieve to be true, that it is these few lines in existence which seek by the 
repeal of the shipping bill to increase the sums of money to be paid to 
them under our postal laws. Now, the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Hunt] objects to the gentleman from Indiana saying this House 
should proceed cautiously in this direction. That gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] was here and witnessed the scenes so memora- 
ble in connection with this Pacific Mail Steamship Company years ago. 
Congress, honestly, no doubt, doubtless impressed by the arguments, in- 
fluenced by the persuasion perhaps of suggestions emanating from this 
source, did grant large sumsof money in aid of the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company; what was the result? It resulted in scandal to the 
party in power. It turned not the gentleman from Indiana alone, nor 
any particular member of this House, but the whole American people, 
from that subsidy, and from that hour until now the public judgment has 
been adverse to it; and I trust, sir, that in the presence of the incoming 
administration, with the Democratic party on record whenever it has 
had an opportunity, standing up against this matter, whatever form it 
may have assumed, with that party in this House to-day and for the 
future to resist what I believe to be no more or less than a subsidy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The formal amendment by unanimous consent was withdrawn. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Irenewit. Mr. Chairman, the original question 
seems to be shifted. ‘The original proposition was to strike out, but 
that has been superseded by the proposition to insert, and the matter 
to be inserted is the old compulsory feature of the system which we have 
abolished, to go into effect on the 1st of April. Gentlemen, therefore, 
ought to be met on that proposition; and the question which addresses 
itself to the House is whether or not they are prepared to say that an 
American vessel about to leave port, with the wind fair and all on 
board, shall not receive her clearance unless she atrees to carry the mail 
at 2 cents a letter or at the price fixed by the United States. 

Now, I want to know by what authority that is done. It is true 
that the vessel goes out upon the high seas documented by the Govern- 
ment, but she is none the less the property, the individual property of the 
citizen because she is on the high seas; and nonethe less entitled to the 
protection of the Government, and just as much entitled to it as any 
citizen is entitled to the protection of his property on the land. There- 
fore, I say when the United States comes in and by the strong arm of 
power refuses a clearance to a vessel unless it agrees to take mail mat- 
ter on board upon the terms fixed by the United States itself, it is 
equivalent to the taking of private preperty for public use without mak- 
ing just compensation therefor. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. FINDLAY. So far from there being any subsidy in this thing 
it is simply a compensation; the payment of an honest sum for a fair 
and honest service. Why, sir, think of it—think of the United States 
going on your farm, impressing your wagons and mules to carry the 
mails. What difference is there between the United States saying to 
the farmer, I want your wagon and your horses to carry this mail of 
the United States, as to say to the ship-owner, you shall not leave port 
unless you agree to carry the mail, and carry it at the price I fix? 

Mr. DINGLEY. And it only says that to the American vessel. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Yes, sir; it does not say it to the foreign ship- 
owner, thereby making a discrimination against the American vessel. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been proclaiming in our State and national 
platforms, and discussing the question here, and every man rising up on 
this floorsays: ‘‘ Let usdosomething for the merchant marineof Amer- 
ica, that America may take astep, though it be a feeble step, in the right 
direction.’’ But the moment that step is taken we are met by a tide 
of obstruction. I confess I can not understand it. 

Now, sir, I have taken an average of six of the steamboat coastwise 
routes on the Pacific slope, and I find that the prices paid them for mail 
transportation is 66% cents per mile. Is that a subsidy? 
+8 Mr. MONEY These gentlemen say it is. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Yes, according to the definition of these gentlemen 
it is at, these men say, ‘‘ We will not carry your mails unless 
it.” On the other side you say to these le, 
iljand it makes no difference what price we 
‘that fair,”is it honest, is it just? I say nay. 
Mr.” Chai there is a recognized distinction between 


I renew it, and will yield my time to the gentleman 


the star-routé bervigs tind that steamboat coastwise servicé—one} I meant}. 


thé stéamboat coast wise service, being paid a higher rate than the star 
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route, and why? Because it takes the risk of the seas. You go to 4 
man and say, ‘‘ Here is a mail-bag; I want you to carry it; you shal] 
carry it, and carry it on my terms.’’ He says, ‘‘I do not know what 
the contents are. I know it is valuable, because valuable things come 
in this way. I do not care about taking the responsibility of carrying 
the mail-bag.’’ But you say, ‘‘ You shall carry it; you shall not leay. 
port unless you do; and you shall carry it at the price I fix, or pra, 
tically for nothing.’’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That is all I desire to say at present. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it has been said that we can have our 
mail carried on the ocean for $55,000 a year under the existing law, 
while the bill presented by the committee proposes to change that ex- 
isting law so as to require the Government to expend about $600,000 
for the same service. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
may be expended. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; butit will goto the extreme limit. 
the bill is for. It is made for that purpose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the service is still open to competition. 

Mr. MILLS. But the very bill which bears the gentleman’s name, 
which passed through Congress, was passed for the purpose of making 
it possible for this subsidy to pass through Congress. 

We have heard, sir, very much said about the Government taking 
the private property of the citizen for public use without making just 
compensation. Why is it in this connection we have heard nothing 
said in condemnation of the policy that is constantly persisted in ot 
taking the private property of the citizen of the United States for pri- 
vate use without any compensation? What right have the Congress 
of the United States to put one hand of the Government into the pock- 
ets of its laboring people and take from them their daily earnings, 
thereby to build up John Roach for John Roach is the ‘‘nigger in the 
wood-pile’’ in this bill. 

But perhaps there is patriotism in this bill. The mailsof the United 
States can not be carried for $55,000 on foreign bottoms; but they 
must be carried in American vessels, in vessels built by American ship- 
builders, carrying our colors and registry of American origin, and no- 
body but John Roach has the benefit of that provision of the law. 

I ask if there is a gentleman on this floor who in his own private 
business affairs would be guilty of so squandering his revenues as to 
pay $600,000 for that service which he could get done for $35,000? 
What right have weasthe public trustees of the people to put our hands 
into that fund that is wrung by our unjust and exorbitant system of 
taxation from the labor of this country and give as a bonus to Mr. 
Roach $600,000 for the service we can get for $55,000? 

Mr. ELLIS. May I ask my friend from Texas a question ? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS. Why not strike out from the proposed re-enactment 
the 2 cents and compel the vessels to do the work for nothing? Then 
you will save $55,000. 

Mr. MILLS. It has been asked why we compel the vessels of the 
United States to carry the mail and refuse them a clearance unless they 
do it. The Government of the United States can confer its protection 
and its flag upon vessels upon whatever terms it pleases, and wherever 
a vessel goes to sea and carries the power of this nation for its protec- 
tion with it, this Government has a right to say upon what terms it will 
confer that power upon the vessel. It prescribes the terms upon which 
it shall carry its mail. And why should the Government go down on its 
knees and say to Mr. Roach that it will give him $600,000 as subsidy 
to carry the mail of the United States on American vessels when foreign 
bottoms will carry it and are now carrying it for $55,000? 

I agree with my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] it is a bad start 
for a Democratic administration just ushered into power, and, after be- 
ing out for twenty-four years, once more brought to the confidence of 
the American people, after constant condemnation of subsidies and ex- 
travagant appropriations of this kind—I say it is a bad start for that 
administration that, a few days before we see the President-elect taking 
the oath of office to support the Constitution and laws and promising @ 
great reform to the people of the United States, this Congress should 40 
down on their knees to John Roach and grant him asubsidy of $600,000 
for carrying the mails, when they could get it done equally well for 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, if I get the opportunity I shall move 
to amend the section by striking out the limit of $600,000, so that the 
net revenue of our foreign mail may be placed without reduction in the 
hands of the Postmaster-General to use for these great objects. The 
net revenue last- year was $1,700,000. This surely is not too much to 
expend for objects every way worthy, and y dear at this time to 
the heartsof the American people. It is to revive American commer(¢ 
and to recreate the merchant marine, of which our fathers were +0 

The sum is small compared with the last sums spent by our 
rivals in these — enterprises. They give all theirnet revenue; more. 
they give all their gross revenue; more, they add to it all that the: 
treasuries will allow. 


If I can be recognized I will yield to the 


It does not require it; that is only the limit that 


That is what 
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England gave last year a million and a half of dollars more than her 
gross receipts, making nearly five millions; France gave four and a 
half millions; Italy two millions; Austria one million; Spain one mill- 
little Holland $300,000. Our great Republic gave $327,000! 


Are you proud of this, gentlemen of the committee? And why should 
we treat our foreign service so much worse than our domestic? Will 


members believe it? We sent our steamships the dreary width of the 
Pacific and paid them 2} cents per mile. Wesent our steamships down 
the coast that they might deliver the mail in sight of their homes, and 
paid them 57 cents per mile ; and if you want to carry in your minds 
a neat illustration of the crying injustice of this discrimination, remem- 
ber that to carry the mail from Brashear to Galveston, a single night’s 
trip, we paid a company $50,000; and at the same time we paid the 
vessels that carried the American flag to China, to Japan, and to Aus- 
tralia the munificent sum of $14,849. 

| If we pay 57 cents a mile to carry our mails on the coast, is 50 ceuts 
a mile too much to pay the American ow 1er who sends his steamer half 
way round the globe? 

England, and America, and France are struggling for the commerce 
of South American ports. England sells in them one hundred and 
twelve millions of her products; France, seventy-seven millions, and 
the United States, sixty-four millions. Why thisanomaly? Our neigh- 
bors on this continent prefer our manners and our merchandise, but 
American men and American manufactures can reach them only by 
Liverpool. A double trip across the Atlantic is a burden which crushes 
even American energy and hope; and we have to see the country tribu- 
tary to these ports supplied from the European market. What ought 
to be our home market is left for foreigners to profit by. 

Non-manufacturing countries everywhere are the markets for which 
civilized nations compete. We can secure them only by sending our 
flag and our mail-bags. Trade never fails to follow the flag. Do you 
doubt it? Do you doubt that these are the pioneers that open the 
way, or that when the way is open American manufacturers can not 
walk profitably in it? 

Look at our commerce under this medicine. Look at the countries 
where we have managed to secure some kind of regular or irregular 
communication. Since 1866 our Mexican trade has multiplied four 
times; our Central American trade eighteen times; and our Australian 
trade three times. 

Our exports to Mexico were $3,700,000, now they are $14,300,000; 
to Central America were $120,000, now they are $2,000,000; to Aus- 
tralia were $3,400,000, now they are $9,600,000. And yet these are 
the very countries where British trade fights us with the resources of a 
generous government and the determination to check and destroy our 
competition. Last year Great Britain paid the steamships that carried 
her flag and mail-bags to Mexico and the West Indies $420,000; we gave 
$9,800. She gave for the encouragement of her trade in China and the 
ast Indies $1,700,000; we gave $14,800. Does the American merchant 
have a fair chance with the British merchant? Weask that he should 
have some aid in this bitter competition. And my friend from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. BAYNE], generally considerate and wise, strives to 
frighten us from giving it by raising the ghost of a subsidy. This is 
too bad, for the average member starts at the ghost of a subsidy as 
Macbeth started at the ghost of Banquo. And yet this ghost ought 
“to down.’’ This is no subsidy. A subsidy is a gift without consid- 
eration. Or it isa payment so excessive as to grossly overmatch the 
service rendered and to become a gratuity. Here is no gift, no exces- 
sive payment, no subsidy. The provision asksonly a payment scarcely 
adequate to the service rendered; a service vital to the interests of our 
manufactures and to the men they employ; a service vital to the exist- 
ence of American shipping. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this provision will pass, for it is the first 
- in a policy which will revive our manufactures, employ our labor, 

place again in the ports of the world the vessels of American mer- 
chants busied in the pursuits of peace. 
‘ (When Mr. PHELPs had spoken five minutes the hammer fell. 
WASHBURN was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. PHELPs, who 
concluded his remarks as above printed. } 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, unless I can have unanimous 
consent to limit the debate on this portion of the bill I must move 
that the committee rise for that purpose. My object is to reach a final 
vote on this bill before 5 o’clock, at which hour we are to take a recess 
until 8 o’clock, the evening session being devoted to pension business. 
I therefore ask unanimous consent to limit the debate. 
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| of the House to instruct any of its committees 





The CHAIRMAN. What limitation does the gentleman from Ili- 
i 9 


nois : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Five minutes on each side. [General cries of 
“Ob, no!’?] Well, ten minutes. 

The CH Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 


asks unanimous consent that debate on this part of the bill be limited 
to twenty minutes, ten minutes upon each side. 
’ Mr. OND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is that a 
Osean te Renis debate en ail the provisions of the bill ? 

. TOWNSHEND. No; only on this paragraph and the amend- 


thereto. 
A Memper. Would that cut off amendments. 
XVI——104 
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The CHAIRMAN. Amendments would be in order of course, but 
after the expiration of the twenty minutes they would not be subject 
to debate. Is there objection to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois that debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be lim- 
ited to twenty minutes, ten minutes to be occupied by the friends of 
the paragraph and ten minutes by its opponents? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move then that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union having had under con- 
sideration the Post-Office appropriation bill had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the hour fer 
taking the recess this afternoon be extended from 5 o’clock till 6. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. MILLS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry—whether it would 
not be in order for me to submit a motion instructing the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union when it resumes the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill to strike out the pending para- 
graph and adopt the amendment proposed by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN], the amendment pending in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole has not reported any amendment to the House; and the Chair 
has no official information in regard to the status of the question in the 
committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can not the House instruct the Committee of the 
Whole, like any other committee, to do a particular thing? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not question the power 





Mr. HOLMAN. The motion which the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
MILLs] desires to submit is to instruct the Committee of the Whole to 
strike out a paragraph of the pending bill—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks that mo- 
tion would be in order. By order of the House the bill has been sent to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; and the 
chairman of that committee has reported to the House that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole has reached no resolution upon it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of.the Union for the pur- 
pose of considerim& general appropriation bills; and pending that mo- 
tion I move that debate in the Committee of the Whole upon the pend 
ing paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to twenty min- 


utes. On this motion I call the previous question. 
Mr. HORR. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will modify his 
proposition—— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois has asked 
the previous question on his motion. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us vote it down. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in the power of the House. 
The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question now recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois that when the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union shall resume the consideration of the Post- 


| Office appropriation bill all debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 
' ments thereto be limited to twenty minutes. 


Mr. | 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the mo- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. SmiTH, 
of Pennsylvania, for to-day and to-morrow, on account of sickness. 


CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICAN COMMISSIONERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House the following message from the President of the United States; 
which was read, and, with the accompanying documents, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I herewith transmit, as desired by the act of Congress approved July 7, 1884, 
a letter from the Secretary of State, with accompanying reports from the Cen- 
tral and South American Commissioners. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, D. C., February 13, 1885. 
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POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND ] that the House now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SprrnGer in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other pu " 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House debate on the pending 
paragraph and all amendments thereto has been limited to twenty 
minutes. Ten minutes will be allowed by the Chairtoeach side. The 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Moywgy] is recognized as opposing 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN ]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I do not under- 
stand upon which side the gentleman from Mississippi is recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi, as the Chair 
understood, rose to oppose the amendment, which is a motion to strike 
out and insert. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman is in favor of the provision of the bill? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will allow one-half of the time to the 
gentlemen in favor of the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Indiana, and one-half to those opposed to it. The gentleman from 
Mississippi is entitled to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. 
not only striking out the clause of the bill providing for transportation 
of mails on American steamships to foreign ports, but it is also to re- 
store to the statute-book the compulsory clauses which were repealed 
by what is known as the Dingley bill. That is the question before us; 
and, sir, to effect this change in the law gentlemen have seen fit to parade 
before the House the unsightly specter of the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company and to make it again a stench in the nostrils of the public at 
this time. They have attempted to sully a good measure here by ap- 
plying to it an epithet. 

They have, sir, denominated this measure a subsidy. 
sidy ? 


What isa sub- 
The meaning of a subsidy is recompense for service performed. 


But on account of the odious Pacific Mail Steamship job and on account 
of the excessive aid given to # certain railroad in the United States the 
word subsidy has received a technical and opprobrious meaning. 
Now, sir, if it is a subsidy to pay to steamships owned by American 
citizens a reasonable compensation for transporting —— mails, then 
e 


it is a subsidy to pay those steamships which carry mails along our 
coasts; then it is a subsidy to pay every steamboat on our inland 
waters that carries a single letter; then it is a subsidy to all our rail- 
roads; then it is a subsidy to every single star route of all the star 
routes which permeate the length and breadth of this land, carrying in- 
telligence to every community in it. If one is a subsidy, Mr. Chair- 
man, then all are subsidies. Yet, sir, with this plain fact staring us in 
the face, several gentlemen work themselves into a fury, and like a lot 
of male Cassandras are horrified over the passage of a bill as beneficent, 
as just, and as reasonable as this. 

I recognize the fact there are men who oppose every single improve- 
ment in the mail service, and who regard expenditure of a dollar even 
in the right direetion to be a in the vitalsof thecountry. But, 
sir, | am not to be intimidated from the discharge of what I conceive 
to be a proper public duty and public necessity by any parade of dis- 
reputable jobs in the past. 7 

One cries out that this is John Roach, as if John Roach had in his 
possession the whole fleet of the United States. I inquired of the gen- 
tleman from New York, and he informed me that he had not a single 
line to any foreign port, except perhaps one to Havana, which is already 
provided for in this bill in the transportation by steamship routes, which 
permit them to touch at foreign ports within two hundred miles of the 
last port on American soil. 

Now, it is not worth while forthe House to misunderstand this ques- 
tion. It is a plain question, whéther we will pay American citizens a 
reasonable rate of compensation for carrying our mails or not. It is 
also a question whether wewill compel these people,under the old law 
repealed by the Dingley bill, to carry the mails at what may be con- 
sidered no price at all. You have the testimony of more thanone com- 
mittee of this House that these steamers lost more money in waiting 
for mails than they received for their i more, sir, 

I know some gentlemen here, I do not care how reasonable the 
amount appropriated may be—if I may be allowed te use the expres- 
sion of the old play—who turn it “a damned 
countenance.’’ [Laughter.] They areagainstanythingthatcarries im- 
provement with it. I ask the committee to stand by what is only fair 
and just. Do not be frightened from a proper discharge of d@ 
any cry of subsidy or seandal. — 

Why, sir, there was not long ago a great Pee it 
was reported by a committee of competent jurisdiction of it 
that over $2,000,000 had been plundered from agen Soeusle 
men engaged in transporting the mails throughout the country by 
coaches and on horseback. Is there here any proposition now, because 
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of that past transaction, we shall put upon the carriers of the mails })y 
star routes the duty of carrying those mails for the compensation of the 
postage of the letters and other mail matter which they carry? If that 
were done there is not a star route within the boundaries of the Unite: 
States—not one of them, sir—could be carried on to-day if they were 
to receive as compensation only the postage paid on the letters and other 
mail matter which they carry. This isa self-evident proposition which 
needs no t to establish it as a fact. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Itisclaimed and seems to be admitted thag 
this is a proposition to pay at least $500,000 more for carrying the tor- 
eign mails than isa fair compensation, or than it will cost to carry them 
by continuing the service as at present, or $500,000 more than ships 
now running to foreign ports would charge for carrying them. What 
is this $500,000 for ? 

Mr. HORR. Who admits that? 

Mr. HUNT. Who admits that? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
have only five minutes. 

It is admitted, Mr. Chairman, that it only costs $55,000 now. 

Mr. HORR. But you make them take it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And I think it will be found to be a fact 
that established lines will gladly carry the mails for $100,000 or less, 
probably for $50,000. Then why is $500,000 additional proposed ° 
What is it for? For glery? Costly glory that. Who is to get the 
$500,000? Will itadd shipstoour merchant marine? Not necessarily. 
Itis- claimed that this is not a subsidy, but the argument is that it wil! 
encourage the extension of our merchant marine. The argument then 
is that it is a subsidy or will have the effect of a subsidy. 

Now, sir, it has been well said on this floor, and it is a proposition 
that can not be refuted, that we can go into foreign markets with our 
products when we can sell them there as cheaply as other countries se|| 
them, and not until then. I grant yeu if we earry goods for nothing, 
if we tax other industries, tax the people generally to pay for trans- 
porting them for nothing, it would be a gain to those carrying on the 
trade. But you would secure the same result precisely if, supposiny 
our commodities to be 25 per cent. higher than in other countries— 
than the commodities of Great Britain, if yeu please—if you should go 
to the manufacturers and say: ‘‘ Here, if you will send your goods to 
South America and take 25 per cent. less than their cost, we will make 
up to you its loss by a tax upon other industries.’’ I wish to know 
how far we would have to extend a trade of that kind in order to en- 
rich ourselves. Is it not evident that the more trade we have of that 
kind the worse we will be off? That isthe economic principle invol veil 
im this proposition. 

But, sir, I have always understood it to be Demoeratie doctrine to 
oppose subsidies; that subsidies, whetherof land forrailways, or money 
te special interest, were undemocratic. I believe it tobe undemo:r:tic 
now, and I believe to admit this proposition here would be a departure 
by a Democratic Congress from sound and safe Democratic principles 
and Democratic policy as heretofore practiced. Our steamships wil! 
go upon the seas whenever they can go there and compete successful! y 
with foreign steamships, and they will not go until they can. [f it is 
more profitable to invest $100,000 or $1,000,000 on shore, on the con- 
tinent between the oceans than on the oceans in steamships, people wil! 
invest upon the land instead of upon the seas, and we gain nothing by 
attempting to force capital off the land and en the ocean by methods 
proposed by this bill. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, when the point of order 
upon this provision of the bill was under discussion last evening [ stated 
that no word should fall from me which would indicate my opinion as 
to the merits of this provision; and I say now that if I had to decide 
upon this question in accordance with the views which have been pre- 
sented here, either in its favor or against it, I should 
I have uniformly taken heretofore ing my 


Nebody. 
I can not yield for interruptions when | 
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hey do not want to pay subsidies, and they do not want to 
<i ae i cuiinamtes does not pay, but they are willing 


ae fair price for that which they wish to have done for their own 


in hold in my hand, sir, a petition which I will send to the desk and 
have ii in my remarks, which, so far as I can see, andas wil! 
appear by the signatures, is signed by every prominent house engaged 
in the foreign trade in the city of New York, asking Congress to take 
steps to procure mail facilities between this country and foreign ports 
in addition to those furnished by foreign vessels. , 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it issaid that this isadeparture from the policy 
and practice of the country. It is nosuch thing. The policy of this 
country from the foundation of the Government has been to make the 
Post-Office self-sustaining, not a source of profit, and to spend every 
dollar yielded by the Post-Office in the extension of mail facilities. The 
revenues of the Post-Office came from its foveign mails and from its domes- 
ticmails. This foreign mail serviceshowsa profit ofabout $700,000. That 
profit, according to the policy heretofore pursued by the American peo- 
ple, ought to be expended in extending the mail facilities to foreign coun- 
tries; and this bill is a proposition to extend the facilities to foreign 
countries and pay a fair price for the service. It does not propose to do 
this by the mile, as the gentleman from Indianasaid. Itisa limitation 
that theamount paid shall not exceed 50 cents a mile. The Postmaster- 
General is to enter into contracts on the basis of service for the carrying 
of the mail, but when the payments are made if they reach 50 cents a 
mile no more than that rate is to be paid, no matter how much the serv- 
ice may be. It may cost less, but it can not cost more. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [ am an opponent of all subsidies. I listened 
with satisfaction or astonishment to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
last night when he proclaimed a new doctrine from that State that nat- 
ural laws could be counted on to regulate and would regulate the dis- 
tribution of the products of human industry. That declaration from 
him was as unexpected as his cry yesterday of ‘‘ stop thief’’ in regard 
to the extra session. 

Why, sir, Pennsylvania has lived upon the pabulum of protection 
and subsidies for a hundred years, and she has impoverished her laborers 
by the doctrine of protection and the granting of subsidies. To-day in 
the city of Manayunk, in the neighborhood of the rich city of Philadel- 
phia, it is reported that 10,000 people are in a state of starvation as the 
result of this doctrine of subsidy and protection. [ am against it, and 
in proof of it I give notice I shall offer the following amendment: 


Provided, That United States certificates of registry shall be issued for foreign- 
built vessels which may be purchased or owned by any citizen of the United 
States, and vessels so registered shail be entitled to all the rights and privileges 
now conferred by law on vessels built in the United States. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. The amendment can be read when he again obtains the floor. 
The following is the memorial referred to by Mr. Hewitt, of New 
York: f 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

We, the undersigned, merchants, manufacturers, exporters, and dealers inter- 
ested in the foreign trade of the United States, do hereby set forth and petition 
your honorable as follows: 

That Congress having investigated the claims of American ship-owners to be 
relieved from the ve statutory enactments of a past age, which required 
therm to carry and deliver the United States mails without any adequate com- 
pensation, and having enacted that such compulsory service shall cease on April 

1885, it becomes necessary, in order to prevent the commercial interests of the 
United States from lapsing inte confusion and suffering loss, especially in con- 
Teli Mantes Calan countries = ee —— is America, Cuba and the West 

> hg requisite legislation shall be 
effected without delay by which the Postmaster-General shall be given the com- 
petent. to for eens eareful transportation of the mails 
to those and any or all es 


r coun h 

We, and others,do therefore earnestly petition 
give heed to this vital and important interest, so that 
the commerce of the United States, especially in the countries designated, may 
not suffer and in its competition with other manufactur- 


nee by = Seeneae, irregular, and irresponsible mail connection. 


Chadly & Co., D. De Castro & Co., Wm. H. Pop- 
is es, consul-general of Ecuador; J. 

ng Company, limited, S. 
Chamberlain, Roe & Co., Fea- 

ultz, James & Co., A.C. Menawlander, Thur- 
. Probst & Co., PF. G. Pierra & E. Jesu- 
Co., A. D. Straus & Co., Isaac Bran- 


& , 
F. O. Sherry, Pizac, Nephews & 
don& Pomares & Cushman, Poldair, Jas. P. i | ps Ferro, 
the q w & Co., 


Bros. M. 
R. & © r Company, limited, C. Degener, P. Adolph 

Mufioz & . MeKessor Robbins, S. Samper & Co., Catheal & Co., M. 
Eeheverrice Perez Triana & Co., Geo. C. Flint & Co.; Domestic Sewing 

James ke, secretary; New Home Sewing Machine Company, 
pany, Reed & Barton, D. Appleton & Co.; A. James 
attorney; A. P. Strout, J. de Rivere & Co., Lewis & 
D. A. de Lines & Co., J. H.& A. E. Foster, A. Sumo & Cos- 
& Bros., L. D. Crossamond & Co., Motiey &Sterling, Knorth- 
A. Pauli & Co., Hillarguard & Co., P. P. W. Loaiza, 8. 
Bros., & Co., D. De Castro & Co., Wm. H. Popham 
Ce AOe. ; Francis consul-general of Ecuador ; J. Agostini, Bar- 
Webi, viec president; AA, Low & Brothers, Chamberlain, laos & © i 
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A. A. Low & Brothers, Chamberlain, Roe & Co.. ae 
& Co., Howland & Aspinwall, Acker, 
J. OW & Co., Wm. Walis's Sons, 
& Co., Wm. Scott's Sons, Edw. 

. Pinkard Anderson, R. T. Haskins, Sam!. Walker, 
W. C. Neuman, 
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Des Marets & 
A. H. Mojarrieta, John E. Stow, 
y, Doubleday & Co., G. Folk &Bro., 





Knapp & McCord, Menacho, Ping & Co.,Suly & Howell, Emile 
Co., Louis Monjo, Jr. & Co.,M.Chescina & Co. 
McCormick & Hubbs, John Gamble, jr Isk 


Schroder & Son, H heabart & Co.. L. Pinmal, José MaMenendez & Co., Ju- 
lian Cendoya, Hagerty, Bros. & Co., Marias & Co., L. Sevny, Kemp, Day & Co., 
Chas. E. Rogers & Co., Shortland Bros. & Co.,M. Vander Kupt, Virnnet, Armor 
&Co., Quinn & Hall, Robt. W. Parsons, Simon Heymaun, Thos. P. Ball, W. D. 
Munson, Spanish American Light and Heat Co., R. W. Sneed, N. K. Fairbank 
& Co., F. D. Parcels. Henry C. Larowe, H. N. Ege, John E. Close, F. P. Chatter- 


ley, William Mitchell, Alex. H. Ebbes, O. W. Scripture, Thos. H. Boaz, Figge & 
Brother, W. 8S. Weels, Andrew Irving, Stevens & Benedict, C. Ludmann, Jewell 
Milling Co., Furicalday & Arquimban, Yates & Porterfield, Juan Rinz, Mosh 
Bros., Martin & Fay, Bird, Faulkner & Co.,Guade & Huntington, Export Lum- 
ber Co., limited, Louis A. Hall, president, 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam a little surprised that in this debate we have not 
seen a constitutional specter raised; but none has been presented. On 
most occasions of this kind it would have arisen,and it would have 
been attempted to show that to give a subsidy to a steamship line was 
a violation of the Constitution, and that Congress had no right to ap- 
propriate money for any such purpose as that. 

I am a little surprised, also, as has already been said, that the Demo- 
cratic party should start out in this way, having seventy of a majority 
in the present House of Representatives, and seek to inaugurafe the 
Democratic assumption of the control of thisGovernment by the grant- 
ing of what is and can not be held to be other than a subsidy. No 
man who kuows the meaning of words in my opinion can characterize 
this frovision by any other name. It gives for certain services done 
more than an equivalent for those services; and in so far as it pays 
more than may be necessary to pay for the actual service rendered it 
is a gift and bounty on the part of this Government, and therefore is a 
subsidy. 

And who are benefited by this? Largely the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company. And what is the Pacific Mail Steamship Company? It is 
said that American shipping is suffering. Suffering how? Why the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company last year had earnings amounting to 
$4,780,000, and its net profits were $1,393,000; and yet if you carry out 
the provisions of this bill you will pay that steamship company $312,000, 
when that company now renders the service which would be commanded 
by this bill for $23,000. And yet gentlemen say this is not a subsidy. 

Mr. HORR. How large is the capital of the company ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not care what its capital is. 

Mr. HORR. Oh! 

Mr. BAYNE. Wait. I[havethe floor. The Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company declared quarterly dividends of 5 per cent. or 20 per cent. 
per annum last year. So the amonnt of its capital has nothing to do 
with it. 

But why is it we find the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] 
who has just taken his seat and various other gentlemen here arguing 
this case and insisting on this appropriation to the Pacific Mail Steam- 
shipCompany? We find among the directors of the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company Jay Gould, of New York ; Russell Sage, of New York ; 
Sidney Dillon, of New York; C. P. Huntington, of New York now. 
And that is the influence that lies back of the promotion of this scheme 
to wring a subsidy out of this Government, and the Democratic party 
stands sponsor for the attempt to take out of the national Treasury this 
money for that purpose, and it shall be held responsible before the 
ecenntry for that act. 

But who are these men you are befriending? Why, sir, the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] led in a fight to prevent railroad dis- 
criminations, and he got his bill through the House after a struggle in 
which I heartilysympathize. Yet these very men having control of the 
Pacifie Mail Steamship Company are directors also, some of them, in the 
Pacific railroad companies, and these pay to the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company $95,000 per month to keep their rates up so that the steam- 
ship company will not enter into competition with the Pacific railroad 
companies. These are the gentlemen that are to be benefited by this 
legislation; and you are going to pay $312,000 to this corporation for 
doing a service which you now get done for $23,000 a year. They say 
it is not a subsidy. It is not only a subsidy, but it will not aid Amer- 
ican shipping. It will only aid a prosperous company controlled in 
the interest of the transcontinental railroads. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. Just one second more. Sir William Hamilton, one 
of England’s greatest writers, says: ‘‘ Words are the counters of the 
wise and the coin of fools.” Make that application when you deny 
that this is a subsidy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That the vote may be taken directly on the propo- 
sition to strike out the paragraph I will withdraw the motion to insert. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has aright to modify his motion. 
The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his motion to strike out and 

insert, and moves to strike out the paragraph. 

The question being taken on the motion to strike out, there were— 
ayes 95, noes 77. 

Mr. ELLIS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HopMAN and Mr. Horr were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers made their report. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the tellers report 105 in the 
affirmative and 97 in the negative. The ayes have it, the motion is 
agreed to, and the section is stricken out. [{ Applause. ] 
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Mr. HORR. 
House. 
The Clerk read section 3 of the bill, as follows: 


I give notice I will ask for a yea-and-nay vote in the 


Src. 3. That a special stamp of the face valuation of 10 cente may be provided 
and issued, whenever deemed advisable or expedient, in such form and bearing 
such device as may meet the approval of the Postmaster-General, which, when 
attached to a letter, in addition to the lawful postage thereon, the delivery of 
which is to be at a free-delivery office, or at any city, town, or village containing 
a population of 4,000 or over, according to the last Federal census, shall be re- 
garded as entitling such letter to immediate delivery within the carrier limit 
of any free-delivery office which may be designated by the Postmaster-General 
as a special-delivery office, or within one mile of the post-office at any other 
office coming within the provisions of this section which may in like manner be 
designated as a special-delivery office. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I make the point of order on that section that it 
changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures, and hence is 
obnoxious to the point of order? 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the gentleman will make the point of order 
so as to apply also to the subsequent section. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. To what section is the point of order made? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is made to section 3. 

Mr. BAYNE. The next section is subject to the same point of order, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the two be considered together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain a point of order on 
a section of the bill that has not been read. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that section 4 be also read. 
It is part of the same scheme. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that the committee may consider sections 3 and 4 together, 
and that the point of order shall be considered asapplying to both. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think we had better have a decision on the 
point of order as made on the third section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee objects to the 
request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will allow the point of 
order to apply to both sections as a matter of convenience. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion, on a casual examina- 
tion, that section 3 is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is a good deal of confusion. I did not hear 
what was the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair spstains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire todebate the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not desire to hear any argument 
on the subject. It seems to the Chair very clear that the section is 
new legislation, and it does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. ROWELL. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will stateit. . 

Mr. ROWELL. In considering the point of order does the Chair take 
into consideration the last section of the bill, which provides a limit to 
the compensation to be paid to the parties employed to deliver the mail, 
the limit being 80 per cent. of the face value of the stamps? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not considered any section except 
the one before the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the Chair will indulge me, I will say my desire 
is that the bill shall not be loaded down with extraneous legislation. 
This may be a very good provision, but I do not wish to have it forced 
on an appropriation bill. | 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
allow me to say that this bill contains other new legislation besides 
that against which the point of order has been raised and which would 
have been obnoxious to the point of order? I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee, in the interest of the new legislation which he has not thus 
far objected to, to withdraw his point of order on this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. All discussion is out of order; there is nothing 
before the committee unless some gentleman desires to appeal from the 
Goctston of the Chair. If not, the Clerk will read the next section of 
the bill. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the 
‘attention of the Chair to an important point in connection with this 
matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear any argument. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the point, with his permission. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the point of order. The 
Chair is very clear about it; and, unless an appeal is taken, he does not 
think that the progress of the bill ought to be delayed. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. i , I desire to an amendment. 
This point of order, as I understand, goes to all these sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. This point of order has been made only on the 
section that has been read. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I reserve my amendment for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read section 4. 
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The Clerk read the section, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That such specially stamped letters shall be delivered from 7 o'clock 
ante meridian up to 12 o'clock midnight at offices designated by the Postmaster- 
General under section 3 of this act. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I-make the same point of order on that. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, may I not debate that 

int of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The section is of the same character as the other 
The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sk1n- 

| NER] that there can be scarcely any question upon the point of order 
Mr. SKINNER, of New York. But, I think, Mr. Chairman, there 
| is a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Very well. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Chair to clause 3 of Rule XXI which, after specifying 
what amendments may not be made to appropriation bills, says further 

Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report 
of the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shal! re- 
trench expenditures. 

Now, anything retrenches expenditures which helps to pay expenses, 
and that is precisely what this legislation does. According to one of 
the sections here this bill provides that, in addition to the regular post- 
age upon a letter, a 10-cent stamp shall be added, and that there shai! 
not be paid to any messenger for this delivery-service to exceed 8 cents 
out of that 10 cents, leaving 2 cents out of the 10 to pay the expenses 
of the work, aside from the matter of ordinary s 

And, if I may be allowed, I will add against this point of order that 
these provisions of the bill come to this House upon the recommenda- 
tion not alone of one committee but of two committees of the House, 
the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. Further than that, it has also the unqualitied ap- 
proval of the Post-Office Department, and is of such importance that 
it was recognized in the last message of the Chief Magistrate of the 
Union. Now, sir, if a point of order which bas been withheld from 
other good legislation in this bill can stand against the recommenda- 
tion thus made with reference to these provisions of this bill, then I have 
nothing more to offer except to urge the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 

McMILLIN] to withdraw his point of order. 
Mr. McMILLIN. In response to what has been stated by the gen- 
| tleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] concerning the merits of the 
| two sections in the bill that succeed the one now under consideration, 
I have nothing to say, because they are not now under discussion. 
| That this section is obnoxious to the rule requires but inspection to 
| determine. So far as withdrawing the point of order is concerned, if 
| I may be permitted to respond to that suggestion, I will also state to 
| the gentleman that these provisions may be very good in their way—1 
| do not attempt to adjudicate that question; but this bill isloaded down 
| to the guards with general legislation, and when that legislation is de- 
signed to increase by hundreds and by thousands the officers or em- 
ployés of the Government, then I think that if that is to be done at all 
it ought to be done in an independent measure, and not in such a way 
| as to force us either to vote against an appropriation bill or else to vote 
| for a p ition which, to say the least, is experimental. [Cries of 
| ‘Question !’’ ‘Question !’’] 
| Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, one word. I am astonished that my 
| friend from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] should have sat here in his 
| seat during this entire debate and permitted legislation to go on which 
; is not one-tenth part as much in the- interest of the people as this is, 
| and should never raise his voice in objection to it and yet should object 
| to this. Any man who will examine this special delivery question 
will wonder that the system has not been adopted before in this coun- 
try—will wonder that it was not adopted twenty yearsago. It carries 
with it nothing but benefitsfor the people. It pays for itself, and pro- 
duces a surplus; that is secured by the very nature and wording of 
| these provisions of the bill; and although I agree with the Chair that 
it may be obnoxious to the letter of the rule, yet I am surprised that 
any gentleman should here oppose ingrafting upon this bill a measure 
which simply permits people to send their letters direct by paying for 
the privilege. 

The gentleman talks about this legislation increasing the number of 
the officers of the Government. Did he ever hear of a telegraph com- 
pany dismissing all its messengers because it required a large number 

| of boys to do the work ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will 


was this, that on a general appropriation b 


a. the point I made 
ill we ought not, without 
absolute necessity, to increase by hundreds or by thousands the employ¢s 
of the Government. 


Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, this bill simply increases the number 


of the boys who will deliver these letters. number would be very 
large; there is no doubt of that; but the service would be paid for by 
parties sending the letters. If the gentleman sees fit to insist upon 
of order, of course he can strike this measure out of the bill; 

that he commits an injury upon the 

postal service of the country which 

it, will regret. Indeed, | 
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am quite confident that the gentleman has not examined this provis- 
jon with any care, because I believe that if he had done so he would not 


it. 
Mr McMILLIN. The gentleman is in error; I have given it careful 
examination. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ‘‘ Regular order !’’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I send up to the Clerk’s desk | 
an amendment which I wish to offer. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman wait a moment? There is 
a point of order now pending, and the committee has not yet disposed 

of the sections that succeed section 3. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want this amendment to come in after sec- 
tion 2. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has passed on section 4, and has ruled 
that out. The Clerk will read the next section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That to provide for the immediate delivery of letters bearing the special 
stamp, the postmaster at any office which may come within the provisions of 
this act may, with the approval of the Postmaster-General, employ such person 
or persons as may actually be required for such service, who, upon the delivery 
of such letter, will procure a receipt from the party addressed, or some one au- 
thorized to receive it, in a book to be furnished for the purpose, which shall, 
when not in use, be kept in the post-office, and at all times subject to examina- 
tion by an inspector of the Department. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I make the same point of order on this se®tion as 
on the preceding one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to sustain the point of or- 
der upon this section, ashe must also do upon the succeeding one. He 
regrets very much the necessity of doing so, because on the merits of 
these provisions he agrees fully with the gentleman from Michigan. If 
there be no objection the next section will be ruled out without being 
read. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND obtained the floor. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. We did not 
hear what became of section 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was ruled out, being part of the same subject- 
matter as the sections immediately preceding. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to amend by inserting the provision 
I send to the desk as a new section, to come in immediately after sec- 
tion 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 3. That a special stamp of the valuation of 10 cents may be provided and 
issued, whenever deemed advisable or expedient, in such form and bearing 
such device as may meet the approval of the Postmaster-General, which, when 
attached to a letter, in addition to the lawful postage thereon, the delivery of 
which is to be at a elivery office, or at any city, town, or village contain- 
ing a of 4,000 or over, according to the last Federal census, shall be 

as entitling such letter to immediate delivery within the carrier limit 
of any free-delivery office which may be designed by the Postmaster-General as 
a special-delivery office, or within one mile of the post-office at any other office 
coming within provisions of this section which may in like manner be des- 
as « special-delivery office. And that such specially stamped letters 
be delivered from7 o'clock ante meridian up to 12 o'clock midnight at 
offices designated by the Postmaster-General under section 3 of this act. And 
that eee for the immediate delivery of letters bearing the special stamp, 
the rat any office which may come within the provisions of this act 
may, with the approval of the Postmaster-General, employ such person or per- 
sons as may actually be required for such service, who, upon the delivery of 
such letter, will procure a peeeteee the party addressed, or some one author- 
ized furnished for the pur , which shall, when 
ce, and at all times subject to examination by 
an inspector of the Department. And that to provide for the payment of such 
persons as may be employed for this service, the postmaster at any office desig- 
nated by this section shall keep a record of the number of letters received at 
such bearing such special stamp, which number shall correspond with the 
number entered in the receipt-books heretofore specified; and at the end ofeach 
month he may pay to such person or persons employed a sum not exceeding 75 
per cent. of the value of allsuch stamps received and recorded during that 
month: Provided, Thatin no case shall the compensation so paid to any one 
person exceed $30 per month: And provided further, That nothing in this act 
shall in any way interfere with the prompt delivery of letters as now provided 
by law or regulation of the Post-Office Department. 


Mr.McMILLIN. The amendment just read is subject to two points 
oforder: First, that it changes existing law, while it does not retrench ex- 
penditures; second, that it is the substance of another bill pending be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the proposition I have just sub- 
mitted is substantially the same as sections 3 to 6 of the printed bill. 
I have, however, incorporated those sections in a single proposition; 
and I do not believe that this proposition as an entirety is subject to 
the t of order. 

proposition, if adopted, will not cost the Government one dime; 

in reality it will increase the receipts of the Government. The com- 

of the messengers whom it is proposed to employ will come ex- 

clusively out of the money received from the sale of the special stanrps 

provided for; and I feel very confident that instead of increasing ex- 
penditures the measure will reduce expenses. 

This ition, Mr. Chairman, has received the unanimous ap- 
proval of Committee on Appropriations; its adoption will be a 
matter of very great convenience to the people, and I certainly hope, 
even if it be subject to a point of order, that no one will urge the point. 
I do not believe, however, that as an entirety it is obnoxious to the 
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point of order, because the last clause of the proposition clearly confines 
the compensation of these messengers to the receipts from the sale of 
thesespeciaPstamps. Besides, one-fourth of the amount thus received is 


| to be retained by the Government and will be turned into the Treasury. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, obtained the floor. 

Mr.McMILLIN. The gentleman from Indiana will allow me tosay 
that this proposition is identical with the provisions just ruled out by 
the Chair on a point of order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Except that in this the amount to be 
paid to the special carrier is changed from 80 per cent. to 75 per cent. 
of the money which may be received from the sale of these stamps. 
That is the only change. 

I presume it will be conceded by every gentleman of this committee 


| that this provision changes existing law. The next question then is, 


whether it reduces expenditures. Now, if all the expense growing out 
of this system were simply the payment of these special messengers, 
it would be true that the measure is in the direction of economy. But 
is that the whole expense? The proposition certainly involves, in the 
first place, the necessity of procuring additional stamps—stamps of a 
specialcharacter. This will costsomething, asa matter ofcourse. The 
printing of additional stamps must involve that much additional ex- 
pense. 

Mr. HORR. I know the gentleman from Indiana does not wish to 
be unfair; and he will allow me to ask whether it will cost any more 
to print these 10-cent stamps than to print any other kind of stamps 
that might be placed upon letters ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I presume it would not. 

Mr. HORR. Then where is the increase of expense? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The increase arises from the fact that the money re- 
ceived from the sale of these stamps is to go toward paying a new and 
special class of employés. There is the additional expense. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is insisted I am mistaken in suppos- 
ing that the printing of these special stamps will involve an additional 
expense. Suppose I am mistaken on that point; certainly this measure 
will involve the necessity of creating a separate accounting department 
in the Post-Office—a separate bureau in which to keep an account of the 
receipts and expenditures of this service. There can be no question in 
regard to that. 

It also creates, ‘though I have no objection to that, so many addi- 
tional officers, whose salaries are to be paid, and these entail, of course, 
the necessity of additional accounts in the Department. In the nature 
of things this provision will increase—I can not tell to what amount— 
the expenditures of the Post-Office Department. 

Now, possibly at the end of the fiscal year it may be developed that 
money has been made by the Government through the operations of 
this system. That may be true, but it certainly does not appear on 
the face of the provision itself. 

If I understand the rule, it must appear either upon the face of the 
proposition itself or upon the face of the proposition taken in connec- 
tion with existing provisions of law that it is in the direction of econ- 
omy—that it does retrench expenditure of money.. No member of the 
committee can by any computation tell whether this system is to cost 
more or less. It can not be told by any sort of computation, and we 
will never know what the result of the system will be until we have 
tested it in practical operation. If it is not apparent that it is in the 
direction of economy, if we can not tell from the nature of the propo- 
sition itself, then it is obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. ELLWOOD. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the argument of 
gentlemen themselves show conclusively there will be as the result of 
this measure a large balance of profit in favor of the Government of the 
United States. It will not only retain 20 per cent., but also all over $30 
per month to any one person. Now, does any man here believe in an 
enterprise of this kind in offices where the system shall be established 
will not give more than $100 per month? Are we tostand here, there- 

fore, and allow those who live outside cities to be ruled out on technical 
| points from any advantage under this Government, even when we pro- 
| pose to pay for it? So far from any loss accruing it must be evident to 
{ 


I 


all gentlemen that this Government will receive increased revenue by 
the adoption of this provision of law. It is provided that in no case 
shall the compensation paid for any one person exceed $30 per month. 
Now there is no doubt in my mind the income arising under this law 
will amount to three or four times that sum. I hope therefore the pro- 
vision will meet with the favor of the two Houses. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In the interest of the passage of this Post- 
| Office appropriation bill I should like to have the Chair rule on this 
| point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. When section 3 of the bill was reached the point 
of order was made on it. At that time there was nothing before the 
Chair but that section. The Chair could not know, because the other 
sections had not been read, what they contained. It seems this subse- 
; quent section materially changed the proposition. As there is some 
| doubt in the matter, and as the Chair has not had time to consider it, he 
will submit it to the committee. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ifthe Chair has any doubt about it, I 
hope the gentleman from Tennessee will withdraw his point of order. 
Mr. McMILLIN. At the request of many of those around me I 
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withdraw the point of order, and will let the House vote on it. With » - y 
the permission of the gentleman from Illinois I will withdraw my point | marks upon this bill I was in error in saying that the Pacific Mai! 
of order to the original proposition instead of to his amendment. | Steamship Company divided a quarterly dividend of 5 per cent. and 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the point of order will | 20 per cent. perannum. It should have been 5 per cent. yearly, in- 
be withdrawn and the text of the bill will stand. . 


Mr. BAYNE. I want to makeone statement. In making some re. 


Is there objection to allowing the original text of the bill to stand? 

Mr. HAMMOND. To that I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I donot think the gentleman objected in time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the objection at the time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Georgia was up. I know the 
fact. Ido not know what he was up for, but I knowhe was up. [Cries 
of ‘* Vote!’’ “* Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his objection? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I made objection to this measure because I thought 
I had a good one. I desire to state the reasons for it, and then I will 
withdraw my objection, and if no gentleman thinks my reasons are 
good the proposition will go without objection. 

In order under this bill to pay these carriers $30 per month, saying 
nothing in the world of the cost of books and all the other incidental 
expenses that occur, there must be delivered 1,500 letters per month 
at night in all these towns of 4,000 inhabitants to be affected thereby. 
There is not one in every twenty of them that will have the 1,500 let- 
ters. The gentleman interrupts me to say, ‘‘ Then they will not pay 
anything.’’ He interrupts me again to say, ‘‘Only what they get.’’ 

Now, if the gentleman will wait I will finish my sentence. The ef- 
fect of it is that you will have thousands of officers employed all over 
the country and the report will be that they get no compensation, and 
Congress will pay them out of the Treasury. 

A MEMBER. They are only boys. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes, only boys, and because they are boys you 
pay them. Appeals will come up that these barefooted boys, after 
wading through the snow and ice to deliver these letters are not com- 
pensated, and you will pay them in spite of the bill now before us. 

But, sir, I want tostate another objection that is peculiarly . 
I think it is a direct attack upon the Democratic Congress. [ hter. | 
It isa well-known fact that we are receiving letters by the peck that 
every writer understands to be extremely important. I am in the 
habit when I leave Congress of going to bed at 10 o’clock at night and 
trying to recruit for the next service here; and am I to be waked up every 
night and my slumbers disturbed by these night-letters? [Laughter. ] 
It is a personal attack upon my comfort. [Renewed laughter.]. Now 
I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN There is nothing before the committee, unan- 
imous consent having been given that the text of the bill from section 
3 to the end shall remain as it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment, if I can ask unan- 
imous consent to go back in the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will it not come in at the end of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. I will offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk as a new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


Sec. 7. For the office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General: For trans- 
ae of foreign mails, including the railway transit across the Isthmus of 
*anama, $425,000. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask for the present unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute the $425,000 for the $370,000 appropriation on page 10 of this 
bill. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent to recur to the tenth page of the bill to strike out $370,000 and 
insert $425,000 with the provision he has annexed. 

Mr. HORR. Is this to take the place of that provision? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
amendment may assume the form of the amendment at page 10, lines 
226 and 227, instead of incorporating it in the bill as an additional sec- 
tion. 

Mr. ELLIS. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Unless the Chair will rule that I may have the 
privilege to return to this paragraph, I shall not insist upon the amend- 
ment here, but will offer it in the House. 

The-CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can offer it in the House before 
the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. MONEY. I asked my friend to change the language. As it 
stands now there is not a cent here provided for American steamships. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam trying to correct that, but the gentleman 
from Louisiana objects. Therefore, for the present, I withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I propose an amendment to come in at the 
end of the last section of the bill as a new section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the Postmaster-General be directed to instruct his subordinates 
to publish on the foreign bulletin boards in the corridor of the flice build- 
ing in the city of New York the news of the sighting or arrival of foreign mail 
steamers, to the end that the public shall have such news in advance, and pro- 


vided also that no cost or charge to the Government shall be incurred in conse- 
quence of such instructions, 


Mr. HORR. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


stead of 5 per cent. quarterly. I desire to make that correction, not 
wishing to make any mistake in a statement of this character. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask unanimous consent jy 
behalf of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] to print ad 
ditional remarks on this bill. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask unanimous consent also for the same purpuse. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There were one or two points passed over in 
the bill, and I ask now that we return to them, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] has an amendment to offer. 

Mr. BINGHAM. After consultation with the gentlemen who have 
charge of this bill, I withdraw my former amendment and submit what 
I send to the desk in lieu thereof. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will state that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has been submitted to the members of the 
committee and they are well satisfied with it. It merely makes uniform 
the charge in weight of letter-postage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

Thé Clerk read as follows: 

In line 192, after the word “ thereof,’ insert : 

** And drop letters shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents per ounce or fraction 
thereof, including delivery at letter-carrier offices; and 1 cent for each ounce or 
fraction thereof where their delivery by carrier is not established.”’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recognized. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I have waited for two or three days 
to make some remarks upon the reduction of postage upon lefters to 1 
cent. I should like to be heard for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is entitled to the 
floor and will be recognized as speaking to the present amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. There is no tax imposed upon the 
American people so iniquitous, so burdensome, so outrageous as that 
under the 2-cent postage law. The working people of these United 
States are compelled to pay twice as much on their letters as is required 
to pay the expense of conveying them. No man dares to deny, no man 
does deny, that the first-class letter matter to-day pays double the ex- 
pense of its transportation. Other matters are crowded into the mails, 
and the people who send the letters have to pay the tax for sending 
other materials. 

We have the franking privilege,which conveys great masses of docu- 
ments all over the country free. We have the penalty envelopes lying 
by the thousand around in every Department. Ido not know but the 
constables of the city of Washington have these penglty envelopes. 
The city department has, the Treasury Department has. And not con- 
tent with the Treasury Department having them, every bureau has 
these penalty envelopes; and it was charged by a-distinguished sub- 
ordinate of one of these Departments of the Government that the chief 
of the Department employed them for his private use. They are lying 
loose around everywhere. 

Then we have this immense conveyance of matter in the mail by 
hundreds of millions of pounds crowding down the paying portion of 
the people that pay for the carriage of the letters that are written for 
private ; and yet we have this Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads in place of making any provision to rectify these 
evils coming in here to allow newspapers to the weight of four ounces 
to go for cent. What was the use of this? Simply to allow persons 
to send a instead of a letter because they can avoid the postage 
and put marks inside the papers. The post-offices of the country are 
crowded with this useless matter. 

Then we have a proposition to cut down the postage on the matters 
sent out from the great newspaper establishments, which go by hun- 
dreds of tons to one-half the price. [Cries of “‘ Vote !’’ “‘ Vote!’’] 

I have not trespassed upon the time of this committee. I have a 
proposition that should = legislation until this iniquity is reme- 
died. Let me illustrate it in this way: Cyrus W. Field with his news- 
papers goes to a post-office with one pound of them and tells the post- 
master to convey that to California for 2 cents. You propose in future 
to let him have it conveyed for 1 cent. A poor widow who lost her son 
in the rebellion and has a daughter in California, wants to write her 
daughter some family news and she has to pay her 2 cents for one-half 
ounee. You propose in this bill to allow Jay Gould and Cyrus W. 
Field and all the millionaires, all the monopolists of this country, to 
convey a pound of mail matter for 1 cent, while this poor widow has 
to state all her fears and hopes, her joys and sorrows, in a letter weigh- 
_—— ounce, and the United States asks 2 cents for conveying that. 

ay Gould and Cyrus W. Field meanwhile have full swing and have 

their mail matter conveyed at 1 cent, and the Congress of the United 

ror denies to the poor widow the privilege of sending her half-ounce 
‘or 1 cent. 

I move to strike out the words ‘‘2 cents,’’ wherever they occur, and 
insert “‘1 cent.’’ 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order on the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from New York {Mr. Roprnson ]. 


Mr. HORR. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HORR. I want to know whether it will be possible in the | 


House to make an amendment? Suppose the House, by a yea-and-nay | 
vote, should still strike out the provision for the transportation of the 
mails in United States ships, which has gone out of the bill in committee, 
so that there is not a dollar in it for that purpose, can not that be cor- 
rected in the House ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that unless the previous 
question should be ordered in the House, so as to cut off all amend- 
ments, the bill will be there open to amendment just the same as here. 
It will depend entirely on the previous question being ordered. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Rogrnson] submits an amend- 
ment to the amendment. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] made the point of order on the amendment to the amendment. 
The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I ask permission to extend my re- 
marks as they will appear in the RecorD. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrInGHAmM]}. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thatamendment is accepted by the Committee | 
on Appropriations. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GeorGe D. 
Wise] is also recognized to offer the amendment which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following : 

“And provided further, That the rate of postage on second-class publications de- 
posited in a letter-carrier office for delivery by the carriers of the office, shall be 
uniform at 1 cent for each pound, or fraction thereof.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I must make the point of order on that amend- 
ment; it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MONEY. I send to the desk an amendment to come in after 
line 28. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mississippi was entitled by 
unanimous consent to return to this part of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 28, page 2, insert the following : 

“And postmasters are authorized, with the approval of the Postmaster-General, 
to assign at any time any clerk or employé of their respective post-offices to duty 
in any branch thereof: Provided always, That any employé shall be paid from 
money-order funds for such time as he is engaged in money-order work.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report this bill back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 


| 
| 


the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had | 


under consideration the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes, had agreed to sundry amendments 
thereto, and had instructed him to report the bill as amended back to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
upon the bill and amendments; but before doing that I yield a moment 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who desires to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I offer an amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s 


Strike out lines 224, 225, 226, and 227, and insert in lieu thereof the following: | 
“For transportation of foreign mails, including railway transit across the | 


Isthmus of Panama, $425,000." 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question upon the bill and amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
vious question upon the bill and the amendments, including the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the question be taken first on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN } 
or on the amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will take the vote of the 


House upon ordering the previous question upon the bill with the | 
amendments 


pending, including the one just offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]}. 
The — was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 





The question is upon ordering the pre- | 
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The question is upon the amendment 





The SPEAKER pro tempore 


' . } . f ° 
| offered by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN]. 


Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the question on that 
amendment would come when we reach the section to which the amend- 
ment applies 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair « mn 
this bill is to be considered by sections in the House 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendments be reported 
in their order. 

The SPEA K ER pro te mpore. The gent leman 
will report the amendments in their order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, as the previous question 
has been ordered, I think it would be well to let the recess begin at this 
time, and to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal,we can call the 
yeas and nays on these amendments and on the bill. I mae that mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr 
TOWNSHEND] moves that the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening, with the understanding that the vote upon the bill and 
the amendments shall be taken to-morrow after the reading of the Jour- 
nal. 

The motion was agreed to. 


} 


es t 


understand that 


tempore 


The Clerk 


is right 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the scope of Friday evening’ssession be 
enlarged, so that bills reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
for the removal of political disabilities, as well as Senate bills for the 
same purpose, on the Speaker’s table, may be considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no objection be made, the Chair will 
entertain the motion of the gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. MATSON ]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if that requires 
unanimous consent I shall object. I do not want the Speaker. of the 
House to have any power to comie here and get us into Committee of 
the Whole to consider bills generally. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Chair is 
assuming no authority to enlarge the order of the House. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. MATson] has moved that the scope of the 
night session be enlarged. 

Mr. TUCKER (to Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania). 
sideration of bills removing political disabilities. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Oh, if it only for that I withdraw 
my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the order will 
be made in accordance with the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Matson]. 

Mr. PRICE objected, but immediately withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being no objection, it is so or- 
dered. 


It is for the con- 


LEAVE TO PRINT A BILL 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, obtained an 
order to print the bill (H. R. 6864) and the accompanying report No. 
1436 touching the establishment of a postal telegraph system. 


AND REPORT. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1751) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts, 

and United States post-office, internal-revenue office, and other Gov- 
ernment offices at Erie, Pa., and making an additional appropriation 
thefefor. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the House takes a recess the 
Chair will announce that at the session this evening the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. BAGLEy, will occupy the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

By unanimous consent, it is ordered that the recess shall now begin, 
and the House will meet at 8 o’clock this evening, according to its pre- 
vious order. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p.m 
Mr. BAGLEy in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the orders defin- 
ing the business for this evening’s session. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 
| That until the further order of this House, oneach Friday the House will take 
| @ recess at 5 o'clock until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private 
Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on In- 
} valid Pensions shal! be considered 

On motion of Mr. Matson, by unanimous 

evening sessions for consideration of bills from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions and the Committee on P¢ nended so as to include bills for the 
| removal of political disabilities reported by the Judiciary Committee and Senate 
| bills on the Speaker's table for the removnl of political disabilities, 


’ 


consent, the special order for Friday 
nNSlONS WAS at 


NATHAN J. 


Task unan 
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table, for concurrence in an amendment of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 
6816) for the relief of Nathan 8S. Sharp. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up and the amendment 
of the Senate, to add to the bill the words ‘‘in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving,’’ was concurred in. 

JAMES BEDELL, SR. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with an amendment in the form of a substitute, the bill (S. 2327) 
for the relief of James Bedell, sr.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JESSE 8. HARROLD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jesse S. Harrold; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


EDGAR L. DUTTON. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1790) granting an increase of pension 
to Edgar L. Dutton; whichywas referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

NEWTON J. BURRIS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1655) granting a pension to Newton J. Bur- 
ris; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. FRANCES L. THOMAS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN WOOLLEY. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6782) granting a pension to Susan Wool- 
ley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE 0’SULLIVAN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (8. 1365) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eugene O’Sullivan, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry; which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 
MRS. CHARLOTTE HACKETT. 

Mr. BAGLEY (by Mr. MorRRILL) reported back favorably from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions the bill (S. 1416) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT HARPER. 

Mr. BAGLEY (by Mr. MorRRILL) also reported back favorably from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions the bill (H. R. 8090) granting a 
pension to Albert Harper; which was referred to the Committee of the 


‘Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


DAVID SEARS. 

Mr. BAGLEY (by Mr. MoRRILL) also reported back with amend- 
ments from the Committee on Invalid Pensions the bill (H. R. 8091) 
granting a pension to David Sears; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. ALDEN. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’CALLEN. . 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to James McCallen; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ISABELLA HIGGINS. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (8. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM STANSBURY. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William 
Stansbury; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to he 
printed. 

MRS. LUCY PARR. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs 
Lucy Parr; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to he 
printed. 

CHRISTIAN ARNDT. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Christian 
Arndt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. KATE A. DRUMMOND. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. 
Drummond; which was referred. to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. ° 
e SYDNEY L. SKAGGS. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JULIA T. SCOTT. 


Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 526) granting a pension of $50 a month, to be 
paid out of the naval pension fund, to Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus 
Scott, late a rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and over forty-six 
years in active service; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BEAN. 


Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to George W. Bean; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


LINA J. STEARNS. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to 
Lina J. Stearns; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET FLAHERTY. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pen- 
sion to t Flaherty; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 


| PATRICK FURLONG. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back favorably the bill (S. 2610) granting a pen- 
| sion to Patrick Furlong; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
| ordered to be printed. 
ISABELLA TURNER. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Pensions, also 
reported back with an amendment the bill (S. 2009) granting a pen- 
sion to Isabella Turner; which was referred to the Committee of the 

| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
| ordered to be printed. 
JOHN SNYDER. 


Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 7718) restoring to the 

| pension-roll the name of John Snyder; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 


panying report ordered to be printed. 
ORIN R. M’ DANIEL. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1546) granting a pension to Orin RK. Mc- 
Daniel; which was referred to the Committeee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CYRUS REESER. 
Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
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back the bill (S. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; 
— was referred a Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. H. GILLEY. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back the bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to William H. H. 
Gilley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. ot: 

DAVID T. HOOVER. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

rted back the bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


E. P. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. REESE. I call up from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 2139) 
to remove the political disabilities of E. P. Alexander, of Georgia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c. (two-thirds of each House concurring), That all political dis- 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States — E. P. Alexander, of the State of Georgia, be, and the same are hereby, 
removed. 

Mr. PRICE. I suggest that class of bills be laid over until we get 
through with the pension bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that by unani- 
mous consent permission was given to consider these disability bills this 
evening. Therefore it would be necessary to have a vote at least. 

Mr. PRICE. I suggest the propriety of laying them aside until we 
get through with the pension bills. 

Mr. MATSON. This bill is on the Speaker’s table and must be con- 
sidered in the House,while the pension bills are in Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar. There are only two or three of 
them, as I understand. 

Mr. PRICE. At the suggestion of friends around me I withdraw | 
my objection. I wish, however, to put on record that this evening I 
made a clear and distinct objection when unanimous consent was asked, 
and that objection was never withdrawn, and therefore the order to 
which the Chair refers could not have been legally made. 

Mr. CULLEN. If there are many bills. of this character they are 
likely to take up the whole time of this evening session. 

Mr. MA’ . There are two of them in the House and the re- 
mainder in the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
I do not think there can be any objection to taking them up and pass- 
ing them, as they will take but little time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isof the opinion that under 
the order of the House it is entirely competent to consider this case. 

Mr. CULLEN. I only desire to say that if the most of the time of 
this evening session is to be taken up by this class of business I must 
interpose an objection. I am not in favor of monopolizing the session 
of this evening with bills of such a character. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed—two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


” ALBERT IVERSON. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I call up from the Speaker’s table the 
bill (S. 2034) to remove the political disabilities of Albert Iverson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., (t és i vers 
of the State of Florida, is hereby relieved of all political disabilities ieaposed ov 
him by the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMES. I should like to hear the report in this case read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a Senate bill, and there is no 
report accompanying it, as it is taken up from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. This bill has been considered also by the 
Judiciary Committee of the House, who reported favorably upon it 
and recommended its . 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 


time, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed—two- | 


thirds voting in favor thereof. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MATSON. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the ideration of bills under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the order fixing the 
regular mode of business be dispensed with, so that the Chair may rec- 
ognize members on each side of the House alternately to call up bills 
for consideration. My reason for making this request is that there are 
perhaps half a dozen bills on the Calendar which will provoke discus- 
sion; and aince members have not come here to press them, I think it 
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is proper that those gentlemen who are present should have the privilege 
of calling up their bills. I ask this, therefore, as a favor to the gentle- 
men who are here to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objeciion to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

EUGENE O’SULLIVAN. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to call up the bill (S. 1365) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eugene O'Sullivan, late a sergeant of CoMpany K, 
Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the ees and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eugene O'Sullivan, late a sergeant 
of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Infantry, at the rate of $18 per month. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Strike out in the last line ‘$18 per month” and insert “the pension allowed 
in the case of amputation of a leg above the knee.’’ This pension to be in lieu 
of any other pension now allowed to said soldier. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will make a brief statement in reference to this 
bill which I think will be satisfactory. This applicant was injured in 
Mississippi, I think, by being thrown from his horse, and was then 
placed upon the pension-roll at the rate of $8 per month. 

He served for a few months after his injury was received, but was so 
much disabled that finally he was discharged from the service on ae- 
count of his disability, one leg being two or three inches shorter than 
the other. He was employed in the quartermaster’s department in 
Louisville, and while on a load of quartermaster’s goods the horses be- 
came frightened, ran away, and he was thrown from the wagon, when 
a barrel of pork rolled on him, breaking the leg that had been injured 
in such a way as to necessitate amputation of the leg above the knee. 

Of course he could not be pensioned under the general law, because 
at the time he had been mustered out and was then in the employ of the 
Quartermaster’s Department. He was, however, on the pension-roll for 
the previous disability, and this places him on the pension-roll for the 
loss of the leg. i 

I will say further, that this bill passed the Senate and has the unani- 
mous recommendation of the Committee on Pensions of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Was he performing military duty at 
the time he received the last injury ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Not at the time he received the last injury. He 
had been a soldier, and was injured so that he could not take care of 
himself at the time the second accident happened; and not being able 
to get out of the way was permanently disabled, as stated. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. You attribute his injury in the latter 
case to the disability arising from the original injury ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


| the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA W. THORNBURGH. 
Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask coysent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 7655) granting anincrease of pension to Eliza W. Thornburgh, 
widow of Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army. 





The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza W. Thorn- 
burgh, widow of Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the Fourth Regiment of 
Infantry, United States Army, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Strike out, in line 7, the word “ fifty’ and insert “ thirty ;”’ so that it will read 
“$30 per month.” 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, I propose to amend this bill by 
moving to strike out ‘‘thirty,’’ the committee being divided upon that 
subject, and move to insert ‘‘twenty,’’ the amount fixed in the original 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that the 
question will be first taken on the amendment submitted by the com- 
| mittee. Of course if that is voted down the bill will be placed upon 
| its passage as originally reported. 

Mr. BAYNE. But theamendment of the committee can be amended. 

TheCHAIRMAN. If theamendmentof the committee is not agreed 
to the bill will be before the House as originally presented, which now 
contains the amount the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Since there is a divided opinion in this 
case, I ask if there is a report accompanying the bill ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. There is. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think we should have the report read 
before being called upon to vote upon the amendment. 

The report (by Mr. WoLForpD) is as follows: 

That her late husband, Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, had a military record 

that would be a credit to any officer fifteen years in the Army, doing active, 


laborious, and dangerous duty. He acquired a reputation truly enviable early 
in the war with the seceding States. 
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When a boy he volunteered as a private in the Sixth Tennessee Infantry, was 
in the battle of Stone River and in several other engagements, in which he won 
distinction, and for his good conduct and great gallantry he was commissioned 
captain, and as captain his fine judgmentand superior intelligence attracted the 
attention of his commanding officers, and he was made adlelant-genenal and 
placed on General Spears’s staff. After this he was admitted asa cadet in the 
Military Academy at West Point, and graduated with distinction on the 17th of 
June, 1567, and was appointed second lieutenant, Second Artillery, and for his 


good conduct and efficiency he was promoted to first lieutenant, Second Artil- 
lery, April 21, 1870. 

Served as professor of military science at East Tennessee University. 

He was @ppointed paymaster of the United States Army with the rank of 
major, which office he filled with eredit, being honest, industrious, and faithful. 

On May 23, 1878, he was transferred to the line as major of the Fourth Infantry 
at his own request, and placed in command at Fort Fred Steele, and was killed 
at the head of his command at the crossing of Milk Creek while under orders. 
He was en route from Fort Fred Steele to the agency of the White River Utes 
with a command of four companies to protect their agent and to preserve order 
amongthem. He had orders not to attack, but he was attacked by the Utes in 
overwhelming numbers. In defense of his command he made one of the most 
gallant charges ever recorded in the annals of war. 

General Crook, in General Orders No. 23, uses this language : 

“Asan officer, Major Thornburgh was active, ambitious, and actuated by a 
high sense of duty. His private life corresponded with his official reputation. 
It was unexeeptionable and without a blemish.” 


Genera] Sherman, in his report, says he was a young officer of excellent judg- 
ment and of high promise; brave, skillful, and efficient; a gentleman of fine 
instincts and a hi sense of honor; an officer of whom we had reason to be 
proud. No man could have done better in life, nor met death with more hero- 
ism. (The exact language not given; we quote from memory.) 

General Schofield testifies to his bravery, intelligence, and faithfulness in per- 
forming bis duty in the Army, giving him great praise. 

fie was kind and tender to his men, while exacting strict obedience, and they 
all loved him and promptly obeyed him. He kept his men clean, healthy, 
cheerful, and always y to fight. He was admired and beloved by all his 
brother officers. He was 6 feet 2 inches high, and every incha soldier. He 
had high social qualities, was kind and generous to bis friends, and loved his 
wife and children well. His widow, a lady every way worthy of him, is poor 
and has two of his children to support 


Your committee therefore report the bill with an amendment: Strike out the 


word “ fifty’ and insert the word “ thirty,’ and with this amendment recom- 
mend that the bill pass. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Before the vote is taken upon the amendment I 
want to make a little explanation. The committee, I have said, was 
not unanimous in this recommendation. They were divided, with a 
majority, however, in favor of the report. 

I shall not detain the committee but a very few moments, but I hope 
the House will vote down the amendment and restore the amount origi- 
nally fixed in the bill. If ever there was the widow of an officer who 
served under this Government, and who was entitled to consideration, 
this is a case that deserves it. If ever there was an officer below the 
rank of major-genernl who performed a gallant, high, and laborious 
service, this mandidso. His widow now comes and asks for this relief. 
Her husband was murdered by the Indians in the discharge of his duty. 
He was started from Fort Fred Steele with an inadequate force. Proud, 
ambitious, and brave, he did not grumble, but moved rightalong. His 
hands were tied under the orders which he had not to attack the In- 
dians. 

The savages were on his right and left and-in front of him, but he 
was not permitted toattack. When the attack of the Indians was made 
he charged with a gallantry and bravery unparalleled in the history 
of war. He was a most gallant officer, devoted to hismen. He drove 
back the savage foe and stood manfually in front of them until he fell 
and died. 

Now I say if there is gratitude in the American heart, if we intend 
to do right, this is a case which calls for fitting action on our part. The 
widow of Major Thornburgh is of excellent family, the daughter of 
Colonel Clark, of the United States Army, and closely related to the late 
Colonel Dawson, of Pennsylvania; and, with her two infant children to 
support, she comes before this Congress and asks for enough 
to educate and raise as they should be educated and raised the children 
of that gallant officer. 

I will not detain the House with an argument; for I feel it must be 
in the heart of every American, in Congress or out of Congress, to see 
the widow of that oflicer—young, brave, and promising, if he had lived, 
to be one of the greatest men in the United States—to see her put ina 
situation to properly educate and raise her children. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky as 
to the family of this lady. How many children has she ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Two. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Kentucky, I presume, wants 
the amendment voted down? 

Mr. WOLFORD. Yes, sir; I want it voted down. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to ask one more question. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky if this lady is now getting the full pension to 
which the rank of her husband entitled her? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I think not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I mean the regular pension to which a major’s 
widow is entitled. 

Mr. WOLFORD. She is getting $25 a month. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to make one observation. This 
widow is now drawing a pension of $25 a month and $2 a month for 
each one of her children. That is, they are getting all of the pension 
the law allows to the widow of a majorof the Army. And itis only a 
question now whether or not you propose to raise the amount from $25 
to $50, making an exception of this case. I suppose there were many 
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other officers that were as brave—I do not suppose any were braver- 
but I believe there were many as brave as this officer. 

Mr. HOUK. I desire toask the gentleman from Alabama a question 
Do I understand the gentleman to say that the widow is now drawin. 
@ pension ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
month. 

Mr. HOUK. For herself? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUK. In her own right as a widow of this major? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUK. Under the general law ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Under the general law. 
proposes to increase that pension. 
crease to $30. 

Mr. HOUK. What pension are the children drawing? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Each is drawing $2 a month. 

Mr. WOLFORD. That is part of the $25. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not wish to detain the committee arguing th. 
question which has been frequently argued before. As the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hewrrr] has said, the question is whether there is 
to be an exception in this case. But there is a question beyond that 
The question is whether this Congress is not going so far that there wil! 
be no exceptions after a while, and that it will be impossible for Con 
gress to resist the applications that are made for the increase of widow’ s 
pensions. 

Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to make a 

ion? 

Mr. MATSON. I decline to yield until I get through. 

We have had it said, Mr. Chairman, time and again in the discussion 
of these questions when a particular application is brought before us 
that this is an exceptional case. We have allowed an increase of $50 a 
month to the widows of all general officers. There the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions has stopped, and proposes to stop; not because the 
widows of general officers in all cases are entitled to be pensioned at 
higher rate than the widows of some that were not officers at all, but 
because there must be a line drawn or else Congress launches out upon 
an unknown sea and no one can tell where this thing will stop. 

There were many men in the service, of different ranks, some of them 
without rank at all, who performed deeds of very great heroism, an 
whose widows are living in absolute want. Nobody proposes to in- 
crease their pensions to $50 a month, and the question recurs upon thi- 
committee and upon this Congress as to where we are to stop. That 
is all there is of it. 

I have no doubt that every word uttered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WoLForD] in relation te Major Thornb was true; but 
the same thing could be said of thousands of men who have fallen in 
defense of their country. If this Congress believes that the country 
can afford to increase the pensions of all widows of soldiers to $50 per 
month, then it is right to go ahead. 

But I say to you if this thing is carried to an extreme length, as it 
seems likely to be under the ts set here night after night, it 
is not only an imjustice to the widows, but an injustice to all of the 
pensioners on the pension-list. Pensions will be brought into disre- 
pute, and the country will ery out against the outrage of attempting 
to make classes and pension some widows at $50 a month and others 
at $8 a month. 

I say to you, Mr. Chairman, thisis aserious question. I have pre- 
sented it time and again to this House. And I say unless we draw 
the line and somewhere there is serious ahead, not only to 
the pensioners, but there is serious trouble ahead to the members 0! 


She is drawing a pension of $25 a 


And this bil! 
The committee recommend an in- 


su 


Congress. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I rise to express my agree- 
ment with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] and to indorse 
every word that he has said. [Cries of *‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to see that gentlemen, 
when addressing the committee, shall have a proper hearing during the 
time to which they are entitled. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And gentlemen will certainly make noth 
ing by calling ‘‘ Vote! Vote!’’ while I am on the floor. ., 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that we do injustice when we single out « 
pensioner here and there and grant an exceptional pension without ex 
tending like benefits to others equally meritorious. I car oqually me! 
itorious, because, while this was undou a brave officer, it can not 
be claimed that there were not others eqWally brave and deserving 
Doubtless there were among the men whom this brave officer led a nun- 
ber wearing the plain uniform of the private soldier who were equally 
brave, and who hil with him on that occasion. Their widows get but 
$8 a month; buat, because some one is willing to introduce a bill for this 
special case, because this applicant has friends in the House of Kepre- 
sentatives, it is proposed to raise the pension of this widow even above 
that of the widow of a major-general. 

I do not think that we are treating the pensioners of the country 
rightly when we select a few from the top and raise them still higher, 
leaving the great majority of the pensioners of the country to get along 
with pensions of $2, $4, and $6 a month—on an average about $44 
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idows $8 a month. 

a tte en of officers to $50 a month while we leave 
the pensions of widows of private soldiers at $3 a month. It does not 
seem to me to be right; and whenever a bill is brought in here for such 
I am moved to enter my protest against it as an injustice to 


on many widows who are drawing but $8 a month. One widow may 
be living ina city on one side of the street and another on the other side, | 


wi 
Tn besbanda in the service, killed possibly in the same battle. 


I do not think that is just or that it is wise policy, and as the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. MATsoN] has said, if we go on making these 
discriminations, selecting individuals here and there and increasing 
their pensions, the applications for the increase of pensions will multiply 
and there will be no end to them. 

I think therefore that we do better justice and better promote the in- 


terests of the pensioners generally when we lay down right priaciples | 


and adhere to them, doing equal justice to all. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a disposition upon 
the part of some members of this House to grade men in this matter of 
pensions according to the shoulder-straps they wore in the service—to 
grade them, not by the meritorious services they rendered to their coun- 
try, but according as they were privates, or sergeants, or lieutenants, 
or major Sir, I am opposed to any policy that has that end 
in view. Iam in favorof encouraging and rewarding military prowess 
and military genius. I am in favor of acknowledging and fitly reward- 
ing the services of gallant men who imperiled their lives or gave up 
their lives for their country, no matter what rank they may have held 
or on what field they may have fallen. 

This is the case of a man who risked his life as bravely against worth- 
less barbarian redskins as if they had been his peers. He went down 
to death on that field as bravely as any man could die fighting against 
any foe. There seems to be a prevailing opinion in this House that if 
a man was only a major, his widow should receive but $20 a month. 
Mr. i that isa false idea, a false policy. It is warring against 
the inevitable law of cause and effect—it is warring even against human 
nature itself. ; 

We recognize men for what they are worth, and the mere fact that a 
man was @ major, or that he was not a major-general, doesnot preclude 
his family from the right to receive that recognition and reward which 
a brave and honorable soldier, whether living or dead, should always 
receive at the hands of his country. 

Mr. Chairman, there is an effort made here to confine the pensions of 
privates to $8 a month. I regret to see an attempt to bind the Amer- 
can down by anysuchrule. We have not followed that rule. 
We have violated it time and again, and I am glad to be able to say 


that there have been @nough men found in the House of Representa- | 


tives willing to violate a rule like that, having so little foundation in 
equity or common sense. 

Here is a case which is recommended by the best men in the Army of 
the United States, the men who have rendered its history illustrious. 
They are all proud to do honor to the name of Major Thornburgh and 
to honor his wife and his family, and I hope there will be men enough 
in this committee to-night to stand up and give this widow and her 
family a ion of $50 per month. I hope we shall be generous. We 
shall not how to appreciate such men as Major Thornburgh until 


a foreign foe shall again knock at our doors, until our Navy, what lit- | 


tle we have, has been driven from our shores and we are engaged in 
another great war. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a good lesson to teach the young men in our Mili- 
tary Academy and in our Naval Academy that we do recognize the 
service of men of this kind, and if they fall in the cause of their coun- 
try their wivesand their families will be taken care of by their country. 
I trust, sir, that whether the case is that of a private, or a major, or a 
major-general, we shall always be ready to do justice, and that because 
a brave man was a private soldier we shall not therefore confine the 
— of his widow to $8 a month or $50 a month, if he has done for 

is country that which deserves higher recognition and reward. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Mr. Chairman, I will say only a word on this 
case. My excuse for saying anything is that this lady’s friends and 
relatives have lived in my district. She is a niece of Dr. Dawson, who 
resided a rape in my county; and I know something of her 
situation and circumstances which have surrounded her since the 
death of her husband. 

_ There is one fact that thechairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions (Mr. Matson] must not forget. When he admits that the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLFoRD] isa 
truthful statement, he must not forget that the gentleman from Ken- 
tueky stated this officer was sent forward with an insufficient force to 
rescue an Indian agent. Itwasa desperate service. This Indian agent, 
a civil officer of the Government, was in peril, and this officer, going for- 
ward with an insufficient force to his rescue, met hisdeath. Now, will 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] or any other gentleman claim 
that the sum we to allow in this case is an exorbitant amount 
for a widow and two children to live upon? 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. That is not the question. 

Mr. CONVERSE. But the gentleman says he wants all these cases 
drawn in a line, and wants them to stand exactly alike. 
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I have steadily opposed increasing | 


| that it is an ex« eptional case 


| Mr. WARNER, of Ohio 


$50 a month and the other only $3 a month, yet both may | 
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Mr. WARNER, 
Mr. CONVERSE 


of Ohio. Certainly, 

rhe very fact that this case comes here at all shows 
These applications for increase of pen- 
sion are always exceptional. You can not draw any line in exceptional 
cases. 

Is not one widow with two children as de- 
serving as another ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. And when another widow with two children, 
under circumstances@hich make an equally deserving case, comes here, 

I am ready to vote to her a similar increase. I am willing to vote to 
the widow of a private soldier in a meritorious case as much as to the 
widow of a colonel or a general. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman is ready to vote pensions 
| of $50 a month to all widows of soldiers killed in the war, very well; 
| but till we are ready to do so let us not single out particular cases and 
discriminate in their favor. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Let the gentleman present here any exceptional 
case like this—a case where a man has lost his life on a field where no 
glory was to be won, where there was nothing but the naked and con- 
scientious discharge of duty and where his death was the fatilt of the 
Government, and I am ready to vote $50 a month to the widow and 
children. 

Mr. YAN ALSTYNE. Was the peril of this Indian agent imminent’? 

Mr. CONVERSE. Yes, sir; it was so considered by the officers there. 
These Utes rose and met this officer half-way. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Did the Government have within convenient 
reach other forces that could have been added to the forces under the 
charge of this officer? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Oh, no; not available. 

Mr.CONVERSE. Forces were scattered all along the Atlantic coast, 
and there were four companies at Fort Steele, but they were not within 
seventy-five or one hundred miles of this agency at the time. 

Mr. STEELE. And the circumstances did not admit of delay ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. No,sir. There was an emergency. This oflicer 
was ordered by his superior officer to go forward with four companies 
at once, and he went in the discharge of his duty. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Then he only performed his duty; and the 
Government was not at fault, inasmuch as no other forces were near 
there and subject to immediate order. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The gentleman seems to forget that the country 
| should do its duty by all. This is not a question of ‘‘ drawing a line,”’ 
as my friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] desires to do. It is a question 
| of charity, of generosity. If this woman’s husband had been spared 

to her his salary would have placed her in far better condition than 
| this pension can do. 

My friend from Kentucky, it seems to me, puts this case on the right 
ground. The proposition is to place in this woman’s hands not only 
a bare support, but something with which to educate these children of 
hers; and $600 a year is a very smallsum for any such purpose. Cer- 
tainly it is no compensation for the loss of her husband. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How about those widows who recei! 
a@ year, and some of whom have five or six children? 

Mr. CONVERSE. If their pensions are not sufficient, increase them. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Mr. Chairman, this case, it seems to me, is en- 
tirely exceptional in its character. Let it be recollected that Major 
Thornburgh had given almost his whole life to his country. He had 
served for years on the frontier. 

Mr. MORRILL. What had his salary been? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. He had not been able to accumulate anything; 
he had been kept on the frontier, and every dollar that he had received 
had necessarily been spent for the support of himself and his family 
Now in the very prime of life 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me ask the gentleman this question: Was not 
Major Thornburgh educated at the Government expense an@ypaid a 
handsome salary as loug as he was in the service ? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Certainly he was educated at the expense of the 
| Government, but before going to West Point he won his spurs in the 
war of the rebellion, having gone into the service as a boy. His father 
was a martyr in the cause of the country and his brother was in the 
| service. He came of a line of soldiers. 

This whole matter, it seems to me, is in a nutshell. Major Thorn- 
burgh, after giving the best fifteen years of his life to the country, died 
@poorman. The cause of his death was being suddenly pushed out 
| into the Indian country to rescue an Indian agent, the lamented Meeker, 
| and his family. He was sent out with orders not to fight if it could 
be avoided—not to make the attack. He could unquestionably have 
| defeated the enemy. In an enterprise in which yo glory was to be won 

he went forward without murmur, without question. He took his 
| handful of men and started on his mission of rescue. Sternly obeying 
orders, refusing to make the attack when the emergency was imminent, 
| 





re only $75 








certain that nothing but the utmost heroism would enable him to cut 

| his way through, he saved the lives of his command but sacrificed his 

| own, leaving his poor widow and two orphan children to receive a paltry 

| pension of $25 a month, upon which the whole family were to be sup- 
| ported and the children educated. 

This is one of those cases which probably will be rare in the history 

| of the country, but it is cne, it seems to me, which appeals to a liberal 
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and enlightened action on our part, so that if we would have officers in 

like manner to shed glory forever on the American arms, to do their 
duty without murmur, although no fame is to be won, with alacrity to 
enter upon the sternest discharge of duty, then we ought not to leave 
this widow and her orphan children to live in genteel poverty. 

Mr. PUSEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just one word in indorse- 
ment of that report. He was stationed at Omaha, and surrendered what 
is not usual, a very soft thing, a paymaster’s posijign in the Army, to go 
out on our frontier to protect our settlers. 

I say, gentlemen, if there ever was an exceptional case brought before 
this committee this is one; and I hope we will have the magnanimity 
to give this widow and her children some justice in compensation for 
the great sacrifice her husband made. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am not in thehabitof detaining this committee 
with any remarks. I am glad to hear the eloquent voices of the gen- 
tlemen who have spoken on my left. We are not accustomed to hear 
them in these pension meetings. 

But I wish to say this, Mr. Chairman: There are in this country 
something like 70,000 widows whose husbands died gallantly for their 
country’s sake, and when we begin to build ae these discriminations 
no mortal man can tell where we are going to stop. 

That this lady and some of her friends live in the district of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] is no reason why we should increase 
her pension. 

That the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PusEy] is able to pay his most 
eloquent tribute to the character of Major Thornburgh is no reason why 
we should make her an exception. 

If there are any facts in her circumstances which make it impossible 
for her to live on the pension she now receives, that may be a reason 
for increasing it, but —_ to be no more reason for increasing it in her 
case than in each and all cases of widows whose husbands have perished 
in their country’s cause. 

I do not rise to oppose this bill, but I do rise to protest against dis- 
criminations which are not founded upon some good reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out ‘‘$50’’ and insert ‘‘$30a month.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. What does the committee recommend? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty dollars a month. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 25. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded tellers. 

Mr. BAYNE. 
tions, it be put at $40 a month. 


I move by way of compromise, to remove all objec- | 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee is dividing and debate can only | 


proceed by unanimous consent. 
Mr. RANDALL. Further debate is not in order. 


Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw the demand for tellers with a view to 
move $40 as a compromise. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, and Mr. WOLFORD were appointed tellers, 

Mr. WARNNR, of Ohio. If we can reach an understanding that 
there is to be a yea-and-nay vote in the House, not to-night, however. 
but when aquorum is present, I will withdraw the demand fora quorum 

Mr. WOLFORD. And with the understanding that the previous 
question is to be ordered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let the previous question be ordered 
upon it, and it will come up then as unfinished business. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not want the previous question to be 
ordered, for the reason that I wish to have an opportunity of being 
heard on this bill when it comes before the House. I want at least 
five minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Ohio has made a suggestion 
that the friends of this measure will agree to, that the previous ques- 
tion prevail in the engrossment and third readi a the bill and that 
there be allowed on each side five minutes for de 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no objection to ‘thet. 

Mr. PERKINS. And that the vote shall not be taken until a quo- 
rum is present. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is the understanding. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Can the House be bound by any agree- 
ment made in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. RANDALL. This agreement can be made after the committee 
rises to-night in the House. 

Mr. CONVERSE. And made a matter of record on the Journal. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask if any agreement made in this manner 
in Committee of the Whole will have any binding effect upon the 
House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Arkansas has just made the 
same inguiry. It is s ted that the agreement be made in the 
House when it comes before the House after the committee rises. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is satisfactory to me. 

The bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass and with the understanding above 
recorded. 

ALBERT HARPER. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the privilege of calling up the 


bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert Harper. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ond he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the laws, the name of Albert Harper, late of Company G, 
Ninth New York Heavy Artillery. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


| mendation that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The demand for tellers was made by the gentle- | 


man’s colleague. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want this widow to get $50 a month. The vote 
was so close I asked for tellers so as to decide it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. WOLFORD 
and Mr. CUTCHEON. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 24, 
noes 28. 

So the amendment was di 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CULLEN. I move to amend the amendment by saying $35. 
* Mr. CULLEN’S amendment to the amendment of Mr. Ray, of New 
Hampshire, was rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. Ray, 
shire. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 31. 

to. 


to. r 


I move to amend by making it $40. 


+ So the amendment was 


ADDISON M. COPEN. * 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask consent to take up from page 51 
of the Calendar the bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of Addison M. Copen 
and to put it upon its passage. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the peniewese the name of Addison M. Copen, 


late of Company I, Third United States D: ae in the Mexican war, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pe lawa. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


| mendation that it do pass. 


of New Hamp- | sylvania Volunteers, and Company E, One hundred an 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be i 


reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
‘The House divided; and there were—aye#30, noes 22. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam upon the floor and make the point 
that no quorum has voted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. STEELE. The point of no quorum came too late. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I was on the floor all the time. 


‘* Mr. MATSON. It makes no difference, as the point can be made in 
the House as well as here. 


j 
| 


ESTHER HUDSON. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to call up the bil! 
(H. R. 2645) granting a pension to Esther Hudson, mother of William 
H. Hudson, deceased, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth iment Penn- 
ninety-first 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

baie bill is as follows: 

it enacted, ée., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorinad and directed to place the name of Esther Hudson, mother of William 
| Hl. Hudson, deceased, late a private in Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment of 
| Eonneytvente Volunteers, and afterward a se t of Company E, One hun- 
red and ninety-first Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension- 
toll at the rate of $8 per — _ to pay her, or cause to be paid her, a pen- 
sion at said rate from the death of her sald son, subject to the general laws 
should she again marry or her dependence upon her son cease. 

The committee recommend the following amendme@®: 

Strike out all after the word “ pension,”’ in the tenth line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio states he made the | | | the recommendation that it do pass. 


point in time, and the Chair will recognize it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I suggest the bill be laid aside to be | 
reported to the House with the understanding that the previous ques- 
tion shall be ordered and that a vote shall be taken by the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 


It should be open to further discussion, 
and we might as ’ well 


pass it now as to to that. I dislike to 


call a quorum on a bill of this kind, but the proposed legislation is of ‘Volunteers, 0 
pension la 


a character that seems to me to demand it. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 


SUSAN WOOLLEY. 


Mr. MATSON. I ask to take up the bill (H. R. 6782) granting 
pension toSusan Woolley. 
= bill is as follows: 


ae , That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Ganiedael rected to place the name of Susan Woolley, of Indiana, widow 


Woolley, late a private in semeens ©. Ninetieth Regiment of Ohio 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 


The point of order being insisted upon thatno| The bill » was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
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SARAH DENNY RIPLEY. 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


nacted, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
toldena directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah Denny Ripley 


— 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James H. Reid, of Dorsey's Regi- 
ment of Illinois Volunteers in the Black Hawk war. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


widow of Brig. Gen. James W. Ripley, deceased, late Chief of Ordnance, United | In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “subject to the provisions and limita- 


States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month from and after 
the passage of this act. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- | 


mendation that it do pass. 
MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 


| tions of the pension laws ;"’ and after the words “‘ Black Hawk war” insert ‘‘and 

| pay him at the rate of $8 per month on and after the passage of this act.”’ 

| ~ r "oO . 

| Mr.PERKINS. I desire to oppose the amendment recommended by 

| the committee. Ithink it should not prevail. The bill provides that 
this soldier shall be placed on the pension-roll subject to the provisions 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill of | and limitations of the pension laws. The committee has recommended 


the Senate No. 1228, granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Marie 


LouiseCraven, report numbered 2465, and ask that the bill be put upon | 


its e. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Marie Louise Craven, widow 
of T. A. M. Craven, late a commander in the United States Navy, and pay her 


pension heretofore received by her. 


that he be placed on the pension-rolls todraw a pension of $8 a month. 
This soldier was wounded in the leg in the Black Hawk war. He is 
now an old man, over 70 years of age. think the amendment should 
not prevail. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to state to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS] that $8 a month is as large a pension as a soldier of the Black 
Hawk war can get except for specific disability. 





The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
a pension of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the Mr. PERKINS. Very well; I will not oppose the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. ° Without objection, this bill will be laid aside to | 


be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I object. That is an adverse report. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I was about to state that this bill had 
been reported adversely by the committee, but I think a word of ex- 
planation will satisfy the committee as to the propriety of setting aside 
the adverse ——_ 

+ Mr. MATSON. Permit me to say, if the gentleman from New York 
will allow me—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MATSON. In order to save time, that I am perfectly willing 
this bill should go into the House as the.other bill went a few moments 
ago; otherwise I shall be compelled to insist upon the presence of a quo- 
rum. This bill, as I have said, comes from the committee with anad- 
verse report. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I assent to the suggestion of the gen- 


tleman from Indiana, because, in the first place, there is nothing else | 


that I can do, and because I am satisfied a mere statement in the House 
will be satisfactory to the members as to the propriety of the bill. 1 
think it can be shown that there is a clear distinction between this and 
the other bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have the report. 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside and reported to the | 
House with the understanding that a vote is to be taken in the House | 
on the terms on which the other bill was reported to the House, if there | 


be no objection. 
Mr. PRICE. I object to that arrangement. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I trust the gentleman will not insist 


upon his objection. 


Mr. MATSON. I wish to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that | 
an objection will necessitate the presence of a quorum before action can | 


be taken upon thebill. The proposition is to take a vote in the House. 

Mr. PRICE. Very well; I will withdraw the objection. 

There being no further objection, the bill was laid aside with the 
understanding that a vote should be taken in the House upon its pas- 
sage. 

CYRUS REESER. 

Mr. CULLEN. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2398) grant- 
ing a pension to Cyrus Reeser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it en déc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

horized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Cyrus Reeser, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Sixty-first Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
JOHN SNYDER. 
Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 


R. 7718) ting a pension to John Snyder, reported with amendment. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ROSANNA RILEY. 

Mr. LOVERING. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7810) 
granting a pension to Rosanna Riley, reported with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to place the name of Rosanna Riley on the pension-roll, and pay her a 
pension of $20 a month. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect upon its passage 
| The amendment recommended by the committee was as follows: 

In line 5, section 1, strike out ‘$20"' and insert ‘* $18.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. FRANCES L. THOMAS, 


Mr. RANDALL. 1 call up for consideration the bill (S. 2547) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. 
Gen. George H. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of $30 per month now received by 
| Mrs. Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, to $2,000 per 
annum, to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there beno objection the bill will be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. The objection comes from that sideof the House. 

Mr. PRICE. I wish to say that no bill shall pass with my consent 
| raising a pension for a soldier or a soldier’s widow until thereis a gen- 
| eral bill that will take them allin. I willingly admit that General 
| Thomas wegs one of the most brilliant men that adorned the history of 

the war. I grant all that. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifthere be a case of increase of pension in which 
| the American people will respond with a universal ‘‘ay,’’ it is this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass? 

Mr. PRICE. I call fora division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 3. 

Mr. PRICE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that a quorum has not 
voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. MATSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
| PRIcE] that we make some arrangement by which this case shall go 

as the others, to be voted on in the House to-morrow, the previous ques- 

tion being ordered to-night; the agreement to be entered on the Journal, 

| so that there may be no question about it, that the yeas and nays shall 
| be taken after ten minutes’ debate. 

Mr. PRICE. Iam perfectly willing to make any arrangement by 


Be Spee ds.. Tost the Seeretery of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | which the majority of this House may do anything it chooses. I have 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and | no objection to that. There is no position that I assume with so much 


and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Snyder, formerly of Company 


I, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Infantry. 


The amendment oe ie committee was as follows: 
In line 4, strike out t 
“restore to;" so that it will read: ** Directed to restore to the pension-roll,”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| reluctance as that of taking advantage of the power that an individual 
| has here to block legislation; but the difficulty in this case is that the 


words “ place on” and substitute therefor the words | gentleman who calls up this bill took advantage of that same power to 


| prevent the passage of a bill infinitely more meritorious than this one. 
| Mr. RANDALL. The difference between the two cases is that I 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with thought that bill was wrong, while you admit that this bill is right. 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES H. REID. 


Mr. PRICE. Oh, I do not. 
Mr. RANDALL. Then I am very sorry you do not. 
Mr. PRICE. I am perfectly willing to make an arrangement that 


Mr. PERKINS. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2068) | this bill shall go to the House, with the understanding that it shall 


amendment. 





| sare —— to James H. Reid, reported by the Committee on | not be acted upon until we have a quorum present, and then they may 
th an 


do what they please with it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside under an order simi- 
lar to that which has been made in two other cases this evening. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not want the previous question ordered on it. 
it be open for debate in the House, if necessary. 

A Member. Let us agree then as to the time that shall be given 
for debate on this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest five minutes on each side. 

Mr. PRICE. No, I will not agree to that. I do not want the five- 
minute rule. I will consent to twenty minutes on each side. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have not that much time to give, but I am 
perfectly willing that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Price] 
shall have twenty minutes entirely under his control. 

Mr. PRICE. That will do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the understanding just stated. 


JAMES M’CALLEN. 


Mr.STRUBLE. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 1571) 
granting a pension to James McCallen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That theSecretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws in force at the date of his filing of the claim for 

nsion, the name of James McCalien, late a private in Company B, Seventh 
antesnnd California Volunteers; the disability for which pension is = 
by this act being disease of throat, as claimed by said soldier in his application 

On motion of Mr. NUTTING, by unanimous consent the reading of 
the report was dispensed with, except the portion of it stating the 
amendments recommended by the committee, as follows: 

Your committee, however, with the view of preserving some d of uni- 
formity in these measures of relief, recommend that the bill be amended by 
striking out after the word “ pension laws,” in the third line, the words “in 
force at the date of the filing of his claim for pension,” and also by striking out 
all after the word “infantry,” in the sixth line; and that as so amended the bill 
do pass. 

The amendments reported by the committee were to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN L. COWARDIN. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
7078) to remove the political disability of John L. Cowardin. 

The bill was read. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET FLAHERTY. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill 
(H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty. 

The biil was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $8 per month, 
the name of Margaret er , dependent stepmother of Bartlett Flaherty, late 
a private of Company F, Third Maine Volunteers. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE HACKETT. 


Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 1416) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it é&e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Charlotte Hackett, mother of Samuel 


F. Hackett, late ex-private in Company E, Second Regiment’ Wisconsin Volun- 


teers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws. 


Let 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


KATE A. DRUMMOND. 


Mr. PRICE. I call up the bill (8. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Kate A. Drummond. 
The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Kate A. Drummond, of Iowa City, 
Johnson County, lowa, widow of Thomas Drummond, late captain of the Fifth 


United States Cavalry. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NICHOLAS WITHAM. 


Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 7612) 
granting a pension to Nicholas Witham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., eat DeGaniny of Sa leaeies So, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nicholas Withee, hae a private in 
Company H, Third Regiment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery. 

Sec, 2. That this act shal! take effect upon its passage. 

The report by (Mr. LoveRrrna) is as follows: 

¥ ttee find that 

nchunutusiiionyy Actiiaen Beomion 7 as a private in 
September 18,1865. He filed a declaration for pension September 


H, Third 
therefrom 
1877, alleg- 
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ing chronic diarrhea and kidney disease, resulting in affection of the eyes. H,, 
claim was rejected by reason ** no records, and inability to furnish medica! 0, 
other evidence showing that condition of eyes is the result of disease contract» | 
in the service and line of duty.” 

Geo H. Peirce, captain of claimant's compan 

“Claimant was taken sick while in the line of h duty i in summer of 1365, a 
was sent to the hospital, and never returned to duty afterward. He was ayo. 
soldier. Affiant’s records fail to show nature of disease.”’ 

William Nichols, surgeon of Third usetts Say Artillery, says 

“ Claimant, while sick in the hospital at Fort Saratoga, in 1865, was under (|, 
charge of Drs. Grant and Gilbert; the former is dead; the latter, affiant unde: 
sou has disappeared. Affiant is convinced that claimant was sent to hos 
pital in July, 1 1863, and was sent home sick with his regiment at date of its m.. 
ter out; believes sickness of claimant was continuous from date of his arriy,) 
home, and was such as to disable him for v ery light business during the autumn, 
— winter of 1865; is of opinion thatclaimant’s disability was contracted in |; 
of duty.” 

Lyman H. Chase, acomrade, and was detailed as ambulance-driver; recolle: |. 
carrying claimant tothe hospital ; knows that he came home sick ; came hom 
with him. 

Hiram N. Breed, ex-mayor, of Lynn, Mass., says: 

“ Ever since claimant's return home, in 1365, his sight has been poor, so that 
is hard for him to recognize uaintances, and his health has been c; knows 
that he was an active man before he enlisted, and that since discharge he ha, 
been unable to do anything ofens mee uence.” 

Thomas L. Swain testifies conjointly with Mr. Breed. 

Thomas B. Knight, city aoment, Lynn, Mass., says that Geta drew aid 
from the treasury in 1866, "67, "69, 71, "72, "73, °74, "75, °76, and °77 

Ina ——- interview claimant says he has “‘chronicdiaerhea, and is so blind 
that he can scarcely find the way ome 2. is evidently true. 

Dr. Isaac F. Galloupe, queminlans su 

“In my opinion the said Nicholas Witham “ie total incapacitated for obtair 
ing his subsistence manual labor from the cause Len 

In view of all the and in consideration of the Sees (72 years) of 
claimant, your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bi!! 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do ’ 

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8082) grant- 
ing a pension to Lina J. Stearns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby. av- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roil; subject to the oo: and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lina J. Stearns, widow of Oliver 
F. Stearns, late a private in Company F, Sixteenth New Hampshjre Volunteers 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN K. MITCHELL. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I call up the bill (H. R. 7077) to remove the po- 
litical disabilities of John K. Mitchell, of Virginia. 

The bill was read; and, there being no objection, was laid aside t» 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


DAVID SEARS. 
Mr. NUTTING. I call up the bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension 
to David Sears. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, ai 
thorized and directed to place the name of David Sears on the pension-ro!! of 
the United States, under the rules and regulations of the pension laws in regard 
to amount of pension. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JESSE S. HARROLD. 


Mr. MATSON. I call up the bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of 
pension to Jesse S. Harrold. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bok matt, Ao.. seh tho Rvsntony of the Interior be, outs fs hereby, a : 
oetionn a ot the pension laws, the name of Jesse S cies. ten- 
tenant of Compa: pany H, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of 
$33 per month, in ieu of what he is now receiving. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside fo be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

MRS. LUCY PARR. 

Mr. SMITH, of Iowa. I call up the bill (H. R. 8142) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. (i- 


LF : —~: widow of Samuel 'B. Parr. cnet Com- 
pene, —— a owa a ne = ng pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension la 
no objection, Seis Sil es BA al to be vepected to tho 
recommendation that it do pass. 
ORIN R. M’DANIEL. 

Mr. STEVENS. I call up the bill (S. 1546) for the relief of Orin R. 
McDaniel. 

* The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized ann directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orin R. McDaniel, late of Company 
H, Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

There bei the bill was laid aside to be reported to tl 

ith recommendation that it de pass. 


House with 
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JOHN RANDOLPH HAMILTON. 

WITT, of Alabama. I call upthe bill (H. R. 7230) to remove 
the a disabilities of John Randolph Hamilton, of North Carolina. 

The bill was read, and, there being no objection, was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ISABELLA HIGGINS. 
Mr. HOLMES. I call up the bill (S. 2549) granting a pension to Isa- 
Higgins. 

the bill was read, as follows: 


petawte, éc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, sub ject to the provisions ‘and 


— pension laws, the name of Isabella Higgins, late hospital ma- 
os of ‘he Siehth Regimen t of lowa Infantry Volunteers. 


The following amendment, reported by the Committee on In valid | 
Pensions, was read: 

t the words * aan to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
er eed eee “at the rate of $20 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the pill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. [Cries of 
“Oh, no aa 
Mr. SLLWOOD. I hope the committee will not rise; a number of 


us want to have our bills passed. 

Mr. MATSON. My object in moving that the committee rise is that 
the House may extend the time for taking the recess, so that all gen- 
tlemen having bills they want considered to-night may be accommo- 
dated. I to ask the House to extend the time for taking the 
recess until half past 10 or 11 o’clock. 

The motion of Mr. MATsoN that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 

as Speaker tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that the 

Soneaistes of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under 

consideration, t to order, sundry bills on the Private Calendar 

reported by the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid 

and also bills for removal of political disabilities, and had 

directed him to report the same back to the House with various recom- 
mendations. 

JONATHAN C. HARRISON. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan C. Harrison; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH SANSOM. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

<a favorably the bill (H. R. 7990) granting a pension to Joseph 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 

Private Calendar, and the accompanying — ordered to be printed. 
CLARINDA HUNT 


Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid pensions, reported 
back faverably the ‘pill om 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 
A. W. STARK. 
Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 


the bill (H. R. 8186) to remove the political disabilities of | 
A. W. Stark; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 


on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 
ul ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the order fixing the 
time for taking the recess to-night at 10 o’clock be modified, so that 
the recess shall take place at a quarter before 11 o'clock. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand by the order of the House a recess is to 
be taken until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Have we the right by unanimous consent 
nore St be ten? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present oceupant of the chair 
thinks the House has the right by unanimous consent to extend the 
hour at which the recess is to be taken. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask for the reading of the order un- 
der which these evening sessions are held. 

ee tempore. Does the gentleman object to the pro- 
posed extension ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not believe we have the right todo it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Do you object? It requires unani- 
mous consent. 
doit HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not believe unanimous consent can 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the hour will 
I : 4) 
this amendment: that the hour for tak- 


Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest 
ing a recess be postponed until all the bills which have been reported 
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from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar have 
been acted on. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object, beeause under the order for 
the evening session we can only do that which we are authorized, and 
nothing more. It certainly dees not authorize any such extension. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Alabama and 
the gentleman from Indiana we can by unanimous consent extend the 
hour for taking a recess until the bills reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar have been disposed of; noth- 
ing more is asked, and immediately after that has been done we can 
take a recess. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
is to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not think the gentleman is correct in that, 
| but I do not insist upon it. 

Mr. MATSON. There is time enough to dispose of the business re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House before 10 0’elock. 

BILLS PASSED. 

sills of the following titles were severally ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert Harper; 
A bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of Addison M. Copen; 
A bill (H. R. 6782) granting a pension to Susan Woolley; 

A bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 

A bill (H. R. 7612) granting a pension to Nicholas Witham; 

A bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; and 

A bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr. 

Bills of the following titles were severally ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and passed ( two-thirds voting in favor thereof ) 

A bill (H. R. 7077) to remove the disabilities of John K. Mitchell, 
of Virginia; 

A bill (H. 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7230) to remove the disabilities of John Randolph 
Hamilton, of North Carolina. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally agreed to, 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 
and 

A bill (HH. R. 2645) granting a pension to Esther Hudson, mother of 
William H. Hudson, deceased, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to David Sears; 

A bill (H. R. 7810) granting a pension to Rosanna Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to James H. Reid; and 

A bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to John Snyder. The title 
of the bill was amended to read ‘*A bill restoring John Snyder to the 
pension-roll.”’ 

Senate bill of the following titles were severally ordered to a third 
reading; and were accordingly read the third time, and passed, namely: 


When we pass 10 o’clock all we can do 


R. 7078) to remove the disabilities of John L. Cowardin; 


A bill (S. 1546) granting a pension to Orin R. McDaniel; 

A bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Jesse S. Harrold; 
A bill (S. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond; 

A bill = 1416) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett; 

A bill (S. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; and 

A bill is. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; 


Amendments to the following bills were severally agreed to, and the 
bills as amended were ordered to be read a third time; and they were 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins; 

A bill (S. 1365) granting an imcrease of pension to Eugene O’Sulli- 
van, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer In- 
fantry; and 

A bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to James McCullen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the following bills it is the under- 
standing the previous question shall be ordered and that the vote shall 
be taken by yeas and nays. The Chair hearg no objection, and it is so 
ordered: 

A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow of 
Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army; 

A bill (8. 2547) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. 
Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas; and 

A bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Marie Louise 
Craven. 

And then, at 10 o’clock p. m. (February 13, 1885), in compliance with 
previous order, the House took a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow 
morning (February 14, 1885). 

AFTER RECESS. 


The reeess having expired, the House at 10 o’clock a. m. (Saturday, 
February 14) reassembled. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, my 
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object being to reach the consideration of the river and harbor bill, 
and also that all debate upon that bill, when next entered upon, shall 
be limited to one and one-half hours; one hour to be allotted to the 
enemies or opponents of the bill and thirty minutes to its friends, and 
upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WILLIS] a question as to the distribution of the time; how it is to be 
made; whether the debate shall proceed as we proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill by paragraphs, or whether he proposes that the 
debate allowed by this motion shall be a general debate? 

Mr. WILLIS. I can only give the gentleman from New York my 
own idea. It is this: The section will be read, and the gentleman from 
New York or some other gentleman opposed to the bill will take charge 
of the hour in opposition, and distribute it so as to suit the gentlemen 
who desire to speak in opposition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I have desired to suggest is this: while the 
time for debate is limited, it will proceed, as I understand, under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. That ought to be so, and that arrangement will no 
doubt accomplish the purpose of all parties. Let the time be occupied 
on the paragraphs as under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is precisely the point I am endeavoring to get 
at. Iam sure there is no intention unreasonably to consume the time 
so far as this debate is concerned. But if I understand the gentleman 
from Kentucky, he does not propose to limit us even tothe hour and a 
half allowed by his motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state for myself, and so far as I can speak for 
the friends of the bill, that even if the hour is exhausted when a gen- 


tleman offers an amendment and wants to present facts in connection | 


with any particular paragraph, I at least will not raise the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Idesired to have this understanding before we went 
into committee, so that it may be clearly understood when we are in the 
Committee of the Whole that this was the arrangement. 

Mr. CLARDY. I wish to suggest to gentlemen that the Committee 
of the Whole of course would be powerless to extend the time allowed 
for debate by the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY ] will 

pardon me, I will say if this understanding is now arrived at in the 
House, that there is tobe such a license as has been suggested, the com- 
mittee would be bound by that understanding. 
' Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Before going into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union I would like to have the opinion of the 
Chair on one point. The proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. WILLIs] this morning startles me. It is alarming. He suggests 
that somebody on this side of the House and somebody on that side 
shall control the time. Now, that may be all very well for the big men 
on this side of the House and the big men on that side; but the last 
opportunity that an obscure man like myself might have to speak in his 
own right for five minutes would be gone forever. Now, I would like 
to have the opinion of the Chair whether when the House by a majority 
limits debate on a section, say to one hour and a half—whether that 
hour and a half shall be in the control of. one man on each side of the 
House or whether the debate shall progress under the five-minute rule. 
That is the point on which I would like to have the opinion of the Chair. 
' The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state to the gentleman 
from Iowa its opinion, that the question as to the disposition of the time 
allowed for debate would be one entirely in the hands of the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. 


bate, but a debate under the five-minute rule, such an arrangement 
would allow a better chance to meet the point now suggested by the 
gentleman from Iowa. 
r Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If-+the chairman of the Committee of the 
‘Whole should take it into his head that under this order general de- 
hate was to be allowed for one hour and a half, to be controlled by one 
gentleman on the other side and one gentleman on this side, what 
chance would an obscure man like myself have to take part in that 
debate ? 
* Mr. REAGAN. Thechairman can not do that under the rules while 
the five-minute debate is*going on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee of the Whole is under 
the operation of the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I just wanted that much said by the 
Speaker. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to make a single remark to the gen- 
tleman on the other side who has charge of the bill. The friends of 
the bill say, ‘‘We have given you a great deal of latitude in this case; 
we have given you more time than we take ourselves.’’ Now, I would 
like very much to speak inst the provisions of this bill; but under 
the present circumstances I can not discuss any provision of the bill— 
I can not say a word against it. Why? Because here is my friend 
from Wisconsin |Mr. Prick], here is my friend from Iowa [Mr. W11- 
eon], here are other gentlemen who want to occupy the whole of the 
time in presenting their views on amendments that they wish to offer. 

I can pot say to the gentleman from Wisconsin or these other gentle- 


If the understanding can be as was suggested a ' 
little time ago, that the debate is not tobe what is called a general de- | 
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men, ‘‘I will occupy time in attacking the provisions of this bj). 
when these gentlemen stand here and say—— 

Mr. KING. I will ask the gentleman whether it would satisfy hi, 
if this side of the House would allow him one half hour? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not want to occupy time in that way under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman fails to recognize the fact that we 
are proceeding in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute de 
bate, and there will be opportunity for amendment to every clause 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iunderstand that. But here is the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, who says, ‘‘ I havean important amendment that I desire to 
offer, which is vital to meand my people.’’ Under such circumstances 
I can not take five minutes or ten minutes if thereby I interfere with 
the presentation of the merits of hisamendment. So also I understand 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] wishes to advocate an amend- 
ment. The case is the same with gentlemen all over this side of the 
House; they want the whole of this hour for presenting their arguments 
in favor of amendments that they may wish to offer. 

Mr. REAGAN. That means that we are to defeat this bill by letting 
every man talk as long as he wants to—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; it does not. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The lar orderis called for; and the 
Chair will state that the regular order is the business coming over from 
last night’s session under the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to say in behalf of the friends of this bill that 
the only object—— 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| der having been called for. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. May I say a word? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is only in order by unanimous 
consent; and the regular order has been called for. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irise toa question of order. When the recess 
was taken yesterday afternoon it was generally understood that the 
business of the House before noon to-day should be the consideration 
of the river and harbor bill; and the general understanding is that no 
vote is to be taken upon the Post-Office appropriation bill until the 
House meets at 12 o’clock to-day. Now, good faith toward the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, as well as toward the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, demands that this order shall be carried out. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that was the under- 
| standing; still the Chair was not a party to any private understanding 
on the part of the House. 
| Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr Speaker—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !”’ f 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Lf the House will be in order, the Chair 
will state the regular order. The Chair thinks the understanding of 
the House has been correctly stated by the gentJeman from I)linois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND]; but the Chair has no. power except to state the 
order of business under the rule. The regular order, in the judgment 
of the Chair, would be business coming over under the operation of the 
previous question from last night’s session, of which this is a continua- 
tion. But the gentleman from Kentucky asks now, in accordance 
with the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] as to what was the understanding of the House, that the House 
may now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

| Union to proceed with the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

' Mr. TOWNSHEND. That ought to be done. 


| Several members objected. 
EVENING SESSION FOR LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The call for the regular order is withdrawn to per- 

| mit me to request thata session be held to-night, beginning at 8 0’ clock, 

! to take up the legislative appropriation bill. I think that can be 
promptly disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
| gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to ask whether that means an understanding 
that the river and harbor bill shall stand out of the way? I do not 
understand from the gentleman that it does. 

Mr. HANCOCK. t is just what it does mean. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that the request 
was for a session this evening for the purpose of taking up the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial riation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only ask it for to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Indiana. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now I renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated the regular order 
and has stated that the from Kentucky moves that the House 
now resolve itself into of the Whole House on the state of 
ponte = reliaimmadaa consideration of the river and harbor 


. REED, of Maine. I object. It seems to me the regular order 
is public appropriation bills. 


Debate is not in order, the regular or- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think so. The 
Chair thinks this is an extension of the session of last night; and the 
House having by its own action applied the previous question to cer- 
tain bills undisposed of at the close of the session last evening, that 
business, in the judgment of the Chair, constitutes the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to postpone the 
farther consideration of that business at 2 0’clock to-day? = 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. The Chair does not think it is in order 
to move to postpone the previousquestion; the rule is imperative. The 
Clerk will report the clause of the rule which defines the operation of 
the previous question. : 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to appeal to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will wait one moment 
while the Clerk reports the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rue XVII. 

There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, being ordered by a 
majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all de- 
bate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or ques- 
tions on which it has been ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The language ofthe order under which the House 
sat last evening is this: 

That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will take 
a recess from 5 until 8 o’clock p.m.,at which evening sessions bills on the Pri- 


vate Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions shall be considered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that this is not Satur- 
day. This is Friday’s session. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Bat it is not the evening session of Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the judgment of the Chair thisis a 
continuation of the Friday evening session and will be until the House 
shall adjourn or dispose of the business brought over from the Friday 
evening session under the previous question. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion. | 
wish to appeal to the sense—— 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to adjourn at all, 
but I do not desire to go on with pension bills when the understand- 
ing was that we were to go on with the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the understanding 
was as stated by the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and 
the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. HAMMOND, but the Chair can only 
observe the rule. The Chair can not take official cognizance of private 
understandings. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman wil! state it. 

Mr. YOUNG. Is a motion to adjourn debatable ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not debatable. 

Mr. YOUNG. If itis, I wish to be heard a little while. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable. Does the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] insist upon his motion ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I withdraw it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to be heard for a moment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, is this debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only by unanimous consent: 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

‘The question was taken; and there were—ayes 11, oes 72. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, when the gentleman 
from Illinois asked to dispense with the private business, his language 
was to ‘dispense with all private business for the day, except the even- 
a a Thereupon, following that, I moved that at 10 o’clock 

y night the House should take a recess until this day at 10 a. m., 
intending to call up the river and harbor bill. I appeal to the sense of 
justice of this House whether that was not practically the understand- 
ing in the House; and therefore, in view of that understanding, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed in accordance with the expressed will of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, how many times has a gentle- 
man got to object on the floor of the House to a proposition and how 
a can it be renewed when gentlemen call for the regular 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated expressly that de- 
bate, or any remarks in the nature of debate, could be had only by 
unanimous consent, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] stood 
with the rest of the House listening until the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky was repeated. 

Mr. of Maine. The gentleman from Maine objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair denies that it is in fault in 
the matter at all. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLis]? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I object. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension tothe widow of Maj. Thomas 
D. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill the title of which has just been read. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, it was understood that the yeas and 
nays were to be taken upon that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask for the yeas 
and nays ? 

Mr. MATSON. I do. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope it will be voted down. Thisis a snap judg- 
ment, intended to defeat the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CUTWHEON. By the agreement made in the House last night 
it was understood that there was to be five minutes’ debate upon that 
bill on each side. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, this whole proceeding is in direct viola- 
tion of good faith. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order, as the Chair has 
ruled more than once. Five minutes’ debate on each side was to be al- 
lowed upon this bill, and the Chair is ready to recognize any gentleman 
who desires to be heard upon it. [After apause.] The question is on 
ordering the yeas and nays upon the passage of the bill, 

Thequestion was taken, and only 8 gentleman voted in the affirmative. 

So the yeas any nays were refused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whiatistheuse of killing this bill in this way? It 
will not take any more time to pass it than to kill it. 

The House again divided; and there were--ayes 31, noes 428. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. Houk 
and Mr. MATSON. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 48. 

Mr. HOUK. Noquorum. I can not permit this bill to be defeated 
without a quorum in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that he 
allow the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to enter a motion 
to reconsider, and that motion to reconsider can go over until another 
time; and so we will be able to get out of this difficulty, 

Mr. HOUK. With that understanding and in order that the House 
may go to public business, I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So the bill is rejected. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I enter the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was rejected; and I give notice that I will call it up at another 
time. 


MRS. FRANCES L. THOMAS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next bill coming over under the 
agreement at the evening session is a bill (S. 2547) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. 
Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of $30 a month now received by 
Mrs. Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj.Gen. George H. Thomas, to $2,000 per 
annum, to take effect from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. In the twenty minutes allowed for debate by 
agreement last night I ask the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the Senate bill No. 
2547, granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. 
Gen. George H. Thomas, having carefully considered the same, beg leave to re- 
port as follows: 

The proposition made by the Senate is to increase the pension of the widow of 
this illustrious officer from $30 per month to $2,000 perannum. It is said that 
General Thomas died owning but little property, and that his widow, though by 
no means ih actual want, desires an increase of her pension in order that she may 
live comfortably. Thiscommittee has recommended in every instance when the 
appeal has been made that the pension of a widow of a general officer should be 
increased to $50 per month. This is to give a pension more than three times as 
large as that given to the widows of any‘of the ge officers of the Army. 
There is one pension now granted by special act of Congress of $2,000 per annum. 
It goes to the widow of Admiral Farragut, so that we are not without a prece- 
dent. We should ask for no precedent for this proposition, because it can not 
be denied that General Thomas's service and career were in many respects ex- 
ceptional. He stood in the front rank of our general officers during our great- 
est war, alongside of Grant, Sherman, and Sheridan, and yet by his modesty, or 
for some other unexplained reason, favors were never shown him. His whole 
life was one of work, faithful, eens service of the most difficult and try- 
ing kind. His military history'furnished by the War Department shows this 
fact. During his lifetime he did not receive the lavisi honors and favors that 
were ziven to others, but the impartial historian will place him as one of the 
moet heroic and faithful characters in the history of our country, as great as the 
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greatest in hisachievements. For these reasons, believing it furnishes no prece- 
dent for action in any other case, we recommend the passage of the Senate bill. 

Mr. PRICE. When this bill came up in Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar last evening I raised objection to it and 
defeated its passage at that time solely on the ground that a single ob- 
jection was fatal. I then agreed, because I disliked to apply that rule, 
that the question might be brought before the House this morning. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise toa question of order. What is before the 
ILouse ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the Senate bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is that debatable ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order of the House twenty 
minutes were reserved for debate. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is it in order to amend the bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been or- 
dered and amendment is cut off. The House has so ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise toa question. If the Recorp 
states it correctly, the gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to control 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. That was the understanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that was the 
agreement. 

Mr. PRICE. If gentlemen who are opposing my occupying the floor 
had been here last night, as they ought to have been, there would have 
been no necessity for these inquiries. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. PRICE. No; I will not allow the gentleman to do anything. 

asked a courtesy at his hands a few days ago and I was spurned. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have to bear that. 

Mr. PRICE. I had to bear a similar one the other day. 


The question is on the third reading 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 13, 


200,000 people, to occupy a place in this Chamber to discharge the 
high and responsible duties of a legislator, do we by that accident or 
circumstance put on a finer organization, either physical or mental, as 
that in after years when we shall become dependent upon others we 
must be treated differently from any other citizen who has filled to the 
best of his ability his place in the world? The ideais abhorrent to th. 
principle of man’s equality, and unless the disposition to thus di, 
criminate is checked will prove destructive to the future of the Re 
public. I deeply deplore the tendency of the times in this direction 

Class legislation has been the bane of every country that has tried it 
France pursued it until the pressure became so great on the under strata 
of society that it rose in revolt, and anarchy and confusion ran riot 

I have no sympathy with that communistic sentiment, based simp! y 
on a feeling of hostility to those who by thrift and economy have a 
cumulated the means of surrounding themselves with the convenience, 
or luxuries of a higher civilization; but I havea deep and abiding sym 
pathy with that feeling of unrest so plainly visible in almost every com 
munity which is superinduced by just such legislation as this bill pro- 
poses. The private soldier was as warmly attached to his family and 
home as the officer. If he fell in battle his nerves were assensitive, his 
blood as red, his last gasp of agony accompanied with as much pain a; 
the officer’s. His wife and children mourned him astruly. Their des- 
titution was as complete, their agony as intense and lasting. In most 
instances they were more poorly equipped for the battle of life; and yet 
we have thus far contented ourselves with giving them such poor assist 
ance as may be derived under and by virtue of a general pension law 
blurred all over with crude and cruel conditions, many of which it i 
physically impossible to comply with. But if a major-general, or 1 
brigadier-general, or an officer of any grade knocks at the door of this 
Congress, each one vies with the others who shall most promptly vote 
the largest amount, while hundreds as brave and as patriotic men as 


This is a bill to grant a pension to the widow of General Thomas of | they, who rendered as important service as they, though in a humble: 


$2,000 per annum, and I rise to oppose it. 

All the arguments that have been or can be urged in favor of its pas- 
sage will be the gallantry and efficiency of General Thomas as an Amer- 
ican soldier, and at the very outset I freely and cheerfully indorse all 
the eulogies that will be pronounced on General Thomas. I admit his 
skill, his bravery, his devotion to country. I know that he inspired 
his friends and the friends of civil liberty with a love, an admiration, 
and confidence equaled only by the dread with which he inspired his 
enemies. I know, too, that our revenues will never be large enough to 
remunerate him for his distinguished services. I know that his mem- 
ory will be cherished as long as a spirit of patriotism shall find a place 
in the human heart, and that in after years coming generations will rec- 
ognize his life as the finest type of a great and at the same time a good 
man. 
it is because I would do honor to his name that I would oppose this 
bill. He fought and suffered and struggled that this might continue 
to be a free Government, by a free people; to preserve the right of every 
man, woman, and child to be the equal of every other before the law; 
that the benign and beneficent influence of its protecting arms might 
be thrown equally around all classes and all conditions of people; that 
the unworthy should suffer equal punishment, be he pauper or million- 
aire, and that equal meed of praise or reward should be extended to 
all who discharged equally well their social and political duties in 
whatever niche in life they might be placed. 

He defended for us the principle that— 

Honor and shame from no condition rise ; 
Act well your part, there all the honor lies. 

And we are violating this principle when we select this or any similar 
case and make it a matter of special legislation, to the exclusion of 
thousands of cases equally meritorious—admitting for this case all the 
merit that can possibly be-claimed for it—that appeal to us daily all 
over our land, not for alms, but for simple justice. 

I will be met_with the argument that a higher degree of skill ortal- 
ent or aptness entitles its possessor to greater compensation. Admitting 
this, and then you have not demonstrated that this bill should become 
a law. 

Elevation to places of command is not proof conclusive of extraor- 
dinary qualification. A hundred or a thousand untried men coming 
together, some must be selected as commanders, and in the absence of 
knowledge frequent mistakes were made and the fittest selections were 
not always determined on. Promotions were too frequently the result 
of political influences, and men were left to trudge on foot and carry a 
knapsack who could have rode on horseback quite as gracefully and 
commanded quite as skillfully and did exhibit as much bravery as the 
bravest of our most gallant leaders. They all, both officers and men, 
equally loved the flag; equally sacrificed home and ease and safety; 
- ually endured, and in too many instances died, that the nation might 

ive. 

The compensation of pay and comfort er discomfort of camp or march 
or battles fought were all in favor of the officer and against the private. 
Thus we did compensate more highly, while in the service, officers, as- 
suming that they possessed these rarer qualifications. 

sut should we continue these distinctions, when the service is over, 
to them or to their surviving relatives? 


You, Mr. Speaker, or myself, being selected for a few years, out of 
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sphere, or their dependent wives or children, are to-day in a condition 
of helpless and hopeless poverty superinduced by their service as pri- 
vate soldiers. 

If the Republic would live it must secure and retain the confidence ot 
its citizens, and this monstrous discrimination is so plain, so unendur- 
able, that it can not be regarded other than with abhorrence. 

There is now a bill pending in this House, and has been since the 
first week of the session, by the provisions of which if passed every 
soldier of the Union would receive a pension. Substitute that bill fo: 
this and pass it, and then with a consciousness that you have shewn 
yourselves worthy of the great sacrifices made by our defenders, you 
can have nothing to regret, nothing to apologize for, and you will hav» 
made our Government stronger in the hearts of the people, and sleep 
sweetly in the consciousness of duty well performed. I will be told 
that this is a “‘ great country,’’ and we should not be parsimonious in 
our dealings with our public men. I know it is a “‘great country, 
and I want it tocontinue great and to become greater, but that end can 
only be attained by making it and keeping it a just Government, and 
for a short time we are the custodians of its honor. 

Let us then strike down for all time these special acts in the interests 
of a few favorites, and pass a broad and generous pension bill which wil! 
treat all classes and all grades alike. Do not tell me I am opposed to 
pensioning the widow of General Thomas. It is not that that I am 
opposing. My opposition arises from the fact that all our soldiers are 
not [provided for, and every one of such cases as this that is relieved 
makes it that much more difficult to get what is demanded by every 
consideration of prudence, patriotism, and justice. 

Mr. Chairman, I offer as a substitute for the pending bill the bill t» 
which I referred, which pensions all soldiers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that no amend- 
ment is now in order. 

Mr. PRICE. Then I desire to record publicly my desire to offer the 
bill as a substitute for the pending proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the previous 
question having been ordered on this bill it cuts off amendments. 

Mr. PRICE. I agreed to give ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
maining. bs 

Mr. PRICE. But I do not see the gentleman in the Hall, and if tho 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] desires to be heard | 
will yield to him. I will extend to him a courtesy that he would not 
extend to me. 

Mr. REED. Do I understand the Chair to hold that the gentleman 
has exhausted the twenty minutes with the exception of two minutes ’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk reports that two minutes 0! 
the gentleman's time remain. ; ; 

Mr. REED. The gentleman commenced at twenty minutes befor: 
11 o'clock. ; 

Mr. MILLS. But the reading of the report took up a part of tlie 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Clerk re- 
ports the gentleman from Wisconsin has two minutes of the ten minutes 
remaining. There are consequently eighteen minutes of the twenty 
still remaining. 


The gentleman has two minutes re- 
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Mr. PRICE. Then I yield two minutes to thegentleman from Penn- 
|. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, we are not without a precedent in 
sarticular. The widow of Admiral Farragut received, by act of 
up to the time of her death, $2,000a year. This lady has 
been living, from the date of the death of her husband up to the present 
time, on a pension of $30a month; and I do not believe that any request 
would have been made except that it was with her a question of neces- 


syly 

M \ 
this parti 
Congress, 
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sity. Ay, more. I want to say to this House and to the country that 
there was developed in the war but one George H. Thomas, and I do not 


believe there is any part of the American people, in any section of our 
common country, who do not desire to see the widow of that great sol- 
dier go down for the rest of her life with her pillow smoothed and her 
declining years free from want. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PRICE. Then make them all smooth. I yield five minutes to 
the gentlemanfrom Michigan [Mr. CutcHEon]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, while I sympathize in the main 
with many of the sentiments expressed by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. PRICE] in regard to the matter of making discriminations be- 
tween those of lower and those of higher grades who equally served, 
who equally suffered, and equally died in the interests of the country, 
I do think that the case of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas is one that 
appeals so strongly by reason of his pre-eminent services, and towers so 
far above all others on which we are called to vote, that it ought to be 
made an exception. As was said by the distinguished gentleman on 
the left [Mr. RANDALL], the war developed but one George H. Thomas. 
He is one of the most eminent and most distinguished of all of the 

erals of the late war who have passed away; and I would place the 
widow of General Thomas side by side with the widow of our great sea 
admiral, an one so long as she lives she may know by the acts 
as well as the t of the American people that the supreme worth | 
ef her husband was fully appreciated by his country. 

Mr. Speaker, there were single days in the history of our great civil 
war when the services of Major-General Thomas were worth uncounted 
millions to the people; and we can not now, without national disgrace 
and without dishonor to ourselves, refuse to put his widow beyond all 
possibility of want. 

Mr. KING. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
twenty minutes are allowed for debate. 
given to that side of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Louisiana, as the Chair has stated before, that the twenty minutes 
by order of the House were given, the whole of it, to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KING. The whole time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The Chair has stated it three times that 
such was the agreement of the House. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CuTcHEON] will proceed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. For these reasons and for other reasons which 
there is not now time to enumerate I shall give my vote for this bill, 
and I trust that it may be passed by such an overwhelming majority 
in this House as shall emphasize the appreciation of the American peo- 
ple for that great hero General George H. Thomas. 

Mr. KING. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin ? 

Mr. PRICE. I do not yield to any one till I hear the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana. What does the gentleman want ? 

Mr. KING. I want to have one minute. 

Mr. PRICE. I will give it cheerfully if I can do so after fulfilling 
my promise to the gentleman from Texas[Mr. REAGAN]. How many 
minutes have I remaining ? 

The SPEAK 
his time remaining. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] wants five 
minutes and I will cheerfully yield him that time; and then I will 
yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Kine]. 

Mr. REAGAN. There has been no time allowed for considering this 
bill. It was not reported, I am told, till last night. But that is not 
the point I rose to make. 

Under our system of government it was never intended that there 
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I understand 
Ten minutes have already been 





should be privileged classes—drones in society paid out of the labor of 
other for doing nothing. Under the English Government, where 
pri classes are preserved as a part of the nature and character of 


the government, high salaries are given to officers, and there are expen- 
sive pension-lists for the benefit of persons in various departments of life 
inorder to sustain and keep up privileged classes. At the very founda- 
tion of our Government lies the declaration that there shall be no priv- 
ileged classes, no aristocracy in this country. 

We have, however, in recent years managed to pension the Federal 
judiciary, to pension the officers of the Army retired from service, to 
pension the officers of the Navy, to pension the officers of the marine 
service; and now there are pending before this House bills to pension 
eel classes of people by putting them on the retired pen- 

The whole of this means that there is to be established a class who 


ER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes of | 
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are to be a privileged class, who are to live upon the labor of others 
I ask this House if it is just in principle, because a citizen has received 
high honors and high emoluments, that therefore he and his family 
shall be pensioned upon the public Treasury? I ask if because he has 
been more fortunate than others, if because he has had superior posi- 
tion, social, political, military, or civil, this constitutesa reason for levy- 
ing taxes upon the people to support him and his family when they are 
rendering no public service? 

Itisnot to this particular case [am rag is to the whole prin- 
ciple. I have not, I believe, voted for any case ofthis kind. I can not 
vote for a case of this kind, because I believe it to be violative of the 
principles and character of our Government and to be violative of the 
rules of right, unjust alike to all that are not pensioned 

It is said here that General Thomas died poor. Well, sir, thousands 
of men in this die poor. It is said that it is desired his widow 
shall live in comfort. I wish that-every widow in this land could live 
in comfort. But when you tax one part of the widows in this country 
to support another part, when you tax the poorer to support the richer, 
when you tax one part of the men in this country to support another 
part of the men in this country, when you tax the poorer for the ben 
efit of those in a better position in life and society, I say it is a wrong, 
and it is a wrong that the American people should give attention to; 
because if these precedents should go on it will soon be the case that 
the parties who are benetited by this legislation and those interested in 
them will become an element so powertul! as to create a privileged class, 
an order of drones upon society, who are to live upon the labor and 
enjoy the profits of the toil and sweat of those poorer and more suffer- 
ing than themselves 

My hope, Mr. Speaker, is only in this five minutes, as far as I can, 
to direct the attention of this House, and if possible to direct the 
attention of the country, to the monstrous wrongs growing out of these 
precedents of paying people not for public services, but of pensioning 
them for life when they are rendering no public service, and of com- 
pelling people poorer than themselves to provide for them special and 
exclusive privileges 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. PRICE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. KiNG] and the remaining one minute to the gentleman from Ten- 
nesses [Mr. HovK] 

Mr. KING. Ido not rise so much to oppose the pending measure 
as to call the attention of the House to a personal matter of fact. Yes- 
terday this House took a recess until 10 o'clock this morning, for what 
purpose? For the purpose of considering the river and harbor bill 
That, sir, among others, was the purpose of taking that re ind now 
we are opposed by these pension bills. Do gentlemen who advocate 
this effort to strangle the river and harbor bill recognize the fact that 
this is bad faith? If this House is to be governed by anything in its 
deliberations, it must be governed by good faith. If we are to have no 
confidence in the pledges made between ourselves as to the discussion 
of great measures here, then certainly the public interests must suffer 
just in that proportion. I therefore appeal to gentlemen who are bring- 
ing forward these pension measures at this time to stop now and let us 
go back to where we began and proceed with the discussion of the river 
and harbor bill. 

Mr. HoUuK rose.. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
minute. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, in one minute little can be said. It was 
my privilege to see and know a good deal of General Thomas during 
the war. I simply want to add to what other gentlemen have said 
here, that there were days, hours, and minutes as well, when even the 
life of this nation rested upon the action of that great man, and to re- 
fuse this tribute to his services by refusing to give this poor pittance to 
his wife would, I feel, bea national disgrace. That isall I have tosay, 
as it is impossible to make a speech or recount his virtues in the time 
allotted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
a third reading. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, there was an understanding that the 
yeas and nays should be taken upon the passage of this bill, and ot 
course that must be done if the gentleman from Wisconsin { Mr. PRICE] 
insists upon it; but I hope he will not insist, and that we shal! now pass 
this bill, and proceed immediately to the consideration of other busi- 
ness. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the yeas and nays 

Mr. PRICE. The agreement was thai the yeas and nays should be 
called on the passage of the bill, and I hope that we will immediately 
kill it and then go on with the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that this bill has been ordered to a third reading, and if the gentlemen 
intended to insist upon the understanding they ought to have made the 
point sooner; it is now too late. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that by agree- 
ment of the House the yeas and nays are to be called upon the-passage 
of this bill. The question is now upon the passage of this bill. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. PRICE] insists that the agreement of the 
House, in the nature of an order, that the yeas and naysshall be taken, 
shall be carried out, and the Chair can do nothing but execute the order 
of the House. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
PRICE] has just insisted upon the execution of the order. It is not in 


the power of the Chair to change the order of the House. 


Mr. REAGAN. 


I insist that the understanding shall be carried out. 
The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and there were— 


yeas 144, nays 52, not voting 128: as follows: 
YEAS—144. 


Alexander, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bisbee, 

Black burn, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Brown, W. W. 
Browne, T. M. 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Connolly, 
Covington, 
Cox, 8.58. 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble, 
Dixon, 
Dockery, 
Elliott, 

Ellis, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 


Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Clements, 
Cosgrove, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 


Adams, G. E. 
Adams, J.J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Barbour, 

rr, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Bratton, 
Breitung, 
Brumm, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Chalmers, 
Clardy, 
Clay, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cox, W. R. 
Craig, 
© iuertecn, w.w. 
Dargan, 


Follett, 
Foran, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hancock, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Jeffords, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 


Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Post, 

Potter, 
Pusey, 
Randal), 
Reed, T. B. 
Reid, J. W. 
Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Seney, 
Shively, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T. G, 
Slocum, 


NAYS—J2. 


Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibrell, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Forney, 
Green, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
Hemphill, 
Hewitt, G, W. 


Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T. 
Lanham, 
MeMillin, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Neece, 
Oates, 

O’ Ferrall, 
Peel, 


NOT VOTING—128 


Deuster, . 
Dingley, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Ellwood, 
Evans, 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Garrison, 
Gibson, 
Giascock, 
Goll, 
Graves, 
Hanback, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W. H. 


Henderson, D. B. 


Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. 8, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
amen, 


Ho cpncinn, 
Hutchins, 


James, 


Johnson, 


Jones, B. W. 


So the bill was passed. 


The following-named members were announced from the Clerk’s | his 


Jones. 1. K, 


Jorda., 


Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lovering, 
McAdoo, 
Matson, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murray, 
O'Hara, 
ONeill JS, 
Paige, 
—. 
elps, 
Poland, 
Rankin, 


Smith, H. Y. 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Swope, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
White, J.D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 

York. 


Reagan, 

Riggs 

Base. J.H. 
Stewart, Charles 
Tay bor, 3. M. 
Tucker, 

Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Eaton, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn 
Williams, 
Willis. 


Rice, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J.8. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rock well, 
Rogers, W. F 
Russell, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Smalls, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Sprigcs, 
Storin, 
Strubie, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
seen E.B, 
om 
Throc Eesecten, 
Tully, 
Vv alentine, 
Vv Pe. Alstyne, 
Wai 
Wanner. A.J. 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
Winans, — 
Wise, J. 


‘ood, 
Woodward, 
Young. 


desk as paired, until further notice, on all political questions: 
Mr, MORRISON with Mr. Jonny 8S. WISE. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. Largp. 
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Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLoGG. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. LAcry. 

Mr. HARDY with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. KeTcHam. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. StorM with Mr. CRAIG. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. BRuMM. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Coss with Mr. Smiru, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. PAIGE, with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. FERRELL with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. BowEn. 

Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, was announced as paired with Mr. 
Gipson on the bill granting a pension to the widow of General George 
H. Thomas. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill coming over from last evening. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maric Louise Crayen. 

Mr. MATSON. » I ask unanimous consent that the consideration of 
this bill be postponed for the time being, owing to the absence of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt] who is pressing the bill. | 
am opposed to it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks that, 
on account of the absence of the gentleman from New York who has 
charge of this bill, it be passed over without prejudice. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committe: 
of the Whole, and pending that—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
| man. The Chair is now trying to hear the motion of the gentleman 
| from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIS. Pending that motion, I move that when the Commit- 
| tee of the Whole next enters upon the consideration of the river and 
; harbor bill—— 

| Mr, REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker—— 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 

| man. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ido not want to be deprived of my right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not deprive the gentle- 
man of any right, but will hear the motion already in process of state- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Thatall debate upon the pending section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to one hour and a half, with the understand- 
ing that an hour be given to the opponents and thirty minutes to the 
friends of the bill; and upon that I call the previous question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I make the pointof order that we must take 
the vote on the Post-Office bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already ruled that this 
is a prolongation of the session of Friday evening for pension bills. 
The order was that the Post-Office bill—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If this is a prolongation of Friday evening's 
session, then the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky can not be in 
order, because the business of the Friday evening session is limited by 
order of the House—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal shows that the consider- 
ation of the Post-Office appropriation bill was to be resumed after the 
reading of the Journal to-day. The Journal and the RecorD both so 
state it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then, if the Chair holds this is a prolongation 
of last night’s session, nothing is in order except pension bills. 

The SPEAKER pro re. The Chair will state that everything 
that has come over from the Committee of the Whole House has been 
rR of. 

aa REED, of Maine. The Chair holds this to be a prolongation of 

riday night's session. Then nothing is in order but pension bills. 
"Tbe ee KER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine will state 
t of order. 
r. REED, of Maine. The point of order I make isthis: the Chair 
| has aiready decided and repeated the d that this is only a pro- 
longation of last night’s session. By consent, and under an 
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bills of a certain class described in the rule. ae be heard. a | | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthat the gentleman’s pointof order? | Mr. KELLEY. I can hear nothing that is going on, nor could I hear 
Mr. REED, of Maine. That is the point of order. ; anything said by the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds, as it has held before, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair waited until the gentleman 
that this is a prolongation of the session of Friday evening for the com- from Kentucky had twice been recognized to move to lay. the appeal 
Jetion of the work that came over under the operation of the previous | upon the table. 
question, and that under the rule this business can not be dispensed Mr. KELLEY. I should have been pleased to have timed the period 


order of the House, the business of that session is limited to pension Mr. WASHBURN. There was such astorm of disorder no one could 


with except by unanimous consent. That work has now been com- | of the Chair's waiting. 
pleted, and there is nothing left upon which the previous question was The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
in operation. The Chair overrules the point. of order. gentleman from Kentucky, to lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There is another bill that came The House divided; and there were—ayes 132, noes 29 
over—the Thornburgh bill. Mr. KELLEY demanded tellers 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent that was passed 

ver. 
; Mr. WADSWORTH. Is there not one other? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk reports there is none. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 

Mr. HISCOCK rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman, 
but first will state the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, which 
is that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; and pending that, he moves that when the river and har- Mr. HISCOCK. On what motion is that ? 
bor bill shall be reached, all debate shall be limited to an hour and a The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


| Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KELLEY and Mr. WILLIS were ap- 
half, with the understanding that one hour belongs to the opponents = moved that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


! pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 132, noes 32. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the appeal was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the demand 
for the previous question. 





and thirty minutes to the friends of the measure. Pending that the | Whole House on the state of the Union to resume the consideration of 
gentleman from New York rises, as the Chair understands, for an in- | the river and harbor appropriation bill, and pending that motion he 
i moved that all debate be limited to an hour and 4 half, one hour to be 
given to the opponents of the measure and thirty minutes to its friends. 
It is on that motion the gentleman from Kentucky demands the pre 
vious question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The previous question then is on the motion to 
limit all debate. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is that on all the sections or the pending section of 


ba 4 HISCOCK. The inquiry I desire to make is this: is it not the 
order in reference to Friday evening sessions that no business sha!l be 
transacted except the consideration of pension bills? 

The 8S R pro tempore. The Chair has ruled three times, and 
will vera that that was the only business in order until completed. 
It is completed. 


Mr. H K. Iask to have the order read. | the bill? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the Clerk will report Mr. WILLIS. The pending section of the bill and all amendments 
the order.” . | thereto. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. ; Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I move to amend the motion of the gentle- | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
man from Kentucky by increasing the time to three hours. | Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. There are twenty-seven pages of this 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is in order. | section remaining; and do I understand the time of an hour and a 

Mr. WILLIS. I called the previous question. | half is only to be given to the entire twenty-seven ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky re-; The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated as plainly as he 
minds the Chair of what it had for the instant forgotten, that he had can that the proposition limiting the debate applies to the section and 
demanded the previous question upon his motion. | all amendments thereto, and not to the number of pages. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did not hear that. | Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask whether a few members 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman had so stated it; and | who may happen to get the floor and occupy the hour in opposition to 
the Ghair recognized the gentleman from Maine for the point of order. | the bill on the first of the twenty-seven pages we would not then be 
But the gentleman from Kentucky can not be swept off the floor after | compelled to vote on the other twenty-six pages without debate at all ? 





he has demanded the previous question. | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that is a par- 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I notice that he can not. | liamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. He can not, because the rule will not | Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If we are required to do that then this 
permit it, nor will the Chair permit it. is nothing better than a gag. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is understood that the committee will rise at12 | Mr. STEELE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
o’clock m. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WILLIS. There is no such understanding. Mr. STEELE, Under the decision of the Chair, this being a con- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky de- tinnance of last night’s session, would it not be in order now to move 
mands the previous question on his motion. to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar ? 
Mr. , of Maine. Is my motion ruled out? | Mr. REAGAN. It is not a continuance of last night’s session but of 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was never entertained by the Chair | yesterday’s session under the order of the House. 
because the gentleman from Maine had not the floor to make it, the | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s parliamentary in- 
gentleman from Kentucky having demanded the previous question on | quiry does not apply to the present status of the business of the House 
his motion. | The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. [I ask whether if the order under which the session | Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
of last night was held has been executed, as I understand it has, and | question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
whether w there is no further business to be considered, we can go | laid on the table. 
outside of that order so specific in its terms, and take up new business | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the 
not connected with pensions ? motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, that all debate upon the sec- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule for the third time | tion and amendments be limited to one and one-half hours. 
on the same point of order substantially, and that is that the House hav- Mr. KELLEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
ing this morning completed the unfinished business coming over from | The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 33 voting in favor 
last night’s session under operation of the previous question, the work | thereof and 136 against the call. 
of that session has been finished and the motion of the gentleman from | Mr. KELLEY. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Kentucky is in order. | Tellers were not ordered, 14 members only voting therefor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Let me ask a question. [Cries of The motion of Mr. WILLIs was then agreed to. 

“‘Regularorder!’?] TheThornburgh case went over, noquorum having | Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion to 


appeared when the vote was taken. : limit debate was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
Mr. KELLEY. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. ‘ sider be laid on the table. 
Mr. WILLIS. I move to lay that appeal upon the table. , The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Is it not too late to take an appeal? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the motion 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say no; and the gentle- | of the gentleman from Kentucky, that the House resolve itself into 
man from Kentucky moves to lay the appeal upon the table. Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 


Mr. KELLEY. May I be heard to state the ground of my appeal? | pose of considering the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair waited to hear the gentle- Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
man until the gentleman from Kentucky had twice been recognized. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
The gentleman did not claim the floor. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’} 


Mr. HISCOCK. Under the ruling of the Chair that we were inc«a- 
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tinuation of last evening's session, I make the point of order that the 
only motion which is in order is a motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole to consider pension claims upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIS. May I interrupt the gentleman from New York for 
» moment? I think I can make a statement that will satisfy him that 
his position 1s not a correct one. 

in yesterday the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOwNSHEND] moved 
that private business for the day, that is the legislative business of Fri- 
day, being the Private Calendar, be dispensed with except at the evening 
session fixed for the consideration of pension bills. Now, at the session 
of last night for the consideration of pension bills there were some two 
or three pension bills reported to the House from the Committee of the 
Whole with the understanding that they should be considered in the 
House this morning when a quorum was present. These bills have 
been called up and disposed of. That leaves operative the motion of 
the gentleman from Lilinois to dispense with private business, and con- 
sequently the continuation of Friday's session, according to the order 
of the House, is to be devoted to such other business as may be taken 
up 
"Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to have the Recor» read to which the gen- 
tlemar from Kentucky alluded, showing in any way that we have dis- 
pensed with the consideration of private business on. Friday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from New York 
send to the desk any portion of the RecorpD he desires to have read ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I refer to that portion to which the gentleman from 
Kentucky has alluded. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I wish to inquire whether the ques- 
tion of order raised by the gentleman from New York has not been al- 
ready decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has more than once decided 
the question of order; but the gentleman from New York calls for the 
reading of the proceedings of the House with reference to dispensing 
with private business for Friday. - 

Mr. HISCOCK. The only interest I feel in the matter is that if by 
unanimous consent we have a given session in which a certain class of 
business only can be transacted, it seems to me that such an agreement 
should not be violated. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair has not made the ruling at- 
tributed to it by the gentleman from New York. The Chair ruled, as 
the RecorpD and the Journal both show, that this is a prolongation of 
the session of last night for the consideration of such business as came 
over under the operation of the previous question. That business hav- 
ing been disposed of, the House is nowin session, and the Chair thinks 
that the resolution to which the gentleman refers does not and can not 
apply longer to this session of the House. 

The Chair, therefore, overrules the point of order of the gentleman 
from New York, as the Chair has done repeatedly before this morning. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. KELLEY rose, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that the House do now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to raise the point of order under 
the language of Rule XX VI, which provides that Friday in every week 
shall be set apart for the consideration of private business, unless other- 
wise determined by a two-thirds vote; that this being the continuation 
of Friday's session, only such business is in order as that rule provides 
for. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
that the order of business was set aside by a two-thirds vote of the 
House, as the REcorD and the Journal show. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The question I desire to raise is that 
the House having laid aside, by a two-thirds vote, private business on 
yesterday, and then having taken up the Post-Office appropriation bill, 
that that bill is in order now for disposal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would inform the gentle- 
man that the Journal shows, by order of the House, that the consider- 
ation of the Post-Office appropriation bill is to be resumed after the 
reading of the Journal at the opening of the next day’s proceedings. 
The Chair has no power to order the Journal to be read at this time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. By unanimous consent it could be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
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I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The Chair does. not think it requires 
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I appeal to gentlemen on the other side that they had better withhold 
the objection, because if an appeal is taken I should be allowed time 
to debate it, and it will perhaps save time to have it read. 

Mr. WILLIS. I make no objection to the request of the gentleman 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman knows it is impossible 
to order the Journal of this day’s proceedings to be read, for the reason 
that this day’s proceedings have not yet terminated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ButI understand the Speaker to say that the Jou: 
nal shows a fact. Now I think the House ought to be in possession o/ 
the information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair referred to the minutes of 
the proceedings taken during the day. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I desire that the minutes of the proceedings 
be read to show what the motion was and the action of the House 
upon it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope consent may be had to reading that portion of 
the minutes which relates to the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand I have been recognized by the Chair, 
but I have been taken off the floor by other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]? The Chair hears none 
The Clerk will report that portion of the minutes which has been in- 
dicated. 

Mr. KELLEY. Have I been recognized by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. KELLEY. I was about to say what seems to me to be perti- 
nent to this business. I had been assured by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs], and ithas somewhat controlled my conduct, that 
there had been a resolution passed which made it legitimate when pen- 
sion bills had been exhausted to go on with general business. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] seems to have had the same 
impression and calls for the reading of that resolution. I can not refer 
to it, for I have it only on the report of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky who is managing this bill. 1 ask him to state when the resolu- 
tion was passed and what it was, so that it may be produced for the 
satisfaction of gentlemen who do not remember it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
unanimous consent has been given to read that portion of the minutes 
which refers to that action of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I merely wanted to know if it was the same thing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read that portion of the 
minutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. TownsHEND moved to dispense with the morning hour for the call of com- 
mittees for reports, and with the consideration of private business for to-day, 
not to dispense with the evening session for private bills; which said motion 
was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then, as I understand, we are now in the evening 
session yet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairthinks not. The Chair has 
ruled three times upon the point of order the gentleman from New 
York is now seeking to raise again. The Chair held and stif holds 
that this morning at 10 o’clock the House met in prolongation of the 
session of last night until the unfinished business coming over there- 
from under the operation of the previous question should be disposed 
of. That has been done. And the Chair again rules that this House 
has completed the work of last night’s session, and the question is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the pending 
bill. ; 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the construction, mee, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state under the order of the 


unanimous consent to exeeute an order of the House. | House all debate on the pending section and amendments thereto has 
Mr. HISCOCK May I ask to have the Journal read on this point | been limited to one hour and a half; one hour shall be given to the op- 

to which the Chair refers? , ponents of the bill and one half hour to the friends of the bill. The 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. | Chair desires further to state that but a part of the pending section has 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the Chair will | been read, and that, in the opinion of the Chair, the remainder of it 

state that the Journal is not presumed to be made up until the close of | ought to be read before that debate shall be begun. 

the session of the day to which it relates, which day's session has not | Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


yet terminated. 
: ated. hs ‘ quiry. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I could appeal from the decision of the Chair; but | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 














1885. 
or ae i areptenancusme 


IRN Georgia. I would inquire whether in the execu- 

i Mr. TORE kdah the Chair has just adverted it would be nee- 

an to make points of order pending the reading of the section which 
the Chair has just ordered. re ; ba ; : 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, points of order can 
not properly be raised upon the section until the section shall have 
been read, and unless objection is made the Chair will allow points of 
order to be raised after the reading of the section. i 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. There being many paragraphs to this section, I sub- 
mit to the Chair that if they be read through without objection, the | 
right to amend whenever a paragraph is read would be lost. av 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the reading is 
simply to place the section before the committee for consideration, and 
that every item in it will then be subject to a point of order, or to 
amendment; there being no limitation except that prescribed by the 
House of one hour and a half for debate. 

Mr. KEIFER. I suggest as a matter of convenience that the section 
might be read by paragraphs after general debate is closed, for the pur- 

of amendments and points of order. And I suggest further that 
the reading of the whole section be omitted until general debate is 


| 
| 
| 


ra CHAIRMAN. It occurs to the Chair that it would be anoma- 
lous to debate a section that has not been read. 

. Mr. REAGAN. Iask unanimous consent that it be understood that 
the section has had its first reading. 

, Mr. REED, of Maine. I think it should be read. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- | 
ular order !’’] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make this inquiry: While there is to be 
debate for one hour to the opponents of the bill and thirty minutes to 
its friends, I understand nevertheless that debate is to be under the 
five-minute rule. It is not general debate. It seems, therefore, tome 
that this debate should be indulged in as we are proceeding with the | 
consideration of the bill by paragraphs. And I will say further that | 
I understood the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], who has 
charge of the bill, to indicate that he thought that was the proper 
course to be pursued. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The effect of that would be to exhaust de- 
bate on a portion only of the paragraphs, and there would be no debate 
at all on the subsequent paragraphs of the section. 
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of this bill shall be distributed so that thirty minutes of it may be d 
voted to that part of the bill which contains the appropriation for the 





Mr. HISCOCK. Then, as I understand now, the whole section is to 
be read, and debate is to take place under the five-minute rule as the 
section is read by paragraphs. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the reading of the section un- 
der the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. WAIT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WAIT. Ifa member of this House offers an amendment to the 
bill, is he not to have time to explain that amendment and show to the 
House why that amendment should be agreed to? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this anomalous con- 
dition of things exists: General debate on the bill was limited and con- 
cluded; after the bill had been acted upon under the five-minute rule 
the House determined to conclude all debate on the pending section, 
including all these paragraphs,in one hour and a half. Taking the 
two things together, the Chair thinks that hour and a half will be 
treated as divided into periods of five minutes, sixty of the minutes to 
be given to the opponents of the bill and thirty minutes to those in 
favor of it. 

Mr. WAIT. Then, as I understand the Chair, if a gentleman offers 
an amendment to the bill after the sixty minutes is exhausted his 
amendment comes before the House without his having an opportunity 
to explain or debate it. 

* The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s understanding is perfect. 
[{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WAIT. Then if a member is so unfortunate as to present an 
amendment after the sixty minutes for debate is exhausted he is to 
have no unity to explain its bearing or effect or the importance 
of it to the section of country he represents. I can only say that I do 
not think that course will facilitate the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to know whether, when the 
reading of the bill is completed, an amendment to any part of the bill 
which is now to be considered and to be read will be in order during 
the p of the debate? 

The RMAN. The debate is limited simply onthe pending sec- 
tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then will an amendment be in order during the 
Pp of the debate ? 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not see why it may not be. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iso understand, and I wish to have it distinctly 
understood that an amendment may be offered at any time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that the hour which is to be given in the discussion to the opponents 





Mississippi River 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair kas no control of that matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose we can make an arrangement here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was going on to say thatif gentlemen 
wiJl agree upon a gentleman whom the Chair can recognize to parcel 
out the time on that side the Chair will recognize him, and such an 
arrangement would be very agreeable to the Chair 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should be entirely willing that the gentleman from 


| Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] should have the distribution of the time 


Mr. YOUNG. Iam opposed to that. Mr. BAYNE is in favorof the 


| bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is entirely willing that any gentle 
man shall be designated 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, that side of the House (if there is to 
be a division by political lines) has occupied a good deal of the time 
that has been devoted to the discussion of this bill, and I think it is 
bat fair that gentlemen who desire to offer amendments and have been 
endeavoring to do so ever since the bill has been under discussion, 
should have some control of the time to be devoted to debate. 

Mr. WASHBURN and several other gentlemen called for the regular 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
section. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I think some arrangement can be 
made such as I have suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to make a 


The regular order is the reading of the pending 


| Suggestion? It will take from ten to fifteen minutes to read this sec 
| tion of the bill, and during that time an arrangement can be entered 


into and the Chair informed of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, I would suggest right here that Mr. Reep, 
of Maine, shall take charge of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. MCMILLIN took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the head- 
waters of the Yellowstone River as a public park, asked a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 


: appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Vest, Mr. HAR- 


RISON, and Mr. MANDERSON. 
The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the follow- 
ing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was requested 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), Titat the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for 1884, with its appendices, be printed in 
the usual octavo form, but that the eight accompanying memoirs be printed in 
quarto form, and that 4,509 additional copies of the report and memoirs be 
printed, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the purpose of carrying out the foregoing provisions the Secretary of War 
shall, immediately upon the passage of this act, engage the services of James 
B. Eads as advisory engineer in the construction of said works, whose duty it 
shall be to prepare the plans, specifications, and estimates, and to make the 
necessary recommendations therefor, and to exercise a general supervision dur- 
ing the progress of the work; and for his services he shall receive the sum of 
$5,000 per annum, and the further sum of $3,000 for every additional foot of chan- 
nel depth that may be secured: Provided, however, That no part of said sums of 
$3,000 for channel depths shall be due or paid until twenty-five feet of navigable 
depth of water throughout the channel shall have been obtained: And provided 
further, That said $3,000 payments shall be made by the Secretary of War when 
due, only on the certified statements of the Superintendent of the Geodetic and 
Coast Survey, whose duty it shall be to establish the plane of reference at mean 
low tide in the harbor of Galveston, and to survey and measure from said plane 
the depths of channel from time to timé, and to promptly furnish to said Eads, 
when requested, such information regarding the depths of channel thus ascer- 
tained by his said surveys; and the compensation to said Eads above provided 
for shall be paid to him by the Secretary of War out of the sums appropriated by 
Congress from time to time for the improvement of Galveston Harbor and 
channel. 

The Secretary of War shall detail for said works on Galveston Harbor and 
channel such officers of the Engineer Corps of the Army as he may deem neces- 
sary to disburse the funds and make the contractsand purchases incident there- 
to; and the officers in charge of said works shall make reports to the Secretary 
of War, as he may prescribe, of the progress of said works, and of their proceed- 
ings and expenditures,which shall be by him submitted to Congress at its regu- 
lar meetings in December of each year; and said Fads shall report to the Secre- 
tary of War the yearly operations, plans,and estimates for this work,to be 
submitted by him in like manner to Congress 

It shall be the duty of the Superintendent of the Geodetic and Coast Survey, 
immediately after the passage of this act, if in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War it be necessary, to cause a survey to be made of the Galveston Bar and Har- 
bor and adjacent waters. After the completion of such survey full and com- 

lete charts of the same shall be made, upon which shall be cleariy shown the 
30-foot contour line within the harbor and the 30-foot contour-line in the Gulf of 
Mexico, Said charts shall aiso show the location and depths of the best avail- 
able channel existing at the date of such survey between the two contour lines 
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aforesaid. The channel to be obtained by said Eads may be located by him 
on any lines between said 30-foot contours of the harbor and the Gulf that he 
may determine upon; and said contour lines, and the depths of water upon the 
bar in the best available channel] then existing as aforesaid, as laid down on said 
charts and measured from said plane of mean low tide, shall be fixed and final 
as affecting all questions between the Government and said Eads as to the meas- 
urements of channel depths for payments of his services or otherwise. Three 
of said charts, when completed, shall be duly certified by said superintendent, 
one of which shal! be retained in his office, another shall be given to said . 
and the third transmitted to the Secretary of War. And the sum of $10, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used out of the money hereinafter 
appropriated for the improvement of Galveston Harbor to defray the expense of 
the aforesaid survey and measurement. 

The material and plant belonging to the Government at Galveston, together 
with the jetty and other works now in progress, may be removed or used in 
carrying out the provisions of this act ; and the sum of $750,000 is hereby appro- 
priated to commence said improvement, to be immediately available. 

Improving Sabine Pass, Texas and Louisiana: Continuing improvement, 
$125,000 

Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $8,500. 

Improving Black River Harbor, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $9,000. 

Improving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 

For the purpose of acquiring the title to the land adjoining the inner end of 
the west pier built by the United States for the improvement of the harbor at 
Port Clinton, Ohio, the Secretary of War shall negotiate with the owner or 
owners of the land for the purchase thereof at a reasonable price, to be approved 
by Congress; and if an agreement as to price can not be made with the owner, 
then the value of the same shall be ascertained in the mode provided by the 
laws of Ohio for the condemnation of lands for public uses in that State, the 
result of said proceedings of condewnation, if taken, to be reported to the next 
Congress for its approval. 

Improving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum River, Ohio: Continu- 
ing improvement, $15,000. 

mproving harbor at Sandusky city, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $5,000; 
and the $10,000 heretofore eppeepeanes to repair existing works are to be ex- 
pended in dredging the channel through the outer bar and within the bay, 
which last amount is hereby made immediately available. 

Improving harbor at Toledo, Ohio: Dredging out the old channel, $20,000; and 
for continuing improvement on Maumec River, $62,500. 

» Improving harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, $40,000; 
of which sum $5,000 are to be expended on the inner harbor. 

Improving Calumet Harbor, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

Improving harbor at Chicago, Ill. : Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

_ Improving harbor at Waukegan, Ill.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at Black Lake, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 
Improving harbor at Charlevoix, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
improving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement, 6,000. 
improving harbor at Frankfort, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 
improving harbor at Grand Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $30,000, 
Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $35,000. 
Improving harbor at Ludington, Mich. : Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich. : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at Marquette, Mich. : Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, 1 \ 
Improving harbor at Ontonagon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 
Improving harbor at Pentwater, Mich. : Cee ra $6,000, 
ee harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, Mich.: Continuing improve- 

ment, $12,500. 


Improving harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Mich.: Continuing improvement, 
: ) 


Improving harbor at Saint Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Saugatuck, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing ta rovement, $5,000. 
unm” = harbor at White River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 

0,000, 7 

Improving harbor at Ahnapee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $9,000, 

Improving harbor at Green Bay, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis.: Continuin; > ngaovament. $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Kewaunee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 

Improving harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000; of 
which amount $5,000 shall be expended in improving the inner harbor between 
the dry-dock and the mouth of the river. 

Improving harbor at Menomonee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Milwaukee Bay and Harbor at Milwaukee, Wis. : Continuing im- 
provement, $75,000. 

Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

Improving harbor at Port Washington, Wis. : Continuing improvement, $5, 000. 

Improving harbor at Racine, Wis. : Continuing improvement, : 

Improving harbor at Superior Bay and Harbor and Saint Louis Bay, Wiscon- 
sin: Continuing improvement, $12,500; and the engineer in charge, in his next 
annual report, shall submit an estimate of the cost oe or other fa- 
cilities that may be needed for dredging the harbors of Duluth and Superior. 
Seven thousand five hundred dollars of the money hereby appropriated are to 
be expended in dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor and in repairing 
piers at natural entry, and $5,000 in dredging Saint Louis Bay from deep water 
at Connor's Point toward deep water at Grassy Point. 

Improving harbor at Sheboygan, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of 
which sum $5,000 shall be expended in improving the inner harbor between 
Pennsylvania avenue bridge and the mouth of the river. 

naps harbor of refuge at Sturgeon Bay Canal, Wis. : Continuing improve- 
ment, $5,000, 

Improving harbor at Two Rivers, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $31,500. 

Improving ice-harbor at Dubuque, lowa: Continuing improyement, $5,000. 

Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

improving harbor at Humboldt, Cal. : Continuing improvement, $100,000. 

Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal. : Continuing improvement, $75,000. 

improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $37,500. 

Improving Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $40,000. 

Improving Lubee Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement, $12,000, 

Improving Moosabee Bar, Maine: Completing improvement, £10,000, 

Improving Pawtucket Kiver, Rhode Island : Continuing improvement, $25,000. 

improving Providence River and Narraganset Bay, Rhode Island: Continu- 
ing improvement, $25,000. 

Improving Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $25,000, 


Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut, by removing Drew's Rock and 
dredging, $6,000, 
Improv ing Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
_To complete the present arrangement for blasting the reef at Hell Gate, New 
York, $20,000. 
Improving Ticonderoga River, New York: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving Hudson River, New York; Continuing improvement, $20,000. 
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Improving Newtown Creek and Bay, New York: Continuing improvement 
000. , 


000. 
Improving Maurice River, New Jersey : Continuing improvement, $5,000 
ImprovingPassaic River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $30,000: of 

which sum $5,009 are to be expended above Newark. 

Improving Raritan River, New Jersey : Continuing improvement, $15,000. 
Improving Fepeenees Dives. New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Alleghany River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement , $25,000 
Improving Delaware — rom Trenton, N.J.,to its mouth : Continuing im- 
provement, $125,000: Provided, That not exceeding $10,000 of said sum shal! be 
expended above Bridesburg. 
mproving Choptank River, Maryland : Continuing improvement, $2 500. 
See eres River, Maryland, $7,500; which sum, together with 
one-half of the unexpended sum appropriated under act of or 5, 1884, shal) be 
expended forthe improvement of the river above the railroad bridge. 
Improving Potomac River and raising the flats at Washington, D.C. : Contin 
uing improvement, $150,000: Provided, That before any part of this sum shal! be 
expended on any part of saidwork a report shall be made by the Attorney-Gen 
eral of thie United States to the Secretary of War upon the validity of the title of 
the United States to said flats, in accordance with the provisions of the act of 

Congress approved August 2, 1882: And provided further, That the Secretary of 

War, after receiving said report, shall be satisfied that said title is good. 
Improving Appomattox River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $12,000. 
Improving James River, Virginia, below Richmond: Continuing improve- 

ment, $150,000. 

Improving Mattaponi River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving Rappahannock River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 

Improving Stanton River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $10,000; one- 
half to be expended on said stream between the mouth of Pig River and the 
crossing of the Midland Railroad. 

Improving York River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $17,000. 

Improving Dan River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving New River, Virginia: Continuing improvement between the lead 
mines in Wythe County and the mouth of Wilson's Creek, in Grayson County, 


improving Big Sandy River, West Virginia and Kentucky: Continuing im- 
rovement, $25,000; of which sum $2,500 are to be expended on Tug Fork, and 
2.500 on Lavisa Fork. 

. Improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
175,000. 
Improving Guyandotte River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement! 


Improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
$22,500. But no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this im- 
proved navigation. If the right to collect toll is claimed to exist, the person or 
corporation so claiming shall relinquish the same, in a manner satisfactory to 
the Secretary of War, before any part of this appropriation shall be expended. 
Two thousand five hundred dollars of the sum hereby appropriated shal! be used 
in continuing the improvement of navigation above the West Fork. 
ons Monongahela River, West Virginia: To complete improvement, 


Improving Buchanan River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 


Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $70,- 
= of which sum $5,000 are to be expended between Wilmington and Fayette- 
ville. 

Improving Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay,and North River Bar, North Caro- 
lina: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

Improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $ ,000. 

Improving Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, $5,000. 

Improving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement by 
dredging and build a@ snag-boat, $17,000. 

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving Ashley River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $1,000. . 

Improving Edisto River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


improving Salkehatchie River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 
000. 
Improving Waccamaw River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, 


Improving Wappoo Cut, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving Wateree River, South Carolina: Continu mprovement, $5,000. 
Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Altamaha River, Georgia : Continuing improvement, $7,000. 
Improving Chattahoochee River, Georgia and Ala a: Continuing improve- 
ment, $20,000. 
Improving Coosa River, Georgia and Alabama: Continuing improvement, 


$40,000. 
Im roving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $20,000; of which 
= 000 are to be expended between Albany and Montezuma, and $15,000 be- 
ow y. 


Improving Ocmulgee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 


Improving Oconee River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving Romerly Marsh, Georgia: To complete improvement, $14,000. 
Improving Savannah River, Geo: : Continuing improvement, $9,000. 
Improving A icola River, lorida: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 
Improving Ca hhatchee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
rovement, $12,500; $4,500 of said sum to be expended below Geneva, and $8,000 
tween Geneva and Newton, Ala. 
Improving Conecuh-Escambia River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
provement, 88,000; no part of which is to be expended above Indian Creek. 
Im ee nel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John’s River, Florida: 
Continuing improvement, $150,000, 
Improving Upper Saint John’s River, Florida: Continuing improvement, 
000. 


Improving Suwanee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Pease River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving Volusia Bar, Florida: Continuing improvements, $2,000. 
Improving Withlacoochee River, Florida: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving Alabama River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Cahawba River, Alabama: Continuing improvement, $10,000. Pro- 
vided. That this appropriation shall not become available until the officer in 
charge shall have reported that the railroad and other bridges 
have been provided with and sufficient draw-openings. 
Improving Tallapoosa River, Alabama; Cans improvement, 35,000. 
Improving Tombigbee River, Alabama and M ppi: Continuing improve- 
ment from to Vienna, $10,000; and below Vienna, $15,000. 
rns Warrior River, Alabama: Continuing improvement from Daniel|'s 
Creek to Demopolis, $25,000. 
Improving Big Sunflower River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $4,000. 
Improving Noxubee River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 


across said river 
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Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Big — Missisetppi : Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
mgnevins Pearl River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $6,500; of 
hic ra % 500 are to be ‘expended between Jackson and Carthage, and $4,000 
helow Jackson, including baratmouth. 
Improving channel o Biloxi Bay, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, 
. which sum, together with the balance of the money heretofore appro- 
pe rh for the roadstead now on hand, is hereby directed to be applied to the 
See ning of the channel from Mississippi Sound to the wharves at Biloxi. 
Teprow ng Steele’s Bayou, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving Tallahachie River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving Tchula Lake, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 
Improving Yallabusha River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $1,000. 
Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Bayou Black, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Boeuf River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving Bayou Bartholomew, Louisiana : Continuing improvement, $4,000. 
Improving Bayou Courtableau, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $6.000. 
Improving Bayou D’ Arbonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving Bayou Teche, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Bayou La Fourche, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 
Improving Bayou Terre Bonne, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving Calcasieu River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, including 
dredging bar at its mouth, $6,500. ce 
Improving Tchifuncte River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 
Improving Cane River, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 
Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 
from the Atchafalaya to Fulton, Ark., $65,000; of which sum $45,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, shall be used in making a thorough survey of the 
river from Fuiton, Ark., to the Atchafalaya, with a view to the permanent im- 
provement of the river, the closure of outlets above Shreveport, and the repair 
and preservation of the harbors of Shreveport and Alexandria. 
Improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Louisiana: Continuing improve- 
ment, $3,000. . ee 
Improving mouth of Brazos River, Texas: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Buffalo Bayou, Texas: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 
Improving Cypress Bayou, Texas, and lakes between Jefferson, in Texas, and 
Shreveport, in Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
Improving Black River, Arkansas and Missouri: Continuing improvement, 


Improving Ouachita River, Louisiana and Arkansas, and Black River, Louisi- 
ana: Continuing improvement, $20,000, including bank protection at harbor of 
Monroe. 

Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $12,000. 

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

For removing snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the Arkansas River, 
$82,000; of which sum $2,000 shall be expended to complete the survey, or 80 much 
thereof as may be necessary for that purpose. 

Improving Big Hatchie River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving Caney Fork River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $3,000. 

Improving Clinch River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, $1,500. 


Im Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky, below Nashville: 
Contlauing —— $12,500. 
Improving berland River, Tennessee and Kentucky: Continuing im- 


provement above Nashville, $100,000; with a view to secure a uniform depth in 
the channel of four feet, commencing with the lock at or near the lower island 
at Nashville. 

Improving French Broad River, Tennessee : Continuing improvement, $4,000. 

Improving Hiawassee River, Tennessee ;: Continuing improvement, $2,500. 

Improving South Forked Deer River, Tennessee: Continuing improvement, 

500. 

Impro Tennessee River, Tennessee, above Chattanooga: Continuing im- 
provement, 35,000. 7 

Im ving Tennessee River at Big Mussel Shoals, Little Muscle Shoals, and 
pd Is, Alabama: To complete improvement at those localities, 

Improving South Fork of the Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement. $4,000. 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, £200,000. 

Improving Tradewater River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 

Improving Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $350,000; of which sum an 
amount not to exceed $50,000 shall be expended in extending the upper dike at 
Guan Chain down-stream, and removing rocks and other obstructions at that 
ocality. 

capeering, Bails of the Ohio, at Louisville, Ky.: Continuing improvement in 

e 


pursuance last plan of the engineer in charge, $125,000. 
Improving Detroit River, Michigan: To complete improvement, $27,700. 
Improving Hay Lake Channel, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $125,000. 
Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $50,000; of 
which sum $25,000 are to be used sae Bay City. 
The Secretary of War is hereb rected to cause a further examination of the 


public works on the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, Wisconsin, by the board of 
e appointed May 14, 1883, for that purpose, with instructions to report to 
the next the feasibility, cost, and propriety of continuing said works. 
ingeree int Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve- 


ment, $7,000. 
lmpeezing Chippews River, Wisconsin : Continuing improvement, $13,500, in- 
el Yellow Banks, and the removal of the bar at or near the city of Eau 


oe sens Ad River, Indiana: Continuing improvement, $50,000; of 
w sum $40,000 are to be expended below Vincennes, and $10,000 between Vin- 
cennes and Terre Haute. 


Im White River, Indiana; Continuing improvement, $7,500; no part of 
which is to be expended until the bridges are so changed as not to obstruct navi- 
gation. 


Improving Calumet River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $25,000; Pro- 
vide Eoueer, That no part of said sum shall be expended, nor of any su 
appropriated, until the entire right of way, as set forth in Senate Ex-“ 
ecutive Document No. 9, second session Forty-seventh Congress, shall have been 
conveyed to the United States free of expense, and the United States shall be 
fully released from all liability for damages to adjacent property-owners to the 
satisfaction of the of W: 


Secretary ar. 
ing Illinois River, Minois: Continuing improvement, $100,000; of which 
sum may be expended in dredging the river in front of Peoria. 

For construction of a canal from the Illinois River near the town of Hen- 
nepin to the Mississippi River at or below Rock Island, and designated ina 
survey mace by Major urd, ther with the route surveyed for a branch 
canal or feeder from Rock River to the summit line of said canal, $300,000: Pro- 
vided, That said canal and feeder shall be eighty feet wide at the water line and 
seven feet deep, and the locks one hundred and seventy feet in length and 
in , With a capacity for vessels of at least two hundred and 
y tons burden, with -gates, wash-weirs, locks, lock-houses, basins, 
all other erections and fixtures that may be necessary for safe and 





convenient navigation of said canal and branch as specified in said survey: And 
provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War, in order to 
secure the right of way for such canal and branch, to acquire the title to such 
lands as may be necessary, by agreement, purchase, or voluntary conveyance 
from the owners, if it can be done on reasonable terms; but if that shall be 
found impracticable, then the Seeretary of War shall apply at any term of the 
circuit or district court of the United States for the northern district of Illinois 
to be held thereafter, at any general or special term held in said district, and in 
the name of the United States institute and carry on proceedings to condemn 
such lands as may be necessary for the right of way as aforesaid; and in such 
proceedings said court shall be governed by the laws of the State of Illinois, so 
far as the same may be applicable to the subject of condemning private lands 
for public use. 

Improving Gasconade River, Missouri 

Improving Osage River, Missouri 
$1,500, 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota and Dakota: Continuing im- 
provement, $10,000; and all sums heretofore appropriated and remaining unex- 
pended for a lock and dam at Goose Rapids are hereby made available for dredg- 
ing said rapids 

Improving Yellowstone River, Montana and Dakota 
ment, $12,500 

Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $10,000; also $80,000 of 
the money heretofore appropriated for improving said rivers, unexpended at 
the close of the present fiscal year: Provided, That no part of said sum, or the 
money now on hand to the credit of this fund, except what may be necessary 
for snagging and dredging operations, shall be used, except as herein provided, 
until the Secretary of War shall have been satisfied of the cessation of hydraulic 
mining on said rivers and their tributaries. 

Improving San Joaquin River, California: Continuing improvement, $40,000 ; 
one-half of which sum shall be expended on the San Joaquin River from mouth 
of the river to Stockton, including Stockton and Mormon Sloughs, and to rail 
road bridge at Banta, and the other half shall be expended on the river between 
Banta and Hill's Ferry. 

Improving canal around the Cascades of Columbia River, Oregon 
improvement, $125,000. 

Improving the Upper Columbia and Snake 
Territory : Continuing improvement, $9,000. 

Improving Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers below Portland, Oreg. : 
Continuing improvement, $40,000. 

Improving Upper Willamette River above Portland, Oreg 
provement, $5,000, 

For gauging waters of the Columbia River, Oregon, $1,000. 
$ Improving Chehalis River, Washington Territory: Continuing improvement, 

2,000, 

improving Cowlitz River, Washington Territory 
$2,000. 

Improving Skagit River, Stielaquamish River, Nootsac River, Snohomish 
River, and Snoqualmie River, Washington Territory: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10,000. 

Improving Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

For operating snag-boat on Upper Mississippi River, $15,000. 

Improving Mississippi River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Continu- 
ing improvement, $200,000; of which sum $8,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be applied to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, at 
the Rock Island Rapids. 

For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the 
Mississippi River, $35,000: Provided, That in the opinion of the Chief of Engi- 
neers the expenditure of this appropriation and the ultimate completion of this 
part of the reservoir system will adequately improve navigation. 

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to mouth of Illinois 
River, including Quincy, Quincy Bay,and the removal of the bar at the mouth 
of Whipple Creek : Continuing improvement, $200,000. 

Improving dry-dock at Des Moines Rapids: To complete the work, $65,000. 

Improving Mississippi River from mouth of Illinois River to the mouth of the 
Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $400,000; of which sum $50,000 shall be 
used in extending the work for the protection of the easterly bank of the Mis- 
sissippi River at Cairo, Lll.,and the prevention of its wash or erosion, commenc- 
ing at the southerly end of the present Government revetment work and con- 
tinuing down-stream. 

Improving Mississippi River from the head of the passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio River, including the rectification of the Red and the Atchafalaya Rivers at 
the mouth of Red River,and for keeping open a navigable channel through 
the mouth of Red River into the Mississippi River: Continuing improvement, 

2,800,000 ; which sum, together with the sums herein appropriated for the Missis- 
sippi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the Ohio River, shall be 
expended, under the direction of the Secretary of War,in accordance with the 
plans, specifications, estimates,and recommendations of the Mississippi River 
Commission, as approved or amended by an advisory engineer of ail caaende- 
sion, which office is hereby created, said advisory engineer to be appointed by 
the President, at a salary of $3,500 per annum; and James B. Eads is hereby 
recommended to the President for that position. 

For examinations and surveys at South Pass, Mississippi River, pursuant to 
the act of March 3, 1875, $10,000. 

For survey of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to its head- 
waters: Continuing survey, $75,000. 

For uging the waters of the Lower Mississippi River and its tributaries, as 
provided for in joint resolution of February 21, 1871, $5,000. 

For continuing the removal of snags, wrecks, and other obstructions in the 
Mississippi River, $50,000. 

For rebuilding snag-boat De Russey, and fitting up the same forsnagging and 
wrecking purposes, $50,000. 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, $350,000, and from 
Sioux City to Fort Benton, $100,000; to be expended, under the direction of the 
Secretary of.War, in accordance with the plans, specifications, estimates, and 
recommendations of the Missouri River Commission. 

The sum _of $15,000’appropriated by the act of July 5, 1884, for the survey of 
the Missouri Rivér above the falls are hereby required to be used in the survey 
of said rivér from its mouth to its headwaters. 

For continuation of surveys of the Missouri River from its mouth to its head- 
waters, now in progress; to make additional surveys and examinations of said 
river and its talbuterien; and to make such additional examinations and inves- 
tigations, topographical, hydrographical, and hydrometrical,as are necessary 
for maturing a plan for the permanent improvement of the entire river, $50,000. 

For removing snags, wrecks, and other obstructions from the Missouri River, 


Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Continuing improvement by snagging, 


Continuing improve 


Continuing 


Rivers, Oregon and Washington 


Continuing im- 


Continuing improvement, 


000. 

The sum 6f $10,000 is hereby appropriated for correcting the regimen and giv- 
ing stability to the bank of the Missouri River along the Government reserva 
tion at or near Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; said sum, or so much thereof as may, 
be necessary, to be expended under the supervision and direction of the Missouri 
River Commission: Provided, That this specific appropriation shall not be se 
construed as to conclude or prohibit the Missouri River Commission from usi 
more money for said purpose, if in their judgment necessary, from the geneeel 
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appropriation herein made for the improvement of the Missouri River from its 
mouth to Sioux City. 

Mr. WAIT (before the reading had been concluded). I desire to 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Wart] 
is out of order. The reading of the section has not yet been concluded. 

Mr. WAIT. Very well. I only wanted to bein time, as it appeared 
under the ruling of the Chair we would have so little time for discus- 
810N. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, but before it was concluded, 

Mr. SINGLETON said: I desire to offer an amendment to come in 
at line 658. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are not in order till the whole sec- 
tion shall have been read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, but was interrupted by 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, who said: I desire at this point to in- 
quire whether it is the understanding that points of order may be made 
after the entire section has been read ? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. NicHoLts in the chair). That is the under- 
standing. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If that is the understanding, I will for- 
bear to make a point of order now. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HAMMoND). During the confusion when 
the House first went into Committee of the Whoie all the members may 
not have heard the statement of the Chair that all points of order could 
‘tbe made after the reading of the whole section, so that the reading 
might continue without interruption. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I would inquire whether there will 
be any order in which points of order are to be raised, or can any of 
them be raised immediately after the reading of the section ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be a matter for arrangement; but 
the Chair would suggest, as upon points of order time is sometimes 
taken in discussing the merits, it might be better perhaps to reserve 
points of order until the expiration of the hour and a half limited for 
debate. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point 
of order on the paragraph now about to be read—the paragraph in re- 
gard to the Hennepin Canal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will note it; but to prevent misunder- 
standing from this reservation the Chair desires to say that there need 
not be any reservation of points of order until the reading of the section 
is completed. 

Mr. REAGAN. As I understand, the reading of this whole section 
is to bring it before the House—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the object. 

Mr. REAGAN. But the reading by clauses, as I understand, opens 
each clause to amendment, whether there be debate or not, and to points 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is to be no 
further reading of this section by clauses. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that it would 
be a convenient mode of procedure to have points of order disposed of 
before the section is disposed of on its merits, becauseif points of order 
are. sustained it will greatly simplify perhaps the duties of the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. That suggestion may be a very good one; but 
the Chair desires to say it will be better, after this statement, to finish 
the reading of the whole section, and then the consideration of what 
is to be done can be resumed. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky [interrupting the reading}. I desire to 
to offer an amendment to line 926. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are not in order until the section 
has been read. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. And then in what order? 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be ascertained after the section shall 
have been read. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. 
right to offer my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will lose no rights. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the section. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have some committee amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to have the order of business 
understood. Is it the pleasure of the committee that the Chair now 
hear points of order to be raised on this section? That seems to be the 
first thing in order, unless some other arrangement be made by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggest there may be amendments offered, which 
will obviate points of order that would otherwise be raised. Therefore 
the amendments had better be read and pending; and I submit that 
amendments proposed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors should 
be first entertained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair first desires to let the committee un- 
derstand the exact situation. All debate on this section is limited to 


I simply did not want to lose the 
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an hour anda half, one-half hour to the friends and one hour to the op. 
ponents of the bill. 

The Chair undertook to have that time parceled out by the gent}. 
men, who could arrange it in private. They failed todoso. Gentle 
men have come to the Chair and asked their names be taken down f) 
time until 12. Gentlemen’s names have been put down in opposition 
to the bill, and six gentlemen’s names have been put down as thy 
friends of the bill. If these gentlemen have the time, five minute: 
apiece, they will take all the time, and all other amendments exce): 
those offered by them will be without debate either for or against. 

But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] makes what the Cha 
supposes a good suggestion, that these amendments might now be rea: 
in order that the committee in the discussion may understand wha 
are the things likely to be voted on. 

The only other question which remains for the committee to dete: 
mine is whether points of order will be heard or whether they wil! }). 
also postponed at.the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas unti! 
after the amendments shall have been read, the idea being as expresse:j 
by him that the reading of the amendments may obviate some point. 
of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. In order to reach a point where there will be an en: 
to points of order and an end to amendments, I suggest that the bil! 
by the direction of the Chair, and I think the committee will acqui- 
esce in it, be gone over by paragraph, and as each paragraph is reached, 
should amendments be made, the discussion shall go on until all the 
time has been taken up. After that debate will not be in order, but 
it will be in order to make points of order. If you go back and forth 
over it you will never get through. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentieman understands me, I think, in a degree 
My suggestion is that these amendments be read and considered a, 
pending. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is all right. But everybody ‘will agree you 
must go over it by paragraph or you will never get through with it 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. [ wis 
to ask the Chair whether we are to understand the time for debate ha; 
already been pre-empted by those who have sent their names to the 
Chair, and that no others can be recognized to speak for or against the 
bill or upon amendments which may be offered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states the situation: simply to ob 
viate embarrassment he tried to have an arrangement made, but that 
was not agreed to. Gentlemen from either side have declined to ente1 
into any arrangement. All theChaircould do, therefore, when gentle- 
men asked for recognition was to put down their names. He has sucli 
list, but whether he will recognize it or not is for future consideration 
If the Chair should recognize gentlemen to on individual amen: - 
ments as offered, then the condition of things would be that there 
would be debate on individual amendments which would exhaust thic 
hour and a half, and there would be no general debate during that 
hour and a half. The Chair understood this anomalous condition to 
be anew order for general debate on the bill, and that general debate 
was to be parceled out five minutes at a time. Therefore by the very 
order, as the Chair understands, there will be no time allowed for dis- 
cussion onamendments except on amendments made by the gentleman 
who shall first obtain the floor. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask the Chair be controlled -——— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish tosay aword. It seems to me exceedingly 
unjust before amendments are submitted the Chair should determine 
who shall be ized. It may be possible—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made no determination on tlic 
subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know, when the Chair will hear me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is simply stating the embarrassmen! 
he feels in trying to put a bushel into a peck measure. [Laughter. | 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Under the 
rulings of the Chair generally on bills analogous to this, he has held 
that the discussion on a section, it having been read, waives the right 
to make points of order on that section. Now, by reason of the action 
yesterday we are in this anomalous condition, one I regret the more ! 
think of it, that if we make amendments to that portion of the bil! 
against which points of order can be made and they are discussed, | 
wish to know whether we are precluded from making points of orde: 

inst paragraphs further on and which are subject to points of order ’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in reply to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that this debate in no wise limits debate on points o! 
order, * 

Mr. McMILLIN. But does it preclude the possibility of raising « 
point of order when paragraphs to which they apply shall have been 
reached ? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will reply, no hs will bs 
reached except by unanimous consent when the section shall be re- 
read 


Mr. . lask by unanimous consent that the House adop' 
this line of policy: That hour and a half debate shall be first ex- 
hausted before points of order shall be entertained, because debate wi’ 
not cut off points of order, but if they are raised during this kpur and 
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there wi btiess be confusion. By postponing the points of 
—_ until oe and a half shall have been exhausted, then the 
points of order can be discussed as they are raised from time to time 
until disposed of. ao 
Mr. REAGAN. But if my suggestion is adopted the debate on 
ints of order may be avoided in many instances, because the amend- 
ments which the Committee on Rivers and Harbors propose may obvi- 
ate the necessity of making points of order. — ; : 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana to the House. 





will be arranged. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to state that the gentleman who 
offers the proposition to amend the dirst paragraph would be recognized 
for the purpose of making a speech and might address himself to any 
other paragraph that he saw proper, the Chair being unable to control 
him unless the question of order was raised. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I withdraw the request. 

Mr. PERKINS. Allow me to make a suggestion which I think will 


| ner I have suggested. I do not know, of course, how these recognitions 
| 

j 

| obviate the difficulty. 


The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous consent that all points The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the suggestion of the gen- 
of order may be postponed and not made until after the hour anda half | tleman from Kansas. 
of debate shall have been made. Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that we adopt the resolution of the gen 


Mr. REAGAN. I object to that—because we will be debating and | tleman from Pennsylvania, except that the amendments shall not be 
not know what we are talking about—for the reason that the modifica- debated. Points of order may be discussed and amendments offered 
tions of the bill suggested by the committee may obviate the points of | but not debated until the entire section shall have been read through 
order. | Mr. WILLIS. That I think is a sensible suggestion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. In order to save time [demand the; Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I should object to that as I now un- 
regular order. . derstand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the regular order then isthe | Mr. PERKINS. My suggestion is to allow the amendments to be 
hearing of points of order. ; ; : offered and be pending, but not debated until the entire section has 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman I wish to make a point } been gone through with. 





of order—— f es Mr. REED, of Maine. The amendments are all to be considered as 
Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. pending ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; but not to be voted on or debated until 


Mr. BAYNE. I desire to know whether or not unanimous consent | points of order are disposed of. 
has been asked that this section be read by paragraphs and considered ? Mr. THOMAS. That is a good suggestion. 


Mr. KEIFER. Subject to points of order and amendment. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition. The prop- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- | osition now made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] is 
man if desired. that the section be reread by paragraphs; that as each paragraph is read 


Mr. BAYNE. I ask then, Mr. Chairman, in order that the remaiz- | all amendments thereto be proposed without debate; that all points of 
ing portion of the bill may be considered and with some hope of reach- order be raised and remain without debate 

ing a satisfactory conclusion, that it shall be read by paragraphs, and Mr. PERKINS. That the points of order be discussed. 

as the paragraphs are read points of order may be made upon them, The CHAIRMAN. That points of order be discussed and disposed 





amendments offered and be pending in their regular order. of. Is unanimous consent given to that proposition? 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. That would facilitate business. | Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I object to that proposition. As I under- 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Can we have debate under the five-minute | stand it, if the amendments are voted down you can not then substi- 
rule under that arrangement ? tute another amendment. 
Mr. KEIFER. Of course, until the hour and a half is exhausted. Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes, you can. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state before putting the ques-| Mr. MOULTON. I eall for the regular order. 
tion, that all the time taken up in the discussion of points of order | TheCHAIRMAN. There is no power of avoiding the offering of 
would be deducted, and the Chair would allow one and one-half hours amendments to any paragraph. 
for the discussion of other matters in accordance with the agreement Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I understood from the statement made by 
in the House. the Chair that according to this proposition we would offer our amend- 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I insist that I cannot be taken from the | ments and they would all be pending; and I supposed that after the 
floor by a motion of that kind. I am willing to yield for any accom- | paragraph was passed the point would be raised that it could not be 
modation of this matter, but I do object that the debate on points of | returned to for the purpose of offering another amendment. 
order shall be taken out of the hour and a half allowed for discussion. The CHAIRMAN. A paragraph can not in parliamentary language 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that it would not; that that | be considered as passed while there is a pending amendment. 
time would be deducted, leaving the hour and a half for the discussion, Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then when that is voted down would it 
in accordance with the order of the House. Does the gentleman yield | be in order to offer another ? 
for the motion made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania ? | The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order to offer as many as the gen- 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I am willing that any arrangement shall | tleman wished. 
be made for the accommodation of the business of the House, provided | Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Then I have no objection to the propo- 
I do not lose my rights. | sition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will see that the gentleman does not | Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to know if I understand the Chair cor- 
lose his rights. | rectly that if one amendment is voted down you can then substitute 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that the | another. 
reading of this section be resumed at the point where the reading ceased | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sees no reason why if an amendment 
at the last sitting, and that as each paragraph is read points of order | is voted down another amendment to the same paragraph may not be 
may be made or amendments offered thereto. | offered. 
Mr. KEIFER. And also debate within the time specified. Mr. WASHBURN. Then it is all right. 
Mr. REAGAN. That would exclude the amendments to the latter Mr. STONE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
| 
| 


oe of the bill to which the gentleman from New York has reference. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it 
general consent is given that the committee shall present their amend- Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise toa question of order. We can 
ments and they be read and then points of order submitted and disposed | not hear what is being said. 
of, we will havenotrouble. Butthis proposition wouldexhaustthetime | TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts will suspend 
on They will be limited to particular clauses as they are | until order is restored. The committee will come to order 
reached; but if you exhaust the time, as would probably be the case | Mr.STONE. I make this point: I understand the House has voted 
under the arrangement suggested, on the first two or three clauses, you | to give an hour and a half of debate on the pending section. But the 
deprive the gentleman from New York and others of the consideration House has not voted asto how that hour and a half shall be distributed 
of amendments which they wish to offer to the final clauses. Now, if you take this section up as you propose to do and proceed with 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the result of the mo- | the consideration of it by paragraphs, when a particular paragraph is 
tion of the tleman from Pennsylvania would, in his judgment, be | under consideration a member on this floor under the arrangement pro- 
to exhaust hour and a half on the first ten or fifteen amendments. | posed can not take a part of the hour and a half to discuss that part of 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Then I object to it. the section which is under consideration. In other words, the question 
Mr. BAYNE. Before objection is made I want to interpose a word. | is, how are we to reconcile the order the House has given that an hour 
T made this suggestion upon an intimation given by the Chair that | and a half shall be allowed for debate on this section with an oppor- 
twelve names had been placed upon a slip of paper there at the desk | tunity to members to take part of that hour and a half in discussing 
of persons who were opposed to the bill and six who were favorable to | the particular paragraph which for the time being happens to be under 
it, and that no other could be recognized for the purpose of debate ex- | consideration? That is the point I wish to raise. If that be competent, 
the persons there named or those who submitted amendments. I | then I submit it will be competent for a member to take some portion 
the difficulty which the Chair suggests if that course is | of the hour and a half to deal with the particular paragraph, and then 
be : I take it the Chair would shut off debate except as | in effect that particular paragraph will be debated as well as amended 
those who would be recognized for the purpose of debate in the man- Mr. BAYNE. I reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts that if 
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the plan suggested be adopted an amendment may be proposed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts; the amendment will not be voted on 
at the time it is proposed; but when the gentleman comes to be recog- 
nized for debate he can then advocate that amendment, if he happens 
to be among the number of the gentlemen on the list for recognition. 
I think that settles it. 

Mr. STONE. I do not consider that is any answer to my question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition, as the Chair understands it, is 
f request for unanimous consent that the section be reread by para- 
graphs; that when so read amendments may be offered and points of 
order raised; that there shall be then no debate on amendments offered, 
but there shall be debate on the points of order raised; the time con- 
sumed on the point of order not to be counted out of the time limited 
for debate on the section bythe House. Is there objection to that ar- 
rangement’? 

Mr. SPOONER and Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, objected. 
of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ } 
The CHAIRMAN. 
points of order. 

nized. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Did I correctly understand the Chair 
to state that the proposition of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS | was that afterward the amendments might be debated at the close 
of the reading of the section or paragraph ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that after the close of reading 
the section, and after the disposition of the points of order, there would 
be an hour and a half for debate. What will be debated in that hour 
and a half the Chair does not know. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I withdraw my objection to the pro- 
posed arrangement. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to inquire whether a motion would now be in 
order to proceed according to the method which has been suggested 
and to which objection was made by the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. SPOONER], the objection of the gentleman from Kentucky hav- 
ing been withdrawn ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask again, is there objection to 
the mode of procedure suggested by the gentleman from Kansas? The 
Chair will restate it: That the Clerk shall begin to reread the section 
at the paragraph where he left off when it was being read by para- 
graphs for amendment; that he shall read it by paragraphs, and that 
amendments be offered toeach paragraph when its reading is concluded, 
and that points of order may be raised on each paragraph when its 
reading is concluded; that there shall be no debate upon amendments 
offered, but there shall be debate on points of order offered; that after 
all of the amendments shall have been submitted the debate of one 
hour and a half according to the order of the House shall begin. The 
Chair again asks, is there objection ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky renews his ob- 
jection, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] will proceed 
upon his point of order. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise the point 
of order against that part of the bill which begins on line 813 and ends 
with line #42. The confusion which has taken place here in Committee 
of the Whole in the effort to execute the order of the House limiting 
debate upon this entire section before it was read is a fitting illustration 
of the trouble which always comes from a suspension of the rules or a 
departure from the settled practice of the House. To the better judg- 
ment of the House on the point of order against that action I submit, 
but under the permission now given I desire to appeal to the rules, I de- 
sire now again to call the attention of the House to the importance of 
preserving the rules in their integrity and of maintaining inviolate the 
boundaries which mark the partition of power between the different 
committees of this House. 

There is a rule which specifies the different committees of this House, 
and there is a general rule of the House that requires that everything 
shall be done, in the House or in the Committee of the Whole, upon 
the reports of these committees, which stand as referees, if I may use a 
judicial illustration. One of those committees is a committee on rivers 
and harbors; another is a committee on railways and canals. I submit 
that the lines in this bill to which I have called attention confuse the 
jurisdictions of the two committees I have named and blend them in 
one measure. That is my first point of order, and it is a point which 
goes to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The next point of order which I make is akin to it, and is a question 
of privilege for the committee. I read from paragraph 8 of Rule XI, 
which not only defines the jurisdiction of the committee as I have stated 
it, but adds this matter of privilege to that committee: 

And the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privi) 


porting bills making appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 


as is accented to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general appro- 
priation bills. 


[ Cries 


The Chair is ready to hear any suggestions on 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] is recog- 


I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


in re- 
rs 
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Under that clause of the rule which gives the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors the privilege to come in here and report a bill on rivers 
and harbors the same as the Committee on Appropriations can do with 
a general appropriation bill, where do gentlemen find the power or au- 
thority conferred upon the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to report 
@ proposition to construct a canal? Now, mark my proposition, Mr. 
Chairman: In the first place, on the question of jurisdiction, I demur 
to this paragraph of the bill as outside of the power of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors; and in the next place I say that when they re- 
ported this bill, or this paragraph in the bill, they exceeded their par- 
liamentary privilege, which is a special —- and can not be ex- 
tended by them in any way—the House itself could not extend it, 
except by a two-thirds vote on a proposition to amend or suspend the 
rules. 

My next point of order is (not intending to consume the time of the 
committee by a needless amplification of these considerations, which | 
know are entirely familiar to members of the House) an appeal to an- 
other rule of the House which I will now read, and I ask the attention 
of the Chair: 

No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or in- 
corporating therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending be- 
fore the committee. 

I find in the files of the House a bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. MurpHy], and calendared as House bill 1975, entitled 
‘A bill to provide for the construction of the Michigan and Mississippi 
River Canal and to cheapen transportation:’’ On reading that bill it 
will be found that not only the substance of it, but the bill literally, 
with the exception of two or three sections at the end, is copied into 
the provision of the river and harbor bill to which I have called at- 
tention and upon which I have made this point of order. If the Chair, 
or any gentleman interested in the question, will examine that bill he 
will find that it is grafted literally, word by word, into the provision of 
the river and harbor bill as to which I have raised the point of order. 
Finally, Mr. Chairman, I revert to that well-worn point of objection, 
that this is new legislation, increasing the amount of expenditure cov- 
ered by the bill, and doing it by a clause not germane to the bill. | 
now take leave of this subject by saying that under the partition of power 
among the committees of this House to which I have referred a prop- 
osition of this kind is no more germane to this bill than it would be 
for the Rivers and Harbors Committee to report a bill to construct an 
elevated railway from ocean to ocean or to construct the Nicaragua 
ship canal, or to graft upon this bill the interstate-commerce bil] re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce. 

I have now briefly and succinctly stated the objections which I have, 
under the rules, to the consideration of the lines of this bill which | 
have specified, and I ask that they be stricken from the bill. 

Mr.» HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, as to the objection 
last made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] it certainly 
can not apply to this bill. This is not an amendment to the river and 
harbor bill; this is part of an original bill reported by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors for the improvement of rivers and harbors and 
for other purposes. The paragraph of Rule X XI to which the gentle- 
man from Georgia referred relates to amendments offered to bills and 
resolutions under consideration in the House. The paragraph of the 
rule read by him is as follows: 

No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or 


incorporating therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending 
before the House. 


Now, if this provision were not in the bill, and I should propose it 
as an amendment, then I concede the point of order would be well 
taken. But most assuredly it is not va rtm when this is an origi- 
nal bill reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and every 
proposition in it is a part of the bill. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. ° 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does not the gentleman perceive that 
the narrow construction which he now gives to the rule just cited 
would land him at this conclusion—that the Committee of the Whole 
has less power than the Committee on Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Not byany mannerof means. Mr. 
Chairman, I do not see the embarrassment suggested at all. This bil! 
was reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; the House re- 
ceived it, and referred it to the Committee of the Whole for the expre=s 

of its consideration, including every one of its provisions. 
r. TURNER, of Georgia. But the gentleman forgets that points 
of order were reserved. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I understand that perfectly well. 
But what points of order could ey, be reserved ? 

Mr. TU. of i is the question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. As to the question of jurisdiction, 
it may be that if this question had been raised at the proper time, when 
the bill was reported the committee to the House, it would then 
have been competent to raise the question. The only instance in which, 
so far as I am aware, a question of this kind was raised and sustained 
is the one referred to by the gentleman from Kentacky [Mr. TURNER | 
in the last session of Congress. In that case Mr. Andrew Johnson, then 
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ive from the State of Tennessee, reported from a commit- 
o Revenant in one of the Departments a bill to grant home- 





































steads. int or order was raised at that time that the committee 
reporting the bill had no jurisdiction to report the bill, and that point 
was sustained. But suppose instead of that point being raised and sus- 


; by its own action had referred the bill to a Commit- 
tained Se Thole fr the purpose of considering it, would not any ques- 
tion of jurisdiction have been thereby waived ? ; : ; 

Mr. Chairman, this question was decided at the last session of Con- 

the then chairman of the Committee of the Whole, who held 
that the question of jurisdiction was waived by reason of the bill having 
been referred to the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of its con- 
sideration. On that ground the point of order was overruled. An apr 
was taken; and the Committee of the Whole sustained the Chai- 
. li 
te, MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Illinois will permit me to 
ask him one question. Does he not see that if the construction for 
which he contends were placed upon the reference of a bill by the House 
to the Committee of the Whole, it would virtually prevent the sustain- 
ing of any point of order upon anything in the bill after it had been re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I think there is no point of order 
that can be raised, unless it be raised under the rules of the House; 
and when you come to ascertain what points of order can be raised, 
they are confined to bills of a different character from this one. This 
is an original bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. As the gentleman from Illinois refers 
to a ruling made on this subject last session, I wish to inquire whether 
that ruling was not based upon the ground that the bill had been re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole without any reservation of points 
of order? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir; I submit not. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think ifthe gentleman will! examine 
that decision he will find that such was the case. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The pointof order was raised at the 
last session. I discussed it, and it was discussed by other gentlemen. 
I took the ground that when the House referred that bill tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union it referred it to that 
committee for the purpose of consideration, and that it was too late to 
raise the question of jurisdiction after it had been so referred. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SToNE] and my colleague [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] also took the same position. I desire to refer the Chair to 
the decision then ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman proposes to read from the 
REcORD he will oblige the Chair by naming the page and volume. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I will do so. I read from page 
5014 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of last session, being volume 68: 

The CHaimMAN. The Chair will remark simply in reference to this that the 

ed to is not an amendment, but is a part of the original bill, 
= asemee obviously not obnoxious to the clause of the rule which has just 

With reference to the third ground, the want of original jurisdiction in the 
Committee on River and rs, the Chair will say this: the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union is asked to withhold from 
the eration of the committee a particular clause in an original bill on the 
ee that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors reporting the bill to the 

ouse did not have jurisdiction over the subject-matter of the particular clause. 
In the view which the chairman of this Committee of the Whole takes of the 
question it isnot to decide whether the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors has jurisdiction over the subject-matter of this particular clause or not. 
Whether it originally that jurisdiction it is not necessary for the Chair 
to decide in the view which he takes of this question. Hence the Chair will not 
take the time to express any opinion in reference to it. 

Now, this is the point to which I ask particular attention: 


The view of the Chair is this: The action of the House in submitting this bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for consideration does 
not leave it within the province of the Chair to $s upon the question of origi- 
nal jurisdiction in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The bill has been 
committed to the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consideration, and 
the chairman of this committee believes that he is but executing the order of 
the House when he decides that the bill shall be considered. The committal of 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the 
Chair thinks was not a submission to the committee of the question whether or 
not the bill should be considered, but an express direction to the committee to 
consider the bil). 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Whose ruling is that ? 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The chairman at the last session of 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But who was the chairman ? 
_ Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. WELLBORN, of Texas. He con- 
tinues: 

To hold that the chairman of the Committee of the Whole on a point of order 
could go back and inquire into asserted irregularities and errors in the stages of 
the which preceded its reference to the Committee of the Whole would be 
either to clothe the chairman of the Committee of the Whole with power to review 
and reverse the order of the’ House in the matter of the reference or place the 
House in the anomalous position of having expressly directed the Committee of 
the Whole to do a particular thing and at the same time left the committee to 
determine whether the thing directed should be done or not. 


Now, that is the decision of the chairman, and I maintain there was 
nothing said by the chairman to the contrary of that. It is like a law- 
yer who comes into court and omits to put in his plea in abatement or 
to the jurisdiction of the court at the proper time. He waives the ques- 
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tion of jurisdiction by omitting to do it, and there is no rule of this 
House except, as I think, the rules which apply to general appropria- 
tion bills—and thisis not a general appropriation bill—which would jus- 
tify the chairman in ruling out this provision of the bill. 


I want to say further, Mr. Chairman—I said before I did not know 


whether with propriety or not, but this whole question was discussed 
at length in the Senate, and upon a yea-and-nay vote they held a pro- 
vision similar to this was not only in order but was germane to the bill. 


In regard to the general remarks of the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 


TURNER] I want to say, if I may be permitted to do so, there is not 
a canal in the country which was constructed by the aid of the General 
Government that has not been carried on under river and harbor bills. 
Weare constructing the Muscle Shoals Canal on the Tennessee River; 
we are constructing a canal around the Cascades of the Columbia River; 
the Sault Sainte Marie Canal has been completed; but all these canals 
have been constructed and taken care of under river and harbor bills. 
What gentlemen want is this: that we shall be relegated to a commit- 
tee that never reported a bill hardly in all its existence which has had 
the consideration and determination of the House of Representatives. 
You may take the history of the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and I think they never originated or reported a bill of any importance 
that has received consideration at the hands of Congress. That is what 
gentlemen wish to do, to drive us to a course where we could never 
get any consideration. 


I say there is no more impropriety, that it is just as germane to this 


bill to incorporate a provision like this in it asit is to construct a canal 
anywhere else in any other part of the country; and that, sir, we are 
doing and have been doing, and there are provisions of that character 
in this bill. 


I know it was regarded as a narrow view before, but I say this is the 


improvement of a river in the highest and best sense of the term. It 
makes the river more valuable and more useful to the people interested 
in it. 


I have already said, Mr. Chairman, this question was decided at the 


last session of Congress. An appeal was taken from the decision of the 
Chair, and that decision was sustained, I am told by my colleague [ Mr. 
SPRINGER], by 103 ayes to 63 noes, the vote being taken by tellers. 
So it seems to me this committee should not reverse its own decisions. 
It was this very House of Representatives in Committee of the Whole 
which sustained the chairman in his decision at that time and by a 
very decided vote. 


I wish to say, in addition tothat fact, that since then there have been 


petitions referred in the ordinary and usual way to this committee, 
thereby giving it jurisdiction. It has never been denied that it was 
competent for the House to refer petitions to any committee and 
thereby vest it with jurisdiction. Petitions have been received and re- 
ferred, as will be seen by reference to the RECORD, asking for the con- 
sideration of this canal. So that the point of order can not be based 
on the ground that there has been no reference of any petition to the 
committee authorizing its action. I repeat, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
in my judgment this question was decided at the last session of Con- 
gress. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, the decision of the point of order made 


by the Chair at the last session of Congress was placed distinctly on the 
ground that points of order were not reserved on the bill. The ques- 


tion is now presented upon a bill where points of order were expressly 
reserved when the order was asked for referring the billto the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and in order that the House may hear the language of 
the chairman of the Committee of the Whoie when the question was 
decided I ask the paragraph marked be read at the Clerk’s desk. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] read from the remarks of 
the chairman, but stopped before he got down to that point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The decision of the Chair is based on the assumption that points of order 


were not reserved upon the bill when it was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. OATES. Now touching the question of jurisdiction I call the 
attention of the Chair to paragraph 8 of section 9, which defines the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and also to para- 
graph 17 of the same section, which defines the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. Now will the Clerk read from the 
rule as marked ? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8. Tothe improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Riversand 
Harbors; and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shal! have the same privi- 
lege in reporting bills making appropriations for the improvement of riversand 
harbors as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general 
appropriation bills; ——- 

17. To railways and canals, other than Pacific railroads: tothe Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 


Mr. OATES. The bill was introduced, as has been stated, by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] at the first session of the Forty- 
seventh Congress and referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
Although the title differed somewhat the substance is the same. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
@ moment? 

Mr. OATES. For what purpose? 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Llinois 
of the chairman on the occasion to which I have referred. 

Mr. OATES. Not at present. I merely asked that the decision of 
the chairman be read and the ground upon which he based the decis- 
ion, and I will not yield now for any further reading. 

Not only was the bill referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, but that committee reported that bill, report No. 339, which 
is now upon the Calendar. 

it is important, sir, that we shall maintain the distinction in regard 
to the jurisdiction between these committees. The jurisdiction attach- 
ing in this matter, having by an order of the House been properly made 
under the rule, obtains; and under the rule the jurisdiction of that 
Committee on Railways and Canals still continues over the subject- 
matter. Unless, therefore, there was a reference, mark you, under that 
rule of this House, or by a vote of the House, of this matter, thereby 
conferring jurisdiction upon the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I 
submit that that committee has not jurisdiction. 

The gentleman from Illinois contends that petitions were referred to 
that committee touching this canal. Well, sir, if petitions, which the 
Chair knows under the rule are placed merely in the petition-box and 
their reference is a mere clerical matter under the rule, happen to be 
sent to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, all that can be said is 
that it was an improper reference, and in the absence of a vote of the 
House thus directing, jurisdiction would not be thereby conferred upon 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois to have the further 
remarks of the chairman at the last session, to which he referred, read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. On page 5015 it will be found—— 

Mr. OATES. Let it be read from the desk. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of illinois. I ask the Clerk to read what is 
marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair meant simply this: That if points of order had 
been reserved upon this bill at the time it was committed to this Committee of 
the Whole—in other words, if it had been putin the custody of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union with points of order reserved— 
then the most that could be done, and whether this could be properly done or 
not the Chair doubts, would be to report this particular point of order back for 
decision by the House. But the Chair is advised that no such reservation of 
points of order was made; and the Chair, while he would be quite willing to 
have the opinion of the 8 ker of the House on the question, is confronted 


with the discharge of a plain duty-——the duty of deciding the question—and can 
not rightfully shift this responsibility which the rules place upon him. 


Mr. OATES. Now, that is perfectly consistent with the portion of 
the decision of the chairman during the last session which I had read 
a short time ago. 

I have but a word further to add, and that by way of repetition. I 
say that the jurisdiction of the subject-matter here involved having 
been placed in the hands of another committee of this House, under the 
rules of the House jurisdiction of it can not attach in the hands of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors by the mere placing of the petition 
or petitions in the box and their reference under the rules of the House, 
which is evidently an erroneous reference, because those petitions do not 
belong to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. If this is a subject 
touching a canal, it belongs to the Committee on Railways and Canals; 
and unless a petition or a bill covering this matter was referred by a vote 
of this House to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, or such reference 
made by the Speaker of the House in open House, I submit that it has 
no jurisdiction. It can not in the nature of things have jurisdiction 
by a reference through the petition-box because at the instance of some 
person interested perhaps in the measure there be indorsed upon the pe- 
tition a request that it should go to that committee. Such a reference 
could not give jurisdiction. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, being somewhat interested in this 
enterprise I hope I will be excused if I state narratively and succinctly 
what has been done, I having been the author of the action. 

I do not believe it is necessary forme tosay to this House asa hum- 
ble representative of my people that whatever action I may have taken, 
whether regular or irregular, was taken in accordance with their wish 
and as they believe in the interest of the commerce of the Northwest, 
which is much interested in this great improvement. It is true, as 
stated, that I introduced the bill and referred it to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. Why did I doso? Is it becaus», as stated by 
some gentlemen on this floor, that I supposed there was no other remedy ? 
I did it believing that it was the best; simply because I thought we 
could get a larger appropriation for the construction of the Hennepin 
Canal by a report from that committee than the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors; but what are the facts? While I introduced that bill in 
December a year ago, and was pleased to note that it was reported in 
January following, and found a place upon the Calendar christened No. 
20, I am sorry to say that its position to-day is the same upon the Cal- 
endar that it was on the 20th day of last January a year ago. Now, 
then, what next? 

_ When I learned last June that there was no possibility of getting in- 
dependent action I then went before the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and they saw proper to give it consideration and took jurisdiction, 
as it was decided by this House in its last session that it might do, and 
they incorporated it in the river and harbor bill. It was stricken out. 
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I will not oceupy the time of the House by reciting the action of the 
committee or how it was taken out of the river and harbor bill, becaus. 
it is before you on the record and you can read and perhaps more fair] y 
understand the question from that reading than from any statemen: 
that I could give from memory. But what I do desire to say is this 

that notwithstanding this House decided at the last session that the 
point of order was not well taken, the position then was stronger on ths 
part of the opponents of the measure than they can make now. Ani 
why? Since that time memorials and petitions from various cities hay 
been referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and that refer. 
ence, I am proud to say, was made by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa whether those references were through the petition-box. 

Mr. MURPHY. Those references were through the. petition-box. 
and for the reason that that course was required by the rule of the House 
I had to take the rule of the House to guide my action; I knew of nv 
other. 

Why did I refer those petitions to that committee if it was not for the 
purpose of consideration? And did I not act as required by the rule 
prescribed by this House? If I acted in any other way, I do not know 
it. If I knew of any other way in which I should have acted, I would 
have so acted. If I am wrong, then the rule is wrong and not my ac- 
tion. 

I believe I might rest my case entirely upon that; but I want to say 
something furthertothe Chair. I have here a list of some eight canals 
the Louisville and Pittsburgh Canal, the Des Moines Rapids Canal, the 
construction of the canal around the Cascades, the Green Bay and Missis- 
sippi Canal, the Saint Mary’s Canal, the Saint Clair Flats Canal, the 
Ship Canal to the Chesapeake Bay, and the Tennessee Muscle Shoals 
and Chattanooga Canal. Now, will this House say that these are not 


just as much canals as the Hennepin or the Mississippi River Canals ’ 


Here are eight canals which have been considered by this committee 
and for which appropriations have been made. If the committee had 
no authority to recommend those appropriations why did they do it ’ 
This bill already contains three or four appropriations for canals. Are 
you going to make an exception of the Hennepin? If you do, on what 
ground? | 

Again I say, if I understand the object and purposes of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors since its organization it is in the interest of 
all kinds of internal improvements so that commerce may be aided and 
assisted. Why, sir, I can remember well, because I learned it when | 
was a boy in the history of my country, that the strictest construction- 
ists under Jefferson and Jackson improved the highways of the Alle 
ghanies in the interest of internal improvements, and the action was ha 
by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and it does not make any 
difference whether it is Hell Gate in New York so that the New Yorkers 
can have a free access for escape, or whether it is opening up the canal 
in the West so that the State of New York can have an opportuuity ot 
enjoying what we produce. If it is an improvement in the interest ot 
commerce it is entitled to legitimate consideration at the hands of this 
committee. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, it is necessary for me to say anything 
further, except to recall your attention to this one fact, and I state it 
in all plainness, for I believe itis the fact that will decide this question 
Why do we refer those petitions to that committee if it be not for consid- 
eration? Whatisthe result of that consideration? Thisreport. Why 
was that order made? What are these petitions for? If they were to 
be referred tosome other committee, why did we not say so? But hav- 
ing referred them to that committee, that committee was bound to con- 
sider them, and this report isthe resultof their consideration and action 

Mr. TurRNeER, of Kentucky, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair promised to hear the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Ho_man] fora minute. The Chair will afterward rec- 
ognize the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say but a word on the pointof order. | 
desire to confine myself simply to the point of order and to avoid any 
consideration whatever of merits of the proposition. It is very 
clearly of the highest moment to a administration of the busi- 
ness of the House that more careful observance should be had of the 
lines of jurisdiction established between the various committees. 

It is hardly necessary for me to say that a reference of a subject-mat- 
ter toa committee by the House, notwithstanding it may not be the 
appropriate committee under the rule, does confer jurisdiction upon 1t 
That has always been held. But it has never been held that a refer- 
ence under the rule of a petition through the petifion-box conferred 
such jurisdiction. That act being purely clerical, it bas never been 
held, and can not be held, that it confers of itself jurisdiction. 

Under the rules the subject-matter of this belongs, of course, 
tothe Committeeon Railroadsand Canals. It does not belong to the Com 
mittee on Riversand Harbors. And I submit, Mr. Chairman, the only 
possible question that can arise is whether or not this subject has been 
referred to that committee in such form as under the rules of the House 
would confer jurisdiction. If it has not, that committee certainly h:- 


Re ENCE nena Calpaenernee And it is certainly of the high- 
est 1 that the in ruling upon questions of this characte: 
bear in mind, as I have no doubt the Chair will bear in mind, 
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importance preserving the jurisdiction of the respective commit- 
— the ee icndane be no confusion resulting from the dis- 
rd of the rule on the one side and no conflict of jurisdiction on the 
other, and that the House may take it for granted that a subject com- 
: committee to the House comes through the recognized and 


r channel. _ ; 
_ TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, at the last session of 
this identical question of order was presented. The question 
of order was made upon a similar section or provision in the river and 
harbor bill; and upon that occasion I addressed some remarks to the 
Chair on this question of order embracing an important decision, which 
I will send to the Clerk and ask him to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Turser, of Kentucky. I do not wish to trespass on the time of the com- 
mittee, the question of order having already been elaborately discussed. Dur- 
ing the general debate on this bill on Monday last I invited the attention of the 
committee to the clause authorizing the construction of this Hennepin Canal, 
and attempted to show that it was improperly in this bill, and that atthe proper 
time I would move to strike it out, and would offer additional reasons to those 
that I then gave to this committee why this should be done. Now, I simply de- 
sire to vent te the Chair a decision embracing a similar proposition which was 
made by the Speaker of the House in 1850, upon which an appeal was taken and 
the di ion sustained by the House. In the first place I assert that the doctrine 
is laid down in the Digest of the Rules of this House that it is not competent for 
any committee of the House to report a bill or resolution where the subject- 
matter embraced has not been referred to the committee by the order of the 
House or by the rules of the House. | 

I will now read the decision to which I have referred. 
Journal of 1850, 590, and is as follows: 

“ Mr. Andrew Johnson, from the Committee on Public Expenditures, reported 
a bill, which was read for information, by its title, as follows: ‘A bill to previde 
a homestead of one hundred and sixty acres of the public domain for every man 
who is the head of a family and a citizen of the United States, or any widow 
who is the mother of a minor child or children, who may become permanent 

ts and cultivators of the soil.’ 

“ Mr. Vinton objected to the reception of the bill on the ground that the subject- 
matter of the bill had not been referred to the committee which had reported it 
by the House, either by resolution or by the rules or otherwise. 

“The er sustained the objections raised by Mr. Vinton, and decided that 
the said bill was not in order from the Committee on Public Expenditures. 

“ From this decision of the Chair Mr. Andrew Johnson appealed. 

“The question was stated: Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of House? s 

“Tt was decided in the affirmative. 

“So the bill was not received."’ 

This is a decision of a similar question to the one now under consideration, 
and is, I conclusive. 

It has been wn to the Chair that the rules give no jurisdiction to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors over this subject. Its jurisdiction is over the nat- 
ural water ways and harbors. The jurisdiction over canals is expressly given 
to a different committee, the Committee on Railways and Canals. There is no 
concurrent jurisdiction. It is separate and distinct, and is exclusively given to 
that committee. This Committee on Rivers and Harbors has reported this bill, 
embracing this canal proposition, which has never been refer to them by the 
order of the House, nor have they jurisdiction under the rules; andif there ever 
was a — violation of the rules of the House it is embraced in this propo- 
sition. or the Committee on Railways and Canals have already acted on this 
matter in pursuance of their jurisdiction and under the express order of the 
House referring the bill to them. They have examined the Hennepin Canal 
bill and it favorably, although I believe their decision was wrong and 
that the bill ought not to pass, and I voted against it on that committee. 

That bill is on the Calendar of the House, and stands there awaiting the con- 
sideration of the House. But though it stands there for consideration the gen- 
tlemen favoring the measure are not willing to have it considered on its own 
merits, but have gotten it into this bill in violation of the rules. And we are 
forced to resort to a question of order to strike it out, so that this bill shall not 
be encumbered by a bill now pending on the Calendar. If this measure shall 
be permitted to remain in the river and harbor bill I think it will be one of the 


most ts I have ever known. I hope the Chair will rule it 
out, 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the question now pre- 
sented is identically the same, and I do not deem it necesssry to add 
anything to the argument which I then made and which has just been 
read by the Clerk, as the Chair is familiar with all the arguments that 
were made on this question of order at the last session. If I recollect 
right the Chair itself participated in discussing this very question, and 
is, of course, familiar with the arguments that were submitted. The 
only additional remark that I will make is this: My friend [Mr. Hen- 
DERSON, Of Illinois] is mistaken when he undertakes to state the 
— the decision of the Chair at the last session of Congress. 

that bill was originally reported from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors all questions of order were reserved. The bill was then 
recommitted and when it was reported a second time there was a fail- 


It is to be found in the 


the construction of the Hennepin Canal upon a question of order. 
of the decision was that when a bill was reported a sec- 


i 


ond time the committee there must be a reservation of points of 
order made. There had been a failure to reserve the points of order 
upon the second report or substitute. Upon the point of order now 
made the right of the Chair to decide the point of order is different, be- 
cause a of order were reserved the first time, and then also 
when the was recommitted and when it was reported back the 
points of order were reserved by myself and several others, as the Journal 


: 
: 


that fact, the Chair is not now confined to the 
the Chair when the question was up at the last 
House has exercised its jurisdiction upon this subject- 
referred the bill in regard to the construction of the Heu- 
to ittee on Railways and Oanals. They exer- 
jurisdiction, considered the question, and reported the bill 
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back to the House at the last session, and the bill is now upon the Cal- 
endar awaiting its consideration when reached under the rules. 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had no jurisdic- 
tion over the question atall. They have no jurisdiction whatever over 
canals or artificial water ways. ‘Their jurisdiction is confined under 
the rules to the improvement of rivers and harbors. This bill ought 
not to have been encumbered by the provision for the construction of 
this canal. This work will involve the expenditure of perhaps forty 
millions or more. I have heard it variously estimated. If this proj- 
ect has merit in it let it rest on its own merits when the bill for the 
construction of the Hennepin Canal on theCalendaris reached. It was 
stricken out of the river and harbor bill at the last session by a vote of 
this House, and it ought not to have been put in this bill to be passed 
on the merits of other provisions in the river and harbor bill which are 
right and proper. I hope the Chair will rule it out on the point of or- 
der, and if not, I hope it will be again stricken out by the committee 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It is well known, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors was created by this Congress; the 
Forty-eighth Congress created that new committee. Prior to its cre- 
ation the duties which now devolve upon the Committee oa Rivers and 
Harbors were performed by the Committee on Commerce. The argu- 
ment made here that jurisdiction could be conferred by the reference of 
a bill from the Chair, or from the Clerk’s desk, and not from the peti- 
tion-box, I regard as untenable, because the rules of the House direct 
that all bills of this character shall be delivered to the Clerk like peti 
tions and memorials and thence referred. It is quite a frequent thing 
for a bill to be wrongly referred even from the Clerk’s desk—referred 
to a committee not having jurisdiction of it. 

Now, to return to the point of the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, I claim that that committee has the same rights 
and duties pertaining to the care of rivers and harbors and their ap- 
proaches that originally belonged to the Committee on Commerce. It 
is well known to this House that the Committee on Commerce have re- 
ported all the bills for the creation of canals, the purchase of canals, 
the investment of Government bonds in canals, making the canals free, 
and determining the expense and appropriating the money to keep 
them in repair and carry them on after they have been acquired by the 
Government. That was so as to the Louisville Canal and all the others; 
and there is one case to which I ask special attention, because it bears 
directly upon ti:i point. It came up in the Forty-sixth Congress. I 
read from the Statutes at Large, volume 21, page 189, where I find in 
relation to the improvement of the Saint Mary’s River and the Saint 
Mary’s Falls Canal the following: 


And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to accept on behalf of the 
United States from the State of Michigan the Saint Mary Canal and the public 
works thereon, provided such transfer be so made as to leave the United States 
free from any and all debts, claims, or liabilities of any character whatsoever 
And said canal, after said transfer, shall be free for public use: And provided fur 
ther, That after such transfer the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
to draw from time to time his warfant on the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the actual expenses of operating and keeping said canal in repair. 


There, Mr. Chairman, is a direct precedent for the recognition by this 
House of the right of the Committee on Commerce to report a bill of 
this character, and I claim that the authority which at that time be- 
longed to the Committee on Commerce is to-day vested in the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

* I believe they have the same authority in this respect that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had at that time. The precedents are all in that 
direction, and I know of no more appropriate committee to which a 
question of this kind could be referred than the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, because the work in question is not merely a canal, but 
is also part and parcel of the connection between the great Mississippi 
system and the lakes, and therefore properly belongs tothat committee: 

The other point raised by the gentleman from Georgia, that another 
bill containing this provision is on the Calendar or in another commit- 
tee, does not, I believe, hold good, for the reason that, if I am correct, 
the ruling of the Chair has been that to exclude a proposition under 
this rule it is necessary that the bil, pending should be identical, and 
not merely similar in substance. This is all I have to say. 

Mr. BLAND obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BLAND] 


| proceeds, the Chair desires to state that gentlemen of the committee 


are anxious to reach a conclusion in this argument. The Chair has 
indulged members thus far in this discussion because he desired to hear 
all the considerations pro and con that could be presented. But it is 
fair to state that. the Chair would not think it proper, unless the Com- 
mittee of the Whole should force him-to do so, to deliver an opinion 
upon this point this evening. There are other points of order to be 
raised. The Chair would like to have the debate on this point closed 
early, so that the other points may be presented and considered, and 
that the Committee of the Whole may go into the general debate to- 
day, the Chair being informed that such is the desire of members gen- 
erally. The gentleman from Missouri will now proceed. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I think one of the main objects of our 
rules concerning appropriation bills is that no committee shall report 
any measure or provide an appropriation for carrying it out unless that 

. Comuittee has specific and unquestioned jurisdiction of the subject- 
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matter. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the first clause of 
Rule II, which reads as follows: 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows. 

In the enumeration which follows is this paragraph: 
on the improvement of rivers and harbors—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

The Chair will notice that the requirement of the rules in regard to 
the reference of propositions for their appropriate committees is, spe- 
cific, and it is provided expressly that subjects relating ‘‘ to the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors’’ are to be referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. But there is no provision that this committee 
shall have jurisdiction of any proposition affecting railways and canals. 
On the contrary, the jurisdiction of such subjects is expressly given 
to another committee, for subdivision 17 of Rule XI embraces this 
provision: 

To railways and canals other than Pacific railroads—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Mr. Chairman, my point is that when in this case the petition went 
into the petition-box and was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors it was in violation of the rules, not in pursuance of the rules. 
The rules provide that particular propositions shall be referred to specific 
committees; and when by placing a petition in that box a member 
sends a subject to a committee not having jurisdiction of that matter, 
it is a violation of the rules of the House. This petition did not go to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in pursuance of the rules. The 
rules provide where that petition should have gone; and if it has gone 
to any other committee than that specified in the rules, it has gone 
there in contravention of the rules. 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman will permit me to suggest that if such 
a practice were tolerated, if the committees could acquire jurisdiction 
in that way, infinite difficulty and confusion would arise. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Alabama very properly suggests 
that if subjects can be referred to an inappropriate committee in this 
surreptitious manner—meaning no offense whatever by that language, 
but using it only to describe a supposed proceeding—if this can be tol- 
erated by the House, in what confusion should we be thrown! Com- 
mittees having no jurisdiction under the rules of a particular proposi- 
tion could in this stealthy way acquire jurisdiction under a pretense of 
conforming to the rules here. Of course I impute nothing wrong. 

Mr. NEECE. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLAND. I will yield for a question only. 

Mr. NEECE. Supposing the petition had been referred by the House 
directly to this committee, would that have given the committee juris- 
diction ? 

Mr. BLAND. Had the attention of the House been called to this 
petition, had it gone to that committee by a vote of the House, that 
would have been the action of the House. But when asingle member 
puts a petition into the petition-box and sends it to an inappropriate 
committee, it is not the action of the House, but is in contravention of 
the rules which the House has provided for its government. 

Mr. MILLS. Does my friend hold that it iscompetent for the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors to report in their bill a proposition for 
the improvement of the Tennessee River by cutting a canal around 
Muscle Shoals ? 

Mr. BLAND. Any proposition that looks mainly, to the imprové- 

ment of a river presents a different question, the consideration of which 
is not necessary in this discussion. 
' I started out with the broad proposition, that according to the spirit 
of our rule no appropriation committee, unless it has specific jurisdic- 
tion, should be permitted to report a measure or provide appropriations 
to carry it out. These rivers are subject to the jurisdhetion of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors by the rules of the House; but a 
proposition that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall assume 
jurisdiction of a measure for building a canal, a matter i rop- 
erly to the Committee on Railways and Canals, presents: a t 
question. The naked question is whether the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors has jurisdiction over railways and canals. This commit- 
tee might just as well have reported in this bill a provision for con- 
structing a railroad as for constructing a canal; for both propositions 
by our rules go properly to the same committee. 

The rivers and harbors of this country are specifically given to this 
committee. We have rivers and harbors to consume our rev- 
enues and empty the Treasury if we improve all without enter- 
ing upon these schemes of building canals. 
great deal 


¢ The Chair having admonished us that he did not desire a 


of time taken up or consumed in this discussion tae : 
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that petition has not gone to the Committee on Ri 


pursuance of,the rules of the House, but in violation of the rules of | ' 
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and Harbors have jurisdiction of this question, and that origina] j ur<. 
diction by the action of the House was given to that committee. 

It was conceded here that petitions have been referred through the 

tition-box to this Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Itis conceded 

ere in the argument that if this House had referred such petitions to 
that committee it would have jurisdiction. If that be true, then the 
committee acquired jurisdiction, because when a petition was placed in 
the petition-box and referred to that committee a record was made o{ 
that fact, and that record was not approved until the next day, when 
the attention of every member of the House was called to that record 
which showed the disposition of such petition; and when that record 
stands approved by action of the House it is too late in the Committee 
of the Whole or in the House to say the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors has no jurisdiction of the question. 

Therefore I claim, Mr. Chairman, placing the petitions in the petition- 
box is in obedience to the rule of the House, and when such a thing is 
done a record is made of the fact, and that when that record has been 
approved itis too late tosay here in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union that that action is not binding upon it as we}! 
as upon the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state, at the request of the 
chairman of the Cemmittee on Rivers and Harbors and of the gentle- 
man in charge of the Post-Office appropriation bill, time should be nsed 
sparingly in this debate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, there is one phase of this ques- 
tion which has not yet been presented in the discussion on this point 
of order, and I have risen for the purpose of presenting that phase of the 
question. This is not the first time nor the second time that a propo- 
sition looking to the digging of a canal to connect the great Mississippi 
and the lakes has been presented in a river and harbor bill. During 
the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, when the Committee on 
Commerce had charge of the preparation and presentation of a bil} tor 
the improvement of rivers and harbors, and upon which comunittee was 
my distinguished friend from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] and my dis- 
tinguished friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr], that committee presented 
the first proposition, so far as I am informed, looking to the inaugura- 
tion of the enterprise of the construction of this canal. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, on the bill reported by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce—in other words, the river and harbor bill of that 
year—when the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], 
who made this point of order, was 2 member of Congress, and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER], who spoke on that side of the 

uestion, was also a member, and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
froussa®), who also spoke on that side, was likewise a member, not 
one of them rose in his seat to make the point of order on the proposi- 
tion embodied in that bill in relation to the initiation of this enterprise. 
I will send up to the Clerk’s desk, for the purpose of being read, what 
was eanee in the bill of that year on this subject, without a single 
point of order being raised, and which became a part of the law of that 
session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
survey and locatea canal from a point on the Illinois River at or near the town 
of Hennepin, by the most practicable and convenient route, to the Mississippi 
River at or above the city of Rock Island, with a branch canal or feeder from 
the most le and convenient point on Rock River to the most practica- 
ble and convenient point on the main line of said canal. Said canal and said 
branch not be less than seventy feet wide at the water-line, and not less 
than seven feet in depth of water, with locks not less than one hundred and 

twenty-one feet in width, and with a capacity for vesse)s 

of at least two hundred and eighty tons burden; and for that = the Sec- 
retary of War shall have power and authority, by engineers and agents em- 
plo: by him, to enter upon any lands for the purpose of making the necessary 
examinations and surveys; and the cost of construction, the an- 
maintenance, and economy of use of said canal, when completed, 

accom the said surveys; and the Secretary of War 

ful engineers of the Army a of the Illinois 

the Illinois River with Lake Michigan at Chi- 

the so as to nd in di- 

and the Mississip i River, 

the cost of enla’ said cana), 

and the pi River 

the sum 
ted: Pro- 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Gentlemen around me say that it is no argu- 
ment against the point of order now raised to cite the fact that in the 
Forty-seventh Congress a similar proposition was embodied in the bil! 

I say, sir, that in that Congress, in the bill which was 
the ,improvement of rivers and the committee 
of that bill saw fit to embody in it that 
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submit whether or not that is proper to a discussion of 


sition. But F poing of order was made on that proposition 


the point of order when no 


hi fers. 
10 wnt ANCHARD. I cited that not so much in the way of an argu- 


ment against the point of order made by my friend from Georgia, but 
in order to let the House know that the same question was presented 
to the House on two occasions before this. In the bill of the last ses- 
sion of this Congress relating torivers and harbors the same proposition 
was embodied, and the pointof order was then made as it is made now, 
and it was not ruled out on that occasion on the point of order. But 
before that, I submit that ina similar bill this House had, in part, com- 
mitted itself to the proposition that a measure of this sort could be em- 
bodied in a river and harbor bill, because a clause relating to the initia- 
tion of this measure had passed a former Congress without objection or 


criticism. ' 

Mr. SPRINGER addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Chair agreed to 
hear the gentleman from Illinois on the left for one minute, and will 
then conclude debate upon this point. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. One word, Mr. Chairman, as to the question 
of jurisdiction of this committee. I desire to say that the estimates, 
the rt of the engineers, come from the Secretary of War and are 
submitted to this House. They were appropriately referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. The House had jurisdiction of the 
question of reference, and could have changed that reference had it so 
desired, or it could have discharged the committee from the considera- 
tion of that matter after it was so referred. But failing to do so, then 
this proposition comes before the House by a direct order of the House 
on this subject and in conformity with the rules of the House 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the Chair delivers an opinion I desire to 
call his attention to the other clause of Rule XXII I refer to, which pro- 
vides that where there has been an improper reference of a petition it 
is the duty of the committee to report it back for proper reference 
through the petition-box. There is no such reference here. There- 
fore, the reference to the committee must stand as the action of the 
House under that clause of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that as this is a very im- 
portant question, and as no progress will be made in the bill by deliver- 
ing an opinion now upon the point of order, the Chair thinks best not 
to decide the question at this time, both because the Chair would like 
to place his views in proper shape and also because it would be an un- 
necessary consumption of time. The Chair would ask, therefore, if 
there are any other points of order to be raised on this bill? The Chair 
was informed by some gentleman, Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, that 
he had a point of order on the bill. Does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania desire to make the point of order on this part of the bill? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I want to raise a point of order on 
the sixth section of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to my friend from Pennsylvania that that 
will be in order when we reach that part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman from Pennsylvania will observe 
that we have not-yet reached that section, being now in consideration 
of the first paragraph. The sixth section has not yet been reached. 

If there be no further points of order the general debate will begin. 

The general debate begins at twenty-one minutes past 2 0’clock, and 
the a recognizes the gentlemafi from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE}. , 

Mr. HISCOCK. Dol understand that this general debate is to begin 
now? I think there was a distinct understanding that there should be 
debate under the five-minute rule, and that gentlemen should occupy 
the time when certain portions of the bill were read which they desired 
to discuss. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that there would be general 
debate, but the speeches would be limited to five minutes, and the first 
of them will begin now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand that we are compelled to occupy 
our time before questions are reached which we desire to discuss ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair endeavored in various ways to get an 
understanding on this point, but the committee refused te have the bill 
reread. We are in the condition of allowing gentlemen to go on in this 
way because no other way was allowed. The bill wil! not be read any 























. I would inquire when the Chair will allow amend- 
ments to be offered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the debate is ended, the hour and a half 
“— has been allowed. 

from Arkansas is recognized. 
Mr. SRECKINNIDGE I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
a motion. 

«+ Mr. WILLIS. The 
& motion that 


? 


gentleman from Arkansas yields to me to make 
the committee do now rise for the purpose of permitting 


8 


Committee on Appropriations to go on with the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill. 


The 
The 
taken 


motion was agreed to. 
committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the 
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Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consideration 
the river and harbor appropriation bill had come to no resolutior 
thereon. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to reconsider the vote by which an 
order was entered that the consideration of the Post-Office bill should 
be resumed after the reading of the Journal to-day. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois, which is that the consideration of the Post- 
Office bill shall be resumed immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That requires unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairthinks not. The motion to 
reconsider has been agreed to, and the question recurs on the original 
motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ilinois withdraws 
the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now call up for consideration the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union have reported the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. It comes up as unfinished business. The previous question has 
been ordered on the bill, on the amendments reported by the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and also on the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

The Clerk will report the amendments in the order in which they 
were reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The Clerk read the first amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, as follows: 

~ line 28, page 2, strike out ‘‘ $5,100,000 * and insert * $5,300,000; ’’ so that it will 

PAC: 
mt For compensation to clerks in post-oftices, $5,300,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was read, as follows: 

After line 28, page 2, insert the following: 

“And postmasters are authorized, with the approval of the Postmaster-General, 
to assign at any time any clerk oremployé of their respective post-offices to duty 
in any branch thereof: Provided, always, That any employé shall be paid from 
money-order funds for such time as he is engaged in money-order work.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, as follows: 

In lines 30 and 31, strike out ‘ $4,100,000’ and insert ** $4,535,000 ;"” 
read : 

‘*For payment of letter-carriers and the incidental expenses of the free-celiv- 
ery system, $4,535,000.”’ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
is an increase of. 

Mr. HORR. I object to debate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I simply want to state the fact. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The previous question is operating, and 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. HORR. What is the question ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The question is on increasing the appropria- 
tion —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debateisnotinorder. TheChair wil! 
state the question. The question is on agreeing to the amendment, 
which the Clerk will again report. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes {1 
noes 76. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to save time, I cail for the yeas and nays 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 47. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Count the other side. 

The negative vote being counted, there were noes 107—the affirma- 
tive being more than one-fifth of the whole vote. 

Mr. HORR. I call for tellers on the question of ordering the yeas 
and nays. I make the demand for the purpose of saving time. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 7 members voting therefor. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 


1 suggest that the gentleman can withdraw his 


so that it will 


I call for avote upon that amendment. There 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 96, not 
as follows: 


voting 76; 


Atkinson, 
Bagley 

Bea h, 
Belford, 
Bisbee, 
Boutelle, 
Bratton, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J.H 
Broadhead, 
Brown, W. W 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J.M., 
Cassidy, 
‘lardy, 
Collins, 
Converse, 
Cox, 8.8 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dixon, 
Dorsheimer, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Everhart, 
Fiedler, 
Finerty, 


Aiken 
Alexander 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boy le, 
Browne, T. M 
Buchanan 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, J. E 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Clay, 
Clements, 
Connolly, 
Cosgrove, 


Adams, GE. 
Adams, J.J 
Anderson, 
Barr, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B 
Brumni, 
Budd, 
Campbell, Felix 
Cannon, 
Chalmers, 
Cobh, 

Cook, 
Covington, 
Craig, 
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YEAS—182. 


McAdoo, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Muller, 


F< ran 
Gibson 
Glascock , 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, Murray, 
Hewitt, A.S. Mutehler, 

Hill, Nelson, 
Hiscock, Nicholls, 

Hitt, Nutting, 
Hoblitzell, O'Hara, 
Holmes, O' Neill, Charles 
Hopkins O'Neill, J.J. 
Horr, Paige, 

Houk, Parker. 
Houseman, Payne, 

Hunt, Perkins, 
James, Peters, 
Jeffords, Pettibone, 
Kean, Poland, 

Keifer, Potter, 

Kelley Price, 
Ketcham, Pusey, 
Lawrence, Ranney, 

Le Fevre, 

Lewis, ice, 
Libbey, Rogers, J. H. 
Long, Rosecran 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 


Skinner, Cc. R. 
NAYS—9%6. 


Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.T. 
Lanham, 


Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Davis, L. H. Lowry, 
Deuster, MeMillin, 
Dibrell, Matson 
Doekery, Miller, 7. F. 
Dunn, Mills, 
Eldredge, Moulton, 
English, Muldrow, 
Ermentrout, Neece, 
Follett, O’Ferrall, 
Forney, Patton, 
Fyan, Peel, 
Garrison Pierce, 
Geddes, Post, 
Green, Pryor, 
Halsell, Randall, 
Hammond, Reagan, 
Hatch, W. H. Reid, J. W. 
Henley, Reece, 
Hewitt, G. W. Riggs. 
Holman, Robertson, 
Jones, B. W. Seney, 


NOT VOTING—%6. 


Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jordan, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Miller, 8. H. 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Murphy, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
Payson, 
Phelps, 
Rankin, 


Dowd, 

Dunham 

Eaton, 

Evans, 

Ferrell, 
Findlay, 
Funston, 
George, 

Goff, 

CGiraves, 

Hardy, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 

Howey, 

Hurd, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
During the roll-call the following proceedings occurred: 


Mr. HORR (interrupting the roll-call). 


Slocum, 

is, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith. H.Y. 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone. 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Phomas, 
Tillman, 
Van Alstyue, 
Vance, 
Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Worthington, 
York, 
Young. 


Seymour, 
Shiveley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Snyder, 
Sprigzs, 
Springer, 
Sumner, D. 


Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 

Ww 


Yaple. 


Valentine, 
Warner, A. J. 
Weller, 
Wise, J.S. 
Woodward. 


Mr. Speaker, several gen- 
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Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, with Mr. OATES, on the Post-Office 
appropriation bill and all amendmentg,thereto. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with ‘Mr. SUMNER, of California, for 
this day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. HORR moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendmen 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ov 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to: 

The next amendment reported was as follows: 

Tn lines 45and 46, strike out the words “ but no lease shall be made,” and after 
the word “ term,” in line 46, insert the word “ not;”’ so that it will read “ to be 
paid quarterly for a term not exceeding five years.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend 
ment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment ieported was as follows: 

In lines 61 and 62, strike out ‘$15,265,000’ and insert *‘ $14,010,000." 

Mr. HORR. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported was as follows: 

After line 66, insert “ for railway post-office car service, $1,765,026.” 


Mr. HORR. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported was as follows: 

After line 153 insert : 

“For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines, $266,764.” 

Mr, REAGAN. What does that mean? 

Mr. HORR. The fast mail. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to know about it. 

Mr. HORR. You are right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN). 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 122, noes 43. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NICHOLLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported was as follows: 

In line 164, strike ou ae ” and insert “* $900,000 ; ' so that it will read 
“for inland transportation by star-routes, $5,900,000." 

Mr. HORR. There is no objection to that. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided; and there Were—ayes 121, noes 51. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, on this star-route —— [ 
call for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. No! No! 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were—ayes 35, noes 127—a sufficient number; and the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—yeas 
154, noes 94, not voting 76; as follows: 

YEAS—1h4. 


The question is on 


Aiken, = oney, 


tlemen have said to me that they do not understand the amendment 
that is being voted upon. I wish the Chair would have it reported. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hewitt, of New York). The House 
will be in order, so that the Clerk may hear the responses of gentlemen. 
The Clerk will proceed with the roll-call. 

After the completion of the roll-call, 

On motion of Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire toannounce that my colleague 
[Mr. HERBERT] is absent on account of sickness in his family. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Hurp with Mr. Brewer, of New York, for this day. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, for this day. 

Mr. WoopWARD with Mr. Howey, for this day. 
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LLL 

ith, H.Y. Tillman, Wemple, 
Rogers, J. H ae he Tucker, White, J. D. 
penne. Spooner, Turner, H. G. White, Milo 
Rowell, Steele, Vance, Whiting, 
Ruseell, Stephenson, Van Eaton, Wilkins, 
Ryan, Stevens, Wadsworth, Wilson, James 
Stngiotem, Stewart, J. W. Wait, Wilson, W. L. 
See T.G. ‘Strait, Wakefield, York, 
| a —"e Struble, Wallace, Young. 
Smalls y Taylor, J. D. Washburn, 
Smith, A. Herr Thomas, Wellborn, 

NAYS—94. 
Dibrell, Le Fevre, Stewart, Charlies 
Alossndes, Dockery, Lowry, Sumner, D. H, 
faa Dorsheimer, McAdoo, Swope, 
Barksdale, Eaton, MeMillin, Taylor, J. M. 
Bayne Eldredge, Matson, Thompson, 
Bennett, Elliott, Mills, Townshend, 
Blackburn, English, Murphy, Tully, 
Blount, Ermentrout, Murray, Turner, Oscar 
Boyle, Everhart, Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
Breckinridge, Fiedler, O’Ferrall, Ward, 
Broadhead, Follett, Patton, Warner, A. J. 
Brown, W.W. Foran, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Browne, T. M. Fyan, Post, Weaver, 
Buchanan, Geddes, Price, Williams, 
Buckner, Glascock, Randall, Willis, 
Burnes, Halsell, Ranney, Winans, E. B. 
Candler, Hammond, Reagan, Winans, John 
Carleton, Hardeman, Riggs. Wise, G. D 
Clay, Hatch, W. H. Robertson, Wolford, 
Connolly, Hewitt, G. W. Seney, Wood, 
Cosgrove, Holman, Seymour, Worthington, 
Crisp, Houseman, Shively, Yaple. 
Davis, L.. B. Jones, B.W. Spriggs, 
Deuster, Jones, J. H. Springer, 
NOT VOTING—76. 

Adams, G. E. Davis, R. T. Hutchins, Rankin, 
Adams, J.J. Dowd, Johnson, Ray,G. W. 
Barr, Dunham, Jones, J. K. Ray, Ossian 
Belford, Ferrell, Jordan, Robinson, J.8. 
Belmont, Findlay, Kellogg, Robinson, W. E. 
Bowen, Goff, King, Rockwell, 
Brainerd, Graves, Kleiner, Rogers, W. F. 
Brumm, Hancock, Lacey, Shaw, 

‘yell, Felix Hart?” Sak — 
Cam Fe ab, Stone, 
es E. |. a D.B Lawrence, Storm, | 
Cannon, Henderson, T. J Miller, 8S. H. Sumner, C. A, 
Chalmers, Henley, Milliken, Talbott, 
Clements, Hepburn, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
Cobb, Herbert, Morrison, Throckmorton, 
Cook, Hewitt, A.S. Morse, Valentine, 
Covington, Holton, Oates, Weller, 

: Hooper, Payson, Wise, J. 8. 
Curtin, Hurd, Phelps, Woodward. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HORR moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment | 
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was agreed to; antl also moved to lay that motion on the table. 
The latter motion was 


with. 


to. 
On motion of Mr. HORR, the reading of the names was dispensed | 





1683 





Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, does this motion mean that 

|} we shall continue in session from now until 10 o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. It means that when the 

| House takes a recess to-night it shall be at 10 o’clock, and shall be until 

10 o’clock a. m. on Monday, with the understanding that before 11 

o’clock on Monday the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WIL.ts] shall 

move to adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I will state that 1 have consulted with 
the gentleman in charge of the legislative bill, and he does not desire 
to go on beyond 10 o'clock. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that next Monday will be the last day when committees can be called 
upon for reports. 

| Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House will adjourn so as to save that hour. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I give notice that I desire to call up on Monday next 
the bill to retire General Grant. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debateisnotin order. All in favor of 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] will say 
ay; those opposed no. [After a pause.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will not press the motion. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was read, as follows 


| 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is understood 


In line 165, strike out ‘‘ 482,300" and insert 
read : 

“For railway post-office clerks, $4,682,300. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam not in favor of this proposition; but | 
will not consume time by calling for a separate vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection this amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 
The gentleman from Illinois moves to reconsider the vote just taken, 
and also moves that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. In 
the absence of objection the latter motion will be considered as agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was read, as follows: 

After the word “ thereof,” in line 192, insert 

And drop letters shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents per ounce or fraction 
thereof, including delivery at letter-carrier offices, and | cent for each ounce or 
fraction thereof where free delivery by carriers is not established 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Commitiee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was read, as follows: 


On page 9, after the word “ thereof,”’ in line 192, strike out all that follows down 
to and including line 202, and in lieu thereof insert : 

“That all publications of the second class, except as provided in section 25 of 
said act, when sent by the publisher thereof and from the office of publication 
to bona fide subscribers, or when sent from a news agency to actual subscribers 


* 682,300 :"’ so that the clause will 





















































The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. WoopWARD with Mr. Hart, for this day. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Nathan J. Sharp. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. BREWER, of New York, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
of absence for one week, from Monday, the 16th instant, on account of 
important business. 

Mr. FINDLAY, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
until Wednesday next, on account of important business. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 


REcoRD additional remarks on the compensation for transporting the 
foreign mails. 

Mr. McCORMICK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print 
in the RECORD some remarks on the subject of pensions. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that at 10 o’cleek to-night the House take a 
recess until 10 o’clock a. m. on Monday next, with the understanding 
that I will move to adjourn at or before 12 o’clock on Monday. 

TheSPEAKER pro . The Chair will call the attention of the 
House to the fact that under a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules and adopted by the House the regular hour of meeting on 
and after Monday will be 11 o’clock. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILL1s] now moves that at 10 o’ciock to-night the House take a 
recess until 10 a. m. on Monday next. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like it understood that the gentleman [ Mr. 
WILLIs] will move to adjourn at 11 o’clock on Monday. 





thereto, or to other news agents, shall, on and after July 1, 188%, be entitled to 
transmission through the mails at | cent a pound, or fraction thereof, such post- 
age to be prepaid, as now provided by law: Provided, however, That publishers 
of second-class publications may mail sample copies of such publications at the 
rate of i cent for each four ounces, or fractional part thereof, to be prepaid by 
ordinary stamps affixed thereto, and all acts, so far as they fix a different rate of 
postage than herein provided upon such first and second class matter, are to that 
extent hereby repealed on and after July 1,1885. And any article or item in any 
newspaper or other publication may be marked for observation, except by writ- 
ten or printed words, without increase of postage. 

“ That at the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of postage-stamps, 
stamped envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities, the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to submit bids for the manufacture of 
said stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities, by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department, which bids shall 
be considered in competition with bids from private parties; but provided that® 
the Postmaster-General may reject any and all the bids of private parties and 
award the contracts, or any of them, upon the bid of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, if in his judgment it shall be for the best interests of the Government to 


| do so. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, having thus far been reported and disposed of in the order of 
their submission in the bill, the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has now been reached. 

Mr. HORR. Before that question comes up the amendment adopted 
in Committee of the Whole striking out the provision in reference to 
the payment of American vessels for carrying the mails should be voted 
upon. If this amendment be not adopted the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is not pertinent. 4 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair only desires to ascertain 
whether the House desires to vote upon all the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole before voting upon the arrendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink, Mr. Speaker, that the amendments to the 
bill should be considered in their regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk has reached in regular or- 
der the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HORR. Oh, no; I beg pardon of the Chair. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ought not the amendments to be voted on in the order 
of their adoption? The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
was simply read and considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union are entitled 
to precedence of consideration; and the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, although it has been reached in its regular order 
in the bill, can not be voted upon, in the absence of unanimous consent, 
until the amendments of the Committee of the Whole have been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. ELLIS. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will pass for the present the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, and proceed to read 
the remaining amendments reported as adopted by the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HORR. I think theamendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
should be voted on directly after the vote upon striking out the pro- 
vision in reference to the payment of American vessels for carrying the 
mails. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sent. 

Mr. HORR. Nobody can object to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the votes should be taken in regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 228 to 243, as follows: 

* For transporting the mails of the United States in American steamships be- 
tween any port of the United States and any foreign port, or between ports of 
the Atlantic and ports of the Pacific touching at any foreign port,an amount 
not exceeding $600,000 of the net revenues of the Post-Office Department of the 
United States on mail matter sent to foreign countries during the fiscal year next 
preceding the date of the contract for said service: Provided, That the contract 
for said service shall be entered into by the Postmaster-General only after legal 
advertisement with the lowest responsible bidder, for aterm not exceeding four 
years, and ata rate not to exceed 50 cents per mile on the trip each way of actual 
nautical miles traveled between terminal ports for each trip actually made, 


which shal! not be increased on account of expedition or increased number of 
trips.”’ 


Mr. HORR. In order to save time I call for the yeas and nays on 
this proposition; and I hope the Chair will state it again to the House. 

Many MEMBERS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union has reported to the House an amendment 
striking out the clause just read. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment striking out this clause. On this question the gentle- 
man from Michigan calls for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The qfiestion was taken: and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
131, nays 112, not voting 81; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 
Lowry, 
McAdoo, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J.P. 
Mills, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murray, 
Neece. 
Nicholls, 
Ochiltree, 
O’Ferrall, 
Paige, 
Peel, 
Peters, 
Pierce, 
Post, 
serem, 

>usey, 
Randall, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 


That can be done by unanimous con- 


Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Bratton, 
Brown, W. W. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. EB. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Clay, 


Davis, L. 11. 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Doekery, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Viedler, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 
Crraves, 
Crreen, 
Guenther, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Hewitt, G. W. 


Skinner, T.G. 
Smith, H. Y. 
Snyder, 


Sp s, 
Stedart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Swope, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 

Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Ward, 
Warner, A.J. 
Warncr, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 


Dingley, 
Dixon, 
Dorsheimer, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Everhart, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Funston, 
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Houk, 
Houseman, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 


FEBRUARY 13. 


O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 


Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 


Clements, 
Connolly, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 


Culberson, D. B. 


Davidson, 


Bagley, 
Barbour, 
Belford, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee. 
Boutelie, 


Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Lanham, 

Le Fevre, 


Breitung, 
Brewer, F.B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 


Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shively, 
Singleton, 


NAYS—112. 


Burleigh. 


a J.M. 


Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 


Garrison, 
George, 
Glascock, 
Greenleaf, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Haynes, 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Horr, 


Ketcham, 
King, 
Lawrence, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McCormick, 
Millard, 
Milliken, 
Money, 


Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Pettibone, 
Poland, 
Price, 
Ranney, 
Reed, T. B. 
Reid, J. W. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Slocum, 


NOT VOTING—#I1. 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lewis, 
McComas, 
Miller, 8. H. 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Mutchiler, 
Oates, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Phelps, 
Potter, 
Rankin, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Rice, 


Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Tillman, 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
White, J.D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting. 


Adams, G. E. 
Adams, J.J. 
Arnot, Goff, 
Atkinson, Hancock, 
Barr, Hardy, 
Belmont, Hart, 
Blanchard, Henderson, D. B. 
Bowen, Henderson, T.J. 
Breckinridge, Henley, 
Brumm, Hepburn, 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, 
Chalmers, Hewitt, A.S, 
Cobb, Hoblitzell, 
Converse, Holton, 
Cook, Hooper, 
Craig, Hurd, 
Curtin, Hutchins, 
Dibble, Johnson, 
Dowd, Jordan, 
Dunham, Kellogg, Robinson, J.S. 
Evans, Kleiner, Robinson, W. E. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. SPRINGER, on this vote. If 
Mr. HEwITr?r were present, he would vote noand Mr. SPRINGER would 
vote ay. 

Mr. JOHNSON with Mr. DiBBLF, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. RIcE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE with Mr.PoTtTer. Mr.PorTreR, if present, would 
vote no and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE would vote ay. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Gorr, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. VALENTINE, on this vote. 

Mr. HoBLITZELL with Mr. BREWER, of New York, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. YouNG with Mr. MorRILL, for this day. 

Mr. FINDLAY with Mr. ATKINSON, for this day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The question next recurs on the amend- 
| ment moved by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. _Is there 
| objection to giving unanimous consent for its consideration? 
| There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Ferrell, 


Rockwell, 
Findlay, 


Rogers, W. F. 
Shaw, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Springer, 
Storm, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
‘Tucker, 
Valentine, 
Wait, 

Weller, 
Williams, 
Wise, J.8. 
Woodward, 
Young. 


| 


Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the following: 
tion, tor tateramedinry torstasial end ten tramalt of toreign male’ beroen. 

And in lieu thereof insert: 

For transportation fie mails, including railway transit across the Istl- 
mus of Panama, $425, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to ask the gentleman who offered this 
amendment whether it covers $370,000 for transportation by foreign 
vessels and $55,000 by American vessels ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is far better in the other form, for this money is 
under control of the Post-Offics Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. American vessels will only get $55,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman from Maine is correct—American ves- 
sels a get only $55,000, while foreign vessels will get four times as 
much. 

Mr. RANDALL. Debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. This only proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’} 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on the following amendment of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 

Insert the following: 
“See, 7. Thatthe r-General be directed to instruct his subordinates 
the ffice build- 
of foreign mail 


such news in advance ; and pro- 
ensued in conse- 
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Mr. HOLMAN 
ments were 
Jaid on the table. 


moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 


’ 


Mr. HOLMAN demanded the previous question on the passage of the | 


bill. 


The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


be taken on the passage of the bill. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


246, nays 1, not voting, 77; as follows: 
YEAS—246. 


Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
ley! 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Boyle, 
Bratton, — 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Brown, W. W. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 


Burleigh, - 
Burnes, 

Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 


Dixon, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 


Ellwood, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, 
Everhart, 
Fiedler, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Giascock , 


Guenther, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 


Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 
MecCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell; 
Money, 
Morse, 
Moulton, - 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 


——. J.M. Haynes, O Neill, J. J. 
er, Hemphill, Paige, 
Cannon, Henderson, T. J Patton, 
Carleton, Henley, Payne, 
Cassidy, Hewitt,G. W. Peel, 
Claréy, Hill, Perkins, 
Clay, Hiscock Peters, 
Clements, Hitt, Pettibone, 
Collins, Holman, Pierce, 
Connolly, Holmes, Poland, 
Cosgrove, Hopkins, Price, 
Covington, orr, Pryor, 
Cox, 8. 8. Houk, Pusey, 
Cox, W. R. Houseman, Randall, 
Crisp, Howey, Ranney, 
Culberson, D. B. Hunt, Ray, Ossian 
Culbertson, W.W. James, Reagan, 
Curtin, Jeffords, ° Reed, T. B. 
Cutcheon, Jones, B. W. Reid, J. W. 

n, Jones, J. H. Reese, 
Davidson, Jones, J.K. Riggs, 
Davis, G. R. Jones, J.T. Robertson, 
Davis, L. H. Kean, Rogers, J. H. 
Davis, R. T. Keifer, Rowell, 
Deuster, Ketcham, Russell, 
Dingley, King, Ryan, 
Dibrell, Lanham, Seney, 

NAYS—I. 
Ellis. 
NOT VOTING—77. 

Adams, G. F, Findlay, Laird, 
Adams, J. J. Goff, Lamb, 
Arnot, Hancock , Libbey, 
Atkinson, Hardy, Lore, 
Belford, Hart, Miller, 8. H. 
Belmont, Henderson,D. BB. Morgan, 
Bowen, Hepburn, Morrill, 

. Herbert, Morrison, 
Brumm, Hewitt, A.S. Mutchler, 
Campbell, Felix Hoblitzell, Parker, 
Chalmers, Holton, Payson, 
Cobb, Hooper, Phelps, 
Converse, Hurd, Post, 

Cook, Hutchins, Potter, 
Craig, Johnson, Rankin, 
Cullen, Jordan, Ray, G. W. 
Dibble, Kelley, Rice, 
Dowd, Kellogg, Robinson, J. S. 
Dunham, Kleiner, Robinson, W. E. 
Ferrell, Lacey, Rockwell, 

So the bill was passed. 


On motion of Mr. KEAN, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
th 


Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to record my vote upon 


this bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





Under the rule the yeas and nays will 


Seymour, 
Shively, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, (|. R, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smalls, 
Smith, H. Y. 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Swope, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, J. M, 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
‘Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Osear 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 

yashburn, 

Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, Ww. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood. 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 

York, 


Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 
Shaw, 

Smith, A. Herr 
Storm, 
Sumner, C, A. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 
Valentine, 
Wait, 

Weller, 
Williams, 
Wise, J. 8. 
Woodward, 
Young. 


Was the gentleman in the Hall? 
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I had been called out temporarily before my name 


Mr. CULLEN. 
was called. 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 
|} quest for unanimous request. 
| 
| 
| 
| 





The Chair is unable to entertain a re- 


The announcement of the vote was then made as above recorded 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SpriGcGs, for one week, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Cox, of New York, for one week. 
| ‘To Mr. HARDEMAN, on account of indisposition, from night sessions 
| of the House. 


ABSENCE. 


} ALLEGED FRAUDS IN OFFICIAL ENVELOPES, 


| My. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to submit a resolution 
of inquiry for reference. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas sundry newspapers in the country published notices during the sum- 

| mer of 1884 concerning alleged great frauds in the supply of official envelopes 
to the Post-Office Department, whereby many thousands of dollars were lost to 
the Government: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, requested to com- 
munieate to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads all the facts, with 
papers or copies thereof, connected with the annulment in August, 1884, of the 
contract with P. P. Kellogg & Co., of Springfield, Mass., for the supply of official 
envelopes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; also how the cost of envelopes 
under the said contract compared with the cost of the same in the contract sub- 
sequently made; also whether envelopes inferior to contract requirements were 
furnished under any other contract than the said one of P. P. Kellogg & Co. ; 
also whether any officer or employé of the Government was at fault in connec- 
tion with the supply of any such inferior envelopes; and also what action has 

| been taken by the Postmaster-General to protect the interests of the Govern- 
| ment in connection with the supply of such inferior envelopes. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
| Post-Roads. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same, namely: 
| A bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; 

A bill (S. 1546) granting a pension to Orin R. McDaniel; 
| A bill (S. 2034) to remove the political disabilities of Albert Iverson; 
| A bill (S. 2139) to remove the political disabilities of E. P. Alexan- 
| der, of Georgia; 
| <A bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to .lesse S. Harrold; 
| A bill (S. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; 

A bill (S. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond; and 
A bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett. 





CHAUNCEY G. DARRAH. 


Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8187) granting a pension to Chauncey G. Darrah; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN COUGHLIN. 

Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8188) 
for the relief of Martin Coughlin, Company A, Thirty-fifth Indiana 
Regiment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH MAIL STREET, NEW YORK. 


Mr. HISCOCK (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 328) granting the right of way through Mail 
street, in the city of New York, to the Bleecker Street and Fulton Ferry 
Railroad Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Some time subsequently, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The Chair asks the attention of 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] with regard to the ref- 
erence which was made of a bill introduced by him a few moments ago. 
It seems the bill should be referred to the Committee on Public Bnild- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I stated that I introduced the bill by request. As 
it involves land near a post-office, I thought it had better go to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no preference. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would prefer to have the bill go the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
already made will stand. 

There was no objection. 


If there be no objection the reference 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. 1 now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
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In this connection I wish to state that I have consulted with mem- 
bers of the Appropriations Committee on both sides of the House, and 
acting upon their suggestion I make this motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House, my object being to call up 
the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Isit understood that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations are not ready with any general appropriation bill? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending the motion of my colleague 
from Kentucky, I move that when the House resolves itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole and resumes consideration of the river and harbor 
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bill, it shall be in order to have all the amendments read which may | 


be offered; and that each person offering an amendment shall be al- 
lowed five minutes—or three minutes I will say—to explain each one 
of his amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky is in order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would not object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has madean order as to the 
debate that shall be allowed in Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union, and the chairman of that committee would have the | 


discretion as to the matter of recognition. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask ucanimous consent. 
will facilitate business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wurre] ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
discussion. ‘ 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIs] assure the House that the Committee on Appropriations have 
no regular appropriation bills to take up? I understood the gentleman 
from Kentucky to intimate that such was the case: I wish to-know 
if that is the statement he makes in presence of members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I made my statement and stand byit. I stated that 
I had consulted with members of the Committee on Appropriations on 


both sides of the House, and acting on their suggestion I made this | 


motion. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
lar appropriation bills reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 
{Cries of ** Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. W1L.Lts], thatthe House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union and resumed the consideration of the bill | 


(H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the farther consideration of the river and 
harbor appropriation bill. Since the last sitting of the committee the 
House has directed that when amendments shall hereafter be offered each 
gentleman offering the same shall be entitled to three minutes to ex- 
plain it. That the Chair understands to be in addition to the hour and 
a half already allotted for debate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Thatwas not my understanding. 
objected if I had understood that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] is entitled to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
of the House to one or two propositions with reference to the Missis- 
sippi River Commission that have been advanced by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock], who I see is in his place. That gentleman 
states that the commission has not departed from the original plans ac- 
cepted by Congress and the country for the improvement of the river; 
and in addition he states that Captain Eads, foreseeing the failure of 
his own plan, got off of the commission. That in substance, as I un- 
derstand, is what is laid down by the gentleman from New York. 

Now, as stating the original plan of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, | will ask the Clerk to read a few lines which I have marked, 
underlined in ink, from the first report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission setting forth exactly what their plan was. It ison pages 16 
and 17 of their first report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It has been observed in the Mississippi River, and is indeed true of all silt- 
bearing streams flowing through alluvial deposits, that the more nearly the 
high-river width, or width between the banks, approaches to uniformity the 
more nearly uniform will be the channel-depth, the less will be the variations of 
velocity, and the less the rate of caving to be expected in concave bends. * * * 
Uniformity of width secured by contraction will uce increased velocity, 


and therefore increased erosion of bed at the shoal places, accompanied by a 
corresponding Sage of silt at the deep places, and consequently greater uni- 
forniity of dept i 

Uniform depth joined to uniform width, that is to say, uniformity of effective 
eross-section. implies uniform velocity, and this means that there will be no 


Ishould have 


| violent eddies and cross-currents, and no 
1 
| 


I believe it | 


It is understood that it will be legitimate debate and | 


I think we had better go on with the regu- | 


The question is on the motion of the | 
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reat and sudden fluctuations in 1}, 
silt-transporting power of the current. here will therefore be less erosj., 
from oblique currents and eddies, and no formations of shoals and bars prod. 

by silt taken up from one part of the channel and dropped in another. 


i 


7” te 3 * 


The work to be done, therefore, is toscouroutand maintain a channel throu, 
the shoalsand bars, * and to build up new banks and develop new shor: 
lines, so as to establish as far as practicable the requisite conditions of unifor 
velocity for all stages of the river. 

- * * * * * * 
This improvement can be accomplished below Cairo by contracting the low 

| waterchannel way toan approximately uniform width ofabout3,000feet * + 
by causing, through the action of appropriate works constructed at suitable loc.) 
ities, the deposition of sand and otherearthy materials transported by the water 
| upon the dry bars and other portions of the present bed not embraced withi: 

the limits of the proposed low-water channel. The ultimate effect sought to !).- 

produced by such deposits is a comparative uniformity in the width of the hig), 

water channel of the river. 
Experience, as well in this country as in Europe, justifies the belief that th 
requisite correction and equalization of the transverse profile of the stream, }, 
developing new shore lines and building up new banks, may be made chiefl, 
| through the instrumentalities of light, flexible, and comparatively inexpensi vy: 
|} constructions of poles and brush and materials of like character. These con 

structions will commonly be open or permeable to such a degree that they wi 
| sufficiently check the current to induce a deposit of silt in selected localities, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I now ask the Clerk to read what I have 
marked on page 2775 of the second report of the Mississippi River Com- 
| mission, the parts inclosed in brackets. This isa restatement of the 


same propositions in the report that Mr. Eads submitted at that time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The plan of improvement recommended by the commission differs from any 

| other previously proposed for the correction of the channel, in the fact that it 

looks to a rectification of the high-water channel by the ultimate narrowing of 

these wide places as the only method by which a deep and uniform low-wate: 
channel can be permanently secured. 

The wide places in the high-Water channe] create alternations of current veloc- 
ity and steeper slopes to overcome the excessive frictional resistance. These 
cause the water to be highly charged with sediment at one part of its journey to 
the sea and much less ghly charged at others. This creates scouring and 
depositing in the bed and radical changes in the channel by the caving away of 
its banks. By reducing these wide placestoa width Senter the same as 
that of the narrow parts of the river the friction is reduced, a lower slope and more 
uniform depth will be obtained, and the velocity of current will not be subject 
to its present changes. A uniform charge of sediment will result from uniformity 
of current velocity, and the caving of the banks will then be practically arrested, 
for the reason that when the water has the full charge of sediment due to its 
velocity it can carry no more, and can not, therefore, scour the channel more 
deeply, by which the undermining of the banks is effected. 

Permanence of channel will not therefore be seeured until these excessive 
widths are reduced. A lessdepth at low water than twenty feet will not insure 
stability of channel, for the reason that a less depth will result from only a par- 
tial reduction of the wide places. Permanence of channel will be attained only 
in proportion as uniformity of width of the high-water channe) is attained, and 
when this is seeured the de at low water may be considerably more than 
twenty feet, but it will certainly not be less. The sooner these wide places are 
corrected the less will the improvement of the river cost. 


* * 


+ + 

There can be no doubt of the entire feasibility of so correcting the Mississippi 
River from Cairo ® the Gulf that a channel-depth of twenty feet during the low 
| water seasons can be permanently secured throughout its entire course. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Now, nothing is plainer than that. The 
doctrine and practice is laid down that the initial step is to contract, 
by silt-arresting works, the excessive widths where the bars exist, and 
a bar and a cross-over bar exists above every caving bend, and it is also 
stated that when you do that then the caving of banks in the bends 
will be “‘ practically arrested.’’ That is distinctly stated, and has so 
been read. The ene in the bends will be practically arrested, 
because you have removed the cause. : 

Mr. HORR. You mean the erosion of the banks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I mean the caving of the banks, which you 
call erosion of the banks. Now, that doctrine is perfectly plain. They 
always held that there would beof course some revetting to do, but the 
revetting that would have to be done would only be an incident to the 
work to follow after contraction, which contraction having “‘ practi- 
cally arrested’’ it by removing the cause, would make the incidenta|! 
revetting limited in extent, limited in difficulty, and hence entire!) 
practicable. I wish now to call the attention of the House—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas has 
expired. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] has the floor 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Give me two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not give the gentleman more than 
five minutes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will charge the gentleman from Lou 
isiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] with the time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Very well. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I thank my friend. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
I have not had read those passages which relate to the closure of out- 
lets, and especially to the Atchafalaya, which was recommended in the 
first report. In the second report the commission shrank from the full 
application of the doctrines laid down in the first, and Captain Eads 
made that part of the report of which I have had a portion read 
Thereupon he told them that they would never accomplish anythin: 
in the manner in which they were ing, and that if they would 
not stick up to the doctrine laid down in the first report he would re- 
sign, and he did resign; and in the very next report the commission 
laid down this doctrine and departure in regard to revetment, &c 
Speaking of revetting the bends, it says ‘‘it antedates logically the re- 








ad 
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ich is to deepen the waterat the bars.’’ That is acom- 
oe ie i foal dectaine laid down in the reports from 
which I have had extracts read. The commission state also in that re- | 
port that the principal item of expenditure will be revetment, which 
hefore was to be only an incident in the expenditures. — 

Now I have-not time to have read here what is stated in the last re- 
port or to recite the practices that have obtained, but gentlemen can 
read that report for themselves, and in it they will see that a systematic | 
course of revetment in the bends is advised to be undertaken from Cairo 
down, which is a complete reversion of the original plan. And much 
of just this work, with failure, has been done. Hence our proviso— 
which wasnotan idle thing, which was not without cause, which was not | 
simply to elevate one man or todegrade another, which was not adopted 








without ampleand mature conference—that Captain Eads should be put ° 


in charge of the work. That proviso has been now amended so as to 
simply instruct the commission that it shall return to the original plan. 
If, as some say, there has been no departure, then no harm is done. 
If they have departed, then we need to act, and I assure you there is | 
grave need, and the greatest work in the world is being sadly imperiled. 
As to Captain Eads, we did not wish to pay a tribute to a particular | 
man, but we sought to obtain the ascendency of the original policy 
that Congress has indorsed and that the country has confidence in, and 
which he represents. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock ] charges that Captain Eads left the commission likea rat leav- 
ing a sinking ship, he seems to forget that that gentleman,if he is in 
his reason, would not be willing to come back and assume the entire 
responsibility of the work if he were without confidence in the plan. 

That is a plain statement, and gentlemen can revert to the text and 
inform themselves more fully. Nothing can drive us from a candid 
treatment of this question. We have no small or mean purposes to 
serve. No false constructions on the part of gentlemen who are the 
known and pronounced enemies of the river and of Western interests 
can keep the American people from adhering to their approved plan 
and pu of improving this grand river, which carries our commerce 
from the British line tothe Mexican Gulf, which binds together with 
its tributaries, that stretch on either side as far as from here to Liver- 

1, the heart and body of our country, which is our richest gift, and 
which constitutes God’s best guarantee of liberty and union to the 
American people. [ Applause. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ] 
is entitled to the floor. The Chair would suggest that ten minutes be 
now used on that side of the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes that I have for 
the discussion of this question I certainly can not go very much into de- 
tail of the facts upon which I rely to establish the proposition that Cap- 
tain Eads indorsed the work of the commission up te the winter of 
1883-84. Ihave before me the report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission for the year 1881, to which I find appended this language: 

The report is concurred in by me, with the exception of that part of it which 


vestigated this subject to justify an opinion upon it. 

That is signed by Captain Fads. 

I then take the report of the subsequent year, which, I think, is per- 
haps the last one in which Captain Eads united. He says: 


The comniission in its report, speaking of the improvement now being carried 
on by the War Department between the mouths of the Missouri and Ohio Rivers, 


} 
relates to the improvement by means of reservoirs. I have not sufficiently in- 
' 


a distance of about two hundred miles, says: ‘“ The success of Captain Ernst thus | 


far justifies, in our opinion, the methods that he has employed, and we are of 
the opinion that it should be pushed toward completion under liberal appro- 
priations.” 

As to that language used by the commission Captain Eads says: 

_I can not join with the commission in this indorsement and recommend ac- 
tion, for the reason that the plans now being executed by Captain Ernst have 
never been submitted to me for examination. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, passing by those two reports, which are the last 
ones upon which I can lay my hands at this time, I come to the evi- 
dence given by Captain Eads before the special committee of the House 


appointed to investigate this subject in the Forty-seventh Congress. | 


He was examined before that committee in January, 1883. The ques- 
tion was put to him; 


Q. Passing from the consideration of the jetties to the general work of the | 


improvement of the Mississippi River from Cairo to the head of the passes, does 
the committee understand that you approve of the plans and works of the Mis- 
— River Commission? . 

A. Lapprove of the general plan adopted by it. “eo 


That was his sworn testimony in January, 1883. Going a little fur- | 


ther he says: 


When my minority report was written, nearly a year ago, there were differ- 
ences of opinion as to the importance of closing the gaps in them 


Speaking of certain gaps which were discussed— 

When my minority maar was written, nearly a year ago, there was some dif- 
ference of opinion as to the importance of closing the gaps in them, but I believe 
all I have named were convinced that the retention of the flood waters 
within the levees would accelerate the progress of channel development. I 

my views and those of General Gillmore (the president) and Major Suter 
have, on the levee question, been in fullaccord from the first day the commission 
met. I have, however, never advocated raising them, but simply closing the 
gaps in them. 


Somewhat further on in his testimony he says: 
If you raise the flood-line (or slope) say five feet at Red River, you will have 





| crease, and, if it be not promptly checked, the whole Mississippi River will go 
| : ; 


| tend to say that the improvement of the river for navigation alone and inde 


| vations and by scientific deductions from well-established laws, thatthey are just 


| in the park and thesun shines upon it it will cast a shadow 


} 
' 
| not think had been sufficiently demonstrated to be recognized as established 
| 
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just that much less slope in the river above I think the snoproblem before 
the Mississippi River Commission, or before the country, or before Congress, con i 
nected with the Mississippi River, that is more important than the closure of 
Bayou Atchatalaya, for its discharge is rapidly increasing and will continue to in 








out through I speak with all the earnestness I can command on this matter 
Nowhere does he say that the commiss 


his conclusions 


has dissented from him in 


Again [ read from the testimony of this distinguished engineer: 

Q. Then t e is no doubt that the wate above the natural channel at th 
time of flood, without regard to levees, moves with a great elocity than whe 
the water is just even with the banks 

A. Lthink it would move with greater velocity, of cours« 

Q. And so would have a sc« ing force greater on the bottom of the river, 
would it not? 

A. It would have a greater scouring force 

Q. And wouldn't that be suffix nt, without building up levees, for the im- 


provementot navigation”? 

A. It would be impossible in that condition of things to have permanence in 
the chann So long as the wide places exist it would be eternally caving its 
banks and creating new shoals at new places. My views upon the levee ques 
tion are easily stated and I think they can be readily understood. Ido not pre 


pendently of any protection of the banks against overflow can not be accom- 
plished ultimately without the maintenance of the levees. [willsay even more 

namely, that if there were no levees to-day in existence below Cairo I would 

not recommend the building of them asa part of the system of improvement 

adopted, because to rebuild the 2.000 miles of them as they now exist to thei: 

present height would cost from sixty to seventy million dollars. But as thes 

are already built, and three or four millions will close the gaps in them, and 
thus give us a much greater scouring force to deepen the channel through our 
works, and will maintain and deepen other parts of the river that would be- 
come troublesome to navigation i¢ the crevasses are left open, and which are 
not yet under treatment, I feel fully warranted in urging with the greatest 
earnestness the closure of the gaps in them and their maintenance in good con- 
dition during the progress of the improvement of the channel. I urge this as 
a measure ef economy, and a very important,one. I feel perfectly sure that 
the cost of the channel improvement will be (hree or four fold greater than the 
cost of this levee work, if the levees are allowed to remain in bad repair o1 
such gondition as they were in a year ago, In this condition the effect of the 
crevyaSSes is to increase the shoals in the channel and make many miles of 
channel works necessary that would not otherwise be needed, and this in por 
tions of the river now needing no such treatment. As the places now under 
treatment are deepened the flood-line will fall, and in a few years the main- 
tenance of the levees will be unnecessary above Red River. Below there some 
of small height will probably be needed even after the improvement is com- 
pleted, but the maintenance of them, if Atchafalaya be closed, will be very in- 
expensive. I have no personal interest toserve inthis matter. I have no lands 
to protect with these levees, and have no more interest in the restoration and 
maintenance of them than that of any one member of this committee. I have 
my reputation as an engineer at stake in expressing these views, and will be glad 
to have it judged of in the future by the results which will follow a rejection 
or acceptance of them. Ido not advocate the raising of the levees to a greate: 
height than they were at the close of the war 

Again: 

Q. Would it not be a better thing to put down works at one place—say, for 
for instance, at Plum Point reach—and perfect the works there according to 
the plans of the commission, and then wait through a season of flood and test 
the efficacy of this work ” 

A. If there were any doubt as to the absolute result of such works there might 
be some wisdom in doing that; but they are so thoroughly verified by obser- 


as certain of producing their results as it is certain that if you stand a poie out 


Q. You do not anticipate any failure in the matter? 

A. Notatall. I think it would be very unwise to suspend work at any of these 
points where it has been commenced. It would result in great loss. It would 
cause a decay of plant, a disorganizing of the force employed at each, and many 
other expensive things. 

Q. If the work on agiven reach should turn out to be a failure, the plant would 
probably drift into decay, and there would be no need for preserving it for an 
other day” 

A. There is no probability of its turning outa failure to justify such a suspen- 
sion. 

Q. Your commission are not unanimous in regard to their opinion as to the 
absolute perfection of their theory? 

A. They are, with the exception of General Comstock, and I don’t know that 
he goes so far as to condemn the work. In the first report he dissented because 
he thought there were certain principles laid down in the report which he did 


facts; but I think that General Comstock has not had that experience in the 
construction of works of this sort that some other members of the commission 
have had. 


Q. He does not agree with some of you in regard to the efficacy and impor 
tance of the levees in connection with the low-water navigation ? 

A. No,sir; he does not think they are an essential factor in the improvement ‘i 
| of the navigation. 
| [Here the hammer fell 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like about two minutes more. 

-Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I will give my colleague two minute 
more. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, you may go through the reports of 
this Mississippi River Commission, you may carefully read the testimony 
taken before this special committee to which I have referred, and in 
| every line of the report, in every line of the testimony, Captain Eads 
shows himself to be in full accord with the majority of the Mississippi 
River Commission ; and the only question upon which he diilers with 
| them in the slightest degree is this question of the closure of the gaps 

and the extent to which the levees should be built. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The Committee of the Whole rose informally, and Mr. Bac 
| the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
| Amessage from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
| that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 3258) to 


LEY took 
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authorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint Croix River at 
the most accessible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (8, 1365) granting an increase of pension 
to Eugene O'Sullivan, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HART. Mr. Chairman, the other day when this bill was under 
consideration in the Committee of the Whole we had gone as far in read- 
ing the paragraphs as that which relates to the proposed improvement 
of the Galveston Harbor. A proposition to amend had been made by 
the gentleman from Illinois, and an intimation had also come from 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors itself that it would propose some 
amendments to the measure. I desire now to occupy the time that is 
allotted to me in speaking more particularly of that special improve- 
ment. 

Two propositions are pretty clearly established in the history of this 
country. One of these is that Congress has the constitutional power 
to legislate in favor of internal improvements; and the other is that a 
judicious system of improvement of rivers and harbors is demanded 
by sound public policy. 

The only question, therefore, which can arise to-day under this bill 
is as to the propriety or advisability of any particular measure or meas- 
ures that may be presented to our attention. The Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors have had this whole subjett under advisement for many 
months. ‘They have deliberated upon it. They have presented to us 
a bill which, I sayin all kindness, is in some respects most ‘‘ fearfully 
and wonderfully made.’’ It contains some measures of vast national 
importance and great public necessity—measures which ought to be 
adopted; and it contains other measures of doubtful proprietg and 
which, as I believe, involve the wasteful and useless expenditure of 
millions of the public money. Belonging to this latter class is the pro- 
posed improvement at Galveston. It has been stated on this floor, and 
is admitted to be true, that the Government of the United States has 
already expended over $1,600,000 in and about that harbor; and it has 
actually succeeded in increasing the depth of the water iu the channel 
three inches. That is at a cost of about $533,000 an inch, or at the 
rate of $6,400,000 a foot. 

Every dollar of this money expended there has been thrown away. 
And it is now proposed that all that has been done, all the work that 
has been established there, shall be torn out, destroyed, and removed, 
and some other plan adopted. What that plan is is known only to the 
gentleman who is sought to be made the chief engineer of this work. 

We are asked to-day, without any report from engineers, without any 
report from commissions or officers of the Government, without auy es- 
timate of cost, without any assurance of success, without any plans or 
specifications, without any facts upon which we can form an intelligent 
judgment, to spend $750,000 the first year and untold millions in years 
to come. And then, sir, when we have sunk these millions in the 
quicksands of Galveston Harbor, the improvement in all human proba- 
bility will be as the former ones have been, a complete and absolute 
failure. 

Is tnere a business man on the face of the earth who would entertain 
such a proposition for a single moment ? 

Only two things are certain. One is that an immense sum of money 
is to be expended and the other is that a profitable business situation 
is to be given to the supervisingengineer. All elseis speculative, vague, 
and uncertain. 

Weare required to walk entirely “‘ by faith and not bysight’’—a very 
yood doctrine in matters of religion, where we are in the hands of the 
Great Master Builder, who made and fashioned the water ways of the 
world, but a very poor one when our reliance is to be placed upon the 
solitary judgment of a man who is interested in obtaining employment 
at the hands of Congress. 

It is proposed by the bill as presented to the House that the eritire 
Engineer Corps of the country shall be ignored, and that the Secretary 
of War shall employ James B. Eads to furnish plans and specifications 
and supervise and manage thework. He is to have autocratic and un- 
limited control of the project; he is to be accountable to nobody ard 
subject to no authority. Neither is there any limitation as to time or 
expenditure of money. For his services he is to receive a salary of 
$5,000 a year and a contingent fee of $3,000 for every additional foot 
of channel-depth. He is not required to give his entire time to the 
work, for in another part of the bill the committee provide that he is 
to have a salary of $3,500 per year as engineer of the Mississippi River 
Commission. Thus his annual salary will be $8,500, with a bonus of 
not less than $54,000. How long this employment is to last nobody 
knows. In the language of the old song— 

It may be for years, and it may be forever. 


This, sir, is the project which we are called upon to indorse. It is 
nothing more or less than a bargain which is sought to be incorporated 
into a statute. 

I have entire confidence in the integrity and sincerity of the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. They have done that 
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which they believed to be for the public good. I do, however, question 
most seriously the soundness of their judgment and the wisdom of thei; 
action in this matter. Captain Eads is an eminent and skillful engi 

neer; but I submit the question to the House whether it is safe to 
place in his hands or in the hands of any other man such unlimited 
control over the public purse and over the internal improvements o: 
the country. 

The project to which I have here referred is the one contained in the 
original bill, and we are justified in regarding it as the crystallized and 
deliberate judgment of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. fey 
days of discussion, however, has clearly demonstrated that the plan first 
submitted can not receive the indorsement of the House or the country 
They have therefore intimated to us their intention to move an amend- 
ment in which they apparently eliminate the Eads project from the 
bill. I hope they will do this. But in my judgment the proposed 
amendment does not go far enough and is not sufficiently specific. In 
a later section of the bill it is provided that there shall be appointed 
what is denominated a ‘‘ hartor board,’’ to be composed of seven per- 
sons. Two of these are to be taken from the Engineer Corps of the 
Army, one from the Coast Survey, and four from civil life. In detfin- 
ing the duties of this board the bill declares that they shall examine 
and report upon what is known as the jetty system. Their labors are 
confined mainly to this particular plan of river and harbor improve- 
ment. 

The Engineer Corps is pointedly condemned by being placed in the 
minority on the harbor board; and the jetty system, of which James |; 
Eads is the especial champion, is brought tothe front. Now, the com- 
mittee in the amendment which they propose declare that this harbor 
board, so constituted and with such special instructions, shall take charge 
of the Galveston enterprise. Here is abundant room to inaugurate pre- 
cisely the plan contained in the original project for the improvement of 
this harbor. I shall therefore at the proper time offer an amendment 
te change the character of the harbor board and extend the scope of its 
investigations beyond the mere examination of the jetty system. | 
believe that a majority of this board should be composed of men be- 
longing to the EngineerCorps of the Army. And I am further of opin- 
ion that in determining the matter of establishing a harbor on the Gulf 
within the State of Texas they should not be confined to the city of 
Galveston alone. 

In the remarks that I have made I would not be understood as being 
oppesed to the establishment of a first-class harbor at Galveston or 
some other place on the southern coast of Texas. The growing pros- 
perity of that State, the marvelous increase of its productions, demand 
an outlet, and it is in the interest of trade and commerce that one 
should be constructed. If in consequence of quicksands and currents 
or other peculiarities of the coast it is found impracticable to build 
such a harbor at Galveston as the business of that region requires, then 
let one be established at some more eligible point. My objection is to 
the method which this bill proposes to adopt, and not to the project of 
aharbor. Offer usa feasible and practicable measure, one which gives 
assurance of success, and I am willing to vote whatever sum is needed 
for the completion of the work. ° 

I am in favor of river and harbor improvements. There is no more 
important or necessary legislation. Neither is there any class of legis- 
lation which is more liable to abuse or corruption. Let an cffort be 
nade to reconcile the differences in regard to this measure. Let us 
place upon it such amendments as will make it acceptable to the House 
and the country. The people will sustain us in passing a wise and just 
measure and they will not be disposed to complain at the cost, provided 
they know that the money will be wisely and honestly expended in 
making permanent and valuable improvements. 

Something has been said during the debate as to its being a sectional 
controversy. Certainly no man here should allow himself to be influenced 
in the slightest degree by any such consideration. I hopethe word *‘ sec- 
tionalism,’’ especially in the sense in which it is sooften used, may be- 
come obsolete. A few years ago sectional lines and divisions were 
sharply drawn and were marked by the blood of our people shed in civil 
war. That internecine strife is over. We are becoming united now, 
and the bonds of union are growing stronger. Education, commerce, 
and business are the great promoters of union and harmony. The glory 
of one State is the glory of all; the prosperity of one section is the pros- 
perity of all. I re@pice in the growth of the ‘Lone Star’ State and 
in the prosperity and wealth of her people. Texas and Maine, New 
York and California, and Florida, are all of the same Re- 
public. The Atlantic, the Pacific, the lakes, the Gulf, and the rivers 
that lie within the circuit of these waters are all parts of one great sys- 
tem of commercial interchange and communication, and each belongs 
to the other. The question to be asked is, not where a proposed im- 
provement is to be made, or in what State or on what coast; but is it 
needed by the business of the country; nee method 
proposed for the construction of the work founded upon sound business 
principles? If these three interrogatories are answered in the affirma- 
tive, then the measure should receive the sanction of Congress. 

There are other propositions contained in this bill of which I would 
like to speak, but time will not permit. A large sum is appropriated 
for the Mississippi River. 
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from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE}, in his speech 


ages fhade a startling statement. I quote the following 


a few days ago, 
paragraph: 
i aenational question. 
-s s spon Se ueeee Gouneaeves demands outlets, and all these bars and all 
h roe Cassiers which clog up the energy and enterprise of our country have got 
tobe removed, and to remove them we may well expect to make expenditures 
commensurate with the difficulties involved, as other nations have been forced 
to do under like circumstances. And I need only cal! attention to the fact that 
France the first year after the Franco-Prussian war appropriated $1,000,000,000 
on works of this kind, $100,000,000 to be spent each year for ten years. While 
we can not go to that t length at once, = we need not hope to overcome 
the natural barriers at much less cost than other nations have to pay under 
similar circumstances. We have reached the time for a turn, and the battle is 
joined right here, now. 


Is it true that the advocates of the Mississippi River improvement 
are embarking in an enterprise which they know or have reason to be- 


The people of this country 


lieve will cost the Government hundreds of millions of dollars? Is this 
where they intend the surplus money of the Treasury shald go? Under 


these circumstances it is but the dictate of common prudence to inquire 
carefully into the schemes which are from time to time presented. If 
you propose an improvement by which you seek to control the waters 
and currents of that mighty stream, let us have some intelligent under- 
standing of the plan to be adopted and the amount to be expended. 
All projects heretofore have proved abortive. Efforts have been made 
to deepen the channel and protect the banks, with how little success is 
well known to the world. 

You build a dike or drive a row of piles this year, and think you 
have accomplished something for the protection of adjacent lands or 
the navigation of the river. But a flood comes and the work of a year 
and the expenditure of millions is carried off in an hour; your dikes, 
piles, and mattresses are undermined and swept away in the eddying 
and surging waters. You can not change the character of the soil 
through which the river flows. You can not prevent the coming of 
the floods. They are in the hands of a mightier power than that of 


man. Nothing less than a solid wall of stone a thousand miles in 
length will govern this great water course. Are you ready for such a 
measure such an expenditure as this? That something can be 


done by dredging and removing snags is doubtless true. That 
is a proper and legitimate use of the public money. As to the other 
plans, however, let us be slow to act, unless we are sure of more satis- 
factory results, than have yet been attained. 

I have not attempted to enter into a thorough discussion of the dif- 
ferent measures contained in this bill for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. It may be laid down as a general proposition that any water 
way, whether large or small, which at a reasonable cost can be improved 
so as to benefit the trade and commerce of the country should receive 
attention; and, on the other hand, all impracticable schemes, and all 
schemes which savor of jobbery should be condemned and repudiated. 

Reference has been made during the debate to the fact that there is 
a large surplus of money in the Treasury, and, therefore, we can afford 
to make all the proposed improvements. This isapoorargument. It 
is probably true that the nation is to-day better able to enter upon a 
general system of public works than ever before. Butthat is no excuse 
for extravagance or recklessness. The Government has all the money 
required for necessary and legitimate undertakings, but not a dollar 
more. Itisimportant that economy should be exercised in all branches 
of the public service. 

There are legitimate demands for the money in the Treasury without 
wasting any portion of it in building dikes that will be swept away by 
the first flood, or walls or embankments that are buried out of sight 
within a month after they have been constructed. Pension the soldiers 
of the Union Army and the widows and orphans of those who are dead; 
build a navy which shall be sufficient to cope with the other powers of the 
earth; strengthen your coast defenses; enlarge your merchant marine; 
establish a national system of education; pay the publicdebt. All these 
are objects of supreme importance. They affect the general welfare and 
prosperity of the people. So long as these exist no time need be spent 
in aoe new methods of exhausting the national revenues. 

Mr. I move by unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
all gentlemen who desire to may have leave to print in the Recorp 
remarks on the river and harbor bill. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. Mr. Chairman, I believe it was a writer on nat- 
wa history who, jealous of the distinguished career of Buffon, the great 

ist, said, among other things, that ‘‘A crab was a red fish that 
ran backward,’’ and was answered by Buffon that, with a difference of 
three things which he stated, the definition was correct; that in the tirst 
place a crab was not a fish, in the second place it was not red, and in the 
third place it did not go backward. [Laughter.] With those excep- 
tions the deseription was very good. And so it is in reference to what 
has been stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HART]. He haspred- 
icated his whole argument in opposition tothe Galveston appropriation 
upon the ground that the harbor is filled with quicksand. Now, we 
have no less eminent authority than the Chief of Engineers of the 


Do it. 
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in the same ‘ine, and who, with all due deference, utterly miscon- 
ceive the true situation of affairs in regard to that work. 

As it has been intimated by the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors he has been instructed by that committee 
to strikeout the whole of the section and to eliminate theso-called Eads 
proposition for the improvement of Galveston Harbor from this bill, I 
do not feel called upon to defend that particular portion at this time. 
But, sir, it will be well remembered that during the consideration of 
the river and harbor bill in the first session of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress there was recommended an appropriation of $250,000 for the im- 
provement of Galveston Harbor under the direction of the Government 
engineer then in charge at that point. I at that time made a motion 
to strike out the item, for the reason that I believed the plans of the 
Engineer Department for that particular harbor, if adhered to, would 
result in no adequate relief, and that the system would simply resolve 
itself into an annual frittering away of the public money without any 
benefit to the public good. I insisted that the methods to be employed 
for the work at that harbor demanded the application of the highest 
engineering talent and skill, which did not seem to be possessed, or at 
least not employed, under the Government system of improvement 
there. I could not, therefore, conscientiously consent to the expendi- 
ture of another appropriation on a plan that neither the people of Gal- 
veston nor myself, speaking for them, believed was feasible. 

The people of Galveston are not clamoring here, Mr. Chairman, in 
the interest of any job or syndicate, as has been frequently insinuated 
both in speech and print since this question has been agitated—all they 
ask is justice. The best evidence of this is the fact that upon the fail- 
ure of the river and harbor bill in a former Congress, so well were they 
disposed to allow the Government engineer at that time in charge to 
proceed with the work under his plan that the city of Galveston itself 
advanced $100,000 for that purpose. It was only after giving every 
opportunity for carrying out the promise he made at that time that 
they were thoroughly convinced of the uttter futility of further reliance 
upon the Government method. It was thea that we turned to the plan 
proposed. 

I can not allow this occasion to go by without making this statement 
to the House explanatory of my action in regard to this appropriation. 

Sir, I may be pardoned for the assertion that there has been almost a 
total misconception of that action, occasioned perhaps by the fact that 
under the iron-bound rules of this body I have been unable to explain 
on the floor the real conditions incident to this most important item; 
for, sir, the anomalous situation is presented here of a debate continu- 
ing over a period of almost an entire week, involving the dearest and 
most vital interests of a great commercial community, and the imme- 
diate representative thereof has been debarred the opportunity of ex- 
plaining and defending these interests because of the procrustean and 
tyrannical rules in force here to-day. I appealed in vain to the courtesy 
of the distinguished chairman of the Committee of the Whole House. 
I importauned the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I 
begged individual members of that committee to give me a portion of 
their time, but, as is well known, under the operation of the previous 
question, even those members of the committee who had been kind 
enough to spare me a few minutes were themselves cut off from partici- 
pation in the debate; therefore I was compelled to accept the courtesy 
of the House and have my views incorporated in the REcorp. 

Sir, we have waited for relief during ten long years in that important 
city which is seventh in exports and imports in the country, as I have 
shown in the official tables submitted in my speech to this House on 
Tuesday, February 3d, instant. Those gentlemen who have seen fit to 
sneer at the situation and capabilities of that city ought to leok well 
into the exact figures before making assertions that can not be substan- 
tiated. The gentleman from Rhode Island {Mr. SPOONER] went so far 
a few days ago as to make the statement, when I interrupted him, that 
the exports of Galveston amounted only to a little over $400,000. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. I willread exactly whatis printed in the Recorn: 


Mr. OcHILTREE. Will the gentleman from Rhode Island allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. Spooner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. Do you claim the exports from all the customs districts in 
Texas amount to only the sum you have named ? 

Mr. Spooner. I speak now of the exports of cattle, sheep, and swine only, 
which represent the great industry of Texas. 





Gentlemen who get up here and use not only their own time but 
that of three or four other members upon this floor should be a little 
more exact when they come to the question of facts. My friend from 
Rhode Island was specially incorrect, although from the great array of 
figures pervading his speech one would imagine he was a perfect Grad- 
grind. He seems to forget entirely that Texas is the largest cotton- 
producing State in the country, and that the exports of cotton from 
Galveston amounted to over 325,000,000 in the very year of which he 
speaks, where he says that the main exports from Galveston are cattle, 
sheep, and swine. 

Gentlemen say if all this money (aggregating nearly one and a half 


United States Army that rubble will stand there, and that it is not a | million dollars) has been expended at Galveston and no appreciable 
quicksand; and therefore the strictures of the gentleman from Ohio go | improvement is apparent, why not abandon work there altogether and 


for nothing, as well as those of other gentlemen who have preceded him | commence operations elsewhere? Why, Mr. Chairman, the history of 
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almost all the great commercial cities of the world is a constant battle 
against nature as evidenced by ancient Venice, the proud mistress of the 
seas, rising like Venus from its very depths; by the mighty marts of 
trade, like Antwerp and Amsterdam, that sprang up from the lowlands 
of the Netherlands. Look at London and Glasgow and Liverpool and 
| 


Havre and Cherbourg. Do you know that upon the latter work over 
$100,000,000 have been expended and $15,000,000 of that at one time, 
the sum total almost equal to the whole expenditures of this country 
since its foundation upon all its river and harbor works? Why, sir, 
poor, puny little Portugal is preparing now toexpend $17,000,000 upon 
the harbor of Lisbon, having already issued proposals for a stone quay 
six miles in length from the railway station on the river Tagus to the 
tower of Belem. As was well said lately by that able paper, the Ma- 
rine Journal of New York: 

The House debate upon the river and harbor bill has elicited more practical 
knowledge and information upon the condition and requirements of our ports 
than any similar discussion forseveral years. If the speeches of the several Rep- 
resentatives during the past month could be printed in full in the press of the 
country, they would have a wholesome effect upon public opinion, which voice 
is, ignorantly, against extended river and harbor appropriations. The public 
know very little about the actual necessity of improving our water nigeware. 
The appropriation of ten to fifteen millions of dollars in one lump for that pur- 
pose seems to many an awful waste of money. The people, of course, confide 
in the daily press, which, much to its shame, often misleads in its harsh criti- 
cisms upon the motives of the committee in charge of the bill. 

* x ~ * * 


Americans who go abroad and observe the magnitude of the river and harbor 
improvements of Kurope must feel mortified at the insignificance of the hy- 
draulic engineering achievements oftheir own country. In almost every other 
respect the United States leads its sister nations in enterprise. Before there is 
anything done the people of the United States must wake up to the importance 
of its rivers and harbors and encourage Congress to appropriate means to per- 
fect them commensurate with the pressing necessities of commerce. 

And here we are found haggling over a few hundred thousand del- 
lars, when its expenditure would open to the commerce of the world a 
territory larger than a half dozen European States; and we allow the 
valuable, the inestimable services of the only really great hydraulic 
engineer we have yet produced in this country to be controlled by the 
governments of Great Britain, Mexico, and of the Brazils, all of whom 
are anxious to shower wealth and decorations upon him for his won- 
derful achievements. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not conclude without again repelling the many 
imputations that have assailed this measure. Sir, we come here in 
good faith and reiterate that the plans for improving Galveston Harbor 
are radically defective; that under that plan, though pursued for nearly 
ten years and with an expenditure of over one and a half million dol- 
lars, nothing tangible or definite has been accomplished. We show you 
that such was the anxiety of the people for an honest solution of the 
experiment as condacted by the engineer in charge that when the 
Government appropriations failed and the aforesaid engineer guaran- 
teed that he would give eighteen feet of water if he had $100,000 more 
to expend, the public-spirited little city voted that sum and gave7it to 
him with a ‘‘Godspeed’’ on his mission. That after this home ex- 
penditure and ‘‘ nothing to show for it,’’ then, and not until then, did 
we determine that we would turn in a different direction for relief. 

Thus it was, sir, that our eyes were directed to Captain Eads. We 
had seen the wonderful creation of his prolific brain reared in solemn 
grandeur over the rapid and tawny torrent of the great Father of Waters 
* at Saint Louis. We had seen him unloose the mighty and restless waves 

of that great inland sea and scour out a channel deep and wide into the 
oeean where only failure and disaster were predicted by the same critics 
who decry him to-day. We see the Great Eastern, the ‘‘ monarch of 
the seas,’’ ploughing her proud way to the Crescent City—yea, even 
through the outlet that these same envious critics said would only be a 
“stagnant ditch’’ if the plan of Eads was adopted. So all our hopes 
were centered upon securing his valuable services to open our harbor to 
the commerce of the world. After earnest solicitation on our part he 
made propositions that we felt assured would procure the desired re- 
sult; those propositions were incorporated in a section of this bill. We 
hoped that it would meet with the approbation of this House. 

There has been such an uncalled-for, such a bitter, such an unjust op- 
position developed that we have most reluctantly concluded to strikeout 
that section and insert another that I think will meet with the wishes 
of all concerned. I beg to say now, once and forever, that any asser- 
tion to the effect that other than proper motives have been used in the 
efforts to secure this legislation are entirely without foundation—un- 
just and untrue. Even the ordinary methods pursued by delegations 
visiting the capital to urge important legislation have been wanting; the 
committee from Galveston, composed of leading business men of that 
city, have spent several weeks here, and their whole conduct has been 
characterized by a Spartan simplicity of manner and living. 

I do not believe, sir, that they have ever expended a single dollar to 
even indirectly forward the important matter in which they were so 
deeply interested, and have invariably turned a deaf ear to the threats 
or appeals of the ‘‘ lobby wolves’’ who usually fatten and thrive upon 
the pecuniary offal of enterprises not so good or meritorious as this. 

Mr. BEACH. I addressed the House, Mr. Chairman, on the river 
and harbor appropriation bill at the last session of Congress so fally, 
and on a bill substantially similar to this, that whatever I may say 
now would only be a repetition of what I then said. But in view of 
the action taken by the State I have the honor in part to represent on | 
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this floor, I feel called upon to say just a few words in justification 
the vote which I shall cast upon the passage of this bi#T, and particular! 
on the provision which looks to the appropriation of $300,000 wit 

which to begin the construction of the Henpepin Canal. 

The State of New York has, as I understand, declared by its Levi- 
lature, by an almost unanimous vote, in favor of the Hennepin Can 
project, and has requested the members of Congress from that Stat. 
support the project and vote an appropriation in this pemding bill. 
regret, sir, exceedingly that I can not comply with that request. I h 
very strong convictions as to what my duties are in this matter, ani 
without stopping to explain them, I may say that they point ina dire: 
tion quite the contrary to that recommended by the Legislature of 
State. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never yet voted for a river and harbor appr) 
priation bill and never shall until some different plan for the constrix 
tion of these bills has been provided. Thissystem of making one hand 
wash the other—the sy:tem upon which all the river and harbor bil!- 
are constructed—is, in ny judgment, a most vicious one and one that | 
fear we shall never get rid of until we amend the Constitution in accord- 
ance with a resolution I introduced at the last session of Congress, givin. 
the President of the United States the power to veto one or more objev- 
tionable items in an appropriation bill. 

But, sir, I have risen to give the reasons why I can not support the 
Hennepin Canal project. In the first place there is no warrant in the 
Constitution for it; and in the second place if there was it would, in 
my judgment, be the height of folly for the General Government to un- 
dertake its construction. 

The time has come, sir, when we should divest ourselves of our preju- 
dices and those old stage-coach notions and look upon facts as they are 
Any one who will give a fair and impartial investigation to this cana! 
question must come to but one conclusion, and that is that canals are 
a failure. I showed that in my speech at the last session of Congress 
and I gave the reasons why. 

Now, what are the facts? There have been about 2,000 miles o! 
canals built in this country in the construction of which there has been 
expended over $45,000,000; and they have practically been all aban- 
doned. The New England States have abandoned all their canals. The 
State of New York has abandoned her lateral canals, which cost ove: 
$10,000,000. Pennsylvania has abandoned canals which cost ove: 
$12,000,000, Ohio has abandoned canals which cost over $3,000,000, 
and Indiana has abandoned works of this character which cost that State 
over $6,000,000. Among the canals that have not been abandoned none 
are a source of profit. They are but dead property, and the States 
which are interested in them are now trying to shove them off upon 
the General Government. 

The State of IHinois is here with her little bill trying to make « 
present to the General Government of her Michigan and Illinois Cana). 
and my own State of New York, I hear, sir, is anxious to dispose of the 
Erie Canal in some manner. All of these point unerringly to the same 
conclusion, and that is that the day of canals has gone by. The battle 
between water ways and railroads has been going on for the last twenty- 
five years, and the water ways have been driven slowly but surely to 
the wall. In less than twenty years I venture to say there will not be 
a single canal in this country in operation. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BEACH. I can not yield now, asI have but a few moments. 
Railroads with improved grades, cheaper construction, and greater econ- 
omy in operation will drive the water ways out of existence. I might 
elaborate this point if I had time. I will say, however, before resum- 
ing my seat, in anticipation of & charge which is commonly brought 
against all of those who speak unfriendly of the canals, that I am by 
no means what is commonly called a ‘‘railroad man.’’ I am opposed 
to the method by which railroads are constructed, and I am opposed to 
the methods by which they are operated. I have never given a vote 
on the floor of this House but what will show that where there is 
conflict between the railroads and the people I have been always on 
the side of the people. ; 

What I contend for, sir, is that if you stop the wrongs which spring 
from the construction companies, from the consolidation agreements; 
if you stop the watering of stock, stop the $50,000 salaries paid rail- 
road officials, stop all the frauds and cheating which are practiced |» 
the railroad magnates, and let a railroad be built and operated the 
same as would be the case if conducted by a private individual, then | 
claim that the railroads can and will carry cheaper than the cats. 
And this is what we are coming to. In confirmation of the views I en 
tertain on this subject I might point to the Delaware and Hudson 
Canal Company in my own State, which is a private corporation ope! 
ating a canal between the coal-fields of Pennsylvania and the Hudson 
River at Rondout. This canal has been operated for a number of year 
at a profit; but its owners are now about to lay the rails on the bed o/ 
the canal for the simple reason that they can carry coal cheaper by 
railroad than they can by the canal. In view a ef these facts 
and others that I might cite if I had time, it would, in my opinion, be 
the height of folly for the Government to undertake the construction 0' 
any more canals; and for these reasons, sir, I shall vote against this 

tion. 

{Here the hammer fell. 
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Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chaftman, the river and harbor bill now 
under discussion fails to make any appropriation for the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers improvement. Inasmuch as for several years no money 
has been expended on the Wisconsin River anyway, and being con- | 
vinced that even if an appropriation were made for the improvement | 
of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers no part of it would be expended on 
the Wisconsin River, I shall not endeavor to have this clause stricken 
out, believing that in the end it will be for the best, as the result will | 
be to demonstrate that the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers as a through route of transportation between the Upper Wiscon- 
sin and the great lakes is not only entirely feasible, but that the bene- 
fits which will arise by its completion to the whole Northwest will be 
such as to more than justify the expenditure of money it will require. 
I wish, however, to give notice now to this House that at the proper 
time I shall move to appropriate a sum of money for the improvement 
of the Fox River independently, without reference to a through route 
in connection with the Wisconsin River. 

The gentleman from Texas, the father of the interstate commerce bill, 
said in his remarks the other day that this through route would never 
be completed. I admit that if Congress will not make suflicient ap- 
propriations, enough to at least give reasonable assurance that the work 
will be completed in our time and generation, the prophecy of my friend 
from Texas will prove true. 

I wish to call the attention of this House to the opinion of a very re- 
spectable and well-informed body of gentlemen, of whom it can not be 
said that they favor this improvement not because they believe in the 
public importance of this work, but because they are only anxious for 


sin. The gentlemen I réfer to live in Minnesota. 
The opinions are embodied in the following letters: 


‘ 


(Office of Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce. John B. Sanborn, president; E. A. 
McNeal, secretary. | ' 
SAINT PAUL, Miny., November 13, 1883. 

Dear Str: In answer to your inquiry of 19th ultimo, Iam directed by this 
chamber to reply as follows : 

That, taken in connection with the improvement of the Mississippi River 
from Prairie du Chien to the head of navigation, which is of the first impor- 
tance—a through line-of water communication—of the proposed depth. four or 
five feet, fram the Mississippi River to the lakes, via the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, would be of incalculable benetit to the Northwest—so great and general 
that the expenditure of $5,000,000 to secure it iu practical and permanent shape 
would be a wise investment. : . 

It is clearly the duty of the Government to render these great natural water- 
ways as ul to the publicas possible not only directly inthe transportation of 
freight, butalso indirectly as regulators of rates, thus protecting against private 
or corporate combinations and monopoly. 

In answer to your direct inquiries I am instructed to reply. 

1. As to the effect likely to be exerted on this proposed route by existing cen- 
ters of trade and capital on the western shores of the lakes. 

I may properly that I called the attention of the chairman of the commit- 
tee to the fact that your communication seemed to call for a somewhat more ex- 
tended review of the reasons which influenced the findings and report of the 
committee, and hoped these would be given somewhat more fully; but it ap- 

from verbal reports of the committee, that they hardly felt it to be wise 
on their part to discuss the question at length; and I must be content on behalf 
of the re to your letter by simply communicating to you the ex- 
pression emb inthe report. 
lam, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant. 
CHARLES RANDOLPH 
Secretary 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Jonn NEwros, 
President Board of Engineers, &c. 
REPORT OF MERCANTILE COMMITTE! 
(Office of Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce. John B. Sanborn, president; E 
A. MeNeal, secretary. } 
SAINT PAUL, MiNN., November 12, 1883 

GENTLEMEN: Your committee, to whom was referred the communication of 

General John Newton, of the Board of Engineers, United States Army, relative 


to further improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, to secure water com- 
munication between the Mississippi Kiver and the lakes, would respectfully re- 


port: 
That the Northwest is pre-eminently interested in cheap transportation, and 
thus in the establishment of lines of water communication with Eastern ports 


and markets, water competition, especially if under Government control, secur- | 


ing at all times evea and favorable rates of transportation and protecting against 
combination and monopoly. 
The history of the Fox and Wisconsin improvement is well known to this 


chamber, As far back as 1772 the route westward for freight and travel was by | 


these rivers, so nearly connected at the Portage as to be naturally preferable to 
on b 

From the first survey, in 1817, by Major Long, to the last, just completed, all 
competent engineers have agreed that the route is an excellent one and the 
plans of improvement entirely practicable. In 1846 the State of Wisconsin re- 
ceived Government grant of land in aid of this improvement, and soon after en- 
tered upon the work, surrendering it, however, to the General Government in 
187l,on payment by the Government of $145,000 expended in addition to the 
value of the land grant. Since then the work has been conducted by the Gov- 
ernment on the plan of improving the natural channel of the Wisconsin River 


by wing-dams and dikes, the Fox River by dams and locks, to secure slack water | 
na 


General G. K. Warren, about 1367, recommended that a canal be built along 
the Wisconsin River, from the Mississippi to the Fox River, in preference to 
any attempt to improve that wide and shallow stream. The final decision in 
this matter of canal or river must rest with very able and competent engineers 
who have the work in charge. From Saint Paul this route has about 250 miles 
of M i Kiver navigation : 112 miles on the Wisconsin, 7 miles of canal at 
the Portage, and 146 miles onthe Fox River. Its plans contemplate 27 locks, 165 
feet. long, 6 feet deep, and 35 feet wide, covering a fall of some 200 feet. If the 
River improvement, which is of primary importance, is carried out 
depth of water secured, a tug, properly constructed, can take at Saint 
thres barges, carrying 1,000 tons, in tow and deliver them safely on the lake 
Green Bay. The cana! and 54 miles of improvement on the Wisconsin were 
completed in 1879 (see report of Col. D. C. Houston, engineer in charge), and 


it 


ce 





| tion it mg 
the expenditure of the appropriation. The improvement is in Wiscon- | 


161,000 have been expended inthe work. Itis now estimated that $3,000,000. 
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more are required to complete i Willit pay to expend this large amount upo 
it? Your committee firmly believe that it will,and that the benefits to the 


Northwest, direct and indirect, of such water way, under Government contro! 
will be incaleu 





ulable 
itshould be a 





rhway for commerce,and thus forever a guarantee oi 








cheap transportation, and of protection against monopoly and extortion, The 
great hindran this work for many years has been the opposition of parties 
interested in railr lines, and very naturally inclined to delay and disparage 
so formidable a petito rhevy v lnotw ngly permit in the Northwest 
the creation of a second Erie ¢ 

Grain is now being carried by lak« sal iver 1,422 es—from Chicago, 
Ill., to New York—for $2.62 per ton, or less than 8 ceats per bushe By the Wis 
consin and Fox River route, when comp i, the rate from Upper Mississippi 
River points to the lakes should be less tha ny existing route it is not 
expected that this route would take out ; the produce of the Northwest or 
bring in its merchandise from t East, but it would surely modify and co 
trol rates of transportation between the Mississippi Rive id the lakes. Mr 
Murphy, of New York, in his argument for t al tion of tolls upon the Erie 
Canal, said of it It is the great reculator of the cost of transportation, and it 
would be sound policy and wisdom for the Siate to maintain this great water 
way in a condition of the highest efficiency thcugh not aton of merchandise 


was carried upon it Governor Horatio Seymour said of it If itdid not carry 
f freight, it would be wise to keep it ready for use to defeat unjust and 


a pound of fre 
hurtful charges if, as has been asserted, ‘the chief element in the prosperity 
ofany State or nation is the economy of tronsportation of persons and prop- 





erty,’ we can not hesitate to urge upon Government the immediate and perma- 
nent improvement of the greatest water way of this continent, the Mississippi 
River, especially that long-neglected portion of it from the Des Moines Rapids 


| to the head of navigation, and,in connection with this, as partof the great plan 


of general improvement, the early completion of the natural and most available 
water way from the Mississippi River to the lakes, via the Fox and Wisconsin 


| Rivers 


It would, however, be as great folly to complete this water way and neglect the 
improvement of the Upper Mississippi asto build an expensive bridge and neg 
lect its approaches. When, however, the Mississippi River has had the atten- 

tly demands, then let this most desirable and important connection 
between it and the lakes be promptly secured 

Your committee desire to express their thanks to Genera! Sanborn, Governor 
Marshall, and Mr. Russell Blakely for valuable aid and interesting communica 
tions to the committee, from which they have drawn most freely 

These communications are submitted with this report for the use and informa- 

tion of the chamber 
Respectfully DANIEL R. NOYES 
Chairman yr the Committee 
To the Boarp or Drrecrors oF THE 

Saint PAUL CHAMBER OF COMMERC! 


I will alsocall attention to some extracts from a letter of bh. J. Stevens 
of Madison, on this subject: 


* * * 


The cost of this route in comparison with other routes connecting the 
Mississippi with the Atlantic seacoast is given in this letter as the same appears 
in reports made by the Bureau of Engineers to Congress 

The estimated amount required to complete the improvement of the Fox and 
Wisconsin route is less than one-seventh of the estimated amount required to 
eomplete the Illinois route (the Illinois Canal, Illinois River, and the Hennepin 
Canal included), and less than one-tenth of the estimated cost of the James 
River and Kanawha route. The present census shows that the center of the 
wheat and corn districts lies west of the Mississippi River and opposite the 
mouth of the Wisconsin River, making this the most direct and important of 
these routes. 

Nothing can be said favorable to any of the proposed water routes which may 
not be said with equal or greater truth of this rout« A northern mouth to the 
Mississippi is more important than a southern one, not that it will transport 
greater amounts of freight than will go by the southern route, but its effect, in- 
directly, in reducing railroad rates will be greater. The great bulk of transpor- 
tation is done by the railroads on eastern and western lines, all of which come 
in direct competition with the northern route,and in a lesser degree and less 
direct way with the southern route 

I know that for many years this improvement has been the target 
for many cheap witticisms and flat jokes. Men, from motives which 
I do not care now to criticise for want of time, have modestly assumed 
| to know more about the engineering art and science than those who 
have made engineering a life study, while these modest gentlemen 
| probably never spent an hour in their lives studying that science. I 
base my opinion on that of distinguished engineers, that the improve- 
ment is entirely feasible and its cost justified by the advantages the 
whole country would derive therefrom. Now as to the Fox River, its 
importance to navigation and commerce, I wish to refer this House to 
a report by the board of engineers to the Chief of Engineers, dated Sep- 
tember 17, 1884. I will only read what refers to the Fox River: 

With reference to the navigation of the Fox andthe requirements thereof, the 
| board have to report that at present there is three feet available depth of navi 
| gation in the Upper Fox, from Portage to Princeton, four feet from Princeton to 
Oshkosh, four and a half feet at Menasha, and five feet thence to Green Bay 
At present there is one regular boat between Portage and Berlin, three from 
Berlin to Oshkosh, and seven from Oshkosh to various points on the Fox and 
tributaries. Besides the regular boats a number of tugs and transient boats 
| navigate the lower riverand Lake Winnebago. Below Berlin the freight busi- 
ness is already large, and will greatly increase as soon as continuous naviga 
tion can be assured. Even in its present uncertain condition the Fox River 
is of great value in regulating freight rates by rail to all points reached by it 
and it isthe opinion of the board that the navigation is worthy of maintenance 
and improvement. The freights carried consist mainly of coal, salt. lumber, 
stone, lime,and other building material and manufactured articles. The con 
tinual failure of the old structures necessitate frequent suspensions of naviga 
tion for repairs, and the resulting uncertainty in the minds of those desiring to 
put boats in the Fox River trade has acted to retard the development of river 
traffic, which can only be remedied by a completion of the improvement in a 
permanent manner 

After considering the present and the probable amount of commerce of the 
river the following recommendations are respectfully mad 

First. That’from Portage to Montello a depth of four feet of water at low 
water be maintained,and that the old wooden locks, four in number, be thor- 
oughly repaired and preserved for the prese: 

Second. That the channe! between Montello and Lake Winnebago be deep 
ened by dredging to six feet and widened to one hundred feet 

Third. That the channel of the Lower Fox be deepened by dredging and rock 
excavation to six feet throughout,and that the old wooden lift-locks, eight i 
number, be replaced as rapidly as practicable by permanent works of stone 
Also that the old timber lock at Little Chute be repaired and used asa guard 
lock. 
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old locks, they can not be economically repaired and maintained when of con- 
siderable lift, and that the navigation of the Lower Fox is of sufficient value 
and importance to justify the construction of permanent works, without refer- 
ence to the project for a through route of transportation from the Mississippi 
River to the great lakes. 

A plan and sections of the proposed dam and sluiceway at Menasha, and a 
map of Neenah channel, showing limits of proposed dredging, are herewith re- 
spectfully submitted, 

0. M. POE, 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers. 
WILLIAM E. MERRILL, 
Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers. 

J. W. BARLOW, 
Liewtenant-Colonel of Engineers. 
W. L. MARSHALL, 
Captain of Engineers. 

Lient. Col. D. C. Houston, Corps of Engineers, in a letter dated Oc- 
tober 16, 1883, to the board of engineers, says (page 1928): 

Appended (E 1) is a list of the works on the Fox, showing their condition and 
the estimated cost of maintaining and operating them for the existing naviga- 
tion. 

I estimate the cost of putting the locks, &c.,in good working order, including 
such dredging as is necessary, as follows: 

Lower Fox 

Annual cost thereafter of operating and maintenance : 
EE ; istndiieitmstpertentias osiieninapningienes Se 
Upper Fox snbtesaguengntacpiongmanmasionasitiptareniinnginpcental = comcee ee 

The navigation of the Fox is of great value to the people along the river, not 
only directly as affording a cheap and convenient transportation, but indirectly 
by reducing freights on the railroads which run parallel tothe river. The rapid 
increase of the industries on the river will enhance the importance of this nav- 


40, 000 


. $120, 000 | 
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igation. The navigation of the Fox abovéBerlin has not been as large as be- 
low, for the reason, principally, that the improvement of the channe! has 1). 
been carried sufficiently far to give a deep navigation. 

This isa matter of dredging, and as the Government owns a number of dredge< 
the channel can soon be improved at a moderate cost. Extensive quarries of 
granite, an article in great demand in this section, are being opened on this se 
tion of the river, and these will depend on the river for an outlet. 

The present and eae interests are, it is believed, sufficient to warrant 
the maintenance of the existing works'on the Fox River, including Portage Ca 
nal and such dredging in the channel as may be necessary for the boats nav iat 
ing the river, independent of the question of through navigation. Moreover 
these works will constitute an essential part of a through water route to the Mjs- 
sissippi in the future, either by improving the channel of the Wisconsin Rive; 
or by a canal through its valley. 


Further on, on page 1937, he gives a statementof the value of articles 
| manufactured annually in the Lower Fox River Valley, which state- 
ment I will print with my remarks, showing a total of $20,870,553 
| The population of the counties bordering on Fox River, according to 
the census of 1880, was 231,646. These figures, I think, will be sufii- 
| cient to convince this House that an appropriation should be made for 
| the Fox River, and I trust to its sense of justice that my amendment, 
| which I will offer at the proper time, will prevail. 
| As I said before, for the last three years no part of the money appro- 
| priated for the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers has been expended on the 
Wisconsin River, but all on the Fox. The last river and harbor bil! 
appropriated $160,000. The bill before appropriated $200,000. Nota 
cent of these sums was expended on the Wisconsin River, so that they 
were virtually appropriations for the Fox River only. 
The table referred to by Mr. GUENTHER is as follows: 


E ; 


Value of articles 


Names of articles. 


Oshkosh, Neenah. 


Paper and pulp. 

Flour, meal, and feed..... 

Lumber seiaatintanes : 
Castings and machinery........... 
Carriages, wagons, and sleighs. 
Bacon, lard, salt pork, &c.......... 
Matches.......... capeiheeaenatantiaeiieds 
Sash, doors, and blinds........... 

iin pccctscesereeces 
GEER, on ccssnsgpesvcsstonescosescoveseoees 
Tin and sheet-iron work............ 
Corsets oe ; “ 
Furniture and upholstery..... 
Leather... 

Harness and saddles........................ 
Cooperage, including staves and wooden ware 
etn sieeisensninienemnnnben 

Soap and candles 

Boots and shoes. ............cs.ccecersceeeees 
Agricultural implements ........ 
Punrps : 
Brooms.. 

Pig-iron 

Hubs and spokes.... 

Bricks........ pbepnnutintyidisemerditaenene 
Linen goods. 

Excelsior packing 

Broom handles 

Woolen goods 


$500, 000 


Stoves svensuen deena 

Butter and cheese 

SE QR, COD cin essnes vobececdninevensenenephel 
Horseshoe nails . ‘ 
Wrought-iron forgings .......... 


We bicenesaste 


ArPLeTon, Wis., August 7, 1883. 


E 4, 
Population of cities and towns on Fox River, Wisconsin, 1880. 


7,497 
3,083 


Green Bay 
PBS BEI OIG . ccncccte conccetepctensinntseavinntneteintecseneneaeinntnes 


Wrightetown................0+ 
EIR cin cuisnnscescnnions 


-—- 
Aw 


are 


Montell. .........00000-. 
Portage 


egseses #8982 


BOR. wccstide punidinmibepesetitatidinentnussmiiaieianall 70, 613 


Menasha. 


$275,000 $2,394,000 

1, 000, 000 5 
Si aia 
40, 000 


manufactured annually in the Lower Fox River Valley. 


Where manufadured. 


vy Total. 
Little 
Chute. 


Kau- 


Wrights- 
kauna., 


App town. 


$3, 869, 000 
5, 453, 46 
2, 261, 574 

425, 585 
644, 870 
347, 976 
666, 165 
1, 421, 000 
93, 500 
62, 500 
57, 875 
62,500 
450, 550 
302, 061 
130, 231 
28, 000 
1, 058, 844 
138, 475 
18, 750 
151, 606 
1%, 769 
12, 875 
3,125 

1, 210,000 
100, G00 
290,000 
100, 000 
60, 000 
60, 000 
360, 000 
378, 000 
40, 000 
175, 000 
31, 676 
35, 000 
50, 000 
130, 00 


bv c 
688,000 $00,000 25, 000 


“100,000 
70,000... 


50,000 .... 


125, 000 |... 
100,000... 
1,000 |... 


119,676 | 1,801,600 | 1,916,000 = 20, 570.555 


Cc. A. FULLER, Assistant Engineer. 


E 5. 

Population of counties bordering on Fox River, Wisconsin, 1880. 
I atalino sasced innstiansedauaenompeesecenbunestingibeebese cheese i> . 
Outagamie County. 
Calumet County. 
Win County .. 
Fond du Lac County... 
Washara County 
Green Lake County.. 
Marquette County.... 
Columbia County .......... 


Mr. CLARDY. .I regret, Mr. Chairman, that I have not time to re- 
ply to some remarks submitted by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
INRIDGE] in relation to the change of plans on the part ot the 
Mississippi River Commission. I think it is a matter of regret that 
the friends of that improvement have been the first to show a dispo 
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it. I know that the Committee on chi 
; posed of gentlemen who recognize the commercia 

ae an comoving the. Mississippi River that the commerce of 
the Mee! agricultural country in the world may be borne unvexed | 
onl cenaat untaxed to the sea. And I think if we would look to the 
expression of the opinions of gentlemen who understand that improve- 
ment, who know its history, we would content ourselves with the only 
plans that have ever been presented forthe systematic improvement of 
"Fae cosetion which met in the city of Washington in the month 
of February last year gave expression to the judgment of the 30,000,000 
people in the Mississippi Valley in declaring that the work of the com- | 
mission had passed beyond the region of experiment and fully justified | 
the expenditures made and the plans adopted for the improvement of | 
that river. And, for one, I propose to regard that utterance as binding | 
“Mir. BRECKINRIDGE. Does the gentleman not know the executive | 
committee at its last meeting in this city indorsed the action of our 
committee in this regard ? 

Mr. CLARDY. I do not know it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That isa fact. 

Mr. CLARDY. I do not know what, if any, action was taken by 
the executive committee. I say this: If there has been any change of 

lan on the part of the commission that change is not made manifest 
by the report annually submitted to the Secretary of War by that com- 
mission. I have examined the reports made since I listened to the re- 
marks of my friend from Arkansas, and I have become convinced that 
there are no essential changes made; and for one, I repeat, I propose to 
content myself with the plans that have met the approval of the people 
who sre interested in the transportation of the products of the great 
West to the sea. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have not time to discuss that question. I want 
to call the attention of the committee to the appropriations proposed to 
be made by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors for the improvement 
of the river between the mouths of the Ohio and the I]linois, a distance 
of two hundred and twenty-nine miles. In the report submitted by the 
engineer in charge of this work to the Forty-sixth Congress it was stated 
that if there was an increase of appropriation it would require a cen- 
tury to complete that work and that it would cost the Government 
$30,000,000. The committee of that Congress were impressed with the 
force of the argument presented by the engineer, and reported, and Con- 
gress passed, an appropriation of $600,000, besides providing for im- 
provements at intermediate points. That appropriation was made by 


sition of unfriendliness to 





three distinct Congresses. In the last Congress the appropriation was 
reduced. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr, CLARDY. I understand three minutes will be allowed in which 
to discuss an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, That will be after the hour and a half’s debate 
is concluded. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I believe I have four minutes re- 
maining ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, sir. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I yield one minute to my colleague, 
Mr. BURLEIGH, and then I will yield the three remaining minutes to 
my colleague, Mr. Hiscock. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. I simply wish to have read a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STATE oF New YORK, IN THE SENATE, 
Albany, January 29, 1885. 
Resolved (if the assembly concur), That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress be respectfully requested to urge the passage of the appropriation of 
$300,000 to aid in the construction of the Michigan and Mississippi: (Hennepin) 
Canal in the river and harbor bill now before Congress. 
STATE OF NEW YorK, IN SENATE, 
January 29, 1885, 
The foregoing resolution was duly passed. 
By order of the senate. 
JOHN W. VROOMAN, 
Clerk. 
Srare or New YorK,IN ASSEMBLY, 
January 29, 1885. 
The foregoing resolution was duly passed. 
By order of the assembly. 
Cc. A. CHICKERING, 
Clerk, 


Mr. BURLEIGH. In answer to my colleague from New York [ Mr. 


BEACH] I wish to state the people of New York will not give up the | 


| 


water ways, for the simple reason that they are the only system of trans- 
portation —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield another minute to my colleague [ Mr. 


BURLEIGH]. How much time have I left ? 

The CH N. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
has no time remaining. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the Chair’s pardon. Four minutes were al- 
lowed to me by my colleague [Mr. SKINNER]. 

Mr, 8K of New York. I yielded one minute to my col- 
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league, Mr. BURLEIGH, and three minutes to my colleague, Mr. His- 
COCK. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
rangement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
BURLEIGH ]. 

Mr. BURLEIGH, As I wasremarking, the people of New York will 
not give up the svater ways, for the simple reason that they are the only 
system of transportation that does not discriminate against the people 
of that State. The great water ways that unite the West with the Hud- 
son River and Lake Champlain with the Hudson River transported last 





~ 
The Chair did not understand that was the ar- 


I will give one minute more to my colleague [Mr. 


| year 6,000,000 tons of freight. 


I am in favor of the improvement of the rivers and harbors of this 
country. It is the only chance that the people have for protection 
against extortion. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has talked 
about the enormity of this bill and the immense appropriation that it 
makes. 

Sir, another distinguished gentleman from Maine, in his campaign 
speeches last year, stated that the wealth of this country was fifty-five 
billions. This bill appropriates $12,000,000 for the rivers and harbors. 
What does that amount to? It is no more than spending $2. Twelve 
millions compared to fifty-five billions is as $2 to $10,000, or the price 
of half a thousand of Maine shingles [laughter] for the improvement 
of a ten-thousand-dollar farm. I say that the people of this country 
are in favor of appropriations for the improvement of their rivers and 
harbors. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, returning for a moment to the dis- 
cussion of Captain Eads’s position and attitude in reference to the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, I desire to state that in reference to the 
levee system it is true that the commission has not progressed with the 
work as rapidly as Captain Eads recommended that it should. It is 
equally true with reference to the rectification of the mouths of the 
Red River and the Atchafalaya that the commission has not proceeded 
as Captain Eads desired; and it is equally true, and gentlemen en all 
sides agree, that the rectification of the mouths of those two rivers is 
inconsequential to the navigation of the Mississippi River. 

It is also equally true that Captain Eads has stated in his testimony 
that the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi could be ac- 
complished without having recourse to the levee system, but that that 
system would incidentally aid it; and that in his judgment the desired 
result conld be much sooner accomplished by having recourse to that 
system. And I believe that if gentlemen will go through with the 
different reports upon this subject, those in which Captain Eads has 
united and those from which he has dissented, and will go through all 
his testimony on this subject, they will find that up to the winter of 
| 1883 Captain Eads was in accord with the Mississippi River Commis- 
| sion. 

Now, I do not desire to reflect, and it has not been my intention to 
reflect, upon the motives of Captain Eads, but I could not refrain from 
calling attention to the fact that so soon after he resigned from the 
commission gentlemen interested in the improvement of the Mississippi 
River joined in an outcry against the management of the commission; 
and with that outcry comes to us evidence that the revetment system 
at least has been a failure, nearly if not quite 25 per cent. of the origi- 
| nal cost of the work having been expended in its repair. 
| Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR addressed the committee. 
| pendix. } 
| Mr. BLANCHARD obtained the floor and yielded to Mr. Cutcn- 
EON. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I believe in river and harbor im- 
provements. I believe in their constitutionality. I believe in their 
sound national policy. I believe in their utility tocommerce. I believe 
not only in the improvement of the great national water ways which 
have been spoken of by the gentleman who has just taken his seat, but 
I believe in the improvement of the smaller streams. I believe that 
the money which has been expended in the improvement of the smaller 
streams has returned a better equivalent in the advancement of the 
commerce of this nation than the millions which have been spent upon 
the great national water ways. I believe that for every dollar this 
nation has put into the development of the smaller rivers and harbors, 
| especially on the great lakes and their connecting water, $10 have come 
back in wealth to this nation. And it will be a sorry time for this 
| country when we throw our millions into the improvement of the great 
water ways like the Mississippi, and the construction of such doubtful 
schemes as the Galveston Harbor improvement, while we leave unim- 
proved the smaller water ways, which are the feeders of commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, you can not have a great river unless you have springs 
and fountains and rivulets at the head. So you can not have a great 
volume of commerce until you have established the springs and fount- 
ain-heads of commerce. These small rivers, these small harbors are 
the fountain-heads and feeders of commerce, contributing to the great 
volume that makes our commerce magnificent. More than that, Mr. 
Chairman, the improvement of these small rivers and harbors has been 
the instrumentality which has created the tremendous growth of our 
commerce in the past twenty-five years. 

I claim for that political organization to which I belong the honor of 
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originating, or at least carrying forward, this great policy; and I trust 
we have not toglay reached a time when gentlemen on this side of the 
House are going back upon that system which more than any other has 
developed the commerce of the United States since the Republican 
party came into power. 

When the proper time comes I shall have something to say in regard 
to certain amendments which I shall offer, relating more particularly 
to the district I represent. But just at this moment I desired to say 
this much in behalf of the smaller water ways and harbors which are 
the fountains and springs that make up the only commerce that flows 
down your great water ways, whether through the Mississippi to the 
Gulf, or along that more magnificent water way the great chain of 
lakes that leads from the western end of Lake Superior to the Atlantic 
Ocean, and compared with which your Mississippi River is but a riva- 
let. [Applause. ] 

' Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which I would 
like to have read. Will the reading come out of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading must come out of the gentleman’s 
five minutes. 

Mr. FORAN. 
as pending ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to offer amendments now; they 
can merely be read by way of notice. 

Mr. FORAN. Lask the Clerk to read my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ in line 314, the following: 

i, That said amount shall be expended i in the construction of a section 
of breakwater, of the same size and character of the present lake arm of said 
Cleveland harbor of refuge, to begin at a point three hundred and fifty feet 
north thirty degrees east from the northeast corner of the east endof the lake- 
arm, and extending 4,000 feet in a direction east nine degrees north, or as near 
ae direction as future soundings may decide: Provided further, That the $100,000 

ropriated for continuing improvement of said Cleveland Harbor by act of 

‘ongress approved July 5, 1884, and entitled ‘An act making ropriations for 
the construction, preservation, and repair of certain punites wo on rivers and 
harbors, and for ‘other purposes,’ is hereby made available for the construction 
of said section of breakwater as aforesaid.” 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Chairman, thisamendment, which I shall submit 
at the proper time, does not enlarge at all the appropriation for this har- 
bor. It contemplates simply a change of the original plan at the sug- 
gestion of the Board of Trade of Cleveland and the merchantsand citizens 
of that city. This change is approved by the local engineer, approved 

by the board of engineers constituted at Cleveland last November, ap- 
ee by the Chief of Engineers, and approved by the Secretary of 
The report on this subject did not come here in time to be acted 
upon by the Committeeon Riversand Harbors. I trust, however, that 
committee has no objection to this proposition; and if so, I have no de- 
sire to occupy further time. I willask the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. WILLIs] whether there is any objection to this amendment being 
made at the proper time. I repeat, it does not enlarge the appropria- 
tion, but simply proposes a change of plan. 

Mr. WILLIS. So far as I am personally concerned I see no objec- 
tion to the gentleman’s amendment. I can not, however, speak for the 
committee, because the question has not been before the committee. 
So far as I know the amendment is all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not yet pending. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have not partici- 
pated in the discussion of this bill. I have sat here very patiently for 
a good many days, and have heard criticisms upon the river and harbor 
bill made by members, as I have no doubt in the discharge of what they 
believed to be their duty, some just and some perhaps unjust, with- 
out any reply on my part. I would have been glad to have said some- 
thing in reply, and to have had the opportunity to speak at some length 
upon some of the provisions of this bill; but the opportunity was not 
afforded me. 

This bill has been characterized by some gentlemen of the committee 
as most outrageous in itscharacter. That this bill and every other river 
and harbor bill may be subject to some criticism and objection I do not 
doubt. The fact is that it is extremely difficult to avoid inequalities 
in the preparation of river and harbor bills, let the committee, charged 
with their preparation, do the very best they can. But I will say to 
gentlemen of the committee that when you talk about this river and 
harbor bill being so outrageous in its character, there are but few items 
in it that were not in the river and harbor bill of last year. And while 
that is so, it will be remembered, I think, that that bill was the most 
generally commended of any river and harbor bill that has passed 
Congress since I have been a member. 

I believe in river and harbor improvements. I believe in givi 
creased facilities to the commerce of the country. I believe there is is 
no money which goes out of the Treasury so much in the interest of 
the people as that which goes out to improve the rivers and harbors of 
the country and to give increased facilities for the transportation of our 
immense commerce, and which is so rapidly increasing and growing. 

But I wish to a few words in reply to what my friend from New 
York [Mr. Baacwt hea said. He says that canals have gone out of 
use; that New York has abandoned her lateral canals, and that Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio have abandoned their canals. Pennsylvania sold 
one of her canals for $12 ,000,000 to the great railroad corporation of 


If my amendment be read now, will it be considered 
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that State, and the railways would give more than twice $12,000,005 
for the Erie Canal if they could purchase it or compel its disuse. 

I hold here an official report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statist 
showing for every year from 1868 down to 1884 the difference in t}. 
cost of carrying a bushel of wheat from Chicago to New York city by 
lake and canal, by lake and rail, and by all rail. 

The figures are as follows: 


Average freight charges per bushel for the transportation of wheat fio 
Chicago to New York during the years 1857 to September 1, 1334 
_ tnelusive. 


By lake and By — and Meas 


Calendar years. canal.* rail. ¥ all ra 
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% 
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18&, January | to September 1 6.60 


s inslading Buffalo transfer changes and tolls. 


That table, Mr. Chairman, shows how much the people of the West 
and the Northwest who send their wheat to New York, to Boston, and 
other localities, as well as the people who have purchased it, have been 
benefited by the Erie Canal. It is the cheap transportation by lake 
and canal which has enabled us to export so largely the wheat and othe: 
products of the West and Northwest, and which has helped to give us 
the balance of trade in our favor for a few years past. 

I do not believe in canals everywhere. I believe canals may be prop 
erly abandoned where they are not in the lines of commerce and (lo 
not connect great systems of navigation. But make this canal and 
connect the Upper Mississippi with the lakes, and you put New York 
in direct connection with Saint Paul by a continuous line of wate: 
transportation, and if that is not in the interest of the people of the 
West and Northwest who have been demanding and who will continue 
to demand at the hands of Congress this improvement, I do not know 
what could be done in their interest. 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, it is to the interest of our people East and 
West to have this connection. They have demanded it, and they wi!! 
continue to demand it. We pay into the Treasury from the collection 
district in which I livealone more in six months than would build this 
canal. We do not drink the whisky, but we produce the grain from 
which it is made, and we should have cheap transportation to enable 
us to reach the markets of our own country and of the world. While 
you appropriate millions from the Treasury to improve rivers of less 
importance in my judgment to commerce and to the country than is 
this great work, I wish you to do justice to the people of the West and 
Northwest and give them this improvement which they have so long de- 
manded. 

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that this canal is in Ilinois; that it is a 
local and not a national work. A very good answer was made to this 
by Abraham Lincoln many years since, when a member of the Thirtieth 


In a speech made in the House of Representatives on the 20th day of 
June, 1848, speaking in favor of internal improvements and against an 
internal-improvement veto just submitted by President Polk, Mr. 
oo said: 


is so local as not to be of some eral benefit. Take for instance 

ann and Mich’ Canal. Consi apart from its effects it is perfect! 
local. Every inch of it is within the State of Illinois. That canal was fir-' 
opened for business last April. Ina wane few days we were all gratified tolearn, 
among other things, that sugar had been carried from New Orleans through th« 

onal to —_* in New York. This sugar took this route doubtleas because it 
was than the old route. ———s & the benefit of the reduction of the 
cost of to be shared between seller and , the result is that the New 
Orleans t sold his sugar a little dearer the people of Buffalo swee' 
ened their coffee a little cheaper than See ee ee from the cana! 
not to , Lilinois, where the canal is, at ee ae (ork, where it i+ 
not. This instance clearly the benefits of an improvem 
are Ze cpa ieal eo ieaeiisdanteenitg ad the iaupporemtes tne. 


Mr. WILLIS. How much time for general debate remains? 
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AN. Twenty minutes in opposition to the bill. 
I move the committee do now rise. | 
to 


The CHAIRM 
Mr, WILLIS. 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 


; peaker pro tempore Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Com- 
oo ren eee fen the state of the Union having had under con- | 
sideration the river and harbor appropriation bill had come to no reso- 


lation thereon. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 


cases : a ot : 
To Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. . Toe bin 
To Mr. Hart, for the remainder of this day, on account of sickness. 


MRS. F. M. NORTON. 


Mr. CANNON, by uanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8189) 
granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 





DANIEL J. BINGHAM. 


Mr. YAPLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8190) 
granting a pension to Daniel J. Bingham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BRIGGS. 

Mr. YAPLE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
8191) granting a pension to George W. Briggs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILKIN BRIGGS. 

Mr. YAPLE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
8192) granting a pension to Wilkin Briggs; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JESSE MANUS. 

Mr. NEECE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8193) 
for the relief of Jesse Manus; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TELESCOPE FOR CARTHAGE COLLEGE, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. NEECE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 329) to donate one telescope, not in use, to Carthage Col- 
lege, Carthage, Ill, for scientific and educational purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, by the order of the House a recess was 
to be taken from the time of the close of this evening’s session until 8 
o'clock to-night, at which time the House shall reassemble and continue 
in session until 100’clock, for the consideration of the legislative appro- 
priation bill, and then take a further recess until Monday morning at 
10. It is said to be very inclement out of doors, and I therefore ask 
unanimous consent to supersede the former order, and that the House 
continue in session until 8 o’clock for the consideration in Committee 
of the Whole of the legislative appropriation bill and then take a recess 
from 8 o’clock until 10 o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, and others. 


Why not say until 7 
o'clock this evening ? 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think weought to have two hours for the consid- 
eration of the bill to-night. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 


from Indiana. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The understanding is that before 11 o'clock 
Monday the House is to adjourn so as to save the Monday session? 

The SPEAKER pro re. That was the understanding. 

The Chair understands that the recess is to be taken by unanimous 
consent at 8 o’clock this evening until 10 o’clock Monday morning, but 
before the hour of 11 o'clock the House isto adjourn in order that Mon- 
day’s session may not be lost. 

r. MILLS. Ifthat requires unanimous consent I object. 

The SPEAKER pro . The Chair will state that the House 
has ordered that on and after Monday next 11 o’clock instead of 12 
o'clock shall be the hour of daily meeting. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask if that arrangement which the Chair has sug- 


gested requires unanimous consent ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that unani- 


mous consent was given to the arrangement. 
Mr. MILLS. It was 


2 


bill, but not to take a further recess until 10 o’clock on Monday, with 
the aaa that an adjournment should be had before 11. 
The pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is correct. 


The gentleman from Indiana now asks unanimous consent that the 
House continue in session until 8 o’clock this evening, and that a recess 
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be taken from that time until 10 o'clock on Monday, with unanimous 
consent that before 11 o’clock the House shall adjourn. 
Mr. MILLS. I object to that unanimous agre@ment. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. That part of the proposition was an under- 
standing already entered into during the course of the day. 

Mr. MILLS. I think not. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I assure the gentleman that that was my un- 
derstanding. 

Mr. MILLS. It was agreed that we should have a recess from 10 
o'clock to-night to 10 o’clock Monday morning, and nothing more. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Kentucky stated that if 
that was done he would move to adjourn prior to 11 o'clock. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Texas is correct. I did make 
a motion that the House take a recess from 10 o’clock to-night until 
10 o’clock on Monday morning, with the understanding that I should 
move an adjournment at five minutes to 11 o’clock; bit that failed and 
the request was withdrawn. This now comes upas a new proposition, 
my motion having been withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. Then the gentleman from Indiana will 
please state his motion again, and the Chair will submit it to the House 
for consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My motion is that by unanimous consent the order 
now pending shall be superseded and that the House shall continue in 
session until 8 o’clock, and that a recess shall be taken from 8 o'clock 
to-night until 10 o’clock on Monday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. PERKINS. There will be no objection with the understand- 
ing that the House at five minutes before 11 adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana ? 

Mr. MILLS. Does that require unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I object. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Regular order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not adjourn. We can de- 
vote two hours now to the legislative bill. 

Mr. LONG and others demanded the regular order. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we ought to give two hours to the 
appropriation bill this evening. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. As I understand this is Friday’s session, ought not a 
motion be adopted that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet 
on Monday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that whenever the 
motion to adjourn is carried, under the order of the House it will be 
to meet on Monday at 11 o’clock, unless some other time shall be 
fixed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I then ask unanimous consent that the House re- 
main in session now until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to taking 
to-night until 10 o’clock on Monday morning 
at that point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think not. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Then theChairis mistaken. The Chair 
thought the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] objected to that 
unless coupled with an understanding that the House on Monday would 
adjourn five minutes before 11 o’clock. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ollection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Canwe not go on with the business until 80’clock 
and then settle this matter as to what shall he done on Monday ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in the power of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the request I made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from Indiana moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, intimating that his intention is to proceed with the 
consideration of the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask what is proposed by the gentleman from In- 
diana; whether he intends to go on and have the legislative bill debated 
to-night ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose the committee shall dispense with the 
first reading of the bill and proceed to its consideration by paragraphs 
at once. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman does not propose then to have the 
Clerk read that long bill before it is considered by paragraphs? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. 

The mation of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 





a recess from 8 o’clock 
, but I stop my consent 


Objection has been made to that. 


Then the Chair was correct in his ree- 
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LEGISLATIVE, 
The House acco: 


ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
zly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general appro- 
priation bills. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 


dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
the bill be dispensed with, and also that general debate be considered 
as closed, and that the bill be now read by paragraphs for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the billand read the following paragraph 
under the head ‘‘ House of Representatives:’’ 

Office of the Speaker: For private secretary to the Speaker, $1,800; clerk to 
the Speaker, $1,600; clerk to the Speaker's table, $1,400; in all, $4, 800. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 191, strike out ‘‘ $1,400" and insert ‘'$1,800;” so that it will read “ 
to the Speaker’s table, $1,800.” 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I want to call attention to the duties 
that are imposed upon this officer of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say about this bill that if the gentle- 
man from Indiana is going to make a point of order and then allow 
debate, it wastes so much time I insist on the point of order being set- 
tled before we enter on debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will be heard on 
the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I think the question is not whether I 
will be heard on the point of order. I had already been debating be- 
fore the point of order was made. I insist I have the right to go on. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I began to debate and had finished a 
sentence before the gentleman from Indiana made an inquiry as to the 
nature of the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rose before the gentleman proceeded to speak. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I insist on my right. I had completed 
a sentence, as the notes of the reporter will show. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Had the amendment been read. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. It had. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rose instantly, as soon as I understood the propo- 
sition was pending. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas offered the amend- 
ment and proceeded, if the Chair remembers correctly, to make about 
this statement: ‘‘I will call attention to the duties of this officer,’’ and 
= as further when the gentleman from Indiana made a point 
of order. 

Mr. BUDD. The gentleman from Indiana rose while the gentleman 
from Arkansas was speaking, and asked what was the amendment pro- 


Mr. RANDALL. Advantage has never been taken when a gentle- 
man rises to make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. These things are done so quickly that the Chair 
is not disposed to cut off the gentleman from Indiana from making the 
point of order. As the gentleman from Arkansas was proceeding to 
make a statement he was interrupted by the gentleman from Indiana 
at such time as the Chair thinks requires him to hold the point of order 
was made in time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say this: there has been a good deal said 
in regard to this matter-—— 


= 7 ANDALL. I object to debate until the point of order is dis- 
of. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 want that when points of order are made they 
shall be decided before debate is entered upon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentleman himself is occupying more time—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I am saving time by insisting at the outset of the 
consideration of this bill that this rule shall be observed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not press the point of order if the gentleman 


from Arkansas will agree that the salary shall be $1,600. 
Mr. BUDD. Make it $1,650. 


Mr, ROGERS, of Arkansas. 
tleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to be modified. 


clerk 


Nothing is in order in this discussion except on 


I will accept the suggestion of the gen- 
The Clerk will read the amendment as proposed 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out $1,400 and insert $1,600. 

Mr. BUDD. Say $1,650. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I accept the suggestion of the 
man from Indiana, and will make it read $1,600. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am satisfied with that proposition, if the othe; 
could not be accepted. But I want to suggest that the proposition be 
so amended as to appiy to the present year, so that the present occu 
pant of this position, the clerk now at the Speaker’s table, may have 
the benefit of it. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I would be very glad to do so if th; 

entleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will accept it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection the amendment wil! he 
made. 

Mr. KEIFER. Theappropriation to apply to the present fiscal yea: 
and to be immediately available. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing to make it one thousand six hundred, 
and to apply to the present occupant of the office. 

Mr. KEIFER. But I want it to apply to the present year. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Oh, we can not do that. 

Mr, KEIFER. Oh, yes. There is no use in it if you do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be only by unanimous consent, and as 
objection is made the question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rocers]. The Clerk will read the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 191, strike out “four” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now I move that it be amended so as to make the 
appropriation applicable to the present year and to be immediately 
available. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can not consent to that. 

Mr. KEIFER. It makes a difference of $200 to the present occu- 
pant of the office, and if it goes into effect only on the Ist of July next 
it will not affect him at all and the amendment will be of no value. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do I understand that the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. KEtrER] wants to make it cover the entire fiscal year ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; I want it to apply to this fiscal year, 

A MEMBER. It is only $200. 

Several MEMBERS. Let him have it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to further amend by adding ‘‘ the same to 
take effect from the beginning of the present fiscal year. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I think that upon both sides of the House and on 
both sides of the Committee on Appropriations weare thoroughly agreed 
touching this bill down to and including line 3235—at least that far. 

Mr. RANDALL. Down to line 378. 

Mr.CANNON. Yes. That includes the appropriations for the House 
of Representatives. I suggest, therefore, that by unanimous consent 
we consider the bill read down to that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill had better be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The suggestion of the gentleman from I)linois 
{[Mr. CANNON] can be adopted only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have the bill read. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Office of the Clerk : For Clerk of the House of Representatives, including com 
pennies as disbursing officer of the contingent fund, $4,500, and for hire of 


ons for the use of the Clerk’s office, $600; for chief clerk, journal 
clerk, two eee ne clerks, and tally clerk, at $3,000each, and for the journal clerk 


(A. H. Smith) for Nt alerting Digest of the Rules, $1,000 per annum ; a. s and 

; for distributing clerk and stationery clerk, $1,800 

mon at $6 per day, $1,824; one k keeper and four clerks, $1,600 
= 314 each ; one oS in the bath-roonr, $72); 


bill clerk, $2,500; f elerk, file clerk’, = enrolling clerk, at $2,250 
each ; for assistant erk 
ES om 
: So goes rer, and th, and two assistant libra- 
the general index tothe Journals of Congress, under 
laborers, at operator, $900; one chief engineer, 
$1,700; two assistant rs, $1,200 


gentle 


and insert *‘ six 


, assistant enrolling clerk, resolution and pe- 
tition ler news new. . superintendent of document-room, index clerk, 
and | a at 
rians, at $1, 1u0 cach: — "page, $720; one assistant rnal clerk, at $6 per day 
during the session, $122; one assistant tindex clerk, during the session and three 

os its close, boo 
person rete 
resolution of June 18, 1878, $2,500 ; guitent tegen rs the general index 
to Journals of . on resolution o May $2,000; two messen 
gers in the House | 
fo at $720 
of elevator, at $1,100 


; one laborer, $620; five firemen, at $900 each; one electrician, $1, 150; one 
; services in Ganston bene? Hall and watching statuary therein, 


laborer, $800 ; 
$720; in all, $91,444. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, | offer an amendment which I ask to 
have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend = 2 eet ee out “one thousand four hundred and forty” 
inserting “one thousand it hundred.” 
Mr. RANDALL. I raise the point of order upon that amendment 
that it law and does not retrench expenditures. 


The the gentleman reserve the point of order? 
Mr. RANDALL. No. I want it decided. 


and 















1885. 


“ AN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] | 
ana ee on the point of order which is made by the gentle- 


i "Ivania Mr. RANDALL]? 
ennsylvania (4 : 
ma WOOD. 1 withdraw the amendment for the present. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


- For Doorkeeper, $3,000; and for hire of horses, $500; as- 
, Ofiice of Doorkeene io: ‘second Sauetae doorkeeper (George A. Bacon), to be 
eas the document-room, $2,000; clerk for Doorkeeper, $1,200; janitor, 
$1200, superintendent of the folding-room, $2,000; three clerks in the folding- 
ai, “one at $1,800 and two at $1,200 each; superintendent of the document- 
a $2,000; chief assistant in the document-room, at $2,000; document file- 
rrerk $1,400; assistant document file-clerk, under resolution of December 19, 
Seat $1 314; ‘fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, under the control of the 
Doorkeeper, at $1,200 each, and hereafter messengers on the soldiers’ roll shall 
not be subject to removal except for cause reported ta and approved by the 
House; nine messengers, including messenger to the reporters’ gallery, at-$1,200 
each; nine messengers, at $1,000each ; seven laborers, at $720 each ; ten laborers, 
during the session, at the rate of $720 each per annum; one laborer, at $600; for 
the two laborers now in charge of water-closet, at $720 each ; six laborers in charge | 
of cleaning the Hall of the House, known as * cloak-room men,”’ at $50 per month | 
during the session ; for the two “ cloak-room men’ now longest inthe service of 
the House, from March 4, 1885, to June 30, 1886, at $50 per month each; and for 
one female attendant in ladies’ retiring-room, $600; two messengers during the | 
session, at the rate of $800 per annum each ; for oncemployé (John T. ¢ ‘hancey), 
$1,500; one department messenger (C. w. Coombs), $2,000 ; for labor in folding | 
books, speeches, and mphlets, one foreman, $1,500; one messenger, $1,200; | 
one folder in the sealing-room, $1,200; one page, $500; one laborer, $400; ten | 
folders at $900 each ; five folders at $840 each; three folders during the session, 
at the rate of $800 per annum each; and fifteen folders at $720 each ; and for | 
thirty-four pages during the session, including two riding pages, one telephone 
page, and one telegraph page, at $2.50 per day each; in al! $127,657.45. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment | 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out in line 300 the word “ subject’ andal! thereafter in line 300 andline 
301 down to the word “nine” and in lieu thereof insert the word *dimin- | 
ished,.”’ Also amend line 299 by inserting the words “the number of,’ between 


the word “hereafter” and the word “ messengers; so that it shall read, “the 
number of messengers on the soldiers’ rol! shall not be diminished.” 


Mr. KEIFER. I must make the point of order on that. 

Mr. CANNON. Let ussee how it reads first. There would be time 
enough to make the point of order after it is read. 

Mr. KEIFER. But I do not want any doubt about the point of 
order. The object of the amendment is to change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the text as it would stand 
if this amendment were adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to strike out from lines 299,200, and 301 the words ‘and here- 
after messengers on the soldiers’ roll shall not be subject to removal except for 


cause reported to and approved by the House ’’ and to make the prevision read, 
“the number of messengers on tlc soldiers’ rol! shal) not be diminished.” 


Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order against the amendment 


that it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. The | 
provision in the bill is in accordance with the existing law. It is in 


the bill for the present fiscal year, and I think has been the law for a 
number of years in succession. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it was inserted last session for the first time, | 
and it is in the appropriation law of the present year. 

Mr. KEIFER. It isin the presert law, and now it is proposed to 
strike this provision out for the purpose of enabling the Doorkeeper to | 
remove messengers who are on the soldiers’ roll. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thought on the hasty reading the purpose was ex- 
actly the reverse of that. 

Mr. KEIFER. It would give the Doorkeeper power to remove them, 
and I make the point of order that it changes existing law and does not 
retrench expenditures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] 
will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. The proposition is to change the law so that the 
Doorkeeper may remove these men that are on the soldiers’ roll, with- | 
out cause or without stating any cause, and without the consent of the 
House, and put in whomsoever he pleases. At the same time the 
amendment provides that the number of messengers on the soldiers’ 
roll shall not be diminished ; so that it does not saveany money. There- 
fore I make the point that it changes existing law and does not retrench 
expenditures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very clearly it changes existing law. 

_ Mr. COX, of North Carolina. The gentleman [Mr. KEIFER] en- 
tirely misapprehends my purpose. The Democratic party has always 
taken care of the maimed soldiers of the country, and I hope that it al- 
ways will do so. My only purpose is that if any of these menare found 
to be inefficient, the Doorkeeper, who is responsible to this House for the 
conduct of his office, might be at liberty to remove them without be- 
ing trammeled as he is at present, and without the necessity of coming 


into the House and having a wrangle over the matter. The amend- 
ment hasnoother purpose. It provides thatthe number on the soldiers’ 
roll shall not be diminished. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition clearly changes the present law. 
That proposition was put in the law last year for the first time, but it 
t is now the law. 
Mr. KEIFER. The amendment changes the law and does not re- 
? duce expenses. 
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I desire to 





Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I renew the amendment. 


| be heard on that subject. 


Mr. KEIFER. Well, I renew the point of order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that it 
is a very extraordinary state of affairs when a committee can inject into 
the body of an appropriation bill a provision of this kind intended to 
perpetuate a certain number of individuals in office without a law to 
that effect 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point that it is not debatable as to the 
merits of the proposition. The point of order is pending, and I have 
said all I desire to say on that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Well, I am going to speak on this ques- 
tion; that is all there is about it 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Well, my dear chairman [laughter], 
you can not reach a point of order until you first lay down the basis on 
which you are speaking. I propose in the first place to state that when 
your Committee on Appropriations for the first time last year injected 


| 2 provision of this kind into your appropriation bill that does not 


make it a continuing enactment, and we have a perfect right to strike 
out of a subsequent appropriation bill an impertinent interpolation of 
Now, I think my friend from Ohio will see that that re- 
lates to the question. 

I have no objection to having these positions continually held by sol- 
diers; but why you should pick out a favored few and allow others of 
your soldiers to stalk the streets and starve is something I can not com- 
prehend, especially in view of what I understand to be the fact, that 
many of the men now in these positions are enjoying handsome boun- 
ties at the hands of the Government in the form of pensions. Now there 
should bea certain amount of sense even in ‘‘buncombe.’’ [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. KEIFER. We are going to take care of fourteen of them at any 
rate. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. But why insist that the positions shall 
be held by these particular men and pass by others equally deserving ? 
No man will go further than I will in the direction of caring for the 
soldiers of the Union; but why should you continue this provision and 
compel in every instance the reporting of each change to the House, to 
have a wrangle over it here, giving you gentlemen a text on which to 
parade again and again your stereotyped speeches which have been doing 
service for so long—those ‘‘one-armed”’ and ‘‘one-legged’’ speeches 
that have cone duty until they have grown gray-headed. [Laughter. ] 
There is no sense in that. This provision had no business in the last 
appropriation bill, and there is no reason why we should be compelled 
to allow it to remain in this. 

Mr. GIBSON obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from West 


| Virginia [Mr. GrBson] on the point of order. 


Mr. KEIFER. On the point of order, not on the merits. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not desire to speak to the House in bad faith——- 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairsuggests to the gentleman from West 
Virginia that no remarks except upon the point of order are in order at 
this time. ‘The Chair is ready to rule upon the question. 

Mr. GIBSON. Well, I want to say this upon the point of order in 
addition to what the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEIL] has said, 
that a mere clause included in an appropriation bill at the last session 
providing that certain men should not be turned out of office is not to 
be construed as a continuing law. If it were so, then whenever your 
Appropriations Committee chooses by a provision of this kind to un- 
dertake to keep a man in office it makes a perpetuity of that office. 1 
dg not think that is the intention of this House. I undertake to say 
there are thousands of Democrats who lost their arms or legs in the war 
who were as good soldiers and as true men as any men of the other 

rty. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
point of order. 

Mr. GIBSON. Well, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will make this suggestion to the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, that this amendment can not pass without 
a quorum. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe gentleman raises that point, I am done. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, some yearsago when we were in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and the present permanent Speaker of this House 
was in the chair, I myself argued that a mere provision in a current 
law which applied to appropriations was not such existing law as would 
furnish a guide in determining points of order like this. But after a 
very full consideration of the subject the then presiding officer held 
that such a law applicable only to the current year was existing law 
in such a sense as to furnish a guide in determining whether a particu- 
lar provision was or was not achange in existing law. And ever since 
that time up to the present session such has been the ruling. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point has been so decided this session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 
Clause 3 of Rule XX1 is so familiar to members of the House that the 
Chair does not deem it necessary to have it read. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I would like to have it read. 


rhe gentleman is not speaking on the 
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The CHAIRMAN. At the request of the gentleman from Missouri 
the Clerk will read the provision of the rule. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 


order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized i 


by law, unless in continuation of egpreeresens for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress 
umendment thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being 


wermane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the re- | 


duction of the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the re- 


ction of the cc iste tic f any per 1 out of the Tre y of the United | . . : . . 
duction the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United | of preventing that from being done by any party in the future this la: 


States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will also read a portion of the appro- 
priation act of last year, which is the law to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For fourteen messengers on the 


keeper, and not subje 
by the House, 


The CHAIRMAN. It will be observed that the language of the 
present law is identical with that of this bill. 
isting law would be changed by the amendment proposed, and that 
there would be no retrenchment of expenditure thereby. 
of opinion that the provisions of a law enacted, making appropriation 
and now in force, are in contemplation of the rule 
The Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to strike out the following words: 

Fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, under the control of the Doorkeeper, 


at $1,200 each, and hereafter messengers on the soldiers’ roll shall not be subject 
to removal except for cause reported to and approved by the House. 


soldiers’-roll, under the control of the Door- 


at $1,200 each 


Now, it has been pretty well understood as a part of the policy of the 


legislation of this country that we should create no preferred office- 
holding class. It has been pretty well understood that no administra- 
tion either deriving its powers from its seat in the White House or from 
its powers in its seat in any similar capacity has the right to put into 
power any set of men who shall rule and regulate this country. Under 
this law here, and under a series of laws which have been passed before 
this one, a certain set of men have been put into office in this body. 

By the law they are to be eut off from all the rules and regulations 
governing all other office-holders, and we are to be told they are to be 
# perpetual class of office-holders in this country forsooth because they 
were soldiers and got their position here by being members of a polit- 
ical party. There are, sir, a hundred thousand soldiersin this country 
equally as meritorious who are to-day denied the smallest pittance of 
oflice-holding for a solitary year while these men hold office for life. 

Are we to be told there are no Democrats who were true soldiers of 
the Union during the rebellion? Are we to be told there were no men 
belonging to the incoming administration who were true to the flag of 
thecountry, and who lost arms and legs in itsdefense? I have nodoubt 
the gentleman does like it as it is. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman is not mistaken in that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I would not be mistaken if the gentleman would like 
to fasten his friends on the incoming administration and to load it 
down. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 
It is the last cruelty I would inflict on any member of my party. 
{ Laughter. ] ns 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman possesses some mercy, a quality I did 
not attribute to him. I wish to say this: that there is no reason why 
the incoming administration either in this House or out of itshould not 


be allowed to appoint those oflice-holders who are best qualified to carry | 


on the business of thecountry. Are you tosuppose that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms would not appoint soldiers as well as those who are now here? 

But why is it they should be made a perpetual office-holding class. 
I believe, sir, that any man from the North or any man in the Army 
from the North would do what is just. ‘I remember, sir, with pleasure, 
I repeat it daily, I have taught my children to learn it, that from the 
soldiers of the North who carried their flag and their bayonet the people 


of this country, it matters not in what section they may be, have noth- | 


ing to fear. They were just and brave in war and they were generous 
when it was over. I am now protesting only against politicians handi- 
capping these soldiers by their action. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much the course that 
this discussion has taken. My friend should remember that if there is 
anything wrong about this soldiers’ roll, from its beginning to the pres- 
ent time, the Democratic side of the House is responsible for it. It is 
our measure from the beginning. 

In 1867, in pursuance of a resolution offered from this side of the 
House, introduced by myself, that roll was organized, but its members 
were only employed during the session. When the Democratic party 
came into power in this House, in the Forty-fourth Congress, and had 
control of this appropriation bill, it was made a permanent roll by a 
provision on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation, and 
permanent salaries at the rate of $1,200 per year were affixed. I then 
had charge of that bill. During the last session of Congress, out of 
abundant prudence, the language of this section was placed upon it, 
providing against removal except for cause reported to and approved 
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Nor shall any provision in any such bill or | 


| anxious that this provision should stand as it is in the bill. 


, | be snd undoubtedly are great numbers of Union soldiers all over t 
Che Chair thinks ex- | 


The Chair is | 
| least an arm or a leg in theservice of their country. 
* existing law.”’ | 
| on this roll and have performed faithful service. 
| edly are many others equally meritorious, yet all can not be thus pro 
|. vided for, and the merit of these and their services and sacrifices in t) 

| cause of their country no man can call in questlon. 
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by the House. So, sir, the whole legislation creating and giving pe 
nency to this roll rests upon the Democratic side of this House. 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman permit me to a. 


| him a question ? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I wish to ask the gentleman whet 
the preceding Doorkeeper, a Republican official, did not remove s 
of these soldiers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able tostate; but for the express purpo- 


guage was incorporated in the bill of last session and in the pendin, 


| bill. 


Mr. GIBSON. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if the S«; 


| geant-at-Arms of the Senate did not remove every solitary man in 1! 


| employment of that body under his control who was a Democrat ” 
t Lo removal except for cause, reported to and approved | 7 


Mr. HOLMAN. That may be true, and if so it makes me the my»: 


There may 
country who suffered as much in the cause of theircountry as the fou 
teen men on this soldiers’ roll. But these men on this roll have sn: 
fered as greaitly at least as their comrades; each of them has lost 
They are maimed 
They have been pla 
While there undoubt 


an disabled soldiers; disabled beyond recovery. 


Itisaroll of hono 

I will not consent by any vote of mine that a measure that reco, 
nizes the just claims of these disabled soldiers on the gratitude of th 
country—a measure for which this side of the House has been respon 
sible for all these years—shall be stricken down, or even modified, in th 
House of its friends. Noman on that roll, I do not care what his po! 
tics may be, whether Democratic or Republican, shall be removed from 
it with my consent so long as he shall faithfully discharge the dut 
to which he has been assigned. This soldiers’ roll is our measure, an! 
for ene I will stand by it against all comers. 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the gentleman from Indiana, in respon 
to the question of the gentleman from West Virginia when he asked 
the Republican Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate did not discharge th 
Democratic employés and put Republicans in their places, to answe 
yes? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I said ‘* Yes; it might be true.’ 

Mr. GIBSON. It is true. J, 

Mr. HILL. And if it was true is that the reason why we shou 
keep Republicans upon the roll of the House employés? I want the 
gentleman to say whether he thinks because a Republican office-holde: 
has seen fit to discharge Democrats that a Democratic office-holder sha! 
on that account retain Republicans. Is that what the gentleman means 
by his answer to the gentleman from West Virginia ? 

Mr. GIBSON. That is the logic of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I understand the gentleman from Ohio he com 
plains that because some public officer has been unmindful of fii: 
dealing, intolerant and proscriptive, therefore an officer of this Hous 
should be indifferent to the just claims of maimed soldiers who are now 
in the employment of the House. I have only this to say, that the 
proscriptive intolerance of no officer of the Government could justi!) 
this House in permitting any inconsiderate action to work to the pre} 


| udice of these disabled soldiers now in its employment so long as the! 


duties are faithfully performed. This House will fulfillits whole dus 
to these crippled veterans uninfluenced by partisan considerations. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to submit a word o: 
two. My recollection is, on a slight examination of this subject son 
years ago touching this soldiers’ roll, that the gentleman from Indiana 
is correct in his statement, and that as early as 1867 this roll, or what 
is known as the ‘‘soldiers’ roll,’’ was constituted. Upon the roll we: 
placed Union soldiers in the main armless, or at least having lost one 0: 
both arms, or one or both legs, and of both parties, and they so remaine:| 
of both parties until the time that the Democratic party came into powe: 
in this House in 1874. Shortly after that time, either in that or the nex 
Congress, under a Democratic House, there were some of these men r 
moved from the soldiers’ roll—I mean of the men who had lost an arm 
oraleg. When the Republican party came into power in the last Con 
gress these men were restored to the roll, and the roll as now consi: 
tuted, as I am informed and I think I am reliably informed, include- 
of the fourteen men belonging to both political parties, conscientious 
prompt, and efficient officers. So you may say that this roll, with the 
slight exception I speak of under the Democratic rule, has remaine:| 
substantially as it was constituted in 1867. 

Now, then, it is true that this provision was put into the bill upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], I grant you 
to the effect that men should not be removed except for cause, re 
ported to this House and approved by the House. That was the prop- 
osition the from North Carolina moved to strike out, bu! 
withdrew the amendment, and failing in that, a point of order being 








1885. 

a 
gentleman from West Virginia now proposes to abolish 
the soldiers’ roll altogether. 


sustained, the 


Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for a 


9 
mote CANNON. Let me get through with this sentence and then I 


will, Now, I can well understand why it was that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Ho~mAN] felt it was necessary with his feeling about it 
to put this clause in the law for the current year that these men should 
not be removed except for cause Teported to the House. He no doubt 
had a lively recollection of what had occurred heretofore in a Demo- 
eratic Congress. I was perfectly willing this should go in, and now 
being in and being necessary I desire it may stay and I propose to vote 
that it shall stay. BE 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did I not while this House was a Republican body 
seek to incorporate this same provision on this bill 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; the gentleman did. And I remember at | 
that time I objected, saying the Republican party did not need such a 
provision, because it had always protected these men on the roll. But 
now, I grant you, the provision is needed; and being needed, | propose 
for one to vote for it. 

Mr. HILL. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois one ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I ask him if the Democratic Doorkeeper discharged Re- 
publican soldiers whether he did not appoint in their place Demo- 
erats who had served equally well in the Army ? 

Mr. CANNON. I am not going into the discussion of that ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. HILL. But I want to gointoit. I want to know if any man 
was discharged by the Democratic Doorkeeper who was a Republican 
soldier unless a Democratic soldier was appointed in his place. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me answer the question, as the gentleman from 
Ohio has put it in my time. Let me answer the gentleman by saying 
that two Doorkeepers of a Democratic House so conducted themselves 
touching those and other matters that their party, being in a strong ma- 
jority, could not uphold and support them, and they were turned out. 

Mr. HILL. Not for that, however. The gentleman will be candid 
enough to say it was not for that reasonatall. And I will remind the 
gentleman Babcock was put out, too, and Belknap. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I came here to-night hoping we might 
proceed with the reading of this appropriation bill. Now, the gentle- 
men who offer this amendment are conscious of the fact that it can not 
possibly be adopted to-night. We might just as well stop here and 
settle that question once for all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us vote. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to say to the House that, having examined 
the provisions of the bill, I propose a modification of the amendment, 
so as to commence at the word ‘‘shall,’’ in line 300, the portion which 
I propose to strike out. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know how other 
gentlemen may feel about this subject. I think 

Mr, KEIFER. We must have this modification reported, so that we 
can understand exactly what the point is. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will report 
the amendment as modified. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let us understand what is to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, after the word “roll,” in line 300, the following 
“Shall not be subject to removal except for cause reported to and approved 


by the House.”’ 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KErrer] makes 
the point of order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I want to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order having been made, the gen- 
tleman from. West Virginia will address himself to the point of order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call for the regular order. Let there 
be a decision on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from West Virginia would change existing law 
and that it does not retrench expenditure. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Chair please to hear me on that subject ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That isthe same amendment, prac- 
tically, that was ruled out before. 
eae The Chair will hear the gentleman from West 

i s 

Mr. GIBSON. My purpose is to strike out not what is a law ina 
constitutional sense, nor what is considered a law in any legal sense. 
This is a mere proviso attached to a certain bill and attached to the 
compensation of certain officers. 

Now, a law must be general. 
that it shall be general. 





One of the first requisites of a law is 
It is nota law in any proper sense of the word 


that any set of people shall remain in office, and I submit the Chair is | 


stretching the idea of a law beyond any construction ever given toit by 





CONGRESSIONAL 


| eral in 





RECORD—HOUSE. 


1699 


any commentator on the subject if he says this is a law It is not gen 


to any other set of officers 
the gentleman from West Vir- 


its provisions 


The CHAIRMAN 


it does not apply 
Che ¢ 


HALT ASKS 


ginia if his amendment is to begin with the word ‘‘shall’’ after the 
word “roll ? 

Mr. GIBSON Yes, s 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman yutine himself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. GIBSON [ want to say that is not a law, because it is not gen 


eral in its application; and there can be no law that is not general in 


its application The very hornbooks of the law lay that down, and 
every man who ever studied law, commencing with Blackstone, will 
know that no provision which is not general in its application can be 


considered a law 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana 
him a question ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then it woul 
sume, for the Congress of the Unit: 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sit 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. bill, for instance ? 

Mr. GIBSON. Ah, yes, it would; but you could not put that spe- 
cial pension bill up against general legislation and say it was ‘‘ existing 
law.’’ 

Mr. KEIFER. It would be existing law for that 

Mr. GIBSON. I know it would be law for that case, but 
this is for general legislation; and now we undertake to bring in aspe- 
cial bill for a special purpose, and upon it to defeat general legislation 
[ have no desire to prolong discussion upon this subject, but I submit 
that the amendment is not obnoxious to the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point ot 
order. The Chair had the Clerk read a few minutes ago, when the point 
was made on this paragraph, the present law rhe language of the law 
is identical with the language of this paragraph of the bill under con- 
sideration. Therefore, to strike out the lines indicated by the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. GinsoN] would be to change existing 
law, would not retrench expenditures, and therefore it is obnoxious to 
the rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, although this may not be regarded 
as avery important matter, | desire to say a single additional word 
My friend from West Virginia [Mr. Gipson] I hope will remember, 
and I have no doubt he does, that the two Congressional caucuses which 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


i not be competent, I pre 
il act atall? 


a States to pass a sper 


\ special pension |! 


ense 


existing 


| organized this present Congress and the last, the first Republican and 


the 
should 


Demo- 
not be 


the last Democratic, both unanimously voted, or at least 
eratic caucus did, that the men on this soldiet 
removed 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. | 
take care of them. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
HOLMAN | desires to bring party politics into this matter, let 
a vote of the House on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


s roll 


remember that, and I propose to 


us have 


CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSION 
For three commissioners, at $3,500 each ) hief examiner, $.000: o 3 
retary, $2,000; one stenographer, $1,600: one clerk of class ! and nes 
senger, $840; in all, $19,140 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if the gentleman 


from Indiana | Mr. HOLMAN] would agree to pass over temporarily this 
portion of the bill, beginning with line 451, down to and including 
line 464. I am under the impression that the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts, Mr. LYMAN, who is absent at this time, desires to offer some 
amendments, and I think we shall save time by passing these 
over for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
here? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. RANDALL] 
will recollect that this session extending to 8 o’clock was not expected 
until late this afternoon 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 
asks unanimous consent to pass over the lines indicated by him, to be 
returned to later on Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not hear the suggestion of the g« 
Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. [ask unanimous consent to pass over the items re- 
lating to the Civil Service Commission, because I am under the impres- 
sion that the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. LYMAN, desires to 
offer some amendments, and I think we shall save time by passing 
these provisions now and returning to them after we finish the bill, 

Mr. KEIFER. They can be returned to at any time 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. No objection being made, it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


provisions 


Why is the gentleman from Massachusetts not 


That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to discontinue the appointment and services of officers at ports of entry 
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in all cases where for two successive years last past the revenues collected at | jn view especially the character of the duties to be performed—admiy 
such ports are less then the salary and expenses of the officers employed in the 


duties thereof: Provided, however, That the President may appoint a deputy col- 
lector at any such port in his discretion, who shall aan all the duties per- 
taining to such port, such deputies to receive only the fees collected thereat as 
compensation for their services; bat if at any such port such fees collected in 


uny one year shall exceed $1,500, such excess shall be paid into the Treasury ot 
the United States 


waters and shows of Lake Superior, and the rivers connected therewith, in the 
State of Minne ‘ota, and the harbor and city of Superior, with the bays of Saint 
Louis and Superior, and the rivers connected therewith, within the State of 
Wisconsin, in which district Duluth shall be the port of entry; and there shall 
be a collector who shall reside at Duluth, and a deputy collector who shall re- 
side at Superior. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire toask the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] if it would not be as well to pass over this 
paragraph at present and return to it later? It evidently needs con- 
siderable amendment before it shall be adopted by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have some amendments that I propose to offer to 
this paragraph, and I think myself that it would be as well to adopt 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEy]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will move to strike out the last word for the pur- 
pose of making a remark, unless the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN] will consent to pass the paragraph for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection. The understanding is that 
the whole paragraph, beginning with line 695 down to and including 
line 716, is passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Navigation: For Commissioner of Navigation, $3,600; twoclerksof 
class 4; additional to one clerk acting as deputy commissioner, 2200; one clerk 


of class 3; four clerks of class 2; three clerks of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; ten 
clerks, at $900 each; one assistant messenger; and one laborer; in all, $29,580. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend by striking out $3,600 and in- 
serting $4,000, as the salary of the Commissioner of Navigation. I make 
the motion for this reason, that 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the gentleman’s motion I reserve a 
point of order on the portion of the paragraph immediately following 
the place where this amendment comes in. It is liable to a point of 
order on the ground of changing existing law and increasing expendi- 
tures, and J reserve a point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let us understand this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] reserves a point cf order on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the act creating this bureau was 
passed at the last session of Congress and provided that the salary of 
the Commissioner of Navigation should be $4,000. Upon the unanimous 
report of a committee and by a two-thirds vote of both Houses this sal- 
ary was fixed ; and we ought not now in an appropriation bill to make 
this proposed reduction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the office of Commissioner of Navy- 
igation was created at the last session of Congress, and, as is ordinarily 
the case in legislating upon a distinetive branch of the public service, 
the salary of this oflicer was made disproportionate to other salaries. 
The salaries of all the auditors, including the Sixth Auditor, who has 
charge of one of the most important of all our bureans—and it can not 
be claimed that the duties of this Commissioner of Navigation are of a 
higher grade—the salaries of officers of this class are fixed at $3,600. 
It was thought proper that this salary should be made to correspond 
with the salaries of other officers of corresponding or higher grade. 

Besides, it was deemed desirable to have a deputy commissioner, and 
for this purpose to make an increase of $200, which we have done. As 
we have thus increased this one salary, the services of the officer being 
considered very valuable, and that provision being subject to a point 
of order, I trust my friend from Maine will at once see the impropriety 
of giving the salary of the head of this new bureau so great a prepon- 
derance over that of offices that have existed for many years. The effect 
of such disparity in pay is, as my friend must see, to create discontent 
in the publicservice. Here are at least six officers of the Government— 
I could mention a great many more, forty of them, officers of the same 
class as this—whose salaries are so much less that it naturally creates 
dissatisfaction. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
on this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I must say that the cutting down of the salary of 
the chief officer of this bureau to the extent of $400 and increasing by 
$200 that of the deputy did not very greatly distress me. It may be 
that the salary of the Commissioner of Navigation should be $4,000. But 
I doubt whether there is as much reason for giving that salary to this 
officer as for gtving it to the Sixth Auditor; and these auditors, as the 
gentleman from Indiana has well said, get but $3,600 each. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This subject was carefully investigated at the last 
session by the shipping committee who reported to the House the act 
by which this office was created. After considering the subject, taking 


1 withdraw my point of order. 
I reserve my point of order until the vote is taken 


istrative, not clerical like those of an auditor—the committee were 
unanimously of opinion that this salary ought to be fixed at $4,000, and 
Congress by a more than two-thirds vote adopted the recommendation o; 
that committee. In view of this action at the last session, it seems t., 


| me hardly proper that upon an appropriation bill we should now mak: 
That the eustoms-collection district of Duluth, Minn., shall comprise all the | 


this change in existing law by reducing the salary to $3,600. 

If the House after thorough consideration of the matter should se 
fit to change the law on this subject that would be a different question 
but I submit that the Committee on Appropriations, in view of the 
fact that this salary is fixed by law, had better consent that the amend 
ment be adopted and not undertake on a bill of this nature to make a 
reduction. The officer entered upon his duties with the understand- 
ing that the salary should be $4,000. It was.the understanding of the 
whole Shipping Committee that there should be appointed to and con- 
tinued in this position a man worthy of this salary—an administrativ, 
officer of high character and attainments—not a person competent 
merely to perform clerical duties. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY, there 
were—ayes 5, noes 22. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. KEIFER and Mr. HOLMAN (to Mr. DinGLey). Do not do 
that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am perfectly willing this paragraph should be 
passed over and considered hereafter by the House, but I do not fee] 
willing this salary should be reduced in this manner. 

Mr. RANDALL. TheCommittee on Appropriations has only equal- 
ized this salary with that of other officers performing duties of corre- 
sponding grade. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Shipping Committee and the two Houses at th 
last session thought that this salary was not too high. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Maine makes the point that 
no quorum has voted. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask by unanimous consent that this item be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman had better not object, as we can not 
go on if objection be made when there is no quorum present in the 
Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 22. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is perfectly apparent that there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When this bill is reported to the House I am per 
fectly willing that the gentleman from Maine shall have the floor to 
move to increase this salary, with the understanding in that event the 
others are to be put at what they are now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If I do that I wish to reserve the right of debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. For how much? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ten minutes for myself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I do not object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will state the point 
of order which he reserves on the balance of the section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make it now. 

Mr. KEIFER. 1am willing it should be passed over to be consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole, but I am not willing it should be 
passed over to be brought up after the bill has been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union back to th: 
House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is perfectly satisfactory to me to have the ques- 
tion decided in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
places. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will not object. 
We propose to get through with this bill to-night. 

Mr. KEIFER. You will have the yeas and nays in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will not cccupy much time in the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This question will not oceupy more than ten or 
fifteen minutes in the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We expect to get the bill through to-night. 

Mr. KEIFER. You can not when no quorum is present and objec- 
tion is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The same thing will occur on Monday. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is objection to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine. The tellers, Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. DINGLEY, will 
resume their 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say I will have to consent to anything, as I am 
told I am at their mercy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the section just read being 
passed over for the present, all points of order being reserved ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


The Chair appoints as tellers Mr. HOLMAN and 


As objection is made, the tellers will take their 


Pty ee any er ae 








CONGRESSIO 


- 


1885. 


The Clerk read as follows: tied ed ae 
i ; jrector, $4,500 ; examiner, $2,300 ; computer, $2,200; 
ne Of the Disaster: Pe scavante, $2,000; two clerks of class 3 two clerks 
ta os 2 "one of whew shall be a stenographer; two clerks of class 1; one 
translator, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 each; one messenger; two copyists; as- 
sistant in laboratory, $1,000; one helper, at $500; in all, $28,940. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is not that the Director of the Mint? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. | 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Should not that be stated. Is not that 
the proper designation of the officer, ‘*‘ Director of the Mint?”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has not been usual to insert it, but if the gen- | 
tleman prefers it I do not know that I will object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I suggest that the words ‘‘of the Mint”’ | 
be inserted after the word ‘‘ Director.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is the usual form, and it comes under the reg- 
ular heading. 

Mr. KEIFER. What heading? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The legal designation of that officer is 

8 

“‘ Director of the Mint,’’ and made so by the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend will find these abbreviations all the way 


s 











{ 


through. If you put it in you should say ‘‘ Director of mints.”’ 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am sure the title is ‘‘ Director of the 
Mint.”’ 


Mr. RANDALL. Youhad better look at it and see what the title is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves to insert the 
words ‘‘of the Mint’’ after the word ‘“‘ Director.’’ [Putting the ques- 
tion.}] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no feeling about it except that the 
proper designation of this office should be given. 

The question was again put, and decided affirmatively. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue: For Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
$6,000; one Segui, commissioner, $3,200; two heads of division, at $2,500 cach; 
four heads of division, at $2,250 each; one superintendent of stamp-vault, $2,000; 
one stenographer, $1,800; twenty-four clerks of class 4; twenty-five clerks of 
class3; thirty-four clerks of class 2; twenty-four clerks of class1; fourteen clerks, 
at $1,000 each; sixty-six clerks, at $900 each, and hereafter no vacancies shall be 
filled in the grade of clerks at $900 each in this bureau until the number is re- 


duced to fifty; two messengers; fourteen assistant messengers; and thirteen 
laborers; in all, $280,640 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 





I move to strike out that entire para- 


h. 
othe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized to debate the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. How much time have I ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My objection in the first place, Mr. 
Chairman, is to the expenditure annually of $5,000,000 to keep up the 
office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue. But my objection applies 
not only to the money which is taken out of the Treasury, but to the 
de ing influence which is felt throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. Asa means of raising revenue at the close of the war it 
might have been a necessity, but to-day when we see the political 
machinery, when we see the corrupting influence of this Bureau of In- 
ternal Revenue, when we see the arrests which are being made through- 
out the country, nominally for the purpose of collecting internal rev- 
enue, but really to protect a monopoly which has the control of this 
revenue, it becomes a serious question whether we should continue it 
or abolish it. I say the $5,000,000 of money to be spent annually to 
keep up this bureau is of the smallest consideration compared with the 
evil consequences which follow. 

When we think of the number of men being arrested in at least a | 
dozen States of this Union for the most trivial offenses, offenses which | 
are technically violations of the internal-revenue laws, and see these 
poor le dragged one hundred miles from their homes in consequence, | 
and and punished also by imprisonment, the question naturally 
arises in the minds of the American people what is it all for ? 

But we have seen within the last few weeks a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury put into the Treasury through influences, and that Secretary of the | 
Treasury daring to make a regulation, in violation of the law, in viola- | 
tion of the act of Congress, and in the face of a positive refusal of the | 
Forty-seventh Congress at both sessions, as well as a refusal of this Con- 

in its first session, toextend the honded period for millions of gal- 
ions which under this oppression is crushing out of existence the small 
manufacturers of whisky. We have seen this dragging of poor people 
hundreds of miles into the Federal courts, pretending that they must 
be protected because, forsooth, they were paying revenue. We have 
seen them come into Congress in the first instance asking sixty days’ 
extension of time, electing members of Congress and members of the 
United States Senate friendly to their extension, and then come into 

again and asking one year’s extension of time. 

‘ The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 


a ig rose. 


Mr. NELSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 
Mr. KEIFER. I wish to suggest to the gentleman in charge of the 


bill that it is now time that the committee should rise and an adjourn- | 


ment be had, in accordance with the agreement. 
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| submit propositions to certain parts of the bill. 


| preciate the importance of the prompt consideration of this bill. 


| myself if it be necessary. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that by unanimous consent we will be per- 
mitted to continue for an hour longer. 

Mr. KEIFER. I can not consent to that, because many members 
have gone away, in view of the agreement already made, who desire to 
It was understood by 
unanimous consent that we should adjourn at 8 o'clock, and it would 


| not be fair to those persons who agreed to that to extend this time in 


their absenc« 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
bill. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I object. 
sons here, as well as to those who are not here. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe committee will remain an hour longer I will 
consent that after the bill is completed those gentlemen who desire to 
offer amendments to preceding portions of the bill may have the privi 
lege of going back for that purpose if they desire. 
Mr. KEIFER. I think that could not done 


An hour longer would finish the reading of this 


It is unfair to the per- 


he under the agre« 


} ment. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What is the proposition ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That those gentlemen who desire hereafter to offer 
amendments may have the opportunity of doing so by going back in 
the bill after it is completed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Weill, say one-half hour longe: 
us to dispose of the greater part of the bill. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I shall object to any extension of 
time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


I do not think we ought to consent 


That will enable 


I want to say that gentlemen seem hardly to ap- 
There 
are naturally some changes in the bill, and it isimportant that it should 
soon be sent to the Senate. Itisa bill, notwithstanding the speed with 
which we are getting through with it, which contains many changes 
which must be considered. The Senate will necessarily occupy consid- 
erable time inits consideration and incorporate many additional amend- 
ments. The enrollment of the bill will take a longtime. The com- 
mittee of conference will have so many matters to consider that it 
ought certainly to get to the Senate at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think, in viewe¢ the fact that the gentleman 
from Indiana has awakened to the urgency of the occasion, we ought 
not to go to sleep upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill will not take very much longer to conclude 
the reading of it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I think weshould have some mercy 
upon the clerks as well as upon ourselves. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will take the place of one of the clerks and read 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I shall object to the reader. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the clerks prefer to go on now with 
the reading. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I want to hear the reatling of this 
bill myself. I have staid here all day and have not been out of the 
House a moment. I simply propose to object to any extension of time 
to-night. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 


We are, of course, at the mercy of my friend from 


The arrangement was distinctly 


| made that we were to adjourn at 8 o'clock. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] de- 
sires unanimous consent to print some remarks upon this bill. 
_ There was no objection. 
Mr. KEIFER. I move that the committee do now ris 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rese; and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE having 
| taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported th? 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having 
| had under consideration the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


} 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House now ta 


ke a recess until 10 
o’clock on Monday next 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8% o’clock p.m.) the 
House fook a recess until 10 o'clock cn Monday) 
AFTER RECESS. 
The recess having expired, the House, at 10 o’clock 2. m. (Monday, 


February 16), reassembled. 


ORDER O| 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Task unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 

table for present consideration the bill (S. 1915) to remove the politi 
| eal disabilities of J. D. Johnson. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. The hour 
| set apart for motions to fake up for consideration bills or resolutions on 
| any of the Calendars of the House or on the Speaker’s table has not 
| yetbeen reached. The gentleman can only ask unanimous consent for 
| the reference of a bill or resolution to a committee or to dispose of Sen- 


BUSINESS. 
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ate amendments to House bills. Does the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] claim the floor? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Would it be in order now to ask 
for the reading of the rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
that portion of the special rule which refers to requests for unanimous 
consent 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, and directs the Clerk to read the last clause 
of the special rule. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Provided, That while this order remains in force the Speaker shall not enter- 
tain any requests for unanimous consent to consider any bill or resolation at 


any other time than herein provided; but he may entertain such requests to 


refer bills or resolutions to committees or to dispose of Senate amendments to 
bills which have passed the House 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN ] is recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had supposed the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors were to proceed with the consideration of their bill this morning; 
but if that is not the purpose I will move that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills, my object being to resume 
the consideration of the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Before that motion is put I desire tomake 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. When it was unanimously agreed that 
the House should take a recess until 10 o’ clock this morning, was it also 
agreed that an adjournment should be had before 11 o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MILLs] entered an objection to the agreement 
that there should be an adjournment before 11 o’clock. The Chair will 
ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] whether he intends to 
have it understood that there shall be an adjournment before 11 0’ clock? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no purpose myself in regard to that. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope we may have that understand- 
ing. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
ing. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Unless such an agreement can be made 
now I suspect no business can be done this morning, although I should 
regret exceedingly to interpose any kind of obstacle to the transaction 
of the business of the House. Why shouid that agreement not be made 
now by unanimous consent ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we should have a morning hour to-day. 

Mr. BUCKNER. As I understand it, the question is whether or not 
there was an agreement on the part of the House that there should be 
an adjournment to-day before 11 o’clock. 

Mr. HARDEMAN,. My recollection is that when the recess until 
this morning was suggested the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Sio- 
cuM] objected, unless there should be an adjournment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
exactly what took place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I have no objection to that being the understand- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana will please state his 
motion again, and the Chair will submit it to the House for consent. 

Mr. HoLMAN. My motion is that by unanimous consent the order now pend- 
ing shall be superseded, and that the House shall continue in session until 8 


o'clock, and that a recess shall be taken from 8 o’clock to-night until 10 o'clock 
on Monday. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
from Indiana’ 


Mr. Perkins, There will be no objection with the understanding that the 
House at five minutes before 11 adjourn. 


Mr. Houmay, | have no objection to that. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana? 


Mr. Mrius, Does that require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, It does. 

Mr. Mii1s. Then I object. 

Mr. Browns, of Indiana. Regular order. 

Mr. O’Neriu, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House adjourn. 


Mr. Houtman. I hope the House will not adjourn. We can devote two hours 
ow to the legislative bill. 


Mr. Lone and others demanded the regular order. 


Mr. Rewp, of Maine. 1 think we ought to give two hours to the appropriation 
bill this evening. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the motion. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask now that it shall be unanimously 
agreed that the House shall adjourn before 11 o’clock. Unless that 
shall be agreed to I shall feel bound to call for a vote on the motion 
that the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection to that agreement being made. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] moves that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills; and pending that, he asks that it shall be 
agreed that at five minutes before 11 o'clock the committee shall rise 


objection to the request of the gentleman 


ternal-revenue business to dispose of it. 


The Clerk will read from the Ruconp | 
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and the House shall adjourn. 
The Chair hears none. 

The motion of Mr. HoLMAN was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia [M 
BLOUNT] will please take the chair in the absence of the gentleman 
| from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], who was presiding in Committee of 

| | the Whole House on the state of the Union during the consideration 
of the legislative bill. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk commenced to read the paragraph headed *‘ Collecting in- 
ternal revenue,’’ on line 1080. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire toask unanimous consent to Zo bav! 
to page 11, in order that I may offer an amendment at line 243. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [{ M: 
ERMENTROUT] to wait until we get through with the bill and then 
go back. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 


Is there objection? [After a pause. } 


It is a good time when we have reached the in- 
Let the Clerk read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not desire that we shall go back at this time 
to a former part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it agreed that when the reading of the bill is 
completed the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT] shal! 
have leave to go back to offer an amendment on page 11? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no such agreement at this time. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the Clerk read on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLman] 
objects to an agreement at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, Mr. Chairman; I simply say that there is no 
general agreement to go back at this time, but I have no objection to 
going back at the proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Office of Publication of Records of the Rebellion: For two clerks of class 
4; two*clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; three clerks of class 1; five copy- 
ists, at $900 each ; one foreman of printing, at $1,600; one pressman, $1,200; five 


compositors, at $i, 000 each ; two copy-holders at $900 each; two assistant mes 
sengers ; two watchmen ; and one laborer, at $600; in all, $29,380. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to amend this paragraph by inserting, in 
line 1692, after the word ‘‘ For,’’ the words, *‘ one agent, $2,000; ”’ and 
by striking out of line 1700 the words “ twenty-nine ’’ and insert- 

| ing ‘*thirty-one.”’ 

That will simply restore the law to its promt condition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I now ask unanimous consent that 
when the bill shall have been read through we may be permitted to 
go back for the purpose of making a few corrections. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered 
The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

General Land Office: For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 4,000; 
one assistant commissioner, to be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, who shall be authorized to sign such letters 
papers, and documents and to perform such other duties as may be directed b) 
the Commissioner, and shall act as Commissioner in the absence of that office: 
or in case of a vacancy in the office of Conmmissioner, $3,000 ; chief clerk , $2,250 
two law clerks, at $2,000 each ; recorder, $2,000; three ins rs of surveyors 
general and district iand-offices, to be appointed by the retary of the Inte- 
rior, at $2,000 each ; tree principal clerks, at $1,800 each ; forty clerks of class 4 
fifty-six clerks of class 3; sixty-seven clerks of class 2; seventy-three clerks of 
class 1 ; fifty-one clerks, at $1,000 each ; and fi roo copyists, at $900 each ; eight 


assistant messengers; twelve laborers ; and six packers, at $720 each ; in al! 
| $490,850. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last word of 
this paragraph, and I wish to ask the gentleman [Mr. HoLMAaNn] who 
has charge of this bill a question: Why do you make a difference of a 
thousand dollars between the salary of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and the salary of the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is simply one of the irregularities that oc- 
curred in the last session. The one salary was run up out of propor- 
tion; that is all. It was inevitable—that is to say, both Houses agreed 
to it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There was no reason why it should be 
done? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. On the contrary, there was very good rea- 
son why it should not be done; but Congress did it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw the pro forma amendment 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

That a committee couaieting of five members-elect of the Forty-ninth Co: 


greas, to be appointed by the er of the House of Representatives, shal!. 
during the recess of Congress, a into and invest igate the expenditure of 
appropriations for Indian schools and the speeetion « = ndians, the established 
stem of such schools or education, and w changes should be made 
Said committee shall also inquire into ato the xpenditure of ae mene: 

for the Yellowstone Park and the administration of the laws cable to said 
park, whether any change should be made in said laws or the ndary of the 
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be taken to make of practical benefit and 
~ what stops, eecitle domain. That said committee have power to 
hat portion ppropriations meutioned herein are expended, and in 
. > rized to use Government conveyances and means 
deine 6 they are hosel ones shall have power to send for persons and 
of ae t Loint # clerk, and may report by bill or otherwise to the Forty- 
papers and So Spt The expense of said committee, and of witnesses that may be 
ante i before it shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
anerepeasee on the draft of the chairman of said committee, in sums not 


exceeding $1,000 at any one time. | 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of | 
order upon that paragraph that it changes existing law and does not | 
retrench expenditures. | 
{ 


park, ar 
utility t 
visit the places where @ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is unquestionably new legisla- 
tion, but under the present condition of the Indian service several 
million dollars are being expended annually for these Indian schools. 
There never has been a thorough investigation by Congress of the con- 
dition of those scho ls, their locations, the necessity for them, or the 
mode of their management, and it has been deemed exceedingly desira- 
ble to inquire carefully into that subject with a view to legislation by 
the next Congress. Therefore, while this provision is new legislation, 
and involves an expenditure of $5,000, I still think that upon reflec- 
tion my friend from Alabama (Mr. Hewitt] will see the propriety of 
our trying to obtain some reliable data upon which to predicate legis- 
lation upon this subject at the next session. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am perfectly willing to withdraw the 

int of order so far as regards visiting the Indian schools. I am will- 
ing that the paragraph shall be amended by striking out the provision 
with reference to the National Park. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt]. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that, so far as the House is concerned, we have had no inquiry into 
the condition of that park or the necessity for it—I do not mean the 
necessity for it, because the maintenance of the park is now an estab- 
lished policy, but I mean as to the requirements of its management. 
We have already, at the present session, changed the boundaries of the 
park, and we are appropriating this year a very considerable sum of 
money for its improvement. Therefore, while it might not be desira- 
ble to appoint a committee on the part of the House, or a joint com- 
mittee, especially for this purpose, it seems to me that it may be well, 
inasmuch as the committee which visits the Indian schools can very 
readily perform this additional duty, to have the proposed investigation 
made, and I think that if the provision as to the inquiry into the state 
of the Indian schools is allowed to stand the other had better stand 
also. I trust, therefore, in view of the large expenditure that is now 
being made upon the park, that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HEWITT] will withdraw his objection to the amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and other members of the committee seem to 
think it important to provide for this investigation, and seem to believe 
that it will do good, I withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


Pension Office: For compensation of the Commissioner of Pensions, $5,000: 
first deputy commissioner, $3,600; second deputy commissioner, $3,600; chief 
clerk, $2,500; assistant chief clerk, $2,000; medical referee, $3,000 ; assistant medi- 
cal referee, $2,250; two qualified surgeons, who shall be experts in their profes- 
sion, at $2,000 each ; eighteen medical examiners, who shall be surgeons of edu- 
cation, skill and experience in their profession, at $1,800 each; twelve chiefs of 
division, at $2,000 each ; law clerk, $2,000; forty-five principal examiners for re- 
view board, at $2,000 each ; twenty-four assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each : 
seventy-five clerks of class 4; one hundred clerks of class 3; four hundred clerks 
of class 2; four hundred clerks of class 1; two hundred and twenty clerks, at 
$1,000 each ; one superintendent of buildings, $1,400; two engineers, at $1,200 each: 
one hundred and thirty copyists; twenty messengers: twenty messenger-boys, 
at $400 each ; twenty-five watchmen, and twenty-five laborers ; fivacharwomen, 
at $400 each ; in all, $1,954,650. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to strike out in line 2061 the 
word ‘‘ five’’—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The time has about expired that was 
to be devoted to this business this morning, and when the committee 
is to rise according to the agreement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my colleague [Mr. BrowNeE] will allow this 
paragraph to be finished. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If thereis to be no advantage taken on 
the question of time I have no objection. 

_Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; it is understood that the committee will 
rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] 
withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. [If it is understood unanimously that 
the committee will rise before 11 o’clock I have no objection to finish- 


ing this ph. 

The CHATEM AN, It will beso ordered if there is no objection. The 
Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from Alabama will proceed 
with his amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. In line 2061, I move tostrike out “‘five”’ 
and insert ‘‘four.’’ 
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The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report theamendment just offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] 

The Clerk proceeded to read the smendment as above stated 

Mr. HOLMAN Mr. Chairman, | now moves 
ment, that the committee rise 

The CHAIRMAN As many as are in favor of the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] will say ay (fter a pause 
The ayes seem to have it 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘A division 

The CHAIRMAN A division is called for 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the com 
mittee must rise under the order of the House without a vote 

Mr. ELLIS. I would like to have that order read 

The CHAIRMAN As many as are in favor of the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HoLMAN] will rise and be counted 

Mr. HAMMOND (during the vote [ rise to a point of order. Be 
fore the present occupant of the chair came in unanimous consent was 
given that at five minutes before 11 o'clock the committee should rise. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The committee should now rise, in ac- 
cordance with the order of the House 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McMILLIN The present occupant of the 
chair has no knowledge of the matter referred to; but if the statement 
of the gentleman from Georgia be correct the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. ELLIS. Let the order be read 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the order of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. The vote now being taken will settle the question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. HotMAN moved to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to consider general appropriation bills, pending which, 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent it was ordered that said 


committee rise at five minutes to 11 o'clock, and that the House shall then ad- 
journ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
is well taken; and the hour having arrived for the committee to rise, 
the House will resume its session. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. 
BLACKBURN | having resumed the chair, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8179) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, by order of the House as 
I understand, and I make the question of order—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana moves 
that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 58 
minutes a. m., Monday, February 16) the House adjourned 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


according to the agree 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of such bills as will reimburse that State for interest paid on 
moneys expended during the late war—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Four petitions of citizens of Long Island and New 
York, N. Y., asking legislation for the suppression of Mormonism—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ( 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
asking that the States may be reimbursed for all sums by them expended 
in defense of the United States—to the same comunittee. ‘ 

3y Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of Clara H. 
Flower, of Rapides Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania (approved by the governor), requesting the representatives in 
Congress from Pennsylvania to secure the passage of House bill 2463-— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Memorial from the city council of Olympia, 
Wash., asking an appropriation for improving the harbor of that 
city—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of citizens of East Washington Territory and Oregon, 
asking an appropriation for the improvement of the Columbia River— 
to the sdme committee. 

sy Mr. W. W. BROWN: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania, requesting Senators and Members of Congress from that State to 
support the bill restoring direct tax to the several States entitled thereto, 
as provided by Senate bill 2000—to the Committee on Claims 

3y Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Pratt & Co. and 25 other firms and 
business houses of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the passage of the bill to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of George Scoville, of Chicago, IIL, 
recommended by circuit and district judges of the United States and 
judges of the several courts of Illinois, for compensation in making de- 
fense in the Guiteau trial—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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By Mr. EVANS: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in 
faver of such bills as will reimburse that State for interest paid on 
moneys expended during the late war—to the Committee on Claims. 

sy Mr. FIEDLER: Petition of William W. Broadhead, J. N. Mc- 


Cracken, Horace Carter, and about 200others, citizens of New Jersey, re- | 
questing legislation on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the 
passage of a law to suppress Mormonism—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papersrelating to the claims of Rhoda Ewing and 
of James Pinkston, of Cherokee County, Alabama—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

sy Mr. GARRISON (by request): Petition for a monument to Rich- 
ard Henry Lee, of Virginia—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Elise Marsteller, of Prince William County, 
Virginia, asking for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army daring the late war—to the Committee on War 
Claims 

Also, petition for an appropriation of $25,000, for alight-house on Old 
Plantation Shoals, Northampton County, Virginia—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of John Waldron, of Huntington, W. 
Va., asking reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, in relation to increasing the pension of one-armed 
and one-legged Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S10D8. 

Also, petition of John Ross Post, No. 113, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Monticello, Wis., praying for the purchase of Miss Ransom’s por- 
trait of General George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Petition from James C. Taylor Post, No. 165, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Algona, lowa, praying Congress to 
purchase Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of a bill to reimburse certain 
States for moneys advanced tothe United States and interest thereon— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition from C. J. Bassett Post, No. 56, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Allegan, Mich., asking Congress to purchase 
Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Petition of Thomas L. Humphreys and L. C. 
Hors, asking that their claims may be referred to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Rev. W. G. Stewart and others, 
citizens of Rochester and Freedom, Pa., praying for early additional 
legislation against the evil of Mormonism—to the Committee on. the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petitions of Thomas Trundle and Thomas R. 
Mitchell, of the State of Maryland, for compensation for property taken 
and used by the United States Army during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of John Chapman, asking compensa- 
tion for work and labor performed for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Ms. MANZANARES: Twelve petitions of citizens of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, for a session of the Legislature—to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of P. C. McIntosh and 22 others, citizens 
of Owen County, Indiana, for repeal of all laws limiting the arrears of 
pensions—to the Select Committee on Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Remonstrance of citizens of New York against 
the passage of the so-called ‘‘ freedom of worship’’ bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., asking legislation for 
the suppression of Mormonism—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. J.O°’NEILL: Petition of exhibitors at the World’s Expo- 
sition at New Orleans for additional aid from the Government—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of A. W. Hicks, praying for payment 
of amount due him for services and now unpaid—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of 25 citizens of Brady’s Bend, Pa., ask- 
ing for the appropriation of $268,000 for the improvement of the Alle- 
ghany River and tributaries—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of 105 citizens of Brookville, Pa., praying for legisla- 
lation on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of G. W. Margraves, administrator 
of Absalom Robinson, deceased, of Claiborne County, Tennessee, asking 
reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Petition from John Sedgwick Post, No. 4, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Keene, N. H., praying Congress to 
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purchase Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Petition of Rev. R. P. H. Vail, of Stamford 
Conn., and others, for action upon the Mormon question—to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. C. R. SKINNER: Petition of A. F. Barker and 26 others, o{ 
Clayton, N. Y., asking that the United States shall acquire title to th: 
two canals connecting Portage Lake, Michigan, with Lake Superior, and 


| make the same free of tolls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, of R. G. Keyes ani 36 others, of Watertown, N. Y., on the 


| Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania, asking Congress to reimburse the State for interest 
paid on money borrowed for the United States Government in 156] 
and 1862—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of 48 citizens of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the Spanish treaty—to the Con 


| mittee on Ways and Means. 


sy Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Papers relating to the petition of Mary J. 


Dickson, for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of citizens of Attica, N. Y., asking ac- 
tion by Congress upon the so-called Mormon question—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, asking Congress to pass the bill to increase the pensions of one- 
armed and one-legged Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr.C. A.SUMNER: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 


| California, urging Congress to make an appropriation for a Signal Serv- 


ice station on Mount Tamalpais, near the Bay of San Francisco, in said 
State—to the Committee on Appropriations. , 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of David Bradley and others, for aid to 
the Cotton Centennial Exposition—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of citizens of New York, asking 
legislation on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WARD: Petition of Johanna Schilling, praying for increase 
of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of citizens and clergymen of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., relative to the Mormon question—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Petition of Jacob Glasanar, of Mazeppa, 
Wabash County, Minnesota, for a pension—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, asking Congress to pass the bill to increase the pensions of one- 
armed and one-legged Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition from George H. Bell Post, No. 53, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Wisconsin, urging purchase by Congress of 
Miss Ransom’s portrait of General George H. Thomas—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Of citizens of Ada, of Haddain, of Frankfort, 
and of Albion, Iowa. 

3y Mr. BEACH: Of citizens of Fremont Centre, of Summitville, of 
Haverstraw, and of Grahamsville, N. Y. 

By Mr. BLAND: Of citizensof Dent, of Miller, and of Osage Counties, 
Missouri. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of A. L. Harman and others, citizens of Ma- 
chiasport, Me. 

By Mr. F. B. BREWER: Of citizens of Humphrey, Cattaraugus 
County, and of Ripley, N. Y. 

By Mr. BURNES: Of numerous citizens of Buchanan County, of 
Saint Joseph, of Oregon, Holt County, and of Andrew County, Mis- 
souri. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Saxton, Pa. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Of W. H. Smith, 8. B. Brown, and about 100 
others, of Saint Clair; of John Allmard, Emanuel Mandel, and about 100 
others, of Mount Clemens; of W. H. Pace, Albert Dove, and about 60 
others, of Thornton; and of Charles Conat, A. M. Hodges, and about 
100 others, of Memphis, Mich. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Of citizens of Cherokee and Pickens Counties, 
Georgia. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Of B. Wright and 45 others, citizens of Lacka- 
wanna County, and of C, D. Sanderson and 126 others, citizens of Dick- 
son City, Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 250 citizens of Upper Tygart, Ky. : 
of 147 citizens of Pine Springs, Ky. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Of citizens of Fleming, Centre County, and of 
Jefferson Line, Clearfield County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Oceana County, of Branch, M:- 
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son County, of Boyle, of Manton, of Free Soil, of Kalkaska County, and 
* By Mr eae ERY: Of citizens of Mercer County, Missouri. 

By Mr. GREEN: Of 65 citizens of Wilmington, N.C. ; 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Of C. R. Parsons, H. Brown, 8. C. MceGlock- 
lin, and others, of Rochester, N. Y., and of O. D. Johnson, Nathan J. 
Austin, A. W. Wilbur, and others, of Brockport, N. Y. 

Also, of Albert A. Tappen, John Quigley, David Sterns, and other 
citizens of Churchville, N. Y. _ ‘ 5 , 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of citizens of Omro, of Appleton, of Menasha, 
of Neenah, of Pilot Knob, and of Arlington, Wis. _ ; 

By Mr. HALSELL: Of Wiley Griggan, B. B. Hawkins, J. W. Church, 
and others, citizens of Monroe, Warren, and Mecklenburg Counties, Ken- 
eS hr. HANBACK: Of Henry Underwood and 40 others, of Pleasant 
Plains; of T. B. Dicker and 40 others, from Mankato; of John T. Burnes 
and 20 others, of Golden Belt; of Daniel Boughman and 50 others, of 
Shibboleth; of William McKinney and 50 others, of Lenora; of John 
Ruby and 20 others, of Slate; of O. F. Smith and 150 others, of Os- 
borne, ind of W. H. H. Reynolds and 20 others, of Custer and Stewart, 

S. 
oy Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of J. C. Adams and 134 others, citi- 
zens of La Porte. City, Black Hawk County; of E. Johnson and &8 
others, citizens of Shell Rock, Butler County, and of Z. T. Shaw and 
9 others, citizens of Clarksville, Butler County, Iowa. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of citizens of Dixon, Lee County, and 
of Princeton, Bureau County, Illinois. 

By Mr. HILL: Of J. J. Whitacre and 29 others, of Wood County; of 
J. A. Gleason and 10 others, of Van Wert County; of Samuel Shisler 
and 20 others, of Oakwood; of J. F. Wilson and 136 others, of Van Wert 
County; of Henry Schmick and 100 others, citizens of Defiance County; 
of James P. Watson and 84 others, of Henry County; of William Shever 
and 205 others, of Holgate, Henry County; and of Alex. McConkey and 
60 others, citizens of Farmer, Ohio. 





soldiers of South English, Keokuk County; of J. H. Ford and 75 others, 
citizens of Livermore; and of Eugene Coates and 63 others, ex-soldiers 
and citizens of Radcliffe, Iowa. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Of Abraham Wood and otheis, of Alto, Kent 
County, Michigan; of L. C. Gaver and 67 others, of Minneapolis, Minn. ; 
of W.S. Pardee and 44 others, citizens of Allegan; of John Pennington 
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| citizens of Galena, Floyd County; 


| Christian, and of Stonington, Christian Counties, Illinois. 


By Mr. HOLMES: Of J. F. White and 79 others, citizens and ex- | 








3y Mr. PATTON: Of 23 citizens of Worthington, of 103 citizens of 
Cookport, of 42 citizens of Goheenville, of 63 citizens of Blanket Hill, 
of 17 citizens of Putneyville, of 8 citizens of Manorville, Armstrong 
County; of 63 citizens of Reedsburg, of 63 citizens of Brookville, of 90 
citizens of Fairmount City, Clarion County, and of 68 citizens of In- 
diana County, Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. PETERS: Of J. S. Richardson and 18 others, ex-soldiers of 
Rush, of J. K. Baird and 60 ex-soldiers of Ness, of 173 ex-soldiers, of 
71 ex-soldiers, and of 119 ex-soldiers of Harvey County; and of citizens 
of Edwards Counties, Kansas. 

By Mr. POLAND: OfC. A. Kittridge and others, of Walden; of R. 
E. Edsin and 91 others, of Andover; of John A. Wheeler and others, of 
Irasburg, and of David H. Hudson and others, of East Haven, Vt. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of William M. Shepard and 103 others, of El Paso: 
of J. B. Towers and others, of Saint Croix Falls; of Clark W. Brown 
and 25 others, of Ellsworth; of James Cameron and 56 others, of Clark 
County, and of James T. Austin and 59 others, of Melrose, Wis. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Of citizens of Crawford, of Mills, and of {Mont 
gomery Counties, lowa. 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Of citizens of South New Berlin, and of Cannons- 
ville, Delaware County, N. Y. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of Richard Arnold and 122 others, of Ashland, I]. 

By Mr. RYAN: Of citizens of Cowley, of McPherson, of Barton, of 
Chautauga, of Shawnee, of Sumner, of Osage, of Pawnee, of Reno, 
of Rice, of Butler, and of Wabaunsee Counties, Kansas. 

By Mr. C. R. SKINNER: Of 71 citizens of Dolgeville; of James W 
W. Thompson and 50 others, citizens of Clayton, and of James W. Van 
Slyke and 50 others, citizens of Antwerp, N. Y. 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of 30 citizens, of Dallas Centre, 
County, lowa. 

{lso, of 77 citizens of Swan, Marion County, and of 54 citizens of 
Newbern, Marion County, Iowa. 
By Mr. SPRINGER: Of citizens of Minier, Tazewell; of Edinburg, 


Dallas 


By Mr. STEELE: Of C. Harlan and 107 others, of Geneva, and of 
Jacob Young and 114 others, of Warren, Ind. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Of James M. Duffin and 260 others, citi- 
zens of West Fork, Crawford County; of James L. Miller and 49 others, 
of W. J. Hardy and 53 others, citi- 
zens of Lexington, Scott County, and of John Jackson and 162 others, 
citizens of New Albany, Ind. 





and 44 others, citizens of Ionia County; of Miles Parks and 64 others, 
citizens of Smyrna, and of J. E. Weber and 64 others, citizens of Coop- 
ersville, Mich. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Of L. S. H. Higley and others, of Pottersville; of 
John C. Shaw and others, of Olmsteadville; of C. M. Peas and others, of 
Crown Point Centre, and of Harvey Robbins and others, of Horican, N.Y. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of D. F. McKinnon and 39 others, of Logansville, 
Ohio. 

Also, of Henry C. Laybourn and 41 others, of Lagonda,Clarke County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of ex-soldiers of Folsomville, Ind. 


By Mr. McCOID: Of citizens of Louisa, of Jefferson, and of Lee | 


Counties, Towa. 
By Mr. McCORMICK: Of 267 citizens of Jackson County, Ohio. 


Also, of 65 citizens of Gallia County; of 81 citizensof Hocking County, | 


of 73 citizens of Scioto County, and of 137 citizens of Gallia County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. MANZANARES: Of citizens of Deming, Albuquerque, and 
of Santa Fé, N. Mex. 

By Mr. MATSON: Of David Steers and 61 others, citizens of Hen- 
dricks County; of H. Axom and 62 others, citizensof Brown County, and 
of James T. Knowland and 59 others, citizens of Bartholomew County, 
Indiana. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of citizens of Winthrop, of Norway, of Liver- 
more, and of Monmouth, Me. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Of 150 citizens of Nevada, of J. W. Gardner and 
30 others, citizens of Osceola, and of citizens of Rich Hill, Mo. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of. J. G. Doane and 143 others, of Leavenworth; 
of William Folger and 333 others, of Sabetha; of A. A. Holmes and 
229 others, of Hiawatha; of M. A. Quigley and 24 others, of Robin- 
son; of H. Hilbert and 40 others, of Corning, and of H. P. Woodward 
and 62 others, of Wamego, Kans. 

By Mr. MORSE: Of 32 citizens of Boston, of citizens of Cochituate, 
Middlesex County, and of Hudson, Middlesex County, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. MOULTON: Of 100 citizens of Irving, and of 200 citizens of 
Bethany, Il. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Of J. B. Morgan and 99 others, of Davenport; of 
William Paul and 30 others, of Onslow, and of John W. Weaver and 80 
others, of Wilton, Iowa. 

By Mr. NEECE: Of citizens of 
Island Counties, Illinois. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of citizens of Mille Lac, of Otter Tail, of Crow 
Wing, and of Stearns Counties, Minnesota. 

By Mr. PAIGE: Of Robert 8. Jackson and others, of Pleasant Home, 
Wayne County, Ohio. 


Mercer, of Hancock, and of Rock 


| Woodbury County; of A. Laughlin and 66 others, citizens of Woodbury 


By Mr. STRAIT: Of Peter H. Gunn and 32 others, citizens of Benson, 
Swift County; of Jacob Ballyett and 45others, citizens of Millersburg, 
Rice County; of Allen W. Clark and 18 others, citizensof Darrel, Meeker 
County; of F. P. Twitchell and 44 others, citizens of Appleton; of Frank 
Akers and 54 others, citizens of Watertown, and of D. P. R. Strang and 
13 others, citizens of New London, Minn. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of J. C. Rutheroff and 15 others, citizens of 


County; of D. W. Wood and 6 others, citizens of Plymouth County; 
of G. W. Johnson and 118 others, citizensof Sac County: of D. C. Chap- 
| man and &7 others, citizens of O’Brien County, and of J. C. Coleman 
and 28 others, citizens of Dickinson County, Iowa. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of citizens of Chardon, of Hiram, of Gar- 
| rettsville, and of Fullerton, Ohio. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Of 68 citizens of Massac, of 27 citizens of William- 
son County, of 80 citizens of Randolph, and of 63 citizens of Alexander 
Counties, Illinois. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of 541 citizens of the nineteenth Congres- 
sional district of Illinois. 

By Mr. WAIT: Of citizens of Putnam, of Danielsonville, and of Wil- 
limantic, Conn. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Of 44 citizens of Nobles County; of 20 citi- 
zens of Lyon County; of 79 citizens of Murray County; of 123 citizens 
of Nobles County, and of 28 citizens of Waseca County, Minnesota. 

3y Mr. A. J. WARNER: Of B. F. Stover and others, citizens and ex- 
soldiers of McConnellsville; of Theo. F. Davis and 63 others, citizens of 

Marietta; of John Wight and others, citizens of Athens, and of Samuel 
M. Graham and others, ex-soldiers, of Bloomington, Mouroe County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Of H.W.Gilbert and 127 others, citizens of Weep- 
ing Water, and of W. S. Allen and 69 others, citizens of Dawson, Nebr. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Of 125 citizens of Chatfield, of Brownsdale, 
of Hokah, of Genoa, and of Mantorville, Minn. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Of James M. Logan, James W. Tobin, and 
45 others, citizens and soldiers of Brighton; of Laban Sherd and 30 
others, of Onondaga; of Frederick A. Stowe and 70 others, citizens of 
Fowler, and of Harvey Peak and 70 others, citizens of Davisburg, 
Mich. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Of 207 citizens of La Crosse, Sauk, Juneau 
Monroe, and Richland Counties, Wisconsin. 

3y Mr. WORTHINGTON. Of Cyrus Johnson and 196 others, of 
Peoria County, and of C. E. Jordan and others, of Castleton, Ill. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Of David Page and 43 others, citizens of Sturgis; of 
George Moak and 63 others, citizens of White Pigeon, and of George Mc- 
Gaffey and 39 others, citizens of Union, Mich. 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 14, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
E. D. Huntiey, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of Dakota, praying for the passage of the Mexican war pen- 
sion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Emma M. Cahill, of George- 
town, D. C., praying compensation for damages to her property caused 
by public works in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, reciting that— 

Whereas the act of Congress of July 27, 1861, and the joint declaratory reso- 
lution of March 8, 1862, provided for the reimbursement of the States for all 
sums by them expended in defense of the United States. 

And favoring the passage of a bill authorizing the settlement of the 
claims of States under such laws. Ido not know to what committee 
this resolution should be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that the paper he has presented is only a print, a 
copy. If there be no objection, the paper will be received. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was forwarded to me from the governor’s office, 
and I suppose that it was printed there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented petitions of the Journal and Messen- 
ger, of Cincinnati, Ohio; the Republican, of Findlay, Ohio, and the 
Manchester (Ohio) Signal, praying for the reduction of postage on 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of John G. Thompson, late Sergeant- 
at-Arms of the House of Representatives, praying an appropriation for 
the payment of a judgment rendered against him in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petition of Patrick E. Murphy, 
the publisher of a paper called the Little Crusader, in Columbus, Ohio, 
praying that Sunday-school publications be transmitted free through the 
mail, or if not that they be carried through the mails at a reduced rate. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

Joint resolution in relation to increasing the pensions of one-armed and one- 
legged Union soldiers. 


Whereas there is now pending before Congress H. R. No. 7168, a bill relating 
te the inerease of pensions to one-armed and one-legged Union soldiers : There- 

ore, 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress are hereby requested to use their utmost influence in aid- 
ing the passage of said bill. 

Purther resolved, That his excellency the governor be, and is hereby, requested 
to forward a copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives 


in Congress 
SAM, 8S. FIFTELD, 
President of the Senate. 
HIRAM. O. FAIRCHILD, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


or WISCONSIN, 
Department of State, ss: 
To all to whom these presents shall come : 


1, Ernst G. Timme, secretary of state of the State of Wisconsin, do hereb 
certify that the foregoing has been compared by me with the original in this 
office, and that the same is a true and correct copy thereof, and of the whole 
of such original. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal, at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this 9th day of February, in the year 


of our Lord 1885. 
(seau.} ERNST G. TIMME, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MAHONE presented a petition of citizens of Richmond, Va., in 
favor of the passage of the contract-labor bill now pending in the Sen- 
ate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of T. D. Keleher, formerly an em- 
ployé of the Senate, praying pay for services performed by him as mes- 
senger from December 5, 1881, to March 1, 1882; which was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 


STAT! 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on Appropriations, I re- 
port back with sundry amendments the bill (H. R. 8030) making an 
appropriation for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 


FEBRUARY 14 


Mr. HALE. I wish to say in presenting the report that this is tho 
| last appropriation bill sent by the House of Representatives to this 
body and by this body referred to the Committee on Appropriation 
The docket of the committee is now clear, and it awaits business {1 

the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee o 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6824) authorizi; 
the President of the United States to appoint one passed assistant ¢ 
gineer, now on the retired-list of the Navy, a chief engineer on the : 
tired-list of the Navy, to report it without amendment; and I ask : 
its present consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object to the present consideration of the bil! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill w 
be placed on the Calendar. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I heg at this time to report a concurrent resolutio 
from the Committee ox Printing, and I ask for its present consider, 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on Printing will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the repo: 
of the National Academy of Sciences for 1384, with its appendices, be printed 
the usual octavo form, but that the eight accompanying memoirs be printed i 
quarto form, and that 4,500 additional copies of the report and memoirs | 
printed; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Répresentatives, and 1,590 copies for the use of the Na 
tional Academy of Sciences. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu 
tion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will put upon: record a statement of the cost 
The resolution looks formidable, but it only provides for printing the 
usual annual report of the Academy of Sciences which the Government 
requires to be made, and the total cost of all these numbers will be 
but $1,663. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


The resolution from the Committ 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
to: 
Resolved, That the letter from the Postmaster-General dated January 20, 1445 
and the accompanying documentary history of the railway mail service fro 
its origin to the present time, be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GARLAND. At the request of the Senator from Indiana [ M: 
VooRHEES], who is detained from the Senate to-day, I ask leave to in 
troduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 2640) for the relief of the Greensburg Limestone Company 
W. W. Lowe & Co., and John L. Scanlon, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENDLETON introduced a bill (S. 2641) to authorize the se 
eral district courts to fill vacancies in the office of register in bankrupt« 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 124) to pro- 
vide for printing the annual reports of the United States Fish Commis- 
sion; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2642) granting lands to aid in the 
establishment of an endowment for savings, to promote thrift, and to 
assist the people to preserve themselves from sinking into, or remainin.; 
in, the dangerous and degraded hand-to-mouth condition of absolute ani 
direct dependence upon current wages; which was read twice by its title 

Mr. BLAIR. I introduce the bill by request, without having perused 
it. X. move that it be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. WILSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor bill; which, with the accompanying lette: 
from the Secretary of War, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted two amendments intended to be proposed !)y 
him to the river and harbor bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the Post-Office tion bill; which was referred to the Committe: 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “ or other resolutions '' 
being in order, the Chair lays before the Senate the notice and the res- 


























1885. 


olution offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] yesterday. 
The notice and the resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


; ‘ w I will move to suspend during the remainder 

: pave mates ee of te Hanehe that part of the eighth standing rule of the 
of the p' hich »rovides that “the Senate will proceed to the consideration of 
Se Cohen of Bills and Resolutions, and continue such consideration until 2 
o'clock; and that the following be ordered for said remainder of said session 

“The Senate will proceed to the consideration, in their order, of House bills 
and resolutions on the Calendar favorably reported by a Senate committee, and 
eontinue such consideration until 1 o'clock each day until all of such bills‘and 
resolutions have been considered.” 

Resolved, That that part of the eighth standing rule of the Senate which pro- 
vides that “the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar of Bills 
and Resolutionsand continue such consideration until 2.0’clock '' be suspended 
during the remainder of the present session of the Senate; and that the follow- 
ing be ordered for said remainder of said session: 

“The Senate will proceed to the consideration, in their order, of House bills 
and resolutions on the Calendar favorably reported by a Senate committee, and 
continue such consideration until 1 o'clock cach day until all of such bills and 
resolutions save been consi‘lered.”’ é 





a 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. . ; 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the resolution by adding the words 


of which I gave notice yesterday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment, which will be read. 
The Cuter CLERK. Add to the resolution: 
Provided, That the pending order, Senate bill No. 1836, shal! not be interfered 


The Senator from Iowa proposes an 


Oe ies 


with. 
The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


SAINT MARY’S FALLS CANAL LOCK. 


Mr. CONGER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to inform 

the Senate whether any estimates have been made for a new lock at the Saint 

a Mary's Falls Canal, in the State of Michigan,in accordance with the recom- 

mendation of Col. O. M. Poe, referred to in the letter of the War Department, 

contained in House Executive Document No. 102, Forty-eighth Congress, second 

s session, and, if so, to forward the same to the Senate. And if no such estimates 

have been made the Secretary of War is hereby directed to prepare and send to 

the Senate, with as little delay as possible, au approximate estimate of the cost 
of said new lock. 


_ Oa ha) 54 A ae 
_ Fi Palak ie Kd 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of Addison M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 6782) granting a pension to Susan Woolley; 

A bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 

A bill (H. R. 7612) granting a pension to Nicholas Witham: 

A bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr; 


A bill (H. R. 2645) granting a pension to Esther Hudson, mother of | 


William H. Hudson, deceased, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to David Sears; 

A bill (H. R. 7810) granting a pension te Rosanna Riley: 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to James H. Reid: 

A bill (H. R. 7713) restoring John P. Snyder to the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7077) to remove the disabilities of John K. Mitchell, 
of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 7078) to remove the disabilities of John L. Cowardin; 

A bill (H. R. 7230) to remove the disabilities of John Randolph 
Hamilton, of North Carolina; and 

A bill (H. R. 7981) to amend section 17 of an act approved July 2, 
1864, entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862.”’ 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

z1s8) 


ll 


granting a pension to Orin R. McDaniel; 
granting an increase of pension to Jesse S. Harrold; 
) A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond; 
; A bill (8. 1416) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett; 
A bill (S. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; 
i A bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; 
> A bill (S. 2034) to remove the political disabilities of Alfred Iver- 
son; and 
A bill (S. 2139) to remove the political disabilities of E. P. Alexan- 
der, of Georgia. 
The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 


A bill (S. 
A bill a 2158 
S. 2231 


> 
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lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the con , 
of the Senat 

\ bill (S. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins 

A bill (S. 1365) granting an increase of pension to Eugene O’Sulli 
van, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer In 
fantry; and 

A bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to James MeCallen 

The message also announced that the House h ul agreed to the amend 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Nathan J 
Sharp 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 1751) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide a building for the use of the United States circuit and district 


courts, and [ 
Government offices at Erie, Pa.,’ 
tion therefor: 


nited States post-oflice, internal-revenue office, and other 
‘and making an additional appropria 


and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore 


DES MOINES RIVER 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there no further resolutions 
that order is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar 
under Rule VIII, commencing with Order of Business 396, being Sen- 
ate bill 1886. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1886) toquiet title of settlers on the Des Moines Rivet 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo 
tion of the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN] to indefinitely post- 
pone the bill. The Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, when I was taken off the floor by 
the expiration of the morning hour yesterday, I had referred to the 
early history of the grant of lands in lowa and theconfirmation by the 
resolution of 1861 and the act of 1862 of the title of the purchasers 
trom the Des Moines River Navigation Company who had become the 
grantees from the State. I had also shown that the great mass of the 
settlers, claimed to be occupying these lands under the homestead and 
pre-emption laws of the Government, entered into their occupancy after 
the passage of both the acts of confirmation. There are a very few 
setilers, [ am informed, who entered into the occupancy of the land 
after the grant of 1846 and afterthe lands had been certified te the State 
of Iowa by the officers of the Government but before the passage of the 
confirmatory resolution of 1861 and the act of 1862. I shall have oc- 
easion before I conclude to call the attention of the Senate to the case of 
one of the very earliest of these settlers and to show the condition of 
his title as against the grantees of the Des Moines River Navigation 


LANDS 


be 


| Company. 


I was considering yesterday at the close of what I said the question 
of the condition of these lands in the possession of settlers in the Des 
Moines Valley. They are by no manner of means the thrifty and enter- 
prising population so eloquently described by the honorable Senator 
trom lowa. They cultivate their farms very indifferently. The pur- 
chasers under the river grant have been paying the taxes since 1861; 
the settlers pay no taxes. When General Martindale, whose case I 
mentioned yesterday, went to one of the occupants of a portion of the 
land which had been conveyed to him, he entered into a contract with 
him for the sale of the lot at a reasonable price. The occupant then 
said to General Martindale: ‘‘ I have no means with which tocultivate 
this land, and I want you to make me a loan of $150 to enable me to 
get a team and needed farming implements.’’ The General very kindly 
and liberally made him the loan of $150 and entered into a contract 
with him for the purchase of the property. In less than three years 
that man joined the settlers’ union, as it is called, the organization to 
which I shall refer by and by, and he has never refunded the money 
or paid a farthing upon his contract, and remains in possession to this 
day. He has repudiated his obligations. That, under the inspiration 
of this organization, is the character mainly of the occupants of those 
lands in that part of the State. 

Now, Mr. President, itis as pertinent here perhaps as at any otherstage 
of my remarks to ask a question and to answer it: Who are asking for 
this legislation at the hands of Congress? Who has petitioned for the 
passage of this bill or any similar bill? I am unable to find upon the 
files of the Senate any memorials in its favor; Iam unable to find that 
any considerable number of the citizens of Iowa have ever asked for 
the passage of this bill. I do find, however, that one citizen of Iowa 
whose title has been tried in the Supreme Court, and held by that court 
to be invalid and ineffectual against the right of the purchaser unde 
the Des Moines River grant, has sent his memorial here, and it is the 
only one of which I have heard. In that memorial addressed to this 
body he usés this language 


one ot! the 


I believe you, knowing, as you do, this t 
nal steals ever accomplished by men calling themselves honorable and honest, 
yet in crime far in excess of the petty thief now in prison, where they lodged 
myself for atterapting to defend my property, solemnly guaranteed to me by 
the rightful authority of our Government, and the greatest and most conspicu- 
ous criminal in the whole transaction is your present chairman, D. Davis, 
whose throne is darkness, whose crime is death, and whose home is hell; who, 


>» be most wicked, infer 
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after committing the crime of corruption and robbery of the citizens’ rights on 
the bench, he resigns in face of threats of impeachment, and worms himself 
into the Senate, where he is awarded the chair for his corruption. Can you 
look up at the monster of iniquity in the chair of the Senate with a clear con- 
When the head is a mass of corruption, the whole body is affected. 

This is a sample of the spirit which pervades the minds of these set- 
tlers upon the Des Moines River lands, and it is the only instance I 
have been able to find of any request or memorial in behalf of this 
legislation. On the contrary, I have looked into the papers and I find 
that the remonstrances against this legislation are very earnest and 
very numerous. 
the memorials which were presented in the Senate by my predecessor, 
Senator Conkling, and by the honorable Senator Kernan, in January, 
1879, which, on the 13th of March, 1882, I asked to have taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the committee having this bill in 
charge. That was done. 

The signers of these memorials state that they own, or represent own- 
ers to whom they have sold with warranty of title, over three-fourths 
of the 213,000 acres of land which the State of Iowa sold and conveyed 
to the Des Moines Navigation Company in 1858, and which Congress 
granted and confirmed to them by joint resolution of March 2, 1861; 


acience”’ 


that their titles are good, and this the United States Supreme Court | 


has repeatedly decided; that they have paid full value for said lands, 
and large sums for State and county taxes from 1861 to date; that the 
United States has no title or interest in said lands, legal or equitable, 
and this has been repeatedly decided by the United States Supreme 
Court. 

They allege that the proposed legislation would unsettle titles, and 
not quiet them; would violate the right of private property, and make 
unjust discriminations against the memorialists as non-residents of 
Iowa, and in favor of residents of that State. They, therefore, petition 
that the proposed legislation be so amended, if it is to be considered at 
all, that their titles shall be specially and distinctly excepted from the 
operation of the bill. 

This remonstrance is signed by a large number of people residing in 
the State of New York, the central portion of the State, by citizens of 
Minneapolis in Minnesota, by citizens of Boston, by citizens of Michigan, 
and it is stated that there are other owners of these lands than those wha 
have signed this remonstrance, living in Massachusetts, in Ohio, and in 
Michigan. Here is a memorial or remonstrance largely signed, and, as 
I have said, assigning the reasons why this legislation should not be 
granted. I have numerous memorials which I myself have presented 
and which my colleague has presented to the Senate against the passage 
of this bill, and now I come to the consideration of a protest to the 
terms of which I earnestly and respectfully invite the attention of every 
member of this body. 

The remonstrance was presented by the honorable Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] on the 15th of February, 1884. It is signed by one 
hundred and four settlers and owners of the Des Moines River lands in 
the State of Iowa, and I repeat I beg to invite the attentive considera- 
tion of the members of the Senate to the statements which they make: 


The undersigned respectfully state that they are residents upon and owners 
of land in the State of Iowa which are their “ homesteads” under the laws of 


lowa, and which are either a part of the “river grant,”’ or else are parts of an‘ | 


even section within its limits. 

That the lands of the undersigned, which are part of the ‘ river grant,’ were 
conveyed by the State of lowa in 1858 to the Des Moines Navigation Company, 
that the grantees thereof have paid full value for the same, and the taxes thereon 
for many years, and their title to the same is good and has been established by 
repeated decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, all of which have 
been reaffirmed by said court in the month of November last. 

We respectfully protest against the passage of any act of Congress directing 
that any of the undersigned, who are such grantees, shall Coauitte and in the 
name of the United States for the purpose of clouding or destroying said title, 
as an act of oppression, interfering with the rights of property guaranteed by 
the Constitution of the United States. 

We respectfully protest against the passage by the Senate of Senate bill 559, 


entitled ‘‘An act to quiet the title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in | 


the State of lowa, and for other purposes.” 

And we respectfully state that the property of the undersigned and all the 
poeqeny within the limits of said “river grant,”’ both odd and even sections, 
1as been greatly injured by the repeated agitation in Congress of the title to the 
land in the said ‘‘ river grant;’’ that such agitation prevents the investment in 
and improvement of such lands by thrifty and industrious farmers, and that the 
proposed law, if passed, would act as a blight upon the whole district within 
five miles of the Des Moines River. 


Mr. President, this is the state of the case so far as we have any ex- 
pression sent here designed to influence the action of Congress, and it 
ought, it seems to me, to invite the careful attention of Senators to the 
consideration of this bill before they entertain the idea of its passage 
into a law. 

I submit with great confidence to the Senate that Congress has no 
constitutional power over the lands to which this bill relates—I mean 
to that portion of the lands which were embraced in the grant to the 
Des Moines River Navigation Company. If they can be excepted from 
the operation of this bill, that is all lask. The owners of these lands 
have done no wrong to settlers of the United States, and they ought not 
to be sued by the Government of the United States. If the United 
States has any right of action or any cause of action it can maintain it 
without the aid of this bill. The remedy of the Government is perfect 
if the Government has a claim; and if, as I say, and as the Supreme 
Court has repeatedly decided, the Government is divested of all its title, 


I desire to call the attention of the Senate briefly to | 





| tion of the Senate to the bill itself and to its provisions. 


Congress can not confer upon the Government any right in respect to 
it. That doctrine has been so repeatedly decided that it would be use- 
less to refer to the authorities sustainingit. Indeed, the honorable Sey)- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] conceded that so far as there were vested 
rights this bill could not be allowed to interfere with them, and when 
he made that concession he conceded away the entire case so far as con- 
cerns the title of those whom I represent. 

If the settlers have any ground of complaint it is against the United 
States whose officers at one time encouraged them to go upon these 
lands when in fact they had become private property. If the United 
States will indemnify these settlers, the owners of these lands have no 
objection to that. I have noobjectiontothat. Istated yesterday that 
Congress authorized an investigation in 1873 for the express purpose of 
making provision for the payment to these occupants of all the damages 
to which they had been subjected or to allow them substituted lands in 
the place of those which they were unlawfully occupying. It was con- 
templated at that time to ask of Congress that Congress should give re- 
lief to these individuals, and that relief would unquestionably have 
been obtained if the remedy had been pursued; but in an evil hour these 
settlers were induced to enter into a combination for the purpose of re- 
sisting the claims of the non-resident owners of these lands and to 
abandon all effort on their part to obtain relief at the hands of Con- 
gress. If anybody has a right to complain in respect to these lands, it 
is those who in good faith purchased them of the grantees of the State 
of Iowa, acquired the legal title, and have been disturbed and hindered 
in their assertion of their rights more or less from that day to the 
present. 

Those who ask this bill in the name of the settlers know and long 
have known that these lands were private property. They knew when 
they settled upon them that they were private property and they have 
no right or title to them by reason of their settlement. The only ob- 
ject and effect of this bill is to enable them to keep unlawful possession 
of these lands against the rightful owners, to take the avails of the crops, 
and to expend those avails in payment of the agents and designing men 
who are instigating them to the acts of violence to which I shall pres- 
ently refer. 

Before doing that, however, it is proper that I should call the atten- 
First, the 
bill provides that it is believed to be the true intent and meaning of 
the act of Congress approved March 3, 1871, entitled ‘‘ An act confirm- 
ing titles to certain lands,’’ to ratify and confirm the adjustment and 
settlement of 1866 therein referred to, and the titles of the lands claimed, 
allowed, set apart, and received thereby and thereunder asa full, com- 
plete, and final adjustment and satisfaction of all right end claim of 
the State of Iowa and its grantees under the joint resolution of Con- 
gress passed March 2, 1861, entitled ‘“‘A joint resolution to quiet title 
to lands in the State of Iowa,’’ and the act of Congress approved July 
12, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act confirming a land claim of the State of 
Iowa, and for other purposes.’’ I believe that myself, but then the 
section provides that all lands— 


For which indemnity lands were selected and received by the State of lowa, 
as provided in the act of 1862, are,and are hereby declared to be, public lands of 


the United States. 

Why are they public lands? The purchasers who own them were 
not parties to the arrangement and are in no manner bound by it. 

We have nothing to do with that question. A portion of the per- 
sons who were thus provided for accepted the indemnity, but those who 
are now there and struggling against the true owners refused to accept 
the substituted lands which were at one time provided, and all these 
settlers could have availed themselves of that remedy if they had been 
properly advised. Now comes a qualification to this recital to which 
there can be no objection, except it is limited to cases where there is 
no contest and settles nothing. It is the first proviso, as follows: 

Provided, That the title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the 
State of Iowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do 
not come in conflict with pre-emption or homestead claimants, are hereby rati- 
fied, confirmed, and made valid. 

That decides nothing whatever. That leaves every controversy be- 
tween these settlers and the owners of the fee of the land open and 
undisturbed. But then comes a further proviso: ¢ 

Provided further, That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in good 
faith, to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the 
United States, entered or remained upon any tract of said land prior to January, 
1880, not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, are hereby confirmed and mac 
valid in them, their heirs or their proper assigns ; and upon due proof thereof 
and payment of the usual price or fees, where the same has not been paid, shal! 
be carried to patent. 

In other words, this bill, if passed, provides that where a purchaser 
from the State of Iowa is the owner of a quarter-section of land, end 2 
settler is in possession of it under claim that he entered under the 
homestead or pre-emption laws prior to January 1, 1880, that title is 
to be confirmed to the settler and he is to be entitled toa patent, directly 
in the face of every decision which the courts of Iowa and the Supreme 
Court.of the United States have made upon this subject. Then this 
bill provides that the Attorney-General within sixty days after the 
passage of this act shall commence a suit or suits either in law or equity 
for the purpose of asserting the title to these lands. 

Now let us consider what this remedy would be if this bill should 








1885. 


— 


ss, There will have to be justas many actions brought as there are 





y ccupants. 
Fan Seuld be demurrable. There will have to be just as many 
actions, I repeat, as would have to be brought now to settle these ques- 
tions. Every man in possession of these lands now may bring an ac- 
tion to determine the question between him and the owners of the fee. 
The Attorney-General could do nothing more if this bill were passed. 
What is it then? It isa bill to authorize the United States at the ex- 
pense of the public Treasury to go into the courts of the United States 
and try a question of private title. It is nothing more, it is nothing 
less; it is just that; and that is the obnoxious feature of this measure. 
So far from being a bill as indicated in the title to quiet the title of set- 


tlers on the Des Moines lands of Iowa, it is a bill to perpetuate contro- | 


versy in regard to those lands. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in every possible form has 
decided this question. There are ten decisions of that court. There 
are a number of decisions of the courts of Iowa to the same effect. 
Every possible legal question which can arise in this case has been al- 
ready decided, and the question of title is as quiet as the law can possi- 
bly make it. The question of title is entirely quiet except as against 
a class of men who are there now resisting the process of law. It is 
only a few years since that one of them was fined by a court of Iowa 
$500 for contempt in resisting its process, and yet the fine was paid by 
the settlers’ union, and in less than thirty days he was back in posses- 
sion of the land again and is there to this day. 

These settlers occupy very much the same position that the anti- 
renters in the State of New York occupied more than a quarter of a 
century ago. They undertook to resist the lawful title to the lands of 
which tltey were in possession. They gained for a time a strong hold 
upon the local popular sentiment. They elected judges, and the judges 
became corrupt; they elected sheriffs, and the sheriffs became venal; 
they carried the local elections, andthe system ran riot for a time, until 
by its own weight it fell tothe ground and the lawful titles prevailed, 
and we have had peace in the State ever since. Just so it will be in 
the State of Iowa if the disturbing clement of this bill is not thrust in 
there. These contestants of the true title are now, to use a familiar 
phrase, on ‘‘their last legs.’ They have nothing on which to hang a 
hope unless they can gain something in the shape of this bill under 
which they may attempt another delusive and obviously fruitless liti- 
gation in respect to this property. 

Why, Mr. President, the declaration in the first section of this bill, 
“That all the lands * for which indemnity lands were se- 
lected and received by the State of lowa as provided in the act of 1862 
are, and are hereby declared to be, public lands of the United States,”’ 
isa brutemfulmen. If Congress has parted with the title to these lands, 
our declaration that they are public lands will be of no avail. It re- 
minds me of the colloquy between a father and his son of which I once 
heard. He asked the boy, *‘ John, suppose I call that calf’s tail a leg, 
how many legs would the calif have?’’ ‘‘ Why, five.’’ said the boy. 
‘*Oh, no, my son, you are greatly mistaken.’’ ‘‘ Why yes, father: he 
has four legs now, and if we call the tail a leg, that will make five, 
won’t it?’’ ‘No, my boy; don’t you understand that calling the 
calf’s tail a leg don’t make it a leg?’’ So, Mr. President in this bill, 
calling these lands public lands can not make them public lands. The 


* 


Government’s title has been fully divested by three several and solemn | 


acts of Congress, or two acts of Congress and one joint resolution. The 
Supreme Court of the United States, in numerous cases,. has decided 
that there is a perfect title.in these purchasers. Now what avail is it 
to declare that they are nevertheless public lands ? 
bill must have been a very poor lawyer, or else a designing trickster. 

This is not the case of the forfeiture of a grant like the bills for the 
forfeiture of railroad lands. There is no phase of that kindin it. This 
is not a recalling by the Government of title which has been divested 
upon some condition which has failed. That is not a feature of this 
bill. This is a bill, leaving everything as it now is as to the legal title, 
which proposes simply to declare that a portion of these lands are pub- 
lie lands. 


State of Iowa are hereby confirmed is delusive. We do not ask Con- 
gress to confirm our grants; the Supreme Court has confirmed our 
grants. It was a judicial question between us and these settlers who 
held the legal title. It is nota legislative question; it is not a question 
which belonged to the Committee on Public Lands. It is a question 
which belonged to the Judiciary Committee of this body, to whom it 
was committed in the Forty-sixth Congress, and who unanimously de- 
cided that no such relief as is proposed by this bill could be obtained, 
and who recommended the indefinite postponement of the consideration 
of this bill. We do not ask Congress to pass a law confirming our title; 
we have got a better title than Congress can give now, because Con- 


gress has by legislative power divested the United States of all title to 


lands, and we having purchased them, our title is better than 


any which Congress can give, and would not be aided by any declara- 


tion of ; 
Se the declaration of this bill that the lands for which indemnity 


No two settlers can be united in an action, for the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| effectual decla 


i 


| General for the purpose of determining the question. 
| the settler to whom the court is now open, the settler who can now go 


| for litigation which are proposed by this bill 
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ration 


We were not parties to that arrangement. In 
the case of Baker Williams, 17 Wall., 144, Mr. Harvey, who was the 
agent of the State, testified that neither the Navigation Company nor 
any of its grantees were notitied of er took any part whatever in said 
adjustment lands for which indemnity was provided 
are owned by purchasers, this declaration is false and misleading. It 
was not for them the indemnity wa for the settlers who 
had acquired no tith 

Why, Mr. President, I repeat the question, at this distance of time, 
should the authority of the Government of the United States and the 
proceeds of the Treasury of the United States be thrust into this con- 
test against these purchasers for value from the State of Iowa? Why 
should they be subjected to.this unequal contest? The bill con edes 
that the Government could maintain no action, because it provides 
that the claims of settlers shall be united in a suit by the 


¢ 


So far i 


as the 


Vv s offered, but 


Attorney- 
In other words: 


into court and try the question in all its aspects, is to have as a sort 
of annex to him the Attorney-General and the Treasury of the United 


States. They will walk into court arm in arm with the money-bags 
of the Treasury in their hands and attempt to overawe honest pur- 


chasers and owners and to subject them to an unequal contest 
will point to this false recital that thos« 
hold in the controversy. 

Now, who is in favor of giving this advantage to these persons who 


They 
are public lands as their foot- 


| went upon the land, as I have already shown, after the title had passed 


to us and who can not be considered Lona side settlers? Certainly these 
settlers should not receive encouragement in the way of the facilities 
They should not for the 
reason, as I have said, that they went into possession knowing that the 
title had passed from the Government. They know also, if they know 
| anything and are correctly advised, and I shall soon show that they have 
been correctly advised, that the only result of this bill will be to keep 
up a state of lawlessness and disorder in the counties in which these 





Whoever drew this | 


So the sop that is thrown out in the bill declaring that the 
undisputed titles of those who have purchased under the grant of the | 


lands lie. If they can continue to reap the fruits of these lands and pay 
no taxes, they can afford to protract the litigation for an indefinite period 
of time, especially if the main burden of the expenses is borne by the 
Treasury of the United States; and that is the only effect of this bill. 
The joint resolution of March 2, 1861, is very brief and in these words 


resolution to quiet title to lands in the State of Towa. 


Resolved by the 


in Congress us 


Senate anl House of Representatives of the United States of 


sembicd 


imerica 
Pht allthe title which the United States still retain in the 
tracts of land along the Des Moines River, and above the mouth of the Raccoon 
Fork thereof, in the State of lowa, which have been certified to said State im 
properly by the Depa it of the Interior, as part of the grant by act of Con- 
gress approved Au 1846, and which is now held by bona fide purchasers 
under the State of lows and the same is hereby, relinquished to the State of 
Iowa, 


rte 


rust 8 


This is not a release for the benefit of Lona fide settlers, as this report 
falsely states. It is a release for the purpose of protecting the bona fide 
Pp the State. It isnot confined to those who are settlers; 
| and the Supreme Court in all these cases has held that this release by 
this joint resolution removes all cloud upon the title in the hands of 
these purchasers and vests in them a perfect title to alltheselands. It 
is a legislative grant, it vests title in these purchasers, and is complete 
in its terms; it divests the United States of all title. Those who 
are bona fide purchasers from the Sfate of the lands are shown by the 
records of the State of Iowa. They are shown by the report of the gov- 
| ernor to the General Land Office in 1862. It appeared by that report 
of Governor Lowe that all the lands improperly certified had been sold 
| and conveyed to purchasers, namely: 57,919.23 acres to individuals and 
215,492.79 acres to the Des Moines River Navigation Company I have 
that portion of Governor Lowe’s report here. That report is printed 
| in full in the record in the Supreme Court of the case of Riley vs. Wells, 
one of the cases in which this question of title was determined 

Tn the case of John Stryker (of my State, who was one of these pur 
chasers) rs. Polk County (22 Iowa Reports, 131), at the April term in 
1867. the supreme court of Iowa decided this: 


urchasers from 


That Congress, in 1851, made nota new grant, but for the purpose 
| effect to and carrying out the con 
| quished to the State, for the 


of giving 

struction placed upon the original act relin- 

of bona fide purchasers, all the interest which 

the United States still retained . Plaintiff held under a deed from the 

State; the State claimed under original grant, the lists being duly certified 

he was a bona fide purchaser, and the title still retained by the United States was 
{ 


relinquished to the State f 


use 
the 


or his use 

That is what the court of Iowa decided, in exact accordance with the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. In 1871 the State 
of Iowa decided the case of Bellows rs. Todd, 34 Iowa Reports, page 
18. Bellows claimed the land in contest, under Edwin C. and Electus B: 
Litchfield, who derived title through the Des Moines Navigation and Rail- 
road Company. Todd claimed to have settled on the land in April, 1860! 
and he made a pre-emption entry 23d April, 1860, which he afterwards 
changed to a homestead entry, March 14, 1563, after this joint resolution 
of Congress. The judgmentinthe Iowa court in that case was in favor 
of Todd as a pre-emptor. At the trial among other things the plaintiff 
requested the court to instruct the jury as follows: yi 

If the jury find from the evidence that the land in controversy was certified 


























was received by the State of Iowa are public lands, although a matter 


2 . . . 4 tothe State of Iowa in 1853, under the act of August 8, 1846, and that the same 
with which we have nothing to do, really is a delusive and utterly in- 


had been conveyed by the State of Iowato the Des Moines Navigation and Rails 
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road Company, and by said company to plaintiff's grantors,and by them to the 
plaintiff in this action, then the plaintiff is entitled to recover. 

If the jury find from the evidence that the lands were certified to the State of 
lowa by the Secretary of the Interior under the act of August 8, 1546, then that 
certification was a reservation of the lands contained in sach lists, and the same 
could not be entered under the pre-emption or homestead acts by thedefendants. 


Che Iowa court declined to give these instructions. The case com- 
ing afterwards to the supreme court of the State, it held on appeal that 
the instructions prayed for ought to have been given, and the judgment 
below was reversed. This is a direct authority upon this question of 
title as between a homestead or pre-emption claimant and the purchaser 
under the Des Moines River grant. It was a prominent case decided 
in 1871. 

The proposed bill declares valid all entries made up to January, 1880, 
nine years after this decision of the Lowa court. 

The Secretary of the Interior, in December, 1868, and in February, 
1869, in four cases decided that the title of the United States was by 
the joint resolution relinquished to the State, and therefore rejected 
the claims of pre-emption settlers, and none of the persons now in pos- 
session are clothed with any title from the Government; they have not 
received patents, and they can not obtain them in the present state of 
the law. They are mere squatters, without any semblance of right 
when the fact is found that they entered into possession after the title 
of the Government had been divested. 

The case of Riley vs. Wells was a pre-emption case, Riley claiming 
under the pre-emption law aquarter-section. Wells held a title under 
the Des Moines River Navigation and Railroad Company. That case 
came to the Supreme Court of the United States. The case is not re- 
ported, and his honor Justice Nelson delivering the opinion, said: 


It will appear from the case of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Company that the 
tract of land, of which the lot in question was a part, had been withdrawn from 
sale and entry, on account of a difference of opinion among the officers of the 


Land Department as tothe extent of the original grant by Congress of lands in. | 
aid of the improvement of the Des Moines River, from the year 1846 down to | 


” 


the resolution of Congress of March 2, 1861, and the act of July 12, 1862, which 
acts we held confirmed the title in the Des Moines Company. As the husband 
of the plaintiff entered upon the lot in 1855 without right, and the possession 
was continued without right, the permission of the register to prove up the pos- 
session and improvements and to make the entry under the pre-emption laws 
were acts in violation of law and void, as was also the issuing of the patent. 


There is the case of the earliest settlement, with one exception, upon 
all these lands absolutely held by the Supreme Court to be of no avail 
whatever to the settler, although he had been allowed by the Land De- 
partment to prove up his claim and makein forma proper entry. Then 
we come to the case of George Crilly, which is a conclusive case upon 
this question. Crilly entered upon those lands in the year 1855. 


proper officer of the Government to prove his claim and to take a pat- 
ent for it. It is referred to inthe report. My eye does not fall at this 
moment upon the statement in the report of the Commissioner of the 
Land Office which refers to Crilly’s case, but he treated it as an excep- 
tional case, and he allowed Crilly to prove up his claim and take a 
patent. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is found on pages 13 and 14 of the report. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Crilly claimed the southeast quarter of section 29, 
in township 89, in Iowa, under the pre-emption law. He got his pat- 
ent in 1862, after the passage of the joint resolution. 
taining this section had been sold by the navigation company to R. 8. 
Burrows, of Albion, in the State of New York, who was a large pur- 
chaser of these lands. He filed a bill to set aside the patent of Crilly, 
thus presenting directly the issue whether there was any remaining 
power in the Government to grant patents to these lands. 

In deciding the case at the December term, in 1872, Justice Davis 
said: 

«We have already decided thatthe Des Moines River lands were reserved from 
sale, and this reservation continued until Congress, by the joint resolution of 
1861, released to the State, for the use of its grantees, the legal title still in the 


General Government, without any saving clause in behalf of settlers or those 
who might claim under the pre-emption laws of the United States. 


They decided that the claim of Crilly, under a patent actually issued 
by the Government upon the settlement made in the year 1855, is ab- 
solutely void and can not prevail against the title of the purchaser 
under the river grant. 

The grant to certain railroads in 1856 expressly excepted lands in the 
occupancy of settlers under the homestead laws. There was no such 
exception in the joint resolution of 1861. 

In a case against Mr. Martindale, reported in 17 Wallace, there is an 
entire review of the legislation of Congress upon this subject, and Judge 
Miller, delivering the opinion in that case, concludes his opinion in this 
way: 

This legislative history of the title of the State of Iowa, and of those to whom 
she had conveyed the lands certified to her by the Secretary of the Interior as 
part of the grant of 1846, including among her grantees the Des Moines Navi- 
gation and Railroad Company, needs no gloss or criticism to show that the title 


of the State and her grantees is perfect, unless impaired or defeated by some 
other and extrinsic matter which would have that effect. 


By prior decisions he held that it had been settled— 


Phat by the joint resolution of 1861 the title erroneously certified to the State, 
under the act of 1846, was validated and made good. * * * And we therefore 
reaffirm * * * that by the joint resolution of 1861 and the act of July 12, 1862, 
the State of Lowa did receive the title forthe use of those to whom she had sold 





The | 
majority report states his case, and shows that he was allowed by the | 


The tract con- | 
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them as part of that grant (August 3, 1546), and for such other purpose 
become proper under that grant. 

This is the state of the title as determined by the Supreme Cour: 
This is the state of the title as determined by the report of the Jud 
ciary Committee of this body made four years ago. 

In this connection and as bearing on this point I now ask, as w.; 
suggested by the honorable Senator from Alabama in the opening 
my remarks, that the views of the minority of the Committee on Pul 
lic Lands, which truly and faithfully and fairly present the question. 
which arise on the bill, may at this time be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask if the Senator from New York des 
that the report should be read as part of his remarks? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Yes, sir; the views of the minority, 
proper. 

Mr. ALLISON. I refer to the views of the minority. 
Mr. LAPHAM. Except that the minority incorporated in th 
views the report of the Judiciary Committee made in the Forty-sixt) 
Congress. That has been stated by the Senator from Alabama and hy 
the Senator from Arkansas, and I do not ask to have that reread, but | 
ask to have it incorporated in printing the views of the minority a 

part of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


78 bad 


not the report 


Why would it not suit the convenience of the Sen- 


| ator to have it all printed in the Recorp ? 


Mr. LAPHAM. For the simple reason that the Senate I assume 
have not heard or listened to the view of the minority in regard to this 
case. They are appropriate at this time, in view of what [have stated 
as to the state of the law and the facts, toshow that the views presented 
by the minority exactly fit this case and are conclusive against the pas 
sage of the bill. I hope the Senators present will attend to the state 
ment of the views of the minority in regard to this question. They 
are much better than anything I could say upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The Senator from New York asks that the views of the minor 
ity may be read by the Chief Clerk as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Have they not been read once? 

Mr. LAPHAM. No, sir; we did not get within two or three pages 
of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
views of the minority will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does it require unanimous consent ? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Itrequires unanimous consent to have 
them read by the Chief Clerk. The Senator can read them himse!t 
under the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to having them read at the desk; | 
would relieve the Senator from New York as much as possible, as I know 
he is impaired by a cold, but I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that this matter might as well go into the RecorpD without being read 
now. I think it would be more attentively considered in that form. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I myself suggested that that portion of it which 
constitutes the report of the Judiciary Committee shall go in without 
being read, but the rest of it I wish to have read, or I shall read it my- 
self, if any point is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no point. I hope the clerks will take note 
of the fact that the Senator from New York desires judicious omission- 
to be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks have observed the remarks 
of the Senator from New York and will be governed accordingly. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I wish to have the report of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee printed as part of the views of the minority, but it need not be read 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair so understands it, and the 
clerks so understand it. 

The Chief Clerk read the views of the minority as indicated. 

The views of the minority are as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on Public Lands, are of opin- 
ion that Congress has no jurisdiction over the lands described in the bill, for the 
reason that the title thereto has vested perfectly, and beyond the control of Con- 
gress, in the grantees who hold under the State of lowa. We are of opinion 
that such title has been conclusively sustained both by the judgments of the 
courts of lowa and of the Supreme Court of the United States, and that al! 
further efforts to change these results by Congressional action are misleading 
to the persons interested, are calculated to excite false hopes among them, aii‘! 
to foster a state of feeling that has already induced them to resist the authori) 
of the laws to a dangerous extent. 

Many times this matter has been carefully considered by Congress and tli: 
courts. In 1861 the difficulty of the situation was so obvious that Congres- 
sought to settle it, or else to escape from it, by making a final relinquishment 0! 
the lands in the Des Moines River grant to the State of Iowa, so that it mig! 
dispose of them in a justand equitable way. Acting upon that authority, the 
State disposed of the lands, and all the courts have held that titles acquired unde: 
this authority were perfect. If this action did not divest Congress of all powe' 
to affect the title to those lands by further legislation, then it seems impossi! 
that Congress can ever so far dispose of the public domain as to vest a perfe«' 
title in a grantee or purchaser. 

The history of this vexed question was carefully presented to the Senate '' 
the of the Committee on the Judiciary, made on the 2ist February, 155! 
(Report No. 890, Forty-sixth Congress, third session). No facts have been broug!)' 
to the attention of the Committee on Public Lands which in any way chang 
the findings of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

intimations have been made that the cases, or some of them, decided | 
the Supreme Court of the United States, which state the law as it affects the tit!>+ 
to these lands, were in fact agreed cases in which some facts that might have 
fluenced the decision were not put into the records. What those supposed facts 
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were has not been_pointed out to the committee. This objection seems to be | the Secretary of the | 




































yilli s.15 Wall.,151. The cases cited in the report of the | thorit, sted Mn a a my nt a 
—_ by Baker. ve. wjickary are based on the legislative history of this land grant, | valid claim- sn tees Reunite ; : eect eae - . = 2 
pene = 3 to the persons or lands that were, on the 2d March, 1861, included in | was mack , . - Aa on ‘ 
<n0eg nde found in the joint resolution of Congress of that date, namely,“*which | The Wolcott decision seems to have been misunderstood by the Secretary of 
- vw held by bona fide purchasers under the State of Iowa."’ No case could | the Interio He treated the lands in question as restored by f otc f that de 
= — n decided by any court upon the effect of this statute unless one of the | cision tothe | : is neninaliitiens tadibdmmmmiinnnatiin bend rr dk 
ae hel elaimed under the description found in the words quoted. So that | and hence the ¢ ssicuer of the General Land Odlem tre don - Sacemenaie Mav 
ee ier statute was necessarily discussed and settled in each of those | 20, 1868, opened the lands to entry under the nominees esas ae Ming 
aan (See Des Moines Co. vs. Burr,5 Wall.,689; Wolcott rs. Des Moines Co.,5 | In point of fact they belonged to the Des M ‘igation and Railroad ¢ 
Wall., 681; Williams vs. Baker et al.,and Cedar Rapids R. R. Co. vs. Des Moines | pany, under the Sania dentine ved 
Co... 17 Wall., 144; Crilly vs. Burroughs, referred to, Wall., 167 ; Homestead Co. Under such circumstances we hold that ¢ r equitable title can be set 
ws, Walley R. R.Co.,17 Wall.,153; Dubuque and Sioux City R.R. vs. Des Moines | up by the settlers; they were bound to know as a matter of law that the certifi 
Valley R.R., Ballard vs. Des Moines and Ft. Dodge R. R.Co., Northwestern Re- | cation of the list by the Secretary was a valida nd thatendie weanan tote 
ports, volume 17, page 609.) | liable to entry 
er eee ee aa Se Jeticiry foaa dows inane the avder-of ten Oeemtcanicaer, m aapemrs iat tas coneon meee 
‘(Senate Report No. 890, Forty-sixth Congress, third session diately took steps to enjoin t of the local Jand offices from allowing 
Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following | entries to b« ade, and according|y injunctions were issued by the United States 
’ report to accompany bifl H. R. 1067: | cironit court for the district of lowa. These injunctions the registers and re 
“On the %h of August, 1546, Congress granted certain lands tothe Territory of | eee : Sea ene” Fort Dodge and Des Moines were ordered by the 
lowa to aid in the improvementof the navigation of the Des Moines River. The | = missioner to ‘ ore xard. 
grant was of ‘one equal moiety, in alternate sections, of the public lands (re- 7 Lis ¢ on “dh Pp aon s ; 1 a a suit a1 ca l \ another decision of 
maining unsold and not otherwise disposed of, encumbered, or appropriated), in | wanes - Court at the Dece nber t ! 869 (Hannah R ey vs. W iltian B 
a strip five miles in width, on each side of said river, to be selected within said with aad 2 - . * dl +h = nt iy ruled tha tine - ule rs el tered upon the lands 
Territory by an agent or agents to be appointed by the governor thereof. subject oy a : . — _— - SSESSIk was co ied without right, and th at the 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States. | I ss on of the register to prove up the possession and impr vements, a 1d to 
“Soon afterward a question arose as to the extent of the grant; whether itex- | a i. neta eg es the pre-emption laws, were acts in violation of law, aud 
tended simply to the Raccoon Fork, or to the northern limit of the State, or to | ane ea — thine of patents. 
the source of the river in Minnesota. This doubt arose from the purpose of the “Intl aoe ss aaaneeintaaieeeiatam tnt ait —_ 
grant, as it was stated in the body of the act, which was ‘to improve the navi- co eek . ee _ f Ser ; a to as BABS ¢ faimas tithe unde and 1a the 
gation of the river from its mouth to the Raccoon Fork.’ Mr. Walker, then Sec- | P™ Her} al “9 ‘dt me « ad eral lot 1ene os } of . 
retary of the Treasury,as early as March 2, 1549, held that the grant extended on | ae - a i ook possession of the lot in 1555, a id she was permitted by the 
both sides of the river, from its source to its mouth, and following this decision | T® . o p ove up her possession and occupation fay oe. rhe pa was 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, by letter to the register and re- ee Be a Se 50, Swe i: oes ‘ 
ceiver of the land office at Iowa City, directed them to withhold from sale all , adhe ——— fro i the case of oleott vs. The D s Io nes ¢ pany that 
lands situated in the odd-numbered sections within five miles on each side of the the tract of lank , of whic 1 the lot in ‘ restion was & part, had been w ith irawn 
river above the Raccoon Fork. ann sale and en ry on account of ad ference of opinion a ong the officers of 
“ This construction was sustained by Mr. Johnson, the Attorney-General. sae a aeons ntas to the exte me the original ¢ vat by Congress of lands 
“Mr. Ewing, the Secretary of the interior, reversed the decision of the Treasury im oaee t = : ren a Des Moi = River fror 1 the vear 1 846 dow n to 
Department, ina letteraddressed to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, ne Sa oe Sroneah th » tial os a es Ba d the act of July 12, 1862, which 
dated April 9, 1849,and held that the grant without an explanatory act of Con- | “(> ve held, confirmed the title in the Des Moines Company. As the husband 


of the plaintiff entered upon the lot in 1855 without rij 
continued without right, the permission of th 
sion and improvements, and to make the ent 
were acts in violation of law ind void. as was also the 


gress terminated at the fork. i ; 

“ His successor, Mr. Stuart, held a different opinion, and, in aletter to the Com- 
missioner, dated October 29, 1851, said he was willing to recognize the claim of 
the State and to approve the selections made without prejudice to the rights, if 
any there were, of other parties, thus leaving the question as to the proper con- 


ghtand the possession was 


© prove up the posses 





the pre-emption laws 
issuing of the patent 
* The reasons for this withdrawal of the lands from public sale or private en- 
struction of the grant entirely open to the judiciary. try are stat “dd _ large in th » opinion of the case of Wok ott us rhe De s Moine s 
“ Attorney-General Crittenden,to whom Secretary Stuart had referred the ques- ba ag a a ae repeated. ihe point of reservation was very mate- 
tion, for his opinion, decided, on June 30,1851, that the grant did not include the | T@!™' nS. CaS, SRE WS DAVS S20R ROHIng th The present om either in the 
land above Raccoon Fork. | facts or in theat gument, to distinguish it a sa 
* Under the ruling of Mr. Stuart, the lands norf® of the fork for a distance of | on _— oo - istt ane —— om Pp peer ~~ : aime = rulings of the ~ 
eighty miles were certified as inuring to Iowa, under the act of August 8, 1846. ieee ; iad he D 7 Mo ee shat all the landsem oe this controversy 
Within this belt are contained all the lands in controversy.” Oe SO Oe Ae Ler and Railroad Company 
There were still further rulings. . : Notwithstanding the opening of the land office s in 1868 by the direction of the 
“Thus, on the 25th of March, 1856, the Commissioner held that the grant did | >&¢Te™TY, to the entry of these lands asGovernme nt lands it seems to the commit- 
not extend above the fork,and in this he was sustained by Mr. McClelland, the _ — _ a Sin ~~ nae ee —  ealemaina by ee —— - — 
Secretary of the Interior, who was also sustained in his opinion by Mr. Cush- eat ; me ‘tel vis ™ sae oe — ‘d es Th a " eee . ee itt * 
ing, the Attorney-General. There were other rulings and complications not oie se lecisi ee a M a he ¥ eae hpnginnstnn ies a a 
necessary to be stated. The question finally came before the Supreme Court of cl + s ; a og or, ee ; no tithe oo — very Mart there wase 
the United States in what is known as the Litchfield case (23 Howard, 66), and | ‘ a a ae : eae a ee _ a ata Oo FUGREDOS a8 eee 
at the December term, 1859-'60, it was held that the grant was limited to the | PUT ann ae okie oa mentee te Cane whee Rink made thet 
Raccoon Fork, and did not extend above it. But in consequence of the acts of | filings and entries was probably nearly as great as now, aside from the improve- 
} 
' 
| 














Congress of 2d March, 1961, and July 12, 1862, the same court afterward held, im | ents. But the committee uhderstand the fact to be that the lands in contro- 
7 oe 2° 5 - "ie oe “4 : . ; rsy ‘re all settlec < hile the on was in force it rs ing 1en 
the Wolcott case, decided at the December term, 1866, that the grant extended | }°"> ane it} - eee oe reer wa ~ } ne pe ws ing them 
to the north boundary of the State, and inured to the benefit of the grantees of oo = : : == oa ae applications for entering at the land office appear to 
: i” lem ; ave bee ade since 
the State, notwithstanding the act of May 15, 1856, which attempted to divert a “The x ie ee er decisions (Wolsey vs. Chapman. 101 U.S. B.. 755. and Lital 
portion of these lands to the benefit of certain railroad companies. | field vs C unty of ‘Webl de d 773) at ' oat tien 7 Sahin aiieanel th 7 a soot 
“ This is but a partial recital of the legislation of Congress and the rulings of cane ans C ted sl fr oon ne aa ae 3 7 ae _ } = aan : that thi ee eeatines 
= . a a a t ady ci , ane > s cles o be gathered the Ss matte 
the a ee Seatatitetieersanied eee tke eee atthe aie tobe part passed beyond the reach of Congress, and whatever rights the settlers seek to 
of the pu ic domain, and not included in the grant of August 8, 1846, but which ow or a wish to establish, they are not Ww ithin any remedial legislation of 
were subsequently adjudged to belong to the Des Moines Navigation and Rail- | ~°?S'S*S . ae eee co wane nae Say S08 OL NOMS S Se SONOS St © SED 
road Company, a8 grantees of the State of Iowa, and being liable by the decisions | /&*t over Which Congress has no jurisdiction ; and the committee ask to be dis- 
of the eiuaia ‘ste turned out of possession of their homes Giinan thkenr aaana | charged from the further consideration of the bill, and recommend it be indefi- 
come to some terms with this corporation, an act of Congress was passed March sg A, oe = a of the State of Iowa are in fact “bona fide purchasers" for 
3, 1873, authorizing the President to appoint three commissioners to ascertain the | ¢.)) considerat ms wctually paid in money expended upon the an rovemer t of 
number of acres and the value thereof, exclusive of improvements, of all the | «6 river on the contract by the Navigation Company. is anmediinentiia official 
lands lying north of the fork as were held by said corporation or persons claim- ae oe at eee eee ee ae : 





ertificate of Governor Lo to President Buchanan. in the words and firure 
ing title under it adversely to persons holding said lands either by entry or under fc oo a - Governor Lowe to President Buchanan, in the words and figures 
the pre-emption or homestead laws, and on what terms the adverse holders | “0'°O™'"S: '™™ ee % ie Des Mot tril 28. 1858 
thereof would relinquish the same to the United States. ee ey ne eee ren Sees es ek 
“A commission was accordingly appointed by the President, who made their “I, Ralph P. Lowe, governor of the State of Iowa, as required by act of Congress, 
report to Congress. - (See Executive Document No. 25, Forty-third Congress.) approved August 5, 1546, ‘ granting certain lands of the Territory of lowa to aid 


“All of these lands were entered as part of the public domain under the pre- | in the improvement of the navigation of the Des Moines River, in said Terri- 
emption and homestead laws, the greater number under the former. When | try, do hereby certify that there has been expended from time to time prior 
they settled upon these lands does not appear; but the dates of filing their appli- | the date hereof, on the improvement of said river, as the work has pr gressed* 
cations for entries are given. | and the money has been required under tain contracts made by the State of 

“ The earliest date of filing is 1862, and the latest in November, 1868. Ina por- | lowa with the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company, the sum of 
tion of the cases patents have issued. As to the lands taken under the pre-emp- | $352,611.04, and in consideration of said expenditures on said improvement, and 
tion laws, the settlers have paid the United States $1.25 per acre, in a few cases, ee of the provisions of the act of Congress approved as aforesaid, 
$2.50; for those taken under the homestead laws they have paid the fees and | there will be conveyed to said Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company 
commissions only, varying from $7 to $18 a tract, according to the number of | 266,107.23 acres of the lands belonging to said grani,and which have been cer 
acres entered. tified and approved to the State of lowa under said act, for the prosecution of 

“The general law is, and has been since January 12, 1825, that when any tract | the improvement of said river Des Moines 
of land has been sold erroneously by the United States, so that from any cause “In testimony whereof I, Ralph P. Lowe, governor of the State of Iowa, have 
the sale can not be confirmed, the Secretary of the Interior shall repay to the | caused the great seal of the State of lowa to be hereunto affixed, together with 
purchaser, his heirs or legal representatives or assignees, the same amount of | ™y Signature. 





money he has paid, without interest. (4 Statutes at Large, page 50.) , SEAL. | RALPH P. LOW! 
“Tt rs in this case that all the lands in question were withdrawn from By the governor ' y 
market by the Secretary of the Interior, and on October 30, 1851, he approved ELIJAH SiLLS, Secreta : 


the selections made by the State north of the Raccoon Fork as inuring to her 
under the grant made by the act of August 8, 1846. The amount thus certified 
to the State was 271,572 acres.” The point that they are bona fide purchasers is also considered and distinctly 

Under and pursuant to the contract made by the State with the Des Moines | decided by the United States Supreme Court in the case of Wolsey and the State 


and Railroad Company on 9th of June, 1554, the State of Iowa con- | of Iowa vs. Chapman. (101 U.S. Rep., 755 Also in the Iowa supreme court in 
: to this company in 1858 all the lands granted ‘to the State by the actof the case of Stryker vs. Polk County 22 J ! 131 


“To his excellency JAMES BUCHANAN 
President of the United States 


22 lowa Kep ri 
546, a belt eighty miles long above the fork, except 25,488.87, which had been This bill, as amended by the committee, changes a “ belief’ expressed in the 
sold by the United States at the Iowa City land office in 1848, as to which latter | bill,asit was referred to the committee, into an assertion as to the ‘true intent 
lands there has never been any question of title. and Meaning”’ of three statutes, namely, March 2, 1861, 12 Stat., page 251; July 
By repeated decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States all the lands | 12, 1862, 12 Stat., page 543; and March 3, 1871, 16 Stat.,and upon that judicial opin- 
thus certified to Towa inured to the benefit of this company under the acts of | ion, now for the first time to be expressed by Congress, it declares certain lands 
above quoted, of March 2, 1861, and July 12, 1862. This court decide, 


“to be public lands of the United States,’ and proceeds to give them to eertain 
May 13, 1867, in the Wolcott case (5 Wallace, 681), that the reservation made bs | persons who reside upon or claim homesteads upon them 
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These are the identical lands which the United States, by joint resolution of 
Congress in 1861, * relinquished to the State of lowa.’"’ This relinquishment ap- 
plied to land “ which is now (March 2, 1861) held by bona fide purchasers under 
the State of lowa 

Congress can not, either by direct legislation or by the interpretation it may 
now place on its former enactments, reclaim this land without taking the prop- 
erty of citizens without due process of law. 

After the law has been thus declared in the bill, and the rights of the owners 
of these lands have been thus summarily disposed of by its provisions, the At- 
torney-General is required to go into the courts, whether State or Federal the 
bill does not indicate, and take proceedings in the name of the United States, 
n which suits private claimants may be joined with the United States “ to as- 
sert and protect the title of the United States tosaid landsand remove all clouds 
from its title thereto.” If the first section of the act is valid, there can be no 
clouds on the title to be removed, unless the courts shall find that the words 

ratified, confirmed, and inade valid,”’ when applied toa grant of lands, or the 
confirmation of the title, are not sufficient even to remove acloud from the title. 

It is made the duty of the courts in this bill to ‘‘ protect the title of the United 
States to said lands.’’ If the United States has title to the lands that may be 
protected after this bill is enacted into a law, the persons to whom they are 
** ratified, confirmed, and made valid’’ have no such title. To give this power 
to the courts over these lands is to defeat the very titles and claims which the 
first section “ ratifies, confirms, and makes valid.” 

If the title of these lands is restored to the United States by this bill it carries 
with it the possession by act of law. It becomes, in every sense, “ public lands 
of the United States,” as the bill declares. It is not necessary that Congress 
should conferthe power upon the courts to protect the public lands of the United 
States. That is the duty of the President. Nocourts are named inthe bill that 
are to have this new and extraordinary jurisdiction, but, assuming that they 
can only be the circuit and district courts of the United States, the bill includes 
any such courts wherever found. The provision allowing private claimants of 
the land tojoin the suit with the United States is limited by the Constitution to 
those persons who reside in the different States, so that only a few persons could 
take advantage of the act. 

The number of suits that may be brought under the provisions of this bill is 

only measured by the number of claimants to the lands. A broad field of litiga- 
tion is thus opened, and the Government, with all power and prestige, would go 
into court alone, or in company with all the claimants mentioned in this act, 
and would defray al! the expenses of the many suits to assist them in the asser- 
tion and protection of the titles conferred upon them by this act. 
' In any case such a course would necessarily be unfair and unjust toward mere 
private persons of limited means, but in this case it would array the power of 
the United States to destroy titles acquired in good faith and paid for in full 
to the State of Iowa, confirmed by the joint resolution of Congress relinquish- 
ing the lands to bona side purchasers and afterward upheld and confirmed in the 
courts. 

Congress had better appropriate any amount of money to compensate the 
claimants of these lands for the losses they have sustained through the mis- 
taken or improvident procedure of its land officers,than to attempt to avoid 
such a debt of justice by taking the lands from one bona fide purchaser to give 
it to another bona fide pre-emptor or homestead claimant. 

This strife will continue as long as Congress shall give it encouragement by 
efforts to remedy the troubles about these lands by transferring titles from 
one man to another. Such efforts are misleading because they must result in 
disappointment. It is better, in the opinion of the undersigned, that Congress 
should at once assume the duty and burden of making just compénsation for 
losses that have been sustained by those who bought these lands from the 
United States, under the mistaken belief of the land officers that they were open 
to settlement and disposal as part of the public domain, and have lost the bene- 
fits of their purchases. 


JNO. T. MORGAN, 
J. N. DOLPH. 
R. L. GIBSON. 

¥ J. D. WALKER. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I submit with perfect confidence that there can be 
no answer to the view of the case thus directly and succinctly pre- 
sented in the views of the minority. They are more charitable even 
than the facts of the case would justify, because they arrive at this con- 
clusion, assuming that there are bona fide pre-emptors or homestead 
claimants to the property. That is not the fact, as I have shown. 
They have no patents to the land; they have never been able to obtain 
any. ‘The two who have obtained patents have tried their titles in the 
Supreme Court, and in both cases they have been beaten. Those men, 
I repeat, are mere sqnatters. It is a misnomer to call them persons 
under homestead or pre-emption entries in good faith. Such is not 
the fact. 

If the settlers had availed themselves of the provisions of the act passed 
by Congress in 1873 and the investigation made by Messrs. Chubb, 
Aldrich, and Robinson and had accepted the provision thus made by 
the Government, their claims would all Have been satisfied long before 
this time. - Instead of that they renewed their demands for the recovery 
of the lands themselves and would have nothing else. In the case of 
Litchfield vs. Webster County, 101 United States Reports, referred to 
by the honorable Senator from Arkansas, the court says: 

By the joint resolution (March 2, 1861) Congress relinquished all title; the 
United States then retained to the lands which had before that time been certi- 
fied by the Department of the Interior as part of the river grant, and which 
were held by bona fide purchasers under the State. No f::rther conveyance was 
necessary to complete the transfer, and the description was sufficient to identify 
the property. The title thus relinquished inu at once to the benefit of the 
purchasers for whose use the relinquishment wasmade, Al] the lands involved 


in this suit had been certified, and Litchfield, or those under whom he claims, 
were bona fide purchasers from the State. 


The first effort made by these claimants was to procure a repeal of 
the joint resolution of March, 1861, and the act of 1862. They failed 
to accomplish anything in that direction. Decisions of the Supreme 
Court continued to be made from time to time reaffirming the title, 
until at last the settlers, without any memorials, as I have shown, in 
their behalf, come into Congress and ask the extraordinary relief _pro- 
posed by the bill. 7 

I have shown how one hundred and four settlers on these lands view 
this proposition, and I now desire to call attention briefly to the advice 
given to the settlers by citizens of Iowa who were familiar with all the 
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questions, and whose opinions were asked in reference to it. Letters wer 
addressed to Hon. George G. Wright, formerly a Senator from that Stat, 
in this body, Hon. C. C. Carpenter, formerly the governor of the Stat; 
and to the Second Comptroller of the United States Treasury, Hon 
Galusha Parsons, formerly of Fort Dodge, Iowa, and now a resident 0; 
Des Moines. Eachof them was asked togive his opinion as to the merit. 
of this movement for the settlers and whether they could obtain any 
Congressional relief. Those men were all friends of the settlers. Ex 
Senator Wright is a distinguished citizen of the State. His letter was 
written while a Senator here and as their friend. Governor Carpente: 
and Mr. Parsons occupied the same position. My object in referring 
to this is to show to the Senate the state of public sentiment on the 
part of right-minded men in the State of Iowa in regard to this cas: 
Mr. Wright says: 


I can not imagine how the repeal of the resolution of March 2, 1861, or of thy 
act of July 12, 1862, could possibly leave the title of the river lands in the settlers 
I have thought of this matter not:a little,and can not see how, in view of the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, the action of the Department and of our State 
authorities, the repeal of these laws could by possibility affect the vested right, 
of those claiming these lands. 1 wish it could be done, but to wish a thing to be 
so and to have it according to your wishes are quite different things. 

But,in my judgment, every dollar paid by these settlers to those who put 
themselves forward as their special friends to lobby and take care of their in- 
terests is so much money thrown away. Every member in the House and in 
the Senate from Iowa is as anxious to do all that can be done for these men as 
any outsider can be. Of course, we are anxious to have the assistance of all, and 
will gladly accept the co-operation of these settlers and their friends, wherever 
found, but I can not but think that every dollar paid by them to agents or those 
who profess ability to circumvent the decision of the Supreme Court, is but 
another dollar given without benefit or profit. In this I speak, as I trust, in the 
interests of the settlers; certainly with no wish to forestall or interfere with 
any plans which they may esteem to their benefit and interests. 

In great haste and with kind regards, I am, 

Your friend, 
GEO. G. WRIGHT. 


It is a long letter and I shall not read the whole of it. 
add the conclusion. Governor Carpenter in his letter says : 
I have your letter of the 26th ultimo— 


This was in 1876— 


and in reply will say that I fear the river-land settlers will reap no benefit from 
the measures proposed by Mr. Hodnett. I know nothing of him personally 
but presume that he believes the cause he proposes will right the wrongs of those 
who become his clients. And he no doubt reasons that the same power which 
passed the joint resolution of #61 and the act of July 12, 1862,can repealthem. I/ 
they were mere ordinary laws, this position could not he denied; but, in my judg- 
ment, statutes under which titles have vested, as in this case, are beyond the 
control of the law-making power. * * * There are many precedents, how- 
ever, for indemnifying settlers who have been misled by intricate legal ques- 
tions, which, as in the river-land question, even involved the skillful officers of 
the Land Department in numerous blunders and contradictions. 


To a bill providing for relief to these settlers there should be no ob- 
jection on the part of anybody. I, as a representative of these pur- 
chasers, would gladly support such a measure as that. The State of 
Iowa recommended such a measure by a joint resolution which was 
sent here after the time I am now referring to. But the settlers, unde: 
the advice of designing men, were unwilling to accede to the proposi- 
tion. Mr. Parsons in his letter says: 


It is unaccountable how anybody can be made to believe that the repeal of a 
law making a grant will divest the rights of the grantees. It might as well be 
sup ed that the burning up of a deed would operate as a conveyance of the 
land embraced in it. It is the shallowest of all conceivable impostures. It has 
beer decided times too often to refer tothat it is competent for Congress to gran| 
the public lands by legislative act, without the aid of the executive department 
and that the effect of such an act is to vest a title, as lawyers call it, in presenti, 
without patent. It is just as useless and senseless to talk inst this as it would 
be to maintain that by a Congressional repeal of the act admitting the State of 
Iowa into the Union, all of the land granted to the State for school or any other 
purposes would revert to the General Government. After a grant is made and 
title vested under it, it is no longer subject to legislative control. Li has become 
a matter of judicial conveyance, and the courts have the power (and no power 
beyond that) simply to construe the grant. ’ 

o maintain the contrary shows either a total want of acquaintance with the 
most elementary of legal principles, or that the party is simply imposing upon 
his hearers. A great Geal has been said about theadvice that has been given !s 
lawyers and others to the settlers upon these lands, very much of which is pure 
misrepresentation. I know of no reputable lawyer who has ever advised them 
that there has been at any time since what is known as the Wolcott decision 
any hope for them, so far as the title to the land is concerned, except through : 
reconsideration by the Supreme Court of the principles of that decision. [I tried 
in the Riley case to procure such reconsideration. It was submitted upon m) 
part upon a very Gobesete ted argument, in which every question that has 
since been made by any y was fully discussed. Every item of evidence that 
has since been given in any case as to the general title to these lands is found i 
the printed record in that case. I had ho; ut never very strong—that the 
Supreme Court, in view of the ra = tude of the interests involved, and the 
ex e hardship of the lot of those who had purchased and improved these 
lands and made Somes upon them, would reconsider that decision. 

I urged this, as my argument shows, if not ably, certainly very earnestly, but 
the court declined to re-examine the nee of that decision, which is cer- 
tainly an end of all controversy as to title to the lands, if ie pao for the 
highest judicial tribunal in the country to end it. I regret ex ingly that the 
settlers upon these lands, for whom I have done a deal and have tried to 
do more, are flattering themselves with the hope w is doomed to certain dis- 
appointment. They are throwing away their contributi not in a doubtful 
case, but in one which is absolutely certain, in which the ion is already 
against them, and which nothing that they or Congress can do willever change. 


FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, 
it becomes the du of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business of y' y, being the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the im- 
portation and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agree- 


I will only 
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ment to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the 
District of Columbia. - | 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the bill may be informally laid aside, that | 
we may take up the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks | 
ynapnimous consent that the bill be informally laid aside and that the | 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. | 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Be- 
fore proceeding with the Indian appropriation bill, the Chair asks to be 
allowed to lay before the Senate sundry bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7081) to amend section 17 of an act approved July 2, 
1864, entitled “‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River 
to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ approved July 1. 1862,” 
was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill should be referred to the 
Committee on Railroads, the Chair thinks. The Chair has not read 
the body of the bill, but according to his observation it does not touch 
the question of the settlement that the Committee on the Judiciary has 
had under consideration. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 7077) to remove the disabilities of John K. Mitchell, 
of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 7078) to remove the disabilities of John L. Cowardin; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7230) to remove the disabilities of John Randoiph 
Hamilton, of North Carolina. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of Addison M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 6782) granting a pension to Susan Woolley; 

A bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty ; 

A bill (H. R. 7612) granting a pension to Nicholas Witham; 

A bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr; 

A bill (H. R. 2645) granting a pension to Esther Hudson, mother of 
William H. Hudson, deceased, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to David Sears; 

A bill (H.-R. 7810) granting a pension to Rosanna Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to James H. Reid; and 

A bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John P. Snyder to the pension-roll. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider | 


the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may be dis- | 


pensed with, and that the bill be read for the consideration of the com- 
mittee amendments in their order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks | 


unanimous consent that the amendments recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations be considered as the reading of the bill pro- 
ceeds. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will now 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 118, to”insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ some suitable person to 
take a of the Indians on Tongue River, at a compensation not exceeding 
this sum, $1, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, inline 125, to reduce the appropriation 
“‘for the payment of necessary interpreters, to be distributed in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior,’’ from $25,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 125, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’”’ to 
strike out the following words: 
nee pa ate brad the United States and paid for any other service 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, inline 136, after the words ‘‘ incidental ex- 
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penses,”’ to strike out the words ‘of inspection and investigation :" so 
as to read 

Necessary traveling expenses of one Indian school superintendent 
ing incidental « xpenses, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 139, to increase the appropriation 
** for buildings and repair of buildings at agencies, and repairs of the 
same,’’ from $25,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was to strike out the tollowing clause. tro 
line 141 to line 148, inclusive 

For contingencies of the Indian service, including traveling and iucidental 
expenses of Indian agents, and of their offices, and traveling and incidental ex 
penses of five special agents, at $3 per day when actually employed, exclusive 
of transp »rtation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authe 
ized by law; for pay of employés, and for pay of five special agents at $2,000 per 
annum each, $40,000 

And to insert in lieu thereof 

For contingencies of the Indian service, including traveling and incidental 
expenses of Indian agents, and of their offices, and traveling and incidental ex 
penses of special agents, and for pay of employés not otherwise provided for, 
and for pay of the five specialagents, at $2,000 per annum each, $40,000: Provided, 
That special agents shall be allowed $3 per diem for traveling and incidental ex 
penses while traveling or actually on duty in the field, exclusive of cost of trans- 
portation and sleeping-car fare. 

The amendment was agreed to 
- The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘* fulfilling trea- 
ties with Indian tribes—Apaches, Kiowas, and Comanches,’’ in line 
174, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for pay of carpenter, farmer, black- 
smith, miller, and engineer’’ from $4,500 to $5,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 177, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriations for fulfilling treaties with the Apaches, Kiowas, 
and Comanches from $49,000 to $49,700 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out from line 179 to 223, inelu- 


i sive, as follows: 


The Secretary of the luterior is hereby directed to pay, out of the treaty funds 
herein appropriated for the Kiowas and Comanches, 15 per cent. to each of the 
following-named persons upon their respective claims herein described. and in 
part payment thereof, to wit 

To N.S. Wood, $1,285 

To William Beddo, $15,600, 

To L. W. Vaughan, $247 

To R. Vaughan, $695 

To J. H. Baker, $110 

To J. G. Halsell, $19,625. 

To James Martin & Brothers, $1,050. 

To E, C. Fuller, $800. 

To John Hensley, $2,550. 

To William M. Hardin, $1,585. 

To A, J. Henson, $1,250 

To C. W. Cooper, $2,250 

To Henry A. Whaley, $1.500 

To Daniel E. Moore, $3,000 

To James P. Lindsey, $2,625 

To F. C. Bulkley, $7,500 

To the legal representatives of John S. Chisum, $20,000 

ToJ. M. Waide, $2,250. 

To William Midkiff, $2,600 

To Overton Love, $7,350. 

To Mary Stick, administratrix of Wyatt Gilchrist, $800; the same being claims 
for damages caused by depredations by said Indians, and examined, approved, 
and reported to Congress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaties 
with the ‘* Cheyennes and Arapahoes,”’ in line 229, to increase the ap- 
propriation ‘* for purchase of clothing,’’ under the tenth article of the 
treaty of October 28, 1867, from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 235, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriations for fulfilling treaties with the ‘‘ Cheyennes and Ara 
pahoes,’’ from $36,500 to $38,500 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was to strike out the following clause, from line 
237 to line 244, inclusive: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay to C. and F, Huning 
$13,397.02, and to Fielding Burns $1,000, out of any funds belonging tothe Kiowas 
and the Cheyenne Indians of Indian Territory ; the same being claims for dam 
ages caused by depredations of said Indians,and examined, approved, and re 
ported to Congress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 





| The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriation for fullilling treaties 
| with the ‘‘ Chippewas, Pillagers, and Lake Winnebagoshish bands. ’’ to 

strike out the following clause from line 295 to line 301: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay, out of the treaty fund 
herein appropriated for the Pillager band of Chippewa Indians of Minnesota. to 
the estate of John Cook, $1,500; the same being a claim for damage caused by 
depredations of said Indians, and examined, approved, and reported to Con- 
| gress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the following clause, from 
line 302 to line 308, inclusive: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay to the Mille Lac Improve- 
ment Company $200, out of any funds helonging to the Mille Lac band of Chip- 
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pewa Indians; the same being a claim for damages caused by depredations of 
said Indians, and examined, approved, and reported to Congress by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, after line 360, to insert: 
CULUMBIAS AND COLVILLES, . 
For annuity for Chief Moses, as per agreement of July 7, 1833, ratified by act 
approved July 4, 1854, $1,000; 
For annuity for Chief Tonacke, as per same agreement, ratified by act of July 
1834, $100; 
For employés, as provided in said agreement ratified by act of July 4, 1884, 
$6,000; in all, $7,100. 
lo enable the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse Capt. F. D. Baldwin for 
expenses incurred in the settlement of the disputes and the negotiation of the 
agreement of July 7, 1883, with the Columbias and Colvilles, $444.70, to be imme- 
diately available. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. On line 366 the name is not printed right. 
be ‘‘Tonacket.’’ There should be a ‘‘t’’ after the ‘‘e.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). 
be no objection, the ‘‘t’’ will be added. 

Mr.PLUMB. In my bill the “‘t”’ is printed. 
be an ‘‘s’’ instead of a ‘‘t’’ at the end. 

Mr. DAWES. I can not answer the Senator, because a letter from 
the Secretary has it as it is here; but I am inclined to think that in 
the statute which created the agreement it isspelled the other way. I 
will look it up and ask that it be amended if there is a necessity for a 
correction. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriation for fulfilling 
treaties with the ‘‘ Creeks,’’ to strike out lines 401 and 402, as follows: 

For assistance in agricultural operations, $2,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 434, to reduce the total amount of 
appropriations for fulfilling treaties with the ‘‘ Creeks ’’ from $112,973.30 
to $110,973.30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 437, after the words ‘‘ pay to the,”’ 
to strike out “‘ treasury ’’ and insert ‘‘ treasurer ;’’ so as to read : 


That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States pay to the treasurer 
of that part of the Cherokees known and denominated “ Old Settlers or Western 
Cherokees” the sum of $660.80, &c, 


It should 
If there 


I think there should 


“i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In line 439, at the last moment I am informed that 
there must be an amendment; instead of $660.80 the sum should be 
$449.30. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be noted 

Mr. DAWES. Andon the four hundred and fortieth line ‘‘ the 12th 
day of June’’ should be ‘* the 30th day of September.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These amendments will be consid- 
ered agreed to if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. The year should be ‘‘ 1851” instead of ‘‘1838.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will now be read, 
so that the Senator may see that they are noted correctly. 

The amendments were read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for fulfilling 
treaties with the [owas, in line 488, to strike out “‘1884"’ and insert 
**1885;"’ so as to read : 


If there be no objection the amend- 


IOW AS. 


For interest, in lieu of investment, on $57,500, balance of $157,500, to July 1, 1885, 
at 5 per cent. per annum, for education or other beneficial purposes, under the 
direction of the President, per ninth article of treaty of May 17, 1854, $2,875. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in the appropriations for fulfilling treaties 
with the ‘‘ Kansas Indians,’’ to strike out the following clause, from 
line 498 to line 529, inclusive: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to apply the net proceeds arising from the sales of Kansas Indian lands, in the 
State of Kansas, now in the Treasury, and such as shall from time to time be 
in the Treasury, to the credit of the Kansas tribe of Indians, to the payment of 
all the present indebtedness of said tribe, one and interest, represented 
the certificates issued in the years 1862 and 1863, and known as Kaw or Kansas 
Indian scrip; said payment to be made as follows: He shall, ninety days afterthe 
approval of this act, apply $67,386.89, being the net proceeds on hand March 27, 
1884, together with such sum as may have accrued since said date, in pro rata 
payment, principal and interest, of all snch serip certificates aforesaid as shall be 
filed in the Department of the Interior on or before the said ninetieth day after 
the approval of this act, and of the genuineness of which he shall be satrefied ; 
and thereafter whenever the p' , after the deduction of thee of the 
sale of said lands, shall equal the sum of $10,000, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall pay said sum, together with any excess thereof, upon such certificates as 
aforesaid as shall be on file at the Department of the Interior on the date of such 
payment and for thirty days thereto preceding, and shall continue so to until 
the indebtedness of said tribe represented by said scrip certificates, the in- 
terest thereon, shall be fully liquidated, or until the entire net proceeds of 
sale of said lands that are now on hand or that may hereafter be acquired shall 
be exhausted : Provided, That not exceeding percent. interest per annum shall 
be allowed on any of such scrip. 


Mr. PLUMB. I do not rise to oppose the adoption of the amend- 
meut, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that in 
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1882, as I find by looking at the deficiency bill of that year, passed on 
the 5th day of August, a portion of these claims was provided for, pre- 
cisely the same character of claims, and with the same and no other 
evidence of validity than those provided for in this clause. The only 
difference is that the claims the payment of which was provided for in 
1882 were represented by scrip certificates ‘‘ belonging to any person 
or persons who actually performed labor in the construction of the 
works for which they were issued.’’ 

I have no interest of any kind or description as representing any one 
who owns any of these certificates, although the work was done in the 
State of Kansas; but the fact is that the contractor received these cer- 
tificates from the Government; they were negotiable, and he transferred 
them for value to partiesin the Eastern States who now hold them, and 
they are practically an obligation againstthe Government. They wer 
issued by a former Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Jacob Thompson, and 
specified the treaty under which they were issued, and in every respect 
are regular on their faceand were issued for value, and were transferred 
for value. 

I simply want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
heretofore we have acted in a manner that substantially accredited 
these certificates as an outstanding obligation against the Government, 
and that now we are proposing to go back of them. 

Mr. DAWES. It is due to the committee that I should state the 
reason for their action. The committee ex::ined pretty thoroughly 
into the justice of this proposition, and I think I speak the opinion of 
the committee when I say that they all agreed that this should be done, 
that it was quite time that the United States paid this scrip which had 
been put upon the market, although not in the name of the United 
States, yet by the Secretary of the Interior himself, under the provis 

| ions of a treaty with the Indians. There was some little irregularity 
about the issue of some of it. 1t was issued between the time when the 
treaty was agreed upon and the time when it was actually ratified here, 
but there was no question about the honesty of the papers. 

| There were before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I think betore 

| this committee also, letters from the Secretary of the Interior at the 
time these certificates were put upon the market, saying to those who 
proposed to buy them that they were valid. Although the United 


take the money out of the Treasury, but to take it in accordance with 
a treaty obligation out of funds arising from the sale of lands, yet it is 
a private claim in an Indian appropriation bill; and that is what con 

trolled the committee. There are 2 great many such cases, the Senate 
will observe, in this bill, all of which the Senate Committee on Appro 
priations propose to strike out, and therefore this had to go with the 
rest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was in the appropriations for fulfilling 
treaties with the *‘ Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes,’’ to strike out 
the following clause, from line 615 to line 622, inclusive: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay to Dennis Sheedy the 
sum of $4,658, and to B. J. Everett $3,550, for the Northern Cheyenne Indians, to 
be carried tothe surplus fund; the same being claims for damages caused by 

depredations of said Indians, and examined, approved, and reported to Con- 
| gress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


agreed to 


The amendment was f 
| The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaties 
with the ‘‘Omahas,’’ to strike out the following provisos, from line 637 
to line 665, inclusive: 


That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, and with 
the consent of the Indians, extend the time of payment for land as fixed by sec- 
tion 2 of said act so that one-third of the purchase-money shall become due 
and payable in two years from the date when the land shall be or hos been 
thrown open to settlement, r with one year's interest on the amount of 
the first installment, to be when entry is made; and the second installment 
of ird shall become due and payable in one r, and the remaining one- 
third in two years from date of first payment, with interest as vided in said 
act; and in case of default in either of said payments, or the interest thereon. 
the person thus defaulting for a period of sixty days shall forfeit absolutely his 
right tothe tract which he has purchased, and any payment ep pe he may 
Soeuimared he I is here cuthewinad SS aeeininel ona old 

t nterior y to cause to sole 
to the bidder, under such regulations and py ten w as to pay- 
ment as he may deem to be most advan! to the said I that part or 
parcel of said reservation described as : All that portion of the north- 
West quarter of section 98,1m township 25, range 6 the west half of the north- 

con’ 


States technically is not liable, and although there is no proposition to 


west quarter of section 26, in 2%, renge 6 east, lying east of the Sioux 
City and Nebraska Railroad, ng about fifty acres, more or less, condi- 
tioned, however, that the purchaser thereof shall erect, operate, and maintain 
a flouring-mill thereon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts who has charge of this bill whether the action of the commit- 
tee in striking out this language is because it is considered that this is 
an act of injustice or unfairness to these Indians, and to ask him further 
whether, in his opinion, with the thrown about this matter 
See , it is not proper } tion. 

tself to the Committee on Appropriations? _ 

Mr. DAWES. This matter has been before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and the committee authorized the reporting of a ~ newer 

, whic 


substantially this provision; but it is t legislation 
has no more business in an appropriation bill than it has in the Decla- 
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ration of Independence, so far as being germane is concerned, or so far 
as the rules of the Senate go, which, like those of the Medes and Per- 
sians, are not tobe changed. The Committee on Appropriations acted in 
obedience to the edict—I believe that would be a proper word, but I 
will say the order of the Senate, which the committee felt bound to 
obey—that there should hereafter be, with the consent of the Senate, no 
more legislation in appropriation bills. The Senate will observe how 
implicitly the committee have in this respect observed the rules of the 
Senate, and have stripped this bill entirely of anything that looks like 
legislation. , : ; 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator permit me right there toask him 
if the Senate did not on the pension appropriation bill, by an aftirma- 
tive vote, place general legislation ? 

Mr. DAWES. I was not present when the Senate considered the 

nsion bill, and as the Senator from Kansas participated in whatever 
error or aberration the Senate indulged in at that time, I think the 
Senator only calls it to my attention on the idea that if we have com- 
mitted one sin, it is easier to repeat it. That I admit. I admit the 
force of the onof the Senator, and I admit that the Senate can 
reverse its decision at any time if it disregards consistency, and if it 
disregards the principles upon which the rule was established, but the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations could not do that, and that is the 
reason why this clause is stricken out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This proviso has so far commended itself, as I 
understand, to the Committee on Indian Affairs that if it was in the form 
of a separate bill it would meet the approbation of the committee. I 
differ somewhat with the Senator from Massachusetts in charge of this 
bill. It seems to me that this is a subject-matter that is germane to the 
bill, and can hardly be considered as general legislation upon an appro- 
priation bill. It is a simple matter of fairness to those who have pur- 
chased these lands, and the matter of extension of time of payment as 
provided herein being within the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and being necessarily with the consent of the Indians, I think 
this proviso should be retained. I feel at least like testing the sense of 
the Senate and asking that this proviso be retained. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps itis aswell for the Senate to determine now 
whether this bill shall go back to the form in which itcametous. The 
measure contained in this proviso has some merit in it, but the Senator 
says he differs with me upon the question whether it is germane and 
proper in this bill. The object of the bill is to make ‘‘ appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 


for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year | 


ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes.’’ The object of it is in- 
dicated in the title. Two yearsago we enacted a law under which these 
lands were sold after an appraisal. They were sold ata very high price 
and the Indians are entitled to the benefit of that price. They were 
sold atsuch a price that the purchasers now find it very hard, after the 
expenses incurred in making a settlement, to make their first payment 
at the time agreed upon. The law requires that they shall make it on 
a certain date. Itis proposed in this measure to extend that time. 
That is of course independent legislation, having nothing whatever to 
do with the current expenses of the Indian Department, or with the 
fulfillmentof treaties. It is avery proper measure to be considered by 
the Committees on Indian Affairs of the two Houses, and the commit- 
tees of the two Houses have considered it. So far as the committee of 
this body is concerned it has done its duty; it presented the measure of 
the Senate in the form of a bill. 


But to undertake to make the Indian appropriation bill an omnibus | 


bill like a t hay-rick into which is to be piled everything that can 
be up that has any reference to Indians whatever is to change 
entirely its character, is to change entirely the duties of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and is to change entirely the opportunity of the Sen- 
ate to consider the propriety of these measures in the last ten days of 
the session. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand from the inquiry propounded by 
the Senator from Kansas to the Senator from Massachusetts that the 
rule is not inexorable—that the committee themselves sometimes feel 
at liberty to deviate from it. I refer to the rule that no legislation shall 

on anappropriation bill. Attention has been called to the case 
the pension appropriation bill. The provision relating to the lands 
of the Omahas in Nebraska, referred to by my colleague, and the pro- 
vision on the next page applying to the Otoes, are not of such a char- 
acteras my friend would suggest to make an omnibus bill of the Indian 
a iation bill. 
Ir. DAWES. Not those provisions. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. These provisions are entirely legitimate; each is | 


a matter in regard to the Indians of ‘the particular tribe, to which the 
proper ree had given attention and made provision for in this 
tr. DAWES. I will call my friend’s attention to the difference. 
What the committee have done pertains to the Indians. What the pro- 
vision that we propose to strike out has reference to is white settlers 
upon lands which the Indians sold to them. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. But the money to be paid by the white settlers 
goes to the Indians, and therefore it affects the Indians. 
Mr. DAWES. And the Indians are content to let it be just as it is. 





| Mr. VAN WYCK. It affects the Indians. Their acquiescence is re- 
| quired by this provision, so that it is a matter affecting the Indians. 

| These lands belonging to the Omaha and Otoe Indians were sold by 

| these tribes at unusually large prices. That isconceded. The equity 

| and merit of the case are conceded by the Senator. Now at this par- 

| ticular juncture of affairs it is impossible for the parties to make the 
payment as the law originally required. The Secretary of the Interior 
has no authority in regard to it. This matter has been called to his at- 
tention and he is not authorized to act. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the Senator that while the Secretary 
of the Interior has no authority to make a binding contract of exten- 
sion, he is not called upon to enforce immediately the obligation, any 
more than a man holding a mortgage upon another man’s real estate is 
obliged the moment the payment becomes due to enforce his mortgage. 
Therefore I assume, among other things, that if there is good secunty 
for the Indians, being upon interest, the security will be just as good 
a year hence, and that any fair administration of the Indian Department 
will furnish to those people the extension which they want us to make 
obligatory by law 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Thatisalltrue. The difference is that the Secre 
tary of the Interior really has no power, as I was suggesting. He would 
not act affirmatively probably. As to what other combinations might 
arise by other parties outside of the Indian tribe and outside the per- 
sons who have purchased the lands, of course we can have no guarantee. 

If the rule be not inexorable in regard to placing legislation on an 

appropriation bill, and if each appropriation stands on its own partic- 
ular merit, then I apprehend there is so munch merit in this provision 
that the committee ought to have felt warranted in making this excep- 
tion, as they sometimes do. As I was stating, the Indians have been 
benefited by the sale of these lands, particularly the Otoes, whose lands 
were sold at auction at a much greater rate than that at which the pur 
chasers could have bought land equally as good in that section of the 
State. So the Indians were benefited by the exceptionally high price 
| of theirlands. By reason of the depressed situation of affairs afterward 
coming upon those people it became impossible for them to make the 
payment, and as the Indians do not receive the money to make invest- 
ments themselves, but the Government does that for them, and as there 
is abundant security and the interest is at a fair rate, there would seem 
to be no reason why the Committee on Indian Affairs should not assent 
| to this proposition, as I know they feel like protecting the interests of 
the Indians. 
It is true the Committee on Indian Affairs of this body have passed 
| affirmatively and favorably upon the bill introduced for that purpose, 
and possibly the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House may have 
done so; but here is a provision, plain, simple in its enactment, of ac- 
knowledged merit and propriety, approved by the proper committees 
probably of both Houses, and which would pass without an opposing 
vote, perhaps without a suggestion of any opposition. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to my colleague that not only has it 
that strength, but also that this action is reeoommended by the Indian 
Department, by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; it is recommended by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and by the Secretary of the Interior. The only diffi- 
culty now is that the rules of both Houses are so admirably drawn and 
so admirably interpreted that a measure which would require no con- 
sideration comparatively at the hands of either body can not be allowed 
| to be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me to 
make a suggestion ” 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ceriainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from Nebraska seems to be 
laboring under a wrong impression about the anthority of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I hope we can understand distinctly what right 
and power that committee has exercised. We have a rule of the Sen- 
ate which has been interpreted by the presiding officer to mean that 
no legislation can be ingrafted upon an appropriation bill, that it is not 
in order, nor can any amendment to general legislation placed upon 
such a bill by the House be in order in the Senate. We brought before 
the Senate only a day or two ago that very proposition, and the Senate 
upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair sustained the interpre- 
tation given to that rule by the Chair; and then it turned right around 
and voted by a yea-and-nay vote to put legislation upon an appropria- 
tion bill. The Senate did that. 

The Committee on Appropriations, in deference to the standing rule 
of the Senate and the decision of the Senate as to its interpretation by 
the presiding officer, has simply recommented the striking out of ali 
the general legislation upon the pending appropriation bill. It is in 
the power of the Senate to non-concur in the amendments proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations. That would bring the question up 
directly. There are several amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that I am in favor of non-concurring in. If the Senator will 
simply make the point that this legislation ought to be enacted and is 
of such a character that it will justify the Senate in setting aside the 
rule as it did the other day, I believe at the instance of the senior Sen- 
ator from Kansas, and voting in a general legislative provision, then 
the whole matter is before the Senate. 
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The Committee on Appropriations has had nothing to do with it. 
It is a rule of the Senate entirely, and it is in the power of the Senate 
now to say that it is proper the provision should be inserted, just as it 
said the other day that a legislative provision should go on an appro- 
priation bill. The Senate Committee on Appropriations did not decide 
upon the question of the propriety or impropriety of the legislation 
which it has proposed to strike out. It so proposed simply in obedi- 
ence to the rule, leaving it to the Senate to say whether the recom- 
mendation of the committee should be concurred in. The Senator can 
make the point and havea vote taken as to whether this provision shall 
be stricken out, and that will bring the whole question before the Sen- 
ate. The Senate has heretofore trampled upon the decision of the pre- 
siding officer and the rule of the Senate, and can do it again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that the pending question before the Senate is, Shall the 
amendment, striking out the provision, be agreed to? That is the exact 
question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand, but I was simply fearing that the 
Senator from Nebraska was throwing the whole responsibility of its 
going out upon the Committee on Appropriations when it is upon the 
Senate. We simply recommended that it be stricken out, in obedience 
to the rule and the decision of the Senate, and now let the Senate de- 
termine the question. The Senate has to confirm all the recommenda- 
tions of the committee before they become effective. We have simply 
made that recommendation in obedience to the rule of the Senate and 
the interpretation of that rule by the presiding officer, and the confir- 
mation of that interpretation by the Senate itself. I want to see the 
Senate say why in a number of instances it violates the rule, the inter- 
pretation of the rule by the presiding officer, and its own decision sus- 
taining that interpretation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
I thank the Senator, however, for his suggestions, because they were 
in the line of my own idea—the necessity of overriding the action of 
the Appropriations Committee. I am very glad to know that the Ap- 
propriations Committee, cheerfully, of course, defer on such matters to 
the action of the Senate. Where there is so meritorious a proposition 
as this, one so germane to the bill, and it is the only mode and manner 
in which redress can be accomplished, both protecting the Indian and 
doing justice to the white man, we should not let a technicality stand 
in the way. This proposition is plainly equitable; it received no oppo- 
sition in the committee of either House; it has the recommendation of 
the Indian Department; and yet here in Congress the rules to which 
my friend has referred, and their construction, are such that this meas- 
ure can not possibly receive attention and pass into alaw. Thus in- 
justice is done to a large class of citizens. 

It is on that ground that I desire, and my colleague desires, that the 
striking out of the provision as to the lands sold for the Omaha In- 
dians and for the Otoes shall not be concurred in as recommended by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I know nothing about the merits of 
this particular clause which the Senator from Nebraska desires to have 
remain in the bill; but the action of the committee on this clause brings 
up the whole question of what the Senate is to do in respect of what is 
termed general legislation in this Indian appropriation bill. There are 
a great many clauses in this bill which are called general legislation; 
but they ought to be passed. There are many claims here which are 
stricken out by the committee, which are just claims, have been adjudi- 
cated by the Interior Department, by the Indian Bureau of the Gov- 
ernment, and found to be honest and just, and due to the parties claim- 
ing them. Ido not see how the Committee on Appropriations could 
have done otherwise than they have done under the rules of the Senate; 
but I do think that it would be proper for the Senate to confirm their 
action in these matters. I do not know how a party who has a valid 
claim, such as is provided forin this bill, is ever going to get his money 
unless he gets it upon an Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Why can he not have a bill intro- 
duced for his benefit in one House or the other and let it go through 
regularly as other bills do? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The trouble is that you havea multi- 
plicity of bills and they never getthrough. The practice of the Senate 
has been to allow claims of this sort to be paid under an enactment in 
an Indian appropriation bill. The Senate did so at the last session. 
There were then about thirty claims similar to these. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There are probably 5,000 similar 
claims filed in the Indian Department; and why should these twent; 
or thirty be selected out from that 5,000 and given the preference whi 
the House appears to have given them by placing them on this bill, sim- 
ply because those claimants had some icular friends who urged 
their cases? - They are no better than the 10,000 other claims that are 
pending in the Indian De ent. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Ido not know about that; Ido not 
know how the Senator knows. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
them. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. Have you examined 10,000 claims ? 


I know it from having examined 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Perhaps the number is a little ex- 
aggerated; but I have examined hundreds of them. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Ihave nodoubt itis exaggerated. No- 
body has examined all these claims except the Interior Department. 
and perhaps no claim has found a place in the appropriation bill whic} 
has not been gone over very thoroughly and investigated very completely 
in every phase of it, and where the decision of the Department has not 
been that a certain amount has been found to be due and should be paid 
In the case of the 10,000 claims that the Senator speaks of, they per- 
haps never have been so thoroughly investigated and adjudicated as 
these have been. Ihope that where there is no question about the jus- 
tice of a claim it will be allowed to remain on the appropriation bil). 
It has been the custom of Congress heretofore to do it, and, as I re- 
marked, the Senate committee itself at the last session put on an appro- 
priation bill a large number of these claims and they were adopted by 
the House. It is unfair to those whese claims have now been put on 
this bill to have them stricken out merely on a point of order or because 
there isa rule of the Senate against general legislation. You are break- 
ing that rule constantly. There is no appropriation bill that comes up 
for the consideration of the Senate where that rule is not violated. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We keep as close to it as possible 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If you make one exception there is no 
reason why advantage should be given to the person in whose favor 
that exception is made over allothers. It is unjust and wrong to do it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is equally unjust and wrong that 
these claimants should have their claims placed on an appropriation 
bill when there are other claimants equally meritorious and whose 
claims have been passed upon in the same way by the Secretary of the 
Interior who are kept off. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. And favorably reported by the Senate committee 
in some instances, and with favorable reports in the House in others. 

Mr. HOAR. The precedent of putting this on an appropriation bil! 
is not simply a preference of one over another, but it tends to the re- 
sult that all the other claims are not considered at all. If this were 
right to other claimants of their own class, then everybody who had 
any special interest in claims of this kind would have them taken up 
and considered together. Now the Committee on Appropriations in 
the House have an advantage, and everybody else is left out. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There may be some force in that sug- 
gestion; but now I happen to know of one claim in this bill for depre- 
dations committed in 1861, and the claimant has been at work ever 
since attempting to get justice, to get his claim through. It wasa claim 
for $30,000. The Department cut it down to $6,000, and now our com- 
mittee has stricken it out of this bill. I do not know how this man is 
ever to get his money that everybody concedes is due to him. 

Mr. ALLISON. When was that? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In 1861 the depredations were com- 
mitted, and by this course of action by the Senate and the House in re- 
spect to these matters the money due this man has been kept from him 
and he has not had it. He has not been able to getan item through in 
an appropriation bill,or in any other way secure the payment of the 
money. This is unjust; it is wrong. There is no decent and respect- 
able government that can afford to deal in that way with its citizens. 
We must get at this in some way or other. If we can not do it on an 
appropriation bill there must be some other method invented. 

Mr. ALLISON. We provide for an examination of all these claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes; but that is nothing more than the 
re-enactment of the present law. Section 445 of the Revised Statutes 
requires an examination just as the committee propose here. There is 
nothing in that. There are reports in the Senate now that I can ex- 
hibit to the Senator showing that these claims have been examined 
and allowed. That is a mere makeshift to put off, to give an excuse 
for not paying these claimants as the Goyernment ought to pay them. 
I insist that if these claims are stricken out on the ground that they are 
general legislation every line of general legislation in the appropriation 
bill should be stricken ont. The committee have put in general legis- 
lation in this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Where? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. All through it. I shall be able to show 
it when the details come up, but I do not think the Senate ought to 
strike out these items when there is no dispute about their justice and 
correctness. There is no reason for it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The trouble is right here: these 
claims get into this general appropriation bill through some sort of 
favoritism. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not know that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do know it. 

Mr. of California. You know more about it than I do; 
but I do not know that we can jump at the conclusion that it is favorit- 
ism. Because there may be twenty claims in this bill and twenty in 
the bill of last session, I do not see that it follows necessarily that their 
insertion was due to favoritism. It may be due to vigilance on the 

of the claimants. It iscertainly no favoritism to pay a man what 
is due him from the Government. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is admitted by all who have spoken on this 
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question that this is proper legislation. Whether it be general legisla- 
tion or whether it be legislation germane to this bill, it is conceded that 
it provides for a righteous act. Now, it seems to me that being such it 
js proper to place it upon this bill. | It can never be wrong to do right; 
it can not be unjust to do an act of justice. 

It is suggested that there is a rule of the Senate that prevents that 
which we seek to accomplish. The Senate seems to be the victim of | 
its own rule. 1 submit that although the rule may bind the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, it may or may not bind the Senate, and that it 
may either by direct repeal or change or by indirect action avoid the 
rule, as it has done it in repeated instances. A few days ago in the 
pension appropriation bill we are told that general legislation admitted 
to be fair, right, and just was placed upon that appropriation bill. 


might have made necessary an extra session of Congress; and the com- 
| mittee could not, in fairness either to the members of the Senate or in 
| fairness to the public interests, take up items which came from the 
House without inv estigation and put those in unless we were ready to 
do ae aera the same thing foramendments proposed by members 
of the Senate 

| Weall of us know that in a large number of cases the examination 
from the very nature of things has only been perfunctory. The stat 

ute cited by the Senator from California does contemplate an investiga 

tion by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and requires him to trans- 
mit his findings to the Speaker of the House of Representatives; but 
that business is done in connection witha multitude of other business, 
he having no special fund given to him for the purpose of instituting 


mes aieannes* 


Now, I submit to the Senate that as this is fair and just the Senate 
should in this instance follow the latest precedent, and even if it vio- 
lates the rule do this act of fairness and justice to these parties. 


shall pass as it came to the Senate, I have simply a word to say in re- 
sponse to the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin. He says as 
we can not pay all of these claims, let us pay none. I do not think 
the Senate would desire to place itself in that position. If there gre 
5,000 claimants who have just claims against the Indian Bureau or 
against the different tribes of Indians, let us pay them as we can. If 
we can not pay them all at one time, pay a few at this session of Con- 
and take up the other claims at sessions hereatter. 


I hope ‘the Senate will refuse to strike out this proviso as recom- | 


mended by the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall detain the Senate but a moment in stating the 
theory on which I gave my consent, not only to striking out the legis- 
lation which is now under consideration, but also the claims alluded 
to by the Senator from California. 

There is a rule of the Senate that no legislation shall appear upon 
appropriation bills, and that has been properly construed to mean that 


about which we have had abundant discussion recently. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in this condition of things can not exercise 


their own discretion as to amendments. There is legislation on this | 


bill that the committee would have gladly had remain there with cer- 
tain amendments which they would have suggested if it had not been 
for the rule, and therefore that legislation must necessarily go out. 
There is other legislation that they did not care to amend; andat the 
same time there is legislation which the committee itself desired to put 
on to the bill and legislation which other members of the Senate 
wanted put on the bill; but if the door were opened by leaving on the 


House legislation we not only left ourselves in the helpless condition | 


of being required to do precisely what the House sent us without any 
amendment, but we were constantly confronted with the desire of 
members of the Senate that legislation in which they were interested 
should be put on the bill also. 

I beg Senators to observe that this is not a very comfortable position 


to be put in on the part of the committee, to be confronted with legisla- | 


tion sent over from the House which can not be touched, and to be at 
the same time confronted with legislation which is sought to be put on 
in the Senate, and by the rule of the Senate also, which provides that 
there shall be no legislation and no amendment to the House legisla- 
tion. So the committee said that in view not only of these facts, but 
of the recent construction of the rule, and of the manifest disposition 
of the Senate not to be put in the attitude at this late hour of the ses- 


sionof taking from the House legislation which might prove on further | 


examination to be unwise, they would simply strike it all out. When 
it came to claims, we were confronted by this condition of things, that 
a cursory examination of the claims put on the bill by the House showed 
that one of them—it is not necessary to specify it—had been improvi- 
dently put on. That is to say, here are claims that in a number of 
cases were not fully supported by testimony as to amounts at least, and 
some cases where the amounts were larger than the damages even al- 


leged to have been incurred by the depredations complained of. That | 


made it absolutely necessary, in order that the committee should dis- 
charge its duty to the Senate and toitself, that the testimony in every 
single one of these claims must be carefully and thoroughly examined. 
How, otherwise, could the committee discharge its duty to the Senate? 
Were we to take this simply because the House had sent it to us, and 

y when a cursory examination of one of the claims disclosed 
that fact that so glaring an error as the insertion of a wrong amount 
had occurred. 

Then if we were to enter upon the investigation of these claims with 
the view of letting them remain in the bil] and reporting to the Senate 
that they should remain in the bill with such amendmentsas toamounts 
as the testimony might disclose to be proper, we were bound to take up 
the claims presented by members of the Senate, of which there were a 
large number before the committee, aggregating some hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, and give to them similar investigation; and they were 
accumulating, they were constantly coming in: and the committee 
could not, if it had been so minded, have given even a cursory examina- 
tion to these claims inside of a week or ten days. It would have de- 
layed the consideration of this bil] until the last days of this session; it 


independent investigations. He can only take such testimony as comes 
to him. or as is available through the ordinary channels of conducting 


/ , | business in that Department; and necessarily these investigations lack 
As to the different claimants who are to be relieved by this bill if it | 


a great deal of giving to the decisions arrived at that verity which ought 
to exist when money is to be appropriated as a matter of course; and 
we felt that to enter upon this question now would impose a responsi 
bility of investigation on us, or if not of an investigation then of a: 
cepting without investigation and asking the Senate to allowa class of 


claims among which (whatever might be the 


merits of others) there 


was strong reason to believe that there were many of doubtful validity 


| in whole or in part. 


The Senator trom California speaks with proper indignation of the 


fact, as he alleges it to be, that a constituent of his hasa claim against 
the General Government for damages by depredations committed by 
Indians in 1861. That is a long time to wait. 
t 


much to the claimant himself for not having pressed his claim; but 


[ am not in a position 
0 apportion the responsibility, how much tothe Government and how 


1dmit that it is all against the Government, and that the Government 


itself is liable wholly and solely for the delay, it isa hard case; but there 
| are hundreds and thousands of others equally hard; and should it not 
the Senate can notamend the House legislation sent to uson such bills, | admonish us all that instead of trying the doubtful chance of getting a 
claim by some means upon an appropriation bill, where in the very 
nature of things it can not be investigated as it ought to be, there should 
| be some measure adopted which would take all these claims up and put 

them in a category where they would go on one bill, or in some way be 
| provided for by appropriations just as certainly as an appropriation is 
| made to carry on the expenses of the Government ? 


I have been told further that there were some of the claims on this 


bill which had been reported adversely by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate: and I see before me a member of that committee, 
and I will ask him the question whether such is or is not the case? 


Mr. JACKSON. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I will say that ] 
think nearly every one of the claims stricken out of this bill was re- 


ported adversely by the Committee on Claims at the last session of 
Congress. Nearly every single one I think was reported adversely. 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean the items the House put on? 
Mr. JACKSON. Yes: very nearly every one of these. I speak of 


the depredation claims. Nearly every one of these claims for depreda- 


tions was reported adversely by the Committee on Claims at the last 


session of ———— I have run over the list hurriedly, and I think 


nearly every ofe has been so reported. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Here is a report from the Secretary of 
the Interior, Executive Document No. 23, first session Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, made December 14, 1885, in which he gives a list of sixty-two 
claims showing the amounts. 

Mr. PLUMB. That enforces what I have said about the improvi- 
dence of inserting measures of this kind or claims of this character on 
anappropriation bill; where they bave not undergone such scrutiny no 
careful person can say whether more or less may not be necessary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Kansas that I do not understand that the claims rejected by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, referred to by the Senator from Tennessee, had been 
rejected because they were considered as fraudulent or wrong, but rather 
because the attitude of the Senate Committee on Claims has been that 
no claim resulting from Indian depredations shall be paid by Congress. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not care to go into that. The committee of 
course can state here the rationale of its own action, but I was going to 
say that a cursory examination of one of these claims disclosed the fact 
that the acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs had reported it fora 
certain sum, and that the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House 
had taken up the same testimony precisely and reduced the amount 
nearly 50 per cent. I onlyspeak of that to show that this examination 
in the Interior Department is necessarily of the most superficial char 
acter, and that it will be a most dangerous precedent if any general al- 
lowance of these claims upon that investigation shall be entered upon 
by the Senate or by either branch of Congress 

While I say that, I am as earnest as any one can be in favor of the 
Government adopting a rule which shall result in the payment of what 
I regard as justly an obligation against the Government as any other one 
which it iscalled upon to respond to. There are millions of dollars, I be 
lieve, certainly many hundreds of thousands of dollars, which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States owes to claimants allovertheconuntry. J] 
have no doubt the case of which the Senator from California speaks is 
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one, toa certain extent at all events; possibly there may be some doubt 
about the amount; but in all these cases there ought to be a tribunal 
provided for the ascertainment of theamountdue. I introduced a bill 
years ago, and have reintroduced it, to have an auditing of these claims 
in order that they might come before Congress not as objects of suspi- 
cion, but upon their true footing as genuine existing liabilities against 
the Government, and having had all the scrutiny that they ought to 
have preceding their allowance. The Committee on Appropriations, 
for the purpose of bringing about this result, seized upon an amend- 
ment offered to the bill in the House and so reframed it as they believe 
will result in establishing the validity or invalidity of these claims in 
such a way that they will not be subject to objection any longer. 

Mr. DAWES. Unfortunately two distinct subjects-matter in this 
bill have been involved in this debate; the first is whether the Senate 
will go back upon itself in the matter of independent legislation in an 
appropriation bill; and the next is whether it will turn an appropria- 
tion bill into a bill for the payment of private claims. The debate has 
mixed together those two questions. I have very little to say in refer- 
ence to them, but what I shall say first is in reference to the question | 
whether this body shall now introduce independent legislation into the | 
bill, and thereupon tie our hands so that we shall take what comes to 
us without permission to amend or improve it. ! 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] frankly stated his posi- 
tion. There is legislation in the bill which the Senator from Missouri 
desires to retain, and therefore this innocent and, as I shall show in a 
moment, entirely unnecessary, independent legislation is put forth to 
clear the way for more important legislation in the latter part of the 
bill. I say frankly that there is legislation in the latter part of the bill 
which to my mind is of the utmost importance and which I have tried 
to get upon the statute-book for years; but unfortunately there has ac- 
cidentally crept into it provisions which are unconstitutional and which 
are in palpable violation of a treaty. Under the rule of the Senate I 
can not get them out. I can not take the provision as it comes from | 
the House, because it is nullified by a clause which has crept in which | 
is palpably unconstitutional. Much as I desire that legislation, I am 
bound to stand by the rule of the Senate if it takes it all out, and to | 
stand by the decision of the Committee on Appropriations, following 
the ruling of tine Chair upon the construction of the rules, from which | 
an appeal was taken; and by a large vote the Chair was sustained. 

It is true that our friend from Kansas {[ Mr. INGALLS] put forward 
a very meritorious clause, just as this little innocent clause in refer- 
ence to the Omahas is put forward, and carried it through, and we can 
not now call the Senate back to its rule without having that brought 
up togovernus. If the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska is car- 
ried it sweeps away all attempt to keep the bill according to the rules 
and brings into it legislation which every Senator will say has features 
in it that the Constitution prohibits, and yet we can not amend it. 

As to the legislation involved in the present amendment, I have only 
to say that it is in and of itself meritorious. It is unnecessary for this 
reason: The Secretary of the Interior has already stated that these se- 
curities are good. He is not obliged to enforce them under a year. 
These men will obtain without legislation under a fair administration 
just what they will obtain if they get the measure through. There- 
fore, although I am in favor of the provision, I do not @e any harm to 
come to these settlers by striking itout. On the other hand, I see great 
harm to come if it is crowded into the bill and made a precedent. 

Now, I wish to say one thing about the private claims that are in 
this bill. They are what are called depredation claims. They are 
claims which citizens have made upon Indian tribes, charging that they 
have destroyed the property of citizens. We passed a law in 1872 pro- 
viding that wherever we had a treaty obligation with Indians and held 
their funds, where the Indians had stipulated that they would refund 
and pay citizens for depredations upon their making application for 
redress, we would through the Secretary of the Interior examine and 
ascertain the amount and take it out of theirfunds. There was a con- 
dition in all the treaties that this should be done only when the Indians 
refused to deliver up for punishment those who committed the depreda- 
tions. Under that provision there have been filed in the Interior De- 
partment thousands of claims against Indians. I have before mea 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior of date April 9, 1884, in which 
is one list of 3,143 of these claims and another list of four hundred and 
odd claims, amounting to about $2,000,000. There are two or three 
other letters containing other lists, and there are back of them in the 
Interior Department as many more that have never been brought here, 
amounting, as the Secretary told us, to between eight and nine million 
dollars. The basis upon which these claims are made and upon which 
they have received from time to time approval in the Indian De 
ment is nothing more nor less than affidavits that the claimants have 
picked up wherever they could and sent on with their claims. The 
Secretary told us that the rule was to allow no claim that did not have 
at least two affidavits along with it—a rule promulgated to the entire 
country that whoever can find in its lengthand breadth two men to make 
an affidavit that will go with his claim, his claim shall be allowed. 

The money to pay these claims is to be taken out of the funds which 
we have of the Indians. Many of them are against the Kiowas, and 
Comanches, and Wichitas. All the fund they have in the world from 
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which to respond is $25,000 a year for twelve years; and yet more than 

5,000,000 of claims are now laid away in the Interior Department, of 
which some dozen or fifteen had friends enough in the House of Rep 
resentatives to bring them into this bill and upon which the House pro- 
poses to pay 15 per cent. You get a dozen or fifteen of those claims 
through And you swallow up all the funds that there are of the Indians, 
and then cast the claims of the others upon the Treasury of the United 
States. Among them all, with one single exception so far as I have ex- 
amined them, there is not the pretense of any evidence that the Indians 
have refused to deliver up those who were guilty of the depredation, 
which is inall the treaties made a condition precedent to making a claim 
upon their funds. That seems to have been largely overlooked in al] 
these cases. 

Instead of committing the United States to the payment of particular 
claims by paying 15 per cent. upon them and letting all this vast amount 
remain back waiting for that provision to go through, the Committee on 
Appropriations have proposed, on page 47 of the bill, this amendment 
which I beg leave to read: 

For the investigation of certain Indian depredation claims, $10,000; and in ex- 
pending said sum the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a complete list of a!| 
claims heretofore filed in the Interior Department and which have napproved 
in whole or in partand now remain unpaid, and also all such claims as are pend 
ing but not yet examined, on behalf of citizens of the United States on account 
of depredations committed, chargeable against any tribe of Indians by reason 
of any treaty between such tribe and the United States, including the name and 
address of the claimants, the date of the alleged depredations, by what tribe com 
mitted, the date of examination and approval, with a reference to the date and 
clause of the treaty creating the obligation for payment, to be made and pre 
sented to Congress at its next regular session ; and the Secretary is suthorized 
and empowered, before making such report, to cause such additional investiga 
tion to be made and such further testimony to be taken as he may deem neces 
sary to enable him to determine the kind and value of all property damaged o1 
destroyed by reason of the depredations aforesaid,and by what tribe such dep- 
redations were committed ; and his report shall include his determination upon 
each claim, together with the names and residences of witnesses and the testi 
mony of each, and also what funds are now existing or to be derived by reason 
of treaty or other obligation out of which the same should be paid. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator a question 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu 
setts yield? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. _I should like to ask the Senator from Massa 
chusetts whetber in his opinion the paragraph he has just read, con 
stituting to a certain extent a tribunal for the investigation of these 
claims and providing for a finding on them, is not in the nature of gen- 
eral legislation upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. My answer to that is this: The tribunal is created by 
law already. The duty of the Secretary of the Interior in this respect 
is prescribed by law, and he is only directed to expend $10,000, which 
we appropriate, in the manner in which we direct. We ask him to do 
nothing else, but in carrying out existing law we give him $10,000 to 
expend in a particular way. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to ask the Senator frem 
Massachusetts if the provision he has read isanything more than a mere 
amendment to section 445 of the RevisedStatutes. Under that section 
the Secretary of the Interior has been making from year to year pre- 
cisely such reports as are prescribed in the clause which the Senator has 
read, except that by the amendment there are a few additions, a few 
other things that he is to report. One is in what treaty the obligation 
is contained to pay the money. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the Senator differs from the Senator from Ne- 
braska, for he says it is just like what is in the statute. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I say it is general legislation, because 
it is an amendment to an existing law. It is just like what is in the 
statute with something more added to it. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘‘Suflicient for the day is the evil thereof.’’ 
be time enough to jump the stile when we get to it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. We shall get to it surely. 

Mr. DAWES. This is what is proposed by the committee instead of 
embarking upon the boundless and bottomless sea that is suggested by 
the provisions which we proposed to strike out. What is the Govern 
ment going to do when a dozen of these claims shall have been by this 
process passed, and all the funds of the Indians taken to pay them’ 
Then we have got to support the Indians, and we have got to pay out 
of the Treasury the rest of the claims. 

The Secretary of the Interior is required to pass upon these claims 
He has passed upon them in the past in the manner which I have sug 
gested. He has not had the money to send anybody into the Territories 
where it has been alleged that these depredations have been made. He 
has the power ander the statute, but he has not had the money; he 
has had no men that he could pay for that purpose. Therefore, when- 
ever a man sent his claim up here or referred it to the agent of the tribe, 
when the agent of the tribe got the affidavits furnished by theclaimant 
and sent them up here, without any hearing or cross-examination what- 
ever, the Secretary of the Interior has written ‘‘approved;’’ and the 
claims come to 3,100 of them in a single letter, amounting to 
more than a million and a half dollars, and a dozen of them were put 
upon a single page in this bill by the other branch with a stipulation 
that only 15 per cent. should bepaid. Fifteen per cent. of them would 
take twice as much as the very Indians upon whom they are charged 


It will 












1885. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


have got in the Treasury ; and we are called upon in this bill, independ- 
ent of that, to appropriate some $25,000 to support and feed these very 


tion as to its mer no question as to its equity if yuld be 


tion in this body and in the other House 





Indians. f : » Senator says that the settlers are safe in any event. True, 

I submit that the safest way is the one proposed by the Committee the Secretary of tie Interior would immediately dis- 
on Appropriations, and that any other way is unsafe, unfair to other | turb them ny friend can not be responsible for what may be the 
claimants, invidious, unjust, and groundless discrimination in favor of | opinion of the next Seeretary of the Interior who may come in power. 
these claims. So as to this and as to all other provisions, the safest | There is th liculty in regard to this matter; and it isdue to the men 
way is to follow what the Committee on Appropriations has been obliged | who ought to have this protection that they shall be placed in a posi- 
to follow, the rule of the Senate. } tion where the ll not be harried and tortured for a year to come, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to say just a word more in regard to this | not knowing when the Departm in Washington may jump down 
matter. I regret very much that the discussion has drifted so widely upon them or when other persons may urge and instigate the Depart- 
from the proposition upon which the vote is to be taken, and I trust | ment to do [ submit that it is due to those people that they should 


there will be no confusion or prejudice by reason of suggestions which | have this measure of justice given to them, and it is not such a viola- 
have been made against the depredation claims. My friend from Mas. | tion of the rules of this body as should exclude it from the present bill. 
sachusetts makes an earnest appeal to the Senate that they shall refuse | There is no question as to its propriety and as to its justice, and the 
absolutely to allow what he chooses to eall, and probably it may be so, | rule is not such a one as ought to prevent this body from doing the only 
legislation upon an isppropriation bill. He does not feel it safe that | thing that can be done to reach the matter proposed. Independent leg- 
the Senate should be trusted or that the committee should be trusted | islation is out of the question at this session; and I was in hopes that 
to properly discriminate as to those matters which may be of dispute, | my friend would see that it was so eminently just that no question 
as these claims may be, or as to those claims which are without any | ought to be raised in the committee or in the Senate to its considera- 
question. The Senator says that legislation from the House must be | tion. 
accepted as an entirety; that we have no power to strike out oradd | Mr. COKE 
thereto. Do I understand him correctly ’ 
Mr. DAWES. Under our rules. 


I think, Mr. President, that a proper measure of justice 
| to the claimants who have suffered from Indian depredations would 


| } 1 1 1: 
suggest to the committee and to the Senate that the claims which have 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Underour rules—not therules of the House, but | been investigated under acts of Congress prescribing the mode and 


under the rules of the Senate. manner of their investigation, which are on tile in the Interior Depart- 
Mr. DAWES. We do not propose to strike out under the rules of | ment, and have been reported to Congress by the Secretary of the In- 
the House; we propose to strike out under our rules. | terior, approved by him as just and honest claims, should be embraced 
Mr. VAN WYCK. But would it not be justa little sensible to make | in this bill, and appropriations made to pay them. The committee pro- 
our rules in conformity, so that some legislation may be had and some | pose by their amendment that they shall be reinvestigated. Why re- 
relief granted, as it ought to be? Would not that be a sensible thing | investigate claims which have already been fully investigated? We 
to do, rather than to stand stubbornly and refuse to permit the pro- | must presume that they have been fully investigated, because the Secre- 
enactment ? | tary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the agents and 
Mr. DAWES. But you can not make any amendment to the rules | superintendents over the Indians, al! had authority to make the investi- 
in an appropriation bill. | gations, to summon witnesses and take depositions, and upon their in- 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; but you wage a war over this thing | vestigation, presumably correctly made, the Secretary of the Interior 
session after session. We grapple with this matter session after ses- | has reported a large number of these claims, belonging chiefly in Kan- 
sion and relief is denied, justice is refused because there is an antago- | sas, Colorado, and Texas, as just and approved by him 
nism of rules and practice between the two bodies when they are sup- The committee now propose to reinvestigate those claims after a lapse 
to be bodies working for a result. | of from fifteen to twenty years, when all the testimony has gone, possi- 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Massachusetts does not do it. bly when the facts upon which the claims are founded are necessarily 
Mr. VAN WYCK. No; but the body does it, the Senate does it, or | obscured from loss of testimony and death of witnesses. There is no 
at least the committee of which he isa member. ‘There would seem to | justice in such a course. 
be no necessity for refusing any discrimination, for making this an iron The people of the frontier States knew that they had no recourse 
rule, as the Senator desires it to be, and yet by the action of his own | 
committee he discards the idea, as in the pension bill, that it shall be 
so because his own committee, as I understand, deviated there from | 
this rule of the Senate. The committee have certainly found some way | 
of striking out and adding the clause which the Senator read in regard appointed by Congress, their witnesses dead or scattered, they are to be 
to Indian depredation claims where a tribunal is proposed to be estab- called upon to again come forward and resubstantiate the same claims 
' 


against the Indians, except what Congress gave them, and Congress in 
| the acts to which I have referred prescribed certain methods which they 
have pursued. Theysubmitted themselves fully to the jurisdiction pre- 
scribed; and now, after their claims have been approved by the tribunal 


lished to examine and to investigate. The House made one proposition | already adjudicated and on file in the Department and reported ap- 
in regard to that matter. The committee have stricken that out and | proved to Congress 
added that which the Senator read; so that even under the rulesof the | Mr. DAWES. The Senator does not quite comprehend the force of 
Senate the committee have found authority to strike out some new leg- | the provision which the committee suggests. Where the Secretary of 
islation and add other new legislation in its place. | the Interior is satisfied that the full facts of the case are presented he 
That is what has been done by the committee, and yet the Senator | is not required to reopen any case unless his own judgment suggests it. 
appeals to the Senate to vote in obedience to a rule which in the pen- | He is not authorized or required by the provision to reverse any pre- 
sion appropriation bill was violated, and which the committee have | vious judgment, but he is required by it, if he deems the investigation 
violated in the very bill now before us. to have been insufficient so that he can determine, to pursue such fur- 
My friend says this is not legislation. It is as much legislation as | ther investigation as he shall deem just, and then report it all here so 
is what is proposed in the case of the lands sold for the Omaha and Otoe | that we may see what it is. : 
Indians, to extend the time of payment one year. The provisionin-| Mr. COKE. After a lapse of trom fifteen to twenty years the Secre- 
troduced by the committee authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to | tary of the Interior who now holds that office is to review the action 
do certain things. It gives him authority that he may examine wit- | of his predecessor before whom all the facts in their freshness were 
nesses, that he may cause them to testify, that he make his report. | proved. That is the meaning of the amendment. 
That you do in this bill. You give him authority which he does not Mr. MILLER, of California. If the Senator from Texas will allow 
now by law possess. Will not the Senator from Massachusetts admit | me, I will read the statute which requires the Secretary of the Interior 
that by that amendment he proposes to give the Secretary of the In- | to make investigation. 
terior authority which he does not now possess? Mr. COKE. Certainly. Having been frequently referred to in the 
Mr. ALLISON. It is under a section of the Revised Statutes. | debate, I supposed the statutes had been read. 
Mr. DAWES. I did not hear the inquiry. Mr. MILLER, of California. It is section 466 of the Revised Stat- 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me repeat. By the clause which the Sena- | utes, and reads as follows 
tor read in regard to Indian depredation claims, he proposes to give the | Sec. 166.. The Secretary of the Interior shall prepare and cause to be published 
Secretary of the Interior authority which he does not now possess. such regulations as he may deem proper, prescribing the manner of presenting 
te alo . claims arising under laws or treaty stipulations, for compensation for depreda- 
Mr. DAWES. He has the authority by statute. * ; tions committed by the Indians, and the degree and character of the evidence 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I say by the amendment proposed to this bill | necessary to support suc h claims; he shall carefully investigate all such ¢ laims 
you give him authority to do things which he is not now authorized to | 9 ™@y be presented, subject to the regulations prepared by him ; and no pay- 
do. You provide how heshalldothem. 1) that is proposed in regard | {isn therefor by Constess ne nal! be made without « specific appropriae 
” o P . a . : : ion theretor Dy Congress. 
to the Otoe and Omaha Indians is to give the Secretary ot the Interior Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of that? 
a discretionary power to extend the time of payment for their lands, Mr. MII ‘LER of California. May 29. 1872. Section 445 of the Re- 
just as you clothe him with the power and give him the authority to | yioog Statutes. which was also passed in 1872, reads as follows 
examine witnesses and make reports to this body. Thatisallthatis| go. sis rie Secretary of the Interior shall make annual reports to Congress 
asked in this case. ome, as follows 
I trust theSenate will separate the proposition in regard tothe Omaha | _ First. A report showing the apne meen ear, 6 id proud of a Salen yee- 
and Otoe Indians from the depredation claims, and that the former will | **®*4 te him during the preceding year under laws or treaty stipulations to 


compensation for depredations committed by Indians, whether allowed by him 


net he prejudiced, because in that case, as the Senator admits, there is ! or not, and the evidence upon which his act 


ion was based, 
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Second 


A report showing the quantity and kind of the copies of public jour- 
nals, books, and documents which have been received by him for distribution on 
behalf of the Government, and showing also the time when, the place where, 


and the person to whom,any of the same have been distributed and delivered | 


during the preceding year 


The Secretary of the Interior has been making these reports. 
one in my hand, the last one he made. 

Mr. COKE. 1 understand that. | 
2157, which provides that 


I have 


rhe superintendents, agents, and subagents within their respective districts | . * < 
are authorized and empowered to take depositions of witnesses touching any | port ol the Secretary made January 9, 1 4a, 


depredations, within the purview of the three preceding sections, and to admin- 
ister oaths to the deponents. 

The three preceding sections referred to are 2154, 2155, and 2156, on 
this subject. Now the committee proposes that the action of the Sec- 
retaries of the Interior, with all the testimony and all the facts fresh 
before them, shall after the lapse of fifteen or twenty years be reviewed 
when all the testimony is presumably or nearly all of it gone, scattered, 
and destroyed. I say that is unjust. 

I know something about these claims for Indian depredations. I 


know that the frontier of Texas was at one time driven back seventy- | 


tive miles by hostile Indians from the Fort Sill reservation, where they 
were under the care and control and management and protection of 
the Government of the United States. The people of Texas dared not 
go upon that reservation to retaliate. 
and wiped out the Indians, but the United States Government pro- 
tected them. Whenever a full moon shone at night they came down 
upon Texas, drove off cattle and horses, burned houses and killed and 
scalped men, and carried women and children into captivity. I know 


that this was the case for five years, and Mr. Francis A. Walker, | 


who was Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his book upon the Indian 
problem, speaking of the improvement of the Indians, of their meth- 
ods, and of their beginning to acquire property, said of the Comanches 
and Kiowas that they have some 16,000 head of horses and mules, stolen 
chiefly from Texas. That is a statement in the History of the Indian 
Problem, by Mr. Francis A. Walker. 

I have no doubt that the same experience was realized by all the 
other frontier States. I have personal knowledge of the fact that until 
the State of Texas organized a battalion of State troops and sent them 
to the frontier and protected the settlers against the Indians, the front- 
ier was almost abandoned. I know hundreds and hundreds of men in 
Texas who had thousands of head of cattle and hundreds of head of 
horses, who lost every dollar's worth of property they had by the depre- 
dations of those Indians. Yet the Senator from Massachusetts would 
cast an imputation upon the justice of these claims, examined and ap- 
proved as they have been. 

Not one claim in twenty has been filed that could have been filed in 
the Interior Department from Texas. It is too late to file them now; 
the parties can not comply with the law; they are excluded. Those 
which are filed represent a very small proportion of the claims which 
ought to have been filed by people who lost nearly everything they 
had by the depredations of Indians. The requirements of the law were 
so onerous and the people were so hopeless of recovering any of their 
Josses that but few of them ever attempted it. The principal difficulty 
was to identify the Indians or the tribe to which they belonged, with- 
out which the law promised no relief, and which could rarely be done. 

Mr. President, I believe that these claims which have been reported 
to the Interior Department and which have been investigated and have 
been approved by the tribunal appointed by the Government of the 
United States are just claims and ought to be paid. I believe the com- 
mittee should take every one of these claims and put them on this ap- 
propriation bill. The Government of the United States is as justly and 
honestly bound to see those claims paid as it is to see any bond it has 
ever issued paid. The Indians are the wards of the Government. There 
has been no time when the people could not have protected themselves 
had they been permitted to do it, and failing to restrain them the Gov- 
ernment made itself responsible for the depredations of the Indians. 
This responsibility has many times been recognized by the Government, 
2s I propose on another occasion to show. 

As the Senate Committee on Appropriations determined that they 
would not appropriate the money now to pay these claims, that they 
would not put these claims thus approved and reported upon this bill, 
then I believe the next best thing for them to do was, as the commit- 
tee has done, require a full report of all these claims to be made to 
Congress at the next session, and when this report comes in and we see 
what they all amount to I shall favor, and I believe that the honor of 
the Government will require, that Congress shall take steps to liquidate 
them at once. I do not see why those who have honest claims for In- 
dian depredations should be sneered at. They are the pioneers of the 
country. They have gone westward until we have no frontier left, 
blazing the way for settlement and civilization. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifit will notinterrupt the Senator too much, I should 
like to call his attention to this view of the subject: The committee 
have not said anything against the claims themselves. They havenot 
said that any one of these claimants has not suffered from an unjustifi- 
abledepredation on his property. The Senator is aware that it is pretty 
difficult to ascertain the just amount due for that kind of depredation; 
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| but one point I want the Senator to consider. 
| holds ‘* first come, first served ’’ in this matter. 


will read in addition section | 


They could have gone there | 


FEBRUARY 14, 


ee 


I want to know if he 


Mr. COKE. I answer the Senator from Massachusetts in this way, 


| that if all the reported and approved claims could not be put on the 
| bill, I believe the next best thing to do was what the committee has 


| done. 

Mr. DAWES. 
Mr. COKE. 
Mr. DAWES. 


Exactly. 
I believe they ought all to have gone on the bill. 
Now, I want to call the Senator’s attention to a re 
of four hundred and fifty 
| claims, amounting to $4,700,179.30, reported in 1875. The three thou- 
| sand that I called attention to have all occurred since. Another ques- 
| tion I should like to have him answer—— 
|: Mr. COKE. What question is it that the Senator propounded to me 
| last? 
| Mr. DAWES. The question isif he holds to ‘first come, first served :”’ 
If so, then I think these that were reported in 1875 
Mr. COKE. I think they all ought to be served together in the same 
| bill. 
| Mr. DAWES. I think they all onght to be served alike. 
Mr. COKE. But if the committee would not do that in this bill, | 
think it best to adopt the amendment the committee has reported, so 
that we can have them all before us at the next session of Congress. 
Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator, and if that is the Senator's 
| argument he is on my side. But I wanted to call his attention to an- 
| other difficulty which the committee did not see how they could get 
| around, and that was this: The moment the funds were exhausted that 
| the Indians had im the Treasury, what were we to do then? They 
would be exhausted by the first dozen of these claims, and what ar 
| we going to do with the rest? 
| Mr. COKE. I would pay the last dollar of them out of the Treas- 
| ury of the United States after exhausting what the Indians have, be- 
cause, as the testimony taken by the Secretary of the Interior and the 
| Indian agents conclusively proves, these people have lost these amounts 
| by the action of the Indians who were and are under the control and 
| guardianship and protection of the Government of the United States, 
and I do hold that the circumstances are such asmakes it the bounden 
and honorable duty of the Government of the United States to see 
these people reimbursed their losses. The Government has repeatedly, 
as I can show, recognized this liability, and paid millions of dollars in 
satisfaction of claims for Indian depredations. 
These claims have been standing here a long time, ten or fifteen 
years, and many of them twenty years. There is no interest accruing, 
for the Government never pays interest. ‘Tle claims are just and have 
been adjudicated to be just. I do not believe that technical objection 
ought to be made to them. The class of people to whom they are due 
are meritorious people; they are the people who have extended our con- 
quest over the wilderness until the frontier no longer exists and the 
country is settled behind them. They are entitled to consideration 
from the Government; certainly to justice. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I certainly quite agree with the 
suggestions made by the Senator from Texas in regard to the duty of 
the Government to pay those who have suffered loss on the frontier of 
the country by reason of Indian depredations, and I wish tosupplement 
his suggestion as to the claims mentioned in this bill, in that part of 
the bill which has already been stricken out by the action of the com- 
mittee, by reading from a report of the Committee on Claims. It was 
stated by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON] that the claims 
presented in this bill had been reported adversely by the committee. 
That statement is truthful; but it does not tell all the truth. The in- 
ference might follow that these claims were rejected because of Jack of 
merit, for fraud, or because the parties had not suffered the losses they 
pretended to have suffered ; but that is not the finding of the committee. 
The Committee on Claims, following the action of the Interior Depart- 
ment, reports as to these claims, and I read from the report: 
The claimants are all citizens of Texas, generally engaged in agriculture or 
stock-raising, quietly and peaceably pursuing their avocations, having nothing 
to do with trade or traffic with the Indians, and in no way connected with any 
disturbance between whites and Indians there or elsewhere. They were all 
citizens of the State of Texas, and while engaged in peaceful pursuits were set 
upon by bands of Indians (who were supposed to be under the restraint and 
control of the Government, on their reservations), their stock stampeded and 
driven off, and other property destroyed or carried away, and in many cases 
their herders killed or wounded. They have, as the evidence shows, at all times 
refrained from any violation of law by taking the remedy into their own hands 
and giving blow for blow, but have, in compliance with the laws which Con- 
gress has from time to time pons for their protection and indemnity, made 
out their claims, supported them by ample proof, both as to quantity and value, 
and have presen them to the olheors designated by the Government to ex- 
amine into their justness and the truthfulness of their statements; and those 
after having sent the claims to the agents of the different tribes to be 
presented to the Indians for their statements in rd to them, and after hear 
ing Oe reports of those ts and making a careful examination of the proof 

red by the claimants, have allowed them the various sums for payment of 
which the claimants now ask an appropriation by Congress.” 


So that these claims have not been allowed by the Department of the 
Interior upon mere ex parte affidavits, but upon full investigation and 


with a chance to the ians themselves, through their agents, te be 
heard 


They are taken up in this report, and although the committee rec- 
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ognizes their merit and the obligation upon the Government to pay this | 
class of claims, it does report adversely to them, as suggested by the | gested, appropriation bills come here not only at this session, but at 
Senator from Tennessee, in this language: | former sessions of the Senate, and notwithstanding the rule, proper 

As stated in your commode ~pes — hen claim of Overton snd Love, | and just provisions, constituting general legislation, have been pressed 

« < y . . » | \ ‘ ys ats + > - € j % 

there are a maps member of fndian Affairs, 1 _ a eamnmninbs acolaee + —_ cp NA oor : hope the a eee ra 
paying the claims under consideration without paying them all. This commit- | © “ — _ now a ore it wit 1 the matte! ol t 1e a owance ot In¢ lan 
tee can not recommend the passage of such claims until Congress adopts some | claims or the matter of constituting a tribunal for the trial of claims for 
general policy of dealing with all these claims. | Indian dept edations. 

I admit that the suggestion of the committee is a wise one. All of All that is sought by this provision is to extend the time of payment 
these claims should be dealt with, but year after year rolls by and they | under the control of the Interior Department and by the consent of the 
are not paid. In myown State I know of existing claims, as valid and | Indians for the back payments upon the lands of the Omaha Indians 
as meritorious as those that are stated in this report, that are nearly a | that have been sold heretofore. The committee agree, the chairman of 
quarter of a century old, for depredations committed by Indians upon | the Committee on Indian Affairs admits, that this is a righteous and 
frontiersmen who were invited by the Government to go upon Govern- | proper provision, and I hope the Senate will retain it. 
ment land, and these men driven from their lands, their homes de-| Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the general plan forefticient and prompt 
stroyed, and in frequent instances members of their families killed or | settlement of outstanding claims proposed by the Committee on Appro- 


ireated worse by Indian depredators, remain with their serions losses | priations I think is wise; but I submit to that committee and to the 


yet unpaid. : oa | Senate whether there is any reason why, because they propose to adopt 
I submit, Mr. President, that it is a crying shame that these claims | that plan, the claims which have been allowed by the House and which 
have not been paid. If we can not pay them asa whole let us pay a come to us as approved claims shall be stricken out of the bill. In 
of them. It is but common justice that is asked. But I regret | other words, the law has always favored the vigilant. If gentlemen 
that the inoffensive provision on page 27 of this bill that I desire to who have claims have gone to the labor and the expense of gathering 
retain in it should have been hampered by a discussion with reference | up their testimony, of laying it before the Secretary of the Interior, of 
to the claims. It is suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts | having their claims examined and approved and recommended to Con- 
that the committee is pursuing a proper course in making the recom- gress and Congress in its wisdom allows those claims and the bill comes 
mendation that it does upon page 47 of the bill. If there is anything | to us with those claims thusallowed, I ask if there is any reason or pro- 
that I have had occasion to admire since I have had the honor of being | priety in striking out all the claims allowed, as found on pages 8, 9, 10, 
a member of this body, it is the uniform consistency of the chairman | &c., of the bill which comes to us from the House, simply because a pro- 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, the Senator from Massachusetts | vision is made by the Appropriations Committee for a general settlement 
(Mr. DAWES]; but it does seem to me that he is guilty of rather gross | of all such claims? If the claims which are allowed are just in them- 
inconsistency when he seeks to strike out the proviso on page 27 of the | selves, and the Senator in charge of this bill does not gainsay that prop- 
bill on the ground that it is general legislation coming from the House | osition; if they are right why should they be struck out in order to take 
and placed upon an appropriation bill, and at the same time takes the | their place under the general plan of settlement when they have already 
provision on page 47 that is submitted by the House and changes its | been examined and approved and allowed by the proper committee of 
character. | the House as just and proper claims? I can, therefore, see no reason 
Now let us look for a moment at the provision as it comes from the | why these claimsshall be stricken out, nor do I see any conflict between 
House. It.is under the head of *‘ Ute Indians’’ or ‘‘ Utes;’’ but Isub- | the claims which are allowed by the House standing as a part of this 
mit that it does not apply to the Utesany more than it does to any other | bill and the proviso which is put in by the Appropriations Committee 
of the Indian tribes. It is a proposition in this bill which is entitled | of the Senate in respect to those claims which are not as yet allowed 

toprovide ‘‘ appropriations for thecurrentand contingent expenses of the | or have not been sent up by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with variousIn- | Mr. President, it is to the interest of the Republic that there be an 
dian tribes.’’ Upon it is this general provision by the House to give | end of litigation, and if these men have had claims litigated and passed 
' 





Senate seems to be of that opinion also; for, as has been repeatedly sug- 





to the Secretary of the Interior the power to prepare ‘‘ a complete and | upon and they have been allowed by the House, why should they be 
accurate list of all approved and pending claims of citizens on account | stricken out of the bill by the Senate? It is not pretended that they 
of depredations of Indians, chargeable against any treaty funds of In- | are not just claims. If there was a shadow of suspicion cast on the 
dians.”’ The Senator from Massachusetts may suggest that this is prop- | claims there would }e some reason in that, but there is none. They 
erly within this bill because it is proposed to pay the claims thus re- | are admitted to be just, they are admitted to be right, but they are 
ported. simply stricken out because they may conflict with the plan proposed 
Mr. DAWES. It is not necessary for me to aid the Senator in show- | for future settlements. These claims having been already settled, why 
ing my inconsistency, but I can tell him how he can do it better than | should they be relegated to the future to be settled then? I can not 
this, and’that would be not by taking this bill, but by showing what | see any reason for that. It does not seem to me to be a fair proposi- 
there is in this provision that is in conflict with existing law. | tion. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I submitthatitdoes add to existinglaw. The I happen to know the fact that the Congress of the United States has 





provision as it comes from the House provides for the payment of that | already allowed many claims of this class by special bill. The Senate 
which may be found due from the treaty funds of the Indians, and I | passed one on my own motion where Big Tree and other Indians took a 
submit that the Committee on Appropriations in reporting this new | train of wagons which were loaded down with supplies for the United 
section under the head of ‘‘ Indian depredation claims ’’ permits these | States Army under a contract with the Quartermaster-General. The 
depredations to be paid not only from the treaty funds, but from any | train was attacked, the teamsters were killed, one of them tied to the 
other obligations of the Government to the Indians or any Indian funds | wheel of a wagon and the wagon destroyed. That on presentation was 
in the ‘ allowed by an act of Congress. So there has been all along claim after 

Mr. DAWES. My inconsistency does not lie in the provision in the | claim that has been allowed. F 
bill, but lies in the conflict of this amendment with the existing law, The men who own the claims provided for in the bill prosecuted them 
not the existing bill. to a final settlement so far as the House is concerned, and the Senate 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Massachusetts agrees with | committee gives no reason why they should be stricken out; on the 
me as to the result; that is his inconsistency. I do not see that we | contrary admits that they are just and proper. The provision made by 
need quarrel over the paths by which we arrive at the same result. the Senate Appropriations Committee as to claims not yet allowed and 

Mr. DAWES. I was afraid the Senator would fail, and therefore I | approved may be left in full force, and it would be equally effective if 
suggested to him that the better way to show my inconsistency was to | these claims were not stricken out. I think the Senate should non- 
take the law in one hand and the amendment in the other, and not | concur in the action of the committee in striking out the claims already 
take the bill in one hand and the amendment in the other. allowed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I appreciate the kindness shown by the Sena- Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator from Massachusetts, as 
tor from Massachusetts, and will try not to fail in showing the incon- | I understood him, threw out a sort of challenge to the Senator from 
sistencies complained of, and will succeed in showing that this proviso | Nebraska to show inconsistency in striking out the matter on page 27, 
to which I am referring and which he says is a most righteous provis- | which the Senator from Nebraska contends ought to be left in the bill, 
ion in law should be retained in this appropriation bill. I donot wish | and putting in the matter contained on page 47. The Senator from 
to be understood as taking issue with the Senator from Massachusetts | Massachusetts seems to be under the impression that there is no new 
upon the wisdom of the provision that is reported by the Committee on | legislation in the clause which the committee propose to insert on page 
Appropriations, on page 47, as to constituting a tribunal, or, if you | 47, that it does not differ at all from the existing law. It does, ] 
please, extending the power of a tribunal already existing, for the ex- | think, differ from the existing law in two or three particulars. One 
amination and determination of these claims; although I am clearly of | is that it requires a reinvestigation of certain Indian claims. That is 
the opinion that this isas much general legislation as that which is pro- | new. In making his report he is required to report many things here 
vided on page 27 in the form of a proviso. I am for retaining it. which he is not required now by law to report. 

In other words, Mr. President, while I am willing to see this Senate Mr. DAWES. There is a standing law that requires him to report 
rule, that seems to be a stumbling-block in our road, maintained for | to us anything that we ask him to. 
certain for other purposes most just and right in their rela- Mr. MILLER, of California. But you have not asked him to report 
tions results I am in favor of stretching the rule somewhat. The | the things which you require him to report in this amendment. 
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Mr. DAWES. 
to do it 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The existing law requires him to report 
certain things, but you have added in this provision that he shall re- 
port not only his determination upon each claim, but the name and 
residence of the witnesses, and report the testimony of each. 

Mr. DAWES. Suppose that was not in the bill,and I should get 
up and offer a resolution in the Senate directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to report the names and residences of the witnesses in these 
claims? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. You can do that by resolution, but you 
can not get it on an appropriation bill under the rule that we are strug- 
gling under here 

Mr. DAWES. I have the authority for requiring him to do so, in the 
law that created his Department. 

Mr. INGALLS (to Mr. MILuer, of California). 
order on it 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Ido not want to raise the point of 
order on that amendment, because I think it is a good provision, but 
it is no better than other provisions in this bill which are new matter. 
It is new legislation. There is not so good reason for putting this in 
as there is for retaining the provision the Senators from Nebraska de- 
sire to have retained. ‘There is the inconsistency of the Committee on 
Appropriations or of the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
He wants to strike out something which he calls new legislation which 
he does not like, and which the Senators from Nebraska do like, and 
he wants to put something in which is new legislation which he him- 
self does like, and perhaps which we shall all agree to. That is the 
state of the case precisely. 

Mr. DAWES. You do not do me justice. I like this provision. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The question here ought to be whether 
the legislation is just and proper. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The statement of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is that he likes this provision and that we all like it. The diffi- 
culty is he will not take it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Let us keep itin. If it is good and 
just legislation, let not a technical rule of this body stand between the 
citizen and justice. Let us do right, whether the rules permit it or 
forbid it. 

Now in respect to the depredation claims, the Senator from Massa- 


Even the Senate, without a law, could require him 


Raise the point of 


chusetts seems to argue that because we can not pay all these claims | 


now, whether they have been adjudicated or not, we must not pay any, 
and then he reads off a list of 2,100 claims and complains that the list 
has grown so large. He objects to it on account of its magnitude. 
When will there ever be an end to this thing? If you never pay these 
claims the number will increase constantly from year to year. It is no 
argument to say that because by the delay of the Government the num- 
ber of claims has reached an enormous magnitude no claims shall be 
paid. There is no sense in an argument of that sort. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator forgets that we have declared by law 
that we will not pay these claims out of the Treasury. We are only to 
pay them out of certain funds. If the funds are not there, how are we 
to pay them ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In the great mMjority of the claims 
included in this bill there are funds in the hands of the Government 
belonging to the Indians or which are to be paid to the Indians, eut of 
which the depredation claims can be paid. If there are any cases where 
there are no such funds, then let the committee discriminate between 
such claims and strike them out for that reason, if that is proper. But 
when there are funds out of which they can be paid, the claims having 
been adjudicated and being just, there is no reason why they should 
not be paid and no reason why they should not be appropriated for in 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from California will allow me, I 
desire to call his attention to the difference in the language of the sec- 
tion proposed by the Committee on Appropriations and that which is 
stricken out as it came from the House. In the one the funds from 
which these depredation claims are to be paid are simply treaty funds 
in the hands of the Government, but the language of the proposed 
change is that the Secretary of the Interior shall report also ‘‘ what 
funds are now existing or to be derived by reason of treaty or other 
obligation out of which the same should be paid.’’ I submit that if 
there are funds in the hands of the Treasury officers derived from the 
sale of Indian lands, that is an obligation from which these depredations 
could be paid 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Unquestionably. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Nebraska forgets that in 1874 we 
passed a law that there should be no more treaties, but that hereafter 
when we dealt with the Indians it should be by a statute and not by 
a treaty, thus making an agreement ratified by both Houses of Con- 
gress, and that is why we change the phraseology. The Senatorshows 
a difference between the committee amendment and the original text 
of the bill. The merit of the amendment does not lie in the fact that 
it is just like the matter to be stricken out; the merit, if anything, is 
that it is different. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
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chusetts one question. Suppose there were funds in the hands of the 
Government derived from the sale of lands belonging to the Indians 
would the obligation on the part of the Government to pay over that 
money to the Indian tribe be one out of which the Government cou}: 
pay these depredation claims under this proposed change ? 

Mr. DAWES. I answer the Senator by saying that I could tell be: 
ter if he would let that amendment be adopted, and we get a report 
from the Secretary of the Interior upon the subject. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. What I object to is this practice o 
the Government of the United States, which is unbecoming a great 
government, interposing technical objections to shilly-shally around aui\ 
put off payment in the manner of a bankrupt debtor or a man who i; 
not disposed to pay his debts. That is the position in which the Com 
mittee on Appropriations to-day are putting the Government of the 
United States in relation to the citizens who hold these claims. Tha: 
there is an obligation to pay these claims out of the funds held in trus: 
by the Government belonging to the Indians, there can be no doubt 
but the Committee on Appropriations or the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs who has charge of this bill seems to desire to put of 
the payment continually. It is so year after year. This process has 
been going on for a great many yerrs, and when we are confronted by 
the condition of things, then we invent some new scheme, some new 
plan by which these claims shall be put off; we have not got the re 
port we want, or there is something lacking, and a man who has vigi 
lantly prosecuted his claim and has had it adjudicated, and the amount 
found due shall not be paid because somebody who has not used the 
time diligently and whose claim has not been adjudicated is not paid, 
and that furnishes a reason why the man who has a just claim whic) 
has been adjudicated shall not be paid. That seems to me a strange 
position totake. I can not see why when aclaim is adjudicated and 
found to be due this great Government should desire to put off the da; 
of payment, and to bring up technical and other objections to avoid 
the payment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to suggest to the Senator from California, in 
the line of his own argument, that each one of these claims stands on 
its own merits; and if a claim has been properly examined and ap- 
proved and comes here it would be unjust not to pay it, because the 
applicant is lying out of the use of his money and it is no fault of his 
that other men have not got their claims up. You are charging him 
with the fault or negligence of other people. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That is very true. The Senator from 
Texas has made a very clear statement of the case. I am in favor ot 
retaining the provision which the Senator from Nebraska desires shal! 
be retained on page 27, because I believe it is right. I am in favor o! 
retaining in this bill every claim which has been adjudicated and upon 
which there is no dispute, because I believe that is right. Iam in favo: 
of the provision which the Committee on Appropriations have put in 
with regard to the investigation of Indian claims, because I believe that 
is right; but it is new legislation, a part of it at least, just as much as 
the matter on page 27 is new and general legislation. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator allow me to ask a 
question? The Senator says that he is in favor of paying all the claims 
for Indian depredations in this bill—— 

Mr. MILLER, of California. All that are just. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If they have been adjudicated |) 
the Interior Department. I ask if he is in favor of including in this bil! 
all other claims for Indian depredations which have been adjudicated 
by the Interior Department ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If there are funds out of which they 
can be paid, existing treaty funds or any other funds belonging to the 
Indians that the Government holds in trust. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Practically it does not make muc!) 
difference whether we pay them out of treaty funds, as the Senato: 
calls them, belonging to the Indians, or out of the general fund of th- 
United States, because if they are paid out of the treaty funds those 
funds will be exhausted, and after they are exhausted the Indians wil! 
have to be supported out of the general fund belonging to the Govern 
ment. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will go further and say that I am in 
favor of paying all just and adjudicated claims of this class out of the 
Treasury. I believe it is incumbent on the Government todo it. The 
law was once that the Government was required to pay such claim; 
It was afterward amended so that the payment should be made out o! 
funds belonging to the Indians. To refuse to pay these claims, to 
allow the Indians to commit depredations without their being require:! 
to pay or the Government being required to pay the resulting damages 
to property, is only to encourage Indian depredations and to continu: 
the practice. Ifa white citizen of the United States commits a depre- 
dation on the Indians he must pay double the amount of the damag 
sustained by the Indians. I want to see Indian depredations stoppe‘ 
and I do not know any better way than to require payment. The 
Government is bound to furnish ion to its citizeus. I do not 
want the citizen to be paid more than he has actually suffered. I wan‘ 
the claim to be just; 1 want it investigated thoroughly and complete!) 
and adjudicated in every phase of it before payment is made. I cou- 
tend in these cases, or in some of them that I have personal knowledge 
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of at any rate, there has been such an investigation and such an adju- 
dication, and there remains no doubt about the bona fides or justice of 


the claims. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will ask the Senator the question | 


whether or not he is of the opinion that the Government of the United 
States is under obligation, legal or equitable or moral, to pay the dam- 

that result to citizens of the United States from Indian depreda- 
tions, whether there is any treaty stipulation or not’ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In certain cases perhaps not, but in 
the majority of cases yes. The citizen settles upon Government land 
under our existing land laws. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But he goes there at his own risk. 


the Indians are recognized to be. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. ‘The Government is under an obliga- 
tion as it represents the citizen himself or the citizens in the aggregate 
to protect them, and it takes upon itself the duty of protection. Then 
the Government is bound to protect them or pay them if they are dam- 

by Indian depredations. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In the case of a foreign war, as with 
Great Britain for instance, the Government in one sense agrees to pro- 
tect its citizens; buta British army might invade the State of New 
York or the State of Michigan and kill citizens of those States and de- 
stroy their property, and this Government would not be liable for that 

. It certainly does not agree to indemnify them. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Does the Government in such a case 

revent the citizens of the United States from shooting the English ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Neither do they prevent the citizen 
from shooting the Indian who attacks him. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. When he shoots him at the time of the 
attack; but it refuses the right of reprisal. It will not permit him to 
pursue the Indian on the reservation; he can not make a counter-attack 


on the Indian; he must stand and receive the attacks of the Indians | 


and suffer all their depredations without resenting or making any 
counter-attack upon them. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I would put this case to the Sena- 
tor from California: If a band of Mexican marauders cross the boundary 
between Texas and Mexico, kill citizens of Texas and destroy their 
property, our people can not pursue them upon Mexican soil; they can 
pursue them to the border, but there they must stop. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is the duty of our Government to 
makethe Mexican Government pay for that depredation; and if it refuses 
to pay and will not pay, it is the duty of the United States to make 
war upon Mexico to compel payment. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Our Government has notdone either. | 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not regard the Indians as foreign 
nations. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We make treaties with them. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. We have stopped that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Prior to 1874 we did. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes; but at the same time they were 
declared wards of the nation, apartof the nation. It was an anomalous 


condition they were in; but now the Indians are not separate and dis- | 


tinct and foreign nations from the Government of the United States. 


They are under the jurisdiction and control and power of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The case is very different from that which 


the Senator has put. 


I do not wish to prolong this debate. I hope the Senate will not do | 


an injustice, merely in order to follow « technical rule of the body ora 
decision of the Chair. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have but a word to say. No one 


objects to the provision which we have proposed to insert in reference | 
to the depredation claims. The only objection is that gentlemen do | 
not want to have it applied to those claims that are already in the bill. | 


There are two or three of those in the bill that we have knowledge of 
that we think are just, and among them the one that the Senator him- 


self champions; but the body of them we have looked at so far as to be | 


of opinion that the amount that has been claimed is swollen naturally 
enough by a claimant to put the highest possible value upon his prop- 
erty, or to count the number of his horses or the like in a way that 


when you come to examine it afterward you will find it must be cut | 


down. Almost all these cases are so. One or two of those that have 
come up are for an amount even larger than that allowed at the In- 
terior Department. 

’ We were urged to look into the manner in which they were allowed, 
and it seemed to us that as to such claims, claims a small percentage 
of which, if allowed, would exhaust all the Indian funds and throw 


the balance upon the Treasury, we ought to contrive some way to give | 


a new Secretary of the Interior, when he comes to take the responsi- 
bility upon him, the authority and the means by which he can re- 
examine every one that he is willing to make himself responsible for. 

Is it not better for these claims to all take the same course rather 
than to allow all there are in this bill and carry claims which we are 
satisfied are too large in order to get through it this time two or three 
that their friends are satisfied are not too large? Let them be post- 
poned to the next session of Congress, and then we shall have, I have 


| no doubt, from a new Secretary of the 


| ance, aud not take out the few of t 
The Government does not agree to protect him against foreign foes, as | 
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etar Interior, with these means put 
in his hands, an intelligent report such as will justify our action 
I believe that these claims ought to be disposed of. It is a re- 
proach to the Government that there lie in the Interiot Department 
seven or eight million dollars nominally of claims where the ownersof 
them who have suffered feel as if they were right, and yet they are so 
large and the funds to meet them so small that we shrink from dispos- 
ing ofthem. We ought to make an endof them, but weought to make 
a fair one and a just one, and if there is not fund enough for them all, 
| they should be marshaled, and then we should determine the other 
great question behind, whether the Treasury should respond for the bal 
hem that have no other claim to pref- 
erence than the fact that they have ardent friends who pick them out 
from the great crowd } 


rhe committee say ‘* we will not condemn any of these claims; *’ ws 
have not uttered a word in condemnation of a claim, but we say that 
if the claims are of such a character as is stated here as to a few, il 


they are as our friends say just and proper, we should embrace them 
all in some proper provision. I submit that, so far as that branch of 
this debate is concerned, it is not wise to make an exception of a few 

A crowd of claims back of these, tempted by these, lie in the commit 

tee-room in the form of amendments proposed here involving a million 
of dollars or more. Atter saying to those claimants provided for in 
| those amendments, ‘‘ We will not consider you at all,’ we can not 
stand upon that if these already in the bill are allowed, but we must 
|} move to recommit our bill and turn ourselves into a committee on 
claims and examine those claims also. We said to those who presented 
| the amendments, ‘‘ This is the way we propose to treat you, and to treat 
| these that havecome up.’’ I submit that never wasa fairer proposition 
made, which is undone entirely if you select out a few of them and 
| pay them, and turn the others over 

Mr. MAXEY. I have not been able to see that the argument used 
by the Senator from Massachusetts is sound as against the universal 
doctrine of law. The law looks at individuals. If I go into court and 
| have my case thoroughly well prepared and am ready for trial, have 
done that at my own expense and by my own diligence, why should I 
be postponed because somebody else has not got his case ready for trial ? 
There is no justice, there is no reason for that; and it is in direct viola- 
tion of a well-settled maxim of the law that it favors the vigilant. 

The gentlemen whose claims are allowed in the bill are conceded by 
the Senator from Massachusetts to have justclaims. He makes no pre- 
tense that the claims which are found in the bill are not good claims, 
|} but he says that some others have not got their claims there also. Is 
| that a reason? Because I have prepared my claim, because I have used 
the diligence necessary to comply with the law entirely, and my claim 
has been examined by the Interior Department,when I have gotten the 
testimony and have presented it in such a way that the Department felt 
impelled to approve that claim and it goes to the House and it is there 
allowed and placed wpon the bill, am I then, because other men have not 
come in, to be stricken out? It seems to me that would be a violation 
| of every principle of justice. 

The Senator from Wisconsin asked this question: Would you favor 
the allowance of other claims which have been examined and investi- 
| gated by the Interior Department and found to be correct and reported 
to Congress for allowance? I have not the slightest hesitation in say- 
ing to the Senator from Wisconsin that, so far as I am concerned, I do 
not care how many claims come up, if they are just, if they are honest, 
if they have been established in the mode and manner prescribed by 
| the laws of our land, I would vote for them, because I believe it would 
be right to pay them. 
| Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Texas per- 
mit me to ask a question? 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly 
| Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is stated by the Senator from 
| Massachusetts who has charge of this bill that the amount of the 
| 





} 
| 
| 
} 
' 
| 
| 








claims for depredations which have been examined and passed upon 
favorably by the Interior Department and now on file in that Depart- 
ment amount to about $8,000,000. Would the Senator from Texas be 
in favor of paying under this Indian appropriation bill all those claims? 
| Mr. MAXEY. I will reply to the Senator from Wisconsin as best I 
| can, and I think to my satisfaction, whether to his or not. The raids 
perpetrated a few years ago—much more so than now—by the wild In- 
dians on the frontier people, in which women and children were mur- 
dered, others carried into captivity, the cabin of the frontiersman burned 
over his head, his cattle driven off, his horses stolen, I do not regard as 
| injuries committed during an open war between two nations. It is not 
| that kind ofacase. We have said that these Indian disturbances were 
not wars, that Indians were not to be regarded as belligerents. They 
| are wards of the nation. The Government of the United States has 
| assumed to take care of them and to protect the frontier against them 
| by placing them on reservations and under the control of the military ; 
and they have thus invited people to go on the frontier, risk their lives 
and risk their property. 

The Government has invited them to do that and has placed agents 
over the Indians; but for all that they break out and they carry with 
them the torch; they burn, pillage, rob, destroy, murder, and carry inte 
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captivity; and when these unfortunate people come to Congress and ask 
for relief, because every man has not been prepared to bring forward his 
claim in the mode and manner which is required, all others who have 
done so are to be relegated to some commission hereafter to Be ap- 
pointed to regulate these things. Sir, that is not just. 
tub stand upon its own bottom.’’ Ifa man has an honest claim let it 
be brought forward, and if the claims amount to $8,000,000, as the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin says, if they are just claims for depredatians com- 
mitted by these wards of the nation upon the defenseless frontier peo- 
ple in the destruction and robbery of their property, this Government, 
as an upright and honorable and honest gentleman would do, ought to 
pay the last dollar of it if the Indians have not enough money of their 
own to pay thatdebt. I assume in the broadest form the position that 
it would be just and right and fair to do it. 

I say further, that if the Committee on Appropriations had put every 
valid claim, which they themselves regard as valid and upright, on this 
bill as an amendment, I should have voted for that, and if, when it goes 
back to the House, the House should amend the amendments of the 
Senate and put on others, I would say that wasright. In other words, 
the amount involved has nothing to do with the honesty of the debt. 
If the Government honestly owes it, it makes no difference whether it 
takes $8,000,000 or 33. The amount hasnothing to do with the justice 
or the honesty of it. 
ment of the United States has assumed that out of the annuities, out of 
the moneys which go to these tribes, shall be paid all depredations which 
they perpetrate upon the property of the people, and these claims have 


been established as coming within the purview of that law; therefore | friend from Texas states, of diligence in law. 


they should not be stricken out. 

While I shall support the provision suggested by the committee for 
future adjudication and settlement, I can not for the life of me see why 
you want to readjudicate a thing that is already adjudicated. There 
ought to be an end to controversy, there ought to be an end to litiga- 
tion; the claims named in the bill need no adjudication, because they 
have already been adjudicated. They need no examination or investi- 
gationor auditing. All that has already been‘done. Then why should 
these poor people out there on the frontier lie out of the use of their 
money, obtaining no interest, because others who happened to be less 
vigilant have not prepared their cases. 

Mr. President, the Appropriations Committee, in my humble judg- 
ment, ought not to have stricken the claims out. While I concur with 
them in their effort to make a provision for the future, so far as these 
claims are concerned, they ought not to have stricken them out, and 
there is no inconsistency in leaving them on the bill and then making 
a provision such as they have wisely made for the future. I shall vote 
with them for that provision, and vote against them so far as striking 
out claims is concerned. 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senate very 
briefly to the fact that this proposed legislation as it comes from the 
House to the Senate, and which the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions propose to strike out, ought to be stricken out because it is in di- 
rect conflict with the act of July 15, 1870, which provides as follows: 

That no part of the moneys appropriated by this act, or which may hereafter 
be appropriated in any general act or deficiency bill making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, to pay annui- 
ties due to or to be used and expended for the care and benefit of any tribe or 
tribes of Indians named herein, shall be applied to the payment of any claim for 


depredations that may have been or may be committed by such tribe or tribes, 
orany member or members thereof. 


‘That is the present law. 

Mr. DAWES. Andthese very Indians have no fundsin the Treasury. 

Mr. JACKSON. None at all. The whole subject is involved in some 
confusion by reason of not examining these statutes in connection. The 
act of 1872 directed the Secretary of the Interior to examine elaims 
that arose under existing law or under a treaty obligation. The De- 


partment has examined and adjudicated upon an immense amount of 
claims which there are no existing laws to cover, and no treaty obliga- | 


tions that cover them. 
The first legislation upon this subject was in 1802. That made direct 
provision as to how depredations should be compensated for after de- 


mand had been made upon the Indian tribe of which the party commit- | 
ting the depredation was a member, and that act of 1802 directed that | funds. 
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We have to pass on the question whether this Government will be re- 
sponsible for all Indian depredations, without regard to treaty obliga- 
tions. If we assume that obligation we shall have to meet from eight 


| to ten million dollars on claims now pending in the Department. 
Let ‘‘ every | 


Mr. MILLER, of California, The act of 1872 required the Secretar, 
of the Interior to investigate depredation claims and find the amount 
due, the date when the depredation occurred, and all the particulars 
about them. Now, I ask the Senator what was the object of that if 
they could not be paid? I understand the Senator to say that there 
was no existing law requiring them to be paid. 

Mr. JACKSON. The language of that act is that the Secretary of the 
Interior should investigate claims that arise under existing law o 
under treaty obligation. He was confined to that class of claims and 
was to report them to Congress, and they were not to be paid except 
by a specific appropriation by Congress. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But the Senator says there is no exist- 
ing law under which they can be paid and there is no treaty stipula- 
tion which requires their paymeut. Then what was the object of the 
act of 1872? 

Mr. JACKSON. I can not explain that. There stands the legisla- 
tion just as I have stated it. It is all the legislation on the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I think that the amendments pro- 


The principle of the thing is that the Govern- | posed by the committee are in the interest and for the benefit of the 


claimants, and I think the friends of these claimants for Indian depre- 
dations are standing in their own light when they are opposing the 
legislation which has been proposed. It is not a question, as my good 
Here is one claim, on 
page 26, line 615, of Dennis Sheedy, allowing him a certain amount to 
a certain Indian depredation, and here is an amendment that I offered 
myself for constituents of mine, constituents of the Senator from Kan- 
sas, and constituents, I believe, of the Senator from Texas, too, in 
which I proposed to pay a number of gentlemen their claims, and thei: 
claims are precisely alike with that of Dennis Sheedy. The depreda- 
tions were committed at the same time, by the same Indians, and they 
have been reported just alike. The committee rejected this amend- 
ment. 

We rejected all amendments, because we had before us reports be- 
ginning back in 1871 or 1872, or probably earlier, from the Interio: 
Department. Every year there is a reportof Indian depredation claims. 
Recently there have been half a dozen reports made each session of 
Congress, or three or fourat least. There have been three made at this 
session. These reports of Indian depredations do not confine the claims 
to depredations committed by Indians with whom we have treaty stip- 
ulations and whose money we can take to pay these claims, but they 
include all manner of Indian depredations. 

It is impossible to have an investigation of all these claims beiore 
the Committee on Appropriations. If the Senator from Texas and the 
Senator from California were on that committee and were called upon 
to pass on these claims, neither ef those Senators would be willing to 
accept these reports and allow the exact amount that might have been 
reported by some Indian agent, supported by one or two ex parte afii- 
davits filed in the Department. 

It is a matter of absolute necessity that we shall sift these claims, 
that we shall ascertain those that are properly chargeable against the 
nations and tribes that have annuities and with whom we have treaty 


| stipulations and whose money we have, so that we can pay the claims. 


Now, I am for making these Indians pay every solitary dollar due foi 
the actual depredations committed by them, whenever they have any 
money or whenever they have any lands out of which they can be 
paid. I want to hold them responsible to the fullest extent of the law: 
but I only want to pay what is actually due, the real value of the prop- 
erty destroyed or the real injury done to it, and not mere imaginative 


| damages that may have resulted, and which should never be allowed 


| in any court of justice. Therefore we put in the amendment, under 


the head of “‘Indian depredation claims,’’ at page 47, requiring a 
thorough investigation of this whole matter. We appropriate $10,000 
for it. The Secretary can take this money and he can havea thorough 
investigation made; he can report to us all the facts; he can show us the 
evidence upon which these claims are allowed, and the treaties and the 
Then we can go to work and settle the cases intelligently and 


the payments for such depredations should be made out of the annuity | honestly and fairly; but we can not do it until we-have that informa- 


that was coming to the tribe. That continued in force until 1834. 
In 1834 the law was changed so as to allow the payment to be made 
out of any funds in the Treasury, and repealing that provision of the 
act of 1802 which required that it should be paid out of the annuities. 
That act of 1834 continued in force until 1859, when that feature of it 
was repealed which required the payment out of the Treasury, so that 
there is no law existing on our statute-books now that makes the Gov- 
ernment liable for these depredations, and the provision that compen- 
sation should be taken out of the Indian annuities has been repealed 
by the act of 1870. 

The real purpose of the act of 1872 was to ascertain these claims and 
see if there were any treaty obligations under which they could be paid, 
but every one of the private cases in this bill was introduced into Con- 
gress and asked for appropriations out of the Treasury to pay these dep- 
redations; and hence the Committee on Claims reported against them. 


| 


tion, and it is idle to undertake to do it. We are simply making fish 
of one and flesh of another. We are making a favorite of one, and we 
are doing great injustice and wrong to hundreds of others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to thx 
amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations to 
strike out from line 637 to line 665. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in th: 
appropriations far fulfilling treaties with the ‘‘Otoes and Missourias, ’ 
to strike out the following clause, from line 686 to 698, inclusive: 

The of the Interior is hereby authorized to make such extension of 


time for the payment of the purchase-money under the sale made under an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the sale of the remainder of the reservation of 








1885. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1795 


the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, in the States of Nebraska | ity we must take out of the Treasury 
and Kansas, and for other ee as he may deem advantageous to said In- alive . 
dians and settlers : Provided, That the interest shall be paid at the rate as now I aes Z 5 
provided by said act; but the time for the payment of the whole of said purchase- WwW ish this claim might go with th rest, and the Sec retary of the In- 
money shall not be extended more than two years from the time the said pur- | terior will then report what there isin treaties or other obligations on the 
chase-money became due according to the original terms of sale under said act. | part of the Indians by which we can pay this or any other such claim. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This is one of the provisions to which I called | [ will not say a word against the merits of the claim. I happen to 
the attention of the Senate. It is similar to the one in regard to the | know more about this than any other of the claims, but I can not ask 
Omahas authorizing the extension of the time of payment in the dis- | the Senate to take it up when they have decided that they would not 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior. There was evidently a mis- | take up the others. 
apprehension in the minds of Senators as to the vote upon theretention| Mr. MILLER, of California. | 
of the other clause. I desire some understanding as to this and the 
previous amendment on page 27. There was a misunderstanding 
among Senators. This proposition is precisely similar to that. Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, and others. The Senator had better 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out the | do that 
clause which has been read. Mr. DAWES. ‘Take the vot 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [ either desire now to have a yea-and-nay vote | Mr. MILLER, of California. I shall then reserve the question unti 
or to have it in the Senate. | the bill is reported to the Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator demand the yeas | The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in thechair). Theques 

| 
| 


just as much to keep the Indians 





shall ask for the yeas and nays on 
| the amendment. [If it is desirable to wait until we get the bill in the 
| Senate, I will reserve it until that time and take a vote on it then. 
| 


then, when the others will come up 


one wee c J tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Approprie 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Not now. a 


The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to 

The readingof the bill wasresumed. Thenext amendmentof the Com- The reading of the bill was resumed The next amendment of the 
mittee on Appropriations was in the appropriations for fulfilling treaties | Committee on Appropriations was in the appropriations for fulfilling 
with the ‘‘ Pottawatomies,’’ to strike out from line 776 to line 783, in- | treaties with the ‘* Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of 


° ° i as . os 3 . a . a 5 
clusive, as follows: | Nebraska,’’ in line 997, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’ to strike out 
For this amount, to be paid to certain Pottawatomie Indians, their heirs or | ‘* thirty-eight ’’ and insert ‘‘thirty:’’ so as to make the clause read 
1 representatives, being the sum found due for depredations committed by | 4 7 rs f 
others upon their stock, timber, or other property, reported to Congress under | _ For sixteenth of thirty installments,to purchase clothing for males over 14 
the tenth article of above treaty, $48,332. 80, payments only to be made to such | years of age, for flannel, hose, and calico, and domestics required for females 
as sustained actual damage, their heirs or representatives. over 12 years of age, and for such flanne! and cotton goods as may be needed to 
make suits for boysand girls, per tenth article of treaty of April 29, 1868, $130,000 
The amendment was agreed to. ; The ; , SS ae 
The next amendment was, in line 78°, to reduce the total amount of | {he amendment was agreed to 
theappropriation for fulfilling treaties with the ‘‘ Pottawatomies "’ from rhe next amendment was, in line 1015, to increase the appropriation 
$68,980.45 to $20,647.65. “for pay of additional employes at the several agencies for the Sioux 
The amendment was agreed to in Nebraska and Dakota’’ from $20,000 to $25,000 
Sag ; a ; 
The next amendment was to strike out the following clause, from The amendment was agreed to. : . 
line 786 to line 807, inclusive: rhe next amendment was, in line 1021, before the word ** thousand, 
That the claim of the Pottawatomie Nation of Indians on account of unful- to Strike out twenty-five and ae rt “seventy: — ;’ and im the 
filled treaty stipulations and for the difference between coin and the value of | Sime |ine, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert the following proviso: 
the currency paid to said Indians in the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 1866, and 1867, by Provided, That this sum shall include transportation of supplies from the ter- 


virtue of the treaty of 1868, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication; and said case shall have preference and be tried with- 
out delay by said court, which shall determine and adjudicate what sums of 
money are due said Pottawatomie Nation of Indians, and the amount propor- 
tenenely Soe me band f a eons, Nat vor on - account arising 
from existing treaties, and whether interest is due, and at what rate, upon said eee . : neal Bn yee oo erecta el Se ee an ae tan 
sums, with ight of appeal to the Supreme Court. which, in case of an appeal, — a d by act of Congress approve d February 28 1877, $1 275,000 

shall advance said case upon its docket and try the same without delay. But ae ae tal oe See Ge Seeeeee a om — of sappsies Troma me —— 
any decision awarding said Indians any sum on account of the difference be- | es " alt anien — ve aaa ngs a at Se cane Syeien Sacpees e 
tween gold and currency shall not be held as precedent thereafter for the regu- | "© “™PioyeG Wherever prac ticable 

lation or decision of any controversy between the Governinent of the United | The amendment was agreed to. 

States and any parties whatsoever. The next amendment was, in line 1028, to increase the total amount 


And in lieu thereof to insert: of the appropriations for fulfilling treaties with the ‘‘Sioux of different 
For this amount to be paid to the Pottawatomie Indians, or expended for their | tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska,’ from $1,590,300 to $1,627,- 


benefit, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, being the difference | 309 
between the amount paid to said Indians in currency,in the years 1863, 1864, | : 


mination of railroad or steamboat transportation; and in this service Indians 
shall be employed wherever practicab! 


So as to make the clause read 


For subsistence of the Sioux,and for purposes of their civilization, as per 


. ° “ | Ty _5 > } “mi x oTe 
1865, 1866, and 1867, and the sum due in coin, under their treaties of 1818 and 1829, | ‘The amendment was agreed to ; 
as required to be ascertained by article 9 of their treaty proclaimed August 7, rhe next amendment was to strike out the following clause, from 
+ . : : ; 
1868, $49,382.80. | line 1041 to line 1048, inclusive: 
The amendment was agreed to. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay, out of the moneys here- 


The next amendment was in the appropriations for fulfilling treaties | in appropriated for the Sioux Indians, to Abner Lowry, sr., $2,306.60, to John 
with the ** Quapaws,”’ in line 829, atter the word **blacksmith,”’ to McCall $70, and to Mrs. John Boh! $25; the same being claims tor damages caused 
ik t ‘‘and istants:’’ in line 831. before the dd] ired.?? by depredations of said Indians, and examined, approved, an.! reported to Con 
str eou an assistan - im dine wes we ore t 16 wort junared, gress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
to strike out ‘‘ eight ’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ and in the same line, after 


: 6603 a ; ae The amendment was agreed to 
the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight’’ and insert ‘‘ tive; so as The oe cceations a. ~ tri mt th a i 
: >2 i ~ , as to strine oO e tollowing ciause } 
to make the clause read: line 1049 to line 1054, inclusive Soe 
ma . c » 1054, inclusive 
For blacksmith, and tools, iron, and steel for blacksmith shop, per same arti- an : 5 ; 
cle and treaty, $500; in all, $1,599. _ The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay, out of the moneys here- 
. in appropriated for the Sioux Indians, to George Storrs $840; the same being 
The amendment was agreed to. claims for damages caused by depredations of said Indians, and examined, ap- 
The next amendment was in the appropriations for fulfilling treaties | proved, and reported to Congress by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
with the Shoshones and Bannocks, to strike out the following clause,| The amendment was agreed to. 
from line 958 to line 964, inclusive: The next amendment was in the appropriations for fulfilling treaties 


For the payment by the Secretary of the Interior to J. M. Hogan, of Stockton, | with the ‘‘Sioux, Yankton tribe,’’ in line 1060, after the words “‘ civil- 
Cal., the sum of $6,600, out of the funds herein appropriated for the Shoshone | jzation of.’ 


’ , y Or ’ to insert ‘‘ and purchase of stock for;’’ so as to read 
Indians; the same being a claim for damages caused by depredations of said ; : I F 
Indians, and examined and approved, allowed and reported to Congress by the _For subsistence and civilization of and purchase of stock for two thousand 
Department of the Interior, $6,600. Yankton Sioux, heretofore provided for in appropriations under * Fulfilling 


‘ . ° : : » treat pith Sioux of different tribes,’ $40,000; in all, $65,000 
Mr. MILLER, of California. That is the case which I spoke of a | ““™Y “™ ™ioux ol Choe a : 
while ago in the debate. The depredation was committed in 1861. | The amendment was agreed to. 
The claim has been adjudicated and found due, not only as to the cir- | _ The nextamendment was to strike out the following clause, from line 
cumstances of the whole case but as totheamount. It isa claim which | 1114 to line 1131, inclusive: 
ought to have been paid long ago, and it ought to be paid now as it has The Secretary of the Interior shal! cause a complete and accurate list of all 
not been paid heretofore. If the Senator from Massachusetts will con- | * eee and pending claims of citizens on account of depredations of Indians, 
2 m chargeable against any treaty funds of Indians,to be made and presented to 
sent to let the item stand I shall be very much obliged to him. Congress on or before the first Monday of December, 1885. Said list shall con- 
Mr. DAWES. I should be very glad to do that, because I know bap the meme and ettrens of the claimant, the date « s She dopeodiation, th date 
3 . s . we £4 3 _ |} Ol examination and approval, by wha ndians committed, what funds remain 
about the claim, but there = — difficulty about it inde to said Indians out of any treaty stipulation,and reference to the claim of the 
pendent of the fact that to leave it here is treating it differently from | particular treaty by which the Indians agreed to pay for depredations by them 
the others. It wasa depredation made before we had any treaty with eee and said Secretary of the Interior shall also report such suggestions 
: ooking to the payment of said claims as may seem wise to him,and whether 
those Indians, and they woes stipulated to pay for any of the depreda- in his judgment a pro rata allowance out of the respective Indian treaty funds 
ii before that time. Then all we have in our hands now | to be applied to the payment of said claims can be made, and, if so, to wha* ex- 
the annuity. We are under an obligation to pay the annuity which | tent and in what cases. 


is appropriated here. If we should take the amount out of the annu- The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after line 1131, to insert: 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


For the investigation of certain Indian depredation claims, $10,000 ; and in ex- 
pending said sum the Secretary of the Interior shall cause a complete list of all 
claims heretofore filed in the Interior Department and which have been ap- 
proved in whole or in part and now remain unpaid,and also all such claims as 
are pending but not yet examined, on behalf of citizens of the United States on 
account of depredations committed, chargeable against any tribe of Indians by 
reason ofany treaty between such tribe and the United States, including the name 
and address of the claimants, the date of the alleged depredations, by what tribe 
committed, the date of examination and approval, with a reference to the date 
and clause of the treaty creating the obligation for payment, to be made and 
presented to Congress at its next regular session ; and the Secretary is author- 
ized and empowered, before making such re port, to cause such additional in- 
vestigation to be made and such further testimony to be taken as he may deem 
necessary to enable him to determine the kind and value of all property dam- 
aged or destroyed by reason of the depredations aforesaid, and by what tribe 
such depredations were committed ; and his report shall include his determina- 
tion upon each claim, together w ith’ the names and residences of witnesses and 
the testimony of each, and also what funds are now existing or to be derived by 
reason of treaty or o ther obligation out of which the same should be paid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next ame sndment was in the appropriations for ‘* 
supports,’’ before the word ‘‘ thousand,’ 
** ninety ’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;”’ 


miscellaneous 
’ in line 1165, to strike out 
so as to make the clause read: 


MISCELLANEOUS SUPPORTS. 


For subsistence and civilization of the Arapahoes, Cheyennes, Apaches, Kio- 
was, Comanches, and Wichitas who have been collected upon the reservations 
set apart for their use and occupation, $375,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, and read the follow- 
ing clause 

For subsistence and civilization of the Assinaboines in Montana, including pay 
of employés, $30,000 

Mr. VEST. I suppose itis too late to change that appropriation, and 
I am to be blamed for not having submitted an amendment. I know 
something personally about the condition of those Indians. I regret that 
the appropriation is as small as itis. I understand that the estimate 
is fifty-odd thousand dollars over and above this amount, and I see that 
this includes the payment of employés. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make a statement to the Senate in regard to 
this matter, if the Senator from Massachusetts will permit me. 

Summer before last I visited this tribe of Indians and held a council 
with them at Fort Assinaboine. At that time there were about 1,100 
persons—men, women, and children—in the tribe. Fort Assinaboineis 
on the edge of the British possessions, and is the most northern of our 
line of forts. I was there in September. It is the bleakest, most in- 
hospitable country and climate that I have ever seen. Agriculture is 
simply impossible. The summer season there (they call it sammer; I 
call it very fair winter weather) lasts about one month. They raise a 
few potatoes, a very few stunted vegetables, and that is all. 

The Assinaboines, a portion of the Gros Ventres, the Blackfeet, 
Bloods, and Piegans, all subsist upon the buffalo. If I had a map ac- 
cessible I could show the Senate what is called the buffalo country, 
extending through a portion of Northern Montana into the Canadian 
territory, over one hundred and forty-nine miles of which I traveled in 
an ambulance with a military escort, from Fort Assinaboine to Maple 
River on the Canadian Pacific, and I state here now that I did not see 
in those one hundred and forty- -nine miles one living thing. There 
were the bones of the buffalo, the wallows of the buffalo, a leaden sky, 
and a moaning wind, and those Indians are expected to subsist upon 
that, together with the meager rations that the United States Govern- 
ment gives to them. 

In the council that I held with them one of the chiefs, White Calf, 
rose in the council and said to me through the interpreter that one of 
his children (for they call the members of the tribe their children) was 
then dying from starvation. Mr. President, it was the truth. I saw 
that poor emaciated creature dying for the want of food in sight of the 
United States flag. Iam nosentimentalist; I am a Western man; but 
this is the truth. It isa shame to this Government, to the civilization 
and the Christianity of this age. I went tothe agent, who lived thirty 
miles from there. He had no food. I then appealed to the military 
officer in command, and he issued rations. 

I hurried back as soon as I could get to the railroad, for that was my 
last council. I made my way to Washington city; I went to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and ap- 
pealed to them for relief for those Indians. That was in September. 
Said I, ‘‘ The winter is coming on; that whole tribe will be extermi- 
nated; they will die for want of food.’’ Mr. Price, the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, said, ‘‘I have no funds out of which to give those 
people anything; my rations will be in the course of six 
weeks.’’ Said I, ‘‘ Mr. Commissioner, exhaust them. Congress will 
meet inside of a month, and I pledge myself as a Senator of the United 
States that the Senate, ‘and I believe the a will make ample ap- 
propriations immediately upon the meeting of Congress.’’ The rations 
were doubled, and notwithstanding that, the commandant of the — 
informed me, "for he is now here upon the Swaim court- 
with all he could do during the winter, taking the rations of the ‘ott 
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diers, who, to their honor and humanity, gave them up voluntarily ¢» 
those poor Indians, from three hundred to five hundred of them (ji. 
right there upon our territory in a land bursting with plenty.- 

It is a shame, an outrage, sir. And now I see that those crea ; 
are given $30,000. I wanted to move to make the amount $50. (4) 
and to increase the succeeding appropriation $20,000. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, Mr. FRYE, and others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. I make a motion to increase the appropriation $20, 00) 
I suppose unanimous consent will be required. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri ask 
unanimous consent to move, as in order, to increase the appropriatio 
in line 1177 from $30,000 to $50,000. Is there objection? The ( 
hears none. The proposed amendment will be'read. 

The SecRETARY. In line 1177, after the word ‘“‘employés,”’ it 
proposed to strike out ‘‘thirty”’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to re: ad 

For subsistence and civilization of the Assinaboines in Montana, inclu 
pay of employés, $50,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I shall make a statement and then leave the mat 
to the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to call the at 
tention of the Senator from Missouri to another point of the same ques- 
tion, or perhaps the same point the Senator from Missouri has referre:i 
to. Was it the Blackfeet Indians alone that he spoke of, or was he 
speaking of four or five tribes? 

Mr. VEST. I spoke of the Assinaboines. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood, but I may have been misinformed 
that there is a somewhat similar condition of affairs among the Black 
feet Indians. 

Mr. VEST. They are all together; the Assinaboines, the Blackfeet 
the Bloods, and the Piegans live together and have the same reservation, 
and they were all starving when | was there. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, if the Senator from Massachusetts can gi 
some correct historical statement in regard to those Indians and some 
assurance of the future I should be glad to hear him. I am very glad 
to see that on another page of the bill, page 54, there is a contingen' 
fund provided for. I wish it were larger. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; it ought to be doubled. 

Mr. DAWES. If theSenator from Missouri would reserve his amen 
ment for that point, perhaps it would be wiser. The Senator propose, 
to raise the amount of appropriation as to the Assinaboines from $30,044: 
to $50,000. The Department has only estimated for the Assinaboine- 
$35,000. The appropriations for the present year for all of the Indian- 
of Montana, embracing these Indians, are $52,000 less than the est 
mates. That includes the Assinaboines, the Blackfeets, the Blood; 
the Piegans, and the Crows. It was the year before last that the Seu- 
ator wasthere. I was alsoin the neighborhood, although I did not see 
those Indians that he has spoken of. 

When the attention of the Department last year was calied to th- 
distressed condition of those Indians—the Assinaboines, the Blackieet 
the Bloods, and the Piegans—they ordered all the rations which wer: 
provided for for the year ending next July to be expended before the last 
of March of this year, which was deemed by those on the ground to be 
sufficient to supply their wants up to March of this year, so that the; 
would not be starving. Then there was appropriated $50,000 for an 
eme deficiency in January of this year, the purpose of which wa- 
to take the place of those supplies from March through to July which 
were anticipated by the order of the Department. The Department 
now believes, according to all its information from those Indians, tha‘ 
with this fifty thousand dollars’ worth they will get through by March: 
enough to supply their wants till July. Whether the Department i- 
correctly informed I do not know; but having anticipated in the man- 
ner I have said an expenditure to March, and then supplying that by 
the $50,000 emergency riation which was made in January, the 
Department believes they have met the exigency so far as food is con- 
cerned. 

The difficulty with these Indians is twofold. The first is that de- 
scribed by the Senator from Missouri, that their game is gone; and an- 
other is that they are lodged in the mountains of that cold region of 
country and their habits are such that it is next to impossible to make 
them look for any support except from the chase. They know no othe: 
way to get their living but from the chase, and they stay in the mount- 
ains while there is food at the agency, and hunt and hunt and starve 
and die, al there is food within reach of them. 

Notwi what I have said in relation to the efforts and 2)- 

made on the part of the Department and of Congress to 

meet their distress, — is a lamentable condition of things among 
perfectly heart-rending. Whether it could | 

not ae question. I have received ier, 

to a friend from the agent of the Black - 

the death-roll of the Blackfeet, a part ©: 

they Dae it. I have it here before me [exhibit 

for nine months ing in Jan , kept as they 

by notches sticks. Here are identical sticks kept by 

Rinteh of the con Every notch indicates a death in the tribe. | 


Move it 
The Chair will entertain the motio 











1885. 
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have a letter of the agent in my pocket in which they are all reckoned | That was, a fev 


up. I will read it. It is dated the 4th of February: 


Rn: By this mail I send youanumber of sticks in which are cut notches 
naan the number of deaths in various bands of the Indiansat this agency. 


These sticks were prepared by the leaders of the bands, and they state that in- | 


fants who not reached the period st which children notice the objects about 
them are not included in the count. The yon covered is from early fall, 1883, 
to the summer of 1884. The following is the list— 

Making a total in that time of 482 out of a tribe of Indians that num- 
bered from 1,800 to 2,200. About one-fourth of the whole tribe have 
fallen in that time from some cause or other, depleted partly, perhaps, 
by the want of food, partly by the weakness that the climate has brought 
upon them, and from various sources. This is the condition of things 
at the Blackfeet agency. It demands, it seems to me, a very thorough 
investigation on the part of the Indian Department. 

I ought to say in this connection that the Senate passed a few days 


ago a bill which, if it gets through the House, will place all these In- | as to that which passed under his observation; but I have had some 


dians upon new reservations marked out upon a vast region of country 
believed by those who have personally examined the ground to be the 
best part of the whole country on the rivers, and the most valuable 
land. The Indians desire to go upon that land, and give a release of 
all their claim and right to the rest of the land. In that bill it is pro- 
vided that for a certain number of-years—I think thirty—the United 
States stipulates to pay $75,000 a year to each of the three tribes of In- 
dians constituting thisagency. I think, if that bill should get through 
the House, those Indians will be in a better condition than they have 
been since the game has fled from the country and they have been upon 
that reservation. 

I am unable to tell the Senate what is the real cause of the horrible 
and awful mortality among those Indians. I know the Department is 
of opinion that it has furnished all the appropriation, including the 
$50,000 which Congress appropriated in January, that is necessary, but 
the mortality has arisen from past suffering and past neglect. 

I think, if the Senator will reserve his amendment and increase what 
we have created in the bill called an emergency fund, it will meet what- 
ever in the future may appear to the Department to be necessary. 

Mr. VEST. I will withdraw the amendment then. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before the amendment is withdrawn I wish‘to call 
the attention of the Senate to some statistics in regard to these tribes 
of Indians as I find them stated in the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and to make some comments on them. 

: According to the last report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, there are a thousand of 
these Assinaboine Indians at the Fort Belknap agency and 1,150 of the 
Gros Ventres. According to the statistics furnished by the agent the 
number of deaths during the last fiscal year was twenty-six. The 
agent also reports in regard to the employment of the Indians, and the 
results of their labor and so on, that there were 250 acres cultivated by 
the tribes at that agency, that there were 300 acres under fence, that 
there were 300 bushels of corn raised, 250 bushels of oats and barley, 
15 bushels of beans, 725 bushels of vegetables, 25 tons of hay cut, and 
so on, and that the tribes had 1,200 horses. I find by reading the re- 
port of the agent, found on page 114 of the report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, that ‘‘ the number of Indians,’’ quoting now from 
the report, “‘remains substantially the same as at the date of my last 
report, with probably a small increase of births over deaths;’’ so that 
if any one is indulging in the hope that we shall be getting rid of these 
Indians, and therefore of the necessity of appropriating for them, he 
will have to consult some other authority than that which I hold in my 
hand. He says the morals of the people are not very good. 

‘In sanitary matters the agency physician reports the average number of In- 


dians entitled to treatment at 1,850, the number that have in some manner been 
treated as 995; of this number 14 have died, 12 of which died from chronic in- 
curable diseases. 


So that the lump number of persons who have died on account of 
lack of food was very small. 


Both tribes suffer severely from venereal diseases contracted some years ago, 
and now appearing as a constitutional disease, affecting the lings and throat 
especially, and this is and will continue to be the cause of a large majority of 
the deaths among this people. The general health of these Indians is good, and 
improves year to year, and in time I believe this people will outgrow their 
present tainted condition and become a fairly healthy race. 


Mr. VEST. For what year is that? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is for the fiscal year ending last Juve. The 
agent further says: 
: Set them the past year were not sufficient for their needs, 
and but the additional amount furnished later in the year much suffering 
would have most certainly ensued; and as the appropriation for the current 
year is, I suppose, about the same, it is apparent that the same state of things 
will is as came to pass last year. 


* * * 
’ Tam happily able to say that none of my Indians have starved to death, but 
it has been — by the most rigid economy— 

Which of course ought to bean offense to an Indian agent, I think— 
and by keeping them on short rations that such a calamity has been averted. 


In another paragraph of the report the agent states as follows: 


But, fortunately, by their labors they have produced sufficient to supply their 


immediate wants; as far as , corn, turnips, &c., are concerned, they will 
have plenty. 
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“ars ago, considered a pretty fair bill of fare for a 
white man 
The India ave W ced dilige ‘ lw farms ose that have 
them, and t sult isafinecrop. But unfortunately many of them have no 
farms, and } € ) » And while upon this subjec t I wish to reiterate former 
statements regard to t)e breaking of land. My Indians could just as well 
have tilled 600 to 500 acres of land as well as the 30) acres they have cultivated 
| The white employ have broken every sp rall they could, but it was but a 
tithe of what was needed It would seem to be a wise scheme to break up for 
them all the land they can t as that 1 yin the line of our efforts toward 
making them self-supporting 
On the whole, a carei survey of the field licates rapid advancement in cer- 
tain directions, more clearly in respect to ag tlture, and | assert that in a few 
years, with such assistance as the Government should most certainly afford 
them, these Indians will become largely self-sustain 


That would 
there had been very serious. Of course I am not questioning in the 
slightest degree the statement made by the Senator from 


yt seem to indicate that the condition of things up 
Missouri 
little experience on the frontier, and I know that Indians sometimes 


lie, and it might be possible that there should be circumstances which 
would induce some Indians to say they had been at the point of starva 


| tion, and yet the statement might not be quite true I would not ac- 


cept a statement of that kind as being necessarily the exact truth unless 
I were able to verify it from some other source 

But I was going to say specially that if that reservation is of the kind 
which the Senator from Missouri estimates it to be, and if the outlook 
there is of that hopeless character he represents, we ought not to be ap- 
propriatings money simply to keep those people in that inhospitabie 
climate and on that barren soil and in that condition where under no pos- 
sible circumstances can they ever be otherwise than beggars, but instead 
of appropriating for emergencies and for food, which is only charity at the 


| best, we ought to be making appropriations that would take them 
| somewhere else and put them under conditions in which they may 


within some reasonable time become self-supporting. We are doing 


| the vain thing, the idle thing, the wicked thing, because it is wicked 


to collect money from the people of the United States year after year 
to pay to Indians or anybody else whom we keep in a condition where 
they never can become self-supporting and must be always objects of 
charity notwithstanding the fact that they are physically able under 
proper circumstances to labor sufficiently to support themselves. 

I think the attention of the Senate ought to be directed to this mat- 
ter, not for the purpose of specially enlarging this appropriation, but of 
seeing in this case, upon which we have this information, if we can not 
do something at once to avoid the necessity of an indefinite continua- 
tion of these appropriations, and, what is more, of constantly being re- 
proached everywhere for lack of humanity which comes by reason of 
our lack of appropriations to keep these people in that locality where 
they can never be of any service to themselves. 

I shall now read from the report of the agent of these Indians for the 
preceding year 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly distinguish between these 
different tribes? He has been talking about the Assinaboines and Iam 
at this moment reading a letter from the agent of the Blackfeet. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was addressing myself to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, when I was at the agency 
of the Assinaboines, the Gros Ventres, the Bloods, the Piegans, the 
Blackfeet, and the Assinaboines were all upon that reservation. These 
Indians pass backward and forward from the British possessions into 
Montana. The buffalo country extends from Fort Assinaboine up to 
Maple Creek, on what is now the Canadian Pacific, and that was their 
hunting-ground. These tribes have intermarried and have lived to- 
gether. Itis impossible for anybody to say that starvation existed 
only in one tribe 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? He spoke of the 
number of those whom he found there as being eleven hundred. 
that include all of these tribes? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no, sir. It is impossible to obtain any accurate in- 
formation about the number of Indians in these tribes. As far as I 
could ascertain from the chiefs and from the agents, there were about 
cleven hundred Assinaboines and a thousand of the Gros Ventres, though 
I see the agents state—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Of what tribe were those who died from want ? 

Mr. VEST. They were Blackfeet, Assinaboines, and Piegans. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not all of a single tribe ? 

Mr. VEST. Not of asingle tribe; but they all live together. 

Mr. DAWES. Thecommunication which I read was from the Black- 
feet agency only, and isof recent date, February 4. I read a letter from 
the agent himself. The Blackfeet agency is distinct from that which 
includes the Assinaboines, which is at Fort Belknap. 

Mr. VEST. But the Piegans and Blackfeet areat Fort Shaw. What 
I stated in regard to the condition of these Indians last winter I ascer- 
tained from the commanding officer at Fort Shaw. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to add, as I ought in regard to the appropria- 
tions of this year, that they are $17,000 larger than the appropriations 
last year, including the $50,000 deficiency. So the Department is de- 
termined to meet the case. If it fails it will be from lack of informa- 
tion. 


Does 
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Mr. PLUMB. I find by looking at the report of the Commissioner 
for the year 1883 that the number of Assinaboine Indians at Fort Bel- 
knap agency that year was 750, 250 Jess than now, and the number of 
Gros Ventres there was 950, 250 less than there are atthistime. From 
that I do not mean to assume at all that the tribe hasincreased. I have 
no doubt the Senator from Missouri has furnished the explanation some- 
what of the condition of things that existed at Fort Belknap agency at 
the time he was there. 

These Indians go backward and forward, first to one agency and then 
the other; being affiliated by blood and marriage, they naturally regard 
themselves as of the same family, and wherever they happen to be 
they take whatever rations are available; and if it should happen that 
all the Indians at one agency should go to the other suddenly, they 
might exhaust the rations there. I suppose the only way to even that 
up would be to have the Indians who had thus been cleaned out go to 
the other agency and employ the same tactics there for the purpose of 
recouping what they had lost. 

That is a difficulty which it will be almost impossible to provide 
against wholly. There ought to be a totality among all the agencies 
enough to supply them, and I think not a very great abundance for the 
purpose of encouraging them to refrain from agriculture, unless it be 
literally true that agriculture is there impossible. If it is, then they 
ought to be taken to some more hospitableclime. Every day we keep 
them there is not only an expense which is unnecessary, because it takes 
more to transport supplies to that locality than it does to some nearer 
point where they should be located, but we are losing the gaance also 
of doing anything for them in the way of making them self-supporting. 

I want to say now, repeating what I have said heretofore at some 
length and which I thought I never would say again, that I do not 
think the chief end of an Indian ought to be to live off the Government, 
and I do not think the chief end of the Government ought to be to en- 
courage the Indian with the belief that he can always live off the Gov- 
ernment, nor to permit him always to live off the Government. I 
believe that under a proper system of management nine-tenths of the 
Indians of the United States at least—men, women, and children—could 
become self-supporting. Their wants are simple, or at least they were 
originally. We have cultivated them somewhat by giving them ex- 
travagant articles of food, &c., and we have shielded them because they 
have come to believe to a very large extent that the Government was 
rich enough and big enough, not to give them a farm but to enable 
them to live without a farm or without doing anything. That grows, 
like other vices, by what it feeds upon; and this constant giving with- 
out stint, and the understanding that always whenever there is a lack 
the Government is ready to make it up, and that therefore individual 
effort can be remitted or abandoned entirely, has produced, I think, 
largely that condition of things which we find now existing. 

I do not propose to attack it now by means of this appropriation bill, 
but I want to say that what the Senator from Missouri said ought to 
be a warning that we are proceeding in the wrong direction, that we 
are schooling children in things which can never be of any use to them, 
and that we are keeping people in enforced idleness at places where 
they can never do better than theyare doing now, and thus laying the 
foundation for the continuation of this charity until the end of time. 
While I may not seem very soft-hearted, I believe I have never failed 
to respond to demands for more food when it was said somebody was 
starving, and I have voted for all these emergency bills, and they have 
been numerous; but it is improper that we permit that condition of 
things to exist which will confront us with these emergencies and with 
these appeals which we can not disregard, and yet in that way we pro- 
duce this condition of things. We are doing a great wrong, not only 
to these Indians but to the people of the United States, whom we tax 
for their support. 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
laid before the Senate? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
drew the amendment. 
drawn ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I moved the amendment with the consent of the Sen- 
ate, and I wish it to remain that I may see what is best to be done. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill stands on the matter of ask- 
ing unanimous consent to offer this amendment for consideration. 
That will be the pending question when the bill is again resumed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, this 
day, approved and signed the act (S. 235) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Augusta, Me. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of Senos by Mr. CLARE, its 

Clerk, announced that the House passed the bill (S. 2547) t- 


ing an increase of ion to Mrs. Frances L. Thomas, widow of Maj. 
Gen. George H. Thomas, 


I move that the Senate adjourn. 
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Did the Chair declare the amendment with- | 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore : 

A bill (8. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; 

A bill (8. aa granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett: 

A bill (S. 1546) granting a pension to Orin R. McDaniel; 

A bill (8. 2034) to remove the political disabilities of Alfred Iverson - 

A bill (8S. 2139) to remove the political disabilities of E. P. Alexan- 
der, of Georgia; 

A bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 8. Harrold: 

A bill (S. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond; 

A bill (8. 2398) granting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; and 

A bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Nathan J. Sharp. 


SAINT CROIX RIVER BRIDGE. 
Mr. CONGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between 
Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, Minn., having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows : : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 8, 10. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 3, 4, 9,11,12,13; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, andagree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ other”’ in the part proposed to be inserted by the amendment ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 7, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “other” in the part proposed to be inserted by the amendment 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

0. D. CONGER, 
8S. J. R. McMILLAN, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
Kk. W. SEYMOUR, 
8. R. PETERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The feport was concurred in. 
EUGENE O’SULLIVAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1365) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eugene O'Sullivan, late a sergeant of Company K, 
Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer Infantry, which was, in lines 7 and &, 
to strike out the words ‘’ $18 per month’ and insert *‘ pension allowed 


in cases of amputation of the leg above the knee.”’ 


Mr. INGALLS. I introduced that bill, and will take the liberty ot 
moving that the Senate concur in the smendment made by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES M’CALLEN. 

The PRESIDENT pro (empore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1571) granting a pension 
to James McCallen, which was, in line 3, to strike out all after the word 
‘‘Jaws’’ down to and including the word ‘‘ pension,’’ in line 4; and in 
line 6, strike out all after the word ‘‘ Infantry ’’ down to and including 
the word ** pension, ’’ in line 8. 

Mr. WILSON. I move concurrence in the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ISABELLA HIGGLNS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2549) granting a pension 
to Isabella Higgins, which was, in lines 2 and 3, to strike ont the words 


| ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws’’ and 
Will the Senator not allow the regular order to be | 


insert ‘‘ at the rate of $20 per month.”’ 
Mr. WILSON. I move concurrence in the:amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH and Mr. GEORGE submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has called for the regular order. The unfinished business will be laid 
before the Senate, being the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importa- 
tion and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement 
to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Massachusetts, I believe, indicated 
his willingness to withdraw his motion to adjourn so that I may move 
for an executive session of a few minutes. I do not want a long one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to was witb- 
drawn, and the Chair laid before the Senate messages from the House. 
The Senator from Kentucky is now recognized. ; 

Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Does the interposition now of a motion to go into ex- 
ecutive session again makeit necessary that I should call for the regular 
order ? 

The-PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is there no point of order ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill the Senator has in charge | 
is before the Senate for action at this moment; but the Senator from | 
Kentucky moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- | 
ative business. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After twenty-three minutes spent in ex- | 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 44 min- | 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. | 


' 


SENATE. 
MonpDAY, February 16, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
E. D. HuntLey, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


CBEDENTIALS. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented the credentials of Orville H. Platt, chosen 
by the Legislature of Connecticut a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1885, which were read and ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting resolutions 
of the New York Chamber of Commerce, urging the establishment in 
the principal seaports of the United States of stations for the determina- 
tion of the errors of compasses in iron and steel ships, with report of 
Commodore J. G. Walker, Chief of Bureau Navigation, thereon, and 
recommending an appropriation therefor. If there be no objection, the 
letter of the Secretary, with the report of Commodore Walker, will be 
printed, and they, with the accompanying memorial, will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Y The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Legislative 
Assembly of Arizona Territory, praying that certain coal fields within 
the White Mountain Indian reservation, in that Territory, be segregated 
from the reservation, and that the rights thereto of the discoverers thereof 
be res ; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Michigan, relative to the importation of laborers under foreign contracts. 
I ask that itbe laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that the paper sent to the desk does not appear to be an original joint 
resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, but only what appears to be 
acopy. The paperwill be laidon the table. The Chair only inquired 
with reference to its being read, the rule being to read original joint 
resolutions of Legislatures of the States. This dces not appear to be 
an original paper. It will be received, however, if there be no objec- 
tion, and laid on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented a concurrent resolution of the senate and 
house of representatives of the State of Michigan; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, as follows: 

Preamble and concurrent resolution adopted by the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives of the State of Michigan. 

Whereas the Senate of the United States did pass a resolution of the date of 
April 22, A. D. 1884, instructing the honorable Secretary of War to cause an inquiry 
to be made as to the cost of construction of the Lake Superior Ship Canal and 
the Po: Lake Improvement Company Canal, and also to inquire upon what 
terms canals might be ouushaaedl by the United States, and make free wa- 
ter ways to the commerce of the great lakes; and 

Whereas the honorable Secretary of War did designate Col. 0. M. Poe, of the 
United States Army, to make such examination and report, in conformity tosaid 
resolution ; and 

Whereas the honorable Secretary of War did report on or about January 5, A. 
D. 1885, that Colonel Poe had made such examination, and on whose report did 
recommend that Congress take steps to purchase the same, and make them free 
water ways to the commerce of the lakes; and 

Whereas the tolls collected by these canals are a serious burden to numer- 

and a very large industry embraced inside the limits of the territory 
by these canals; and 

these water ways should be made free channels to the great traffic 
that is now sexinging up with Minnesota, Iowa, and the country along the 
Northern road, that 


through Lake Superior, finding an out- 

let to the east and seaboard ; an 
Whereas the of the navigation of Lake Superior may be greatly ies- 
sened i improvement of this water way, and make a safe shelter at a point 
where dangers of this lake are the greatest and most serious disasters have 


Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Michigan (the house concurring), That our 
Senators and tatives in Se be, and they are hereby, requested to 
use their best vors to secure men by Congress as will result in 
the United States acquiring, u fair and reasonable terms, title to and own- 

of the Portage Lake River Im ement Company and Portage Lake 
and Superior Canal and way Company, connecting the waters 
of Keweenaw Ba: 


y er, Lake, and the Portage Lake 
and Lake Superior Ship and Railway Company with the waters of Lake 
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Superior, for the purpose of making them free to the commerce of the lakes, and 
securing a commodious harbor of refuge for that commerce at a point on Lake 
Superior most dangerous to it, 
esolved, That the secretary of the senate be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
forward a copy of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress, 
ARCHIBALD BUTLER, 
President of the Senate. 
LEWIS M. MILLER, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
NEWCOMB CLARE, 
peaker of the House of Representatives 
D. E. CROSSMAN 
of the House of Representatives. 


& 


Clerk 


LANSING, January 29, 1885 


Mr. PALMER presented a resolution of the Detroit (Mich.) Board 
of Trade, favoring the purchase by the United States of certain water 
Ways connecting Keweenaw Bay with Lake Superior; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition, numerously signed by mem- 
bers of the Legislature of the State of Kansas and many other citizens 
of that State, praying for an appropriation of $100,000 for the construc- 
tion of a wagon-road from Caldwell, Kans., through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, to Wichita Falls, in Texas. The petitioners represent that that 
country is now under the control of the Government of the United 
States, and a road would be of great importance to the military estab- 
lishment, the Indian agencies in the Indian Territory, to traders, and 
to the transit of the mails. I move that the petition be referred tothe 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a memorial from publishing houses 
that represent:themselves to be all of those in the city of Springfield, 
in the State of Ohio, protesting against the passage of a clause in the 
Post-Office appropriation bill that distinguishes between newspapers 
of certain classes—I suppose those which are sent to regular subscribers 
and thoge which are sent to persons whom the publisher may select or 
as sample copies. I move the reference of the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented memorials of the Cortland Gazette, of 
Cortland Ohio; the Lebanon Daily Star, of Lebanon, Ohio; the Coshoc- 
ton Wochenblatt, of Coshocton, Ohio; of the Bee and Times, of Ripley, 
Ohio; and the Ohio Democrat, of New Philadelphia, praying for the re- 
duction of postage on second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present a petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
Kansas, praying for the establishment of a wagon-road in the Indian 
Territory, which I ask may be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
be so referred. 

Mr. PLUMB. On the suggestion of my colleague [Mr. INGALLs], I 
ask that the reference of the petition be changed to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. DAWES. I inquire of the Senator why the question of a wagon- 
road through the Indian Territory should be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to desire the change of reference of the petition ? 

Mr. PLUMB. If I had time to read the very lucid explanation that 
is stated in the petition I think I could satisfy the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, although as I know he is very hard to satisfy usually. I think 
even his critical judgment would be satisfied if I should read that state- 
ment. It relates to a road for the transportation of military supplies 
from station to station in that section of the country. 

Mr. DAWES. Who petitions for it? 

Mr. PLUMB. There are various persons who subscribe their names 
to the petition. 

Mr. DAWES. 


It will 


Is it the military authorities who are so anxious to 
have a military road or is it citizens ? 
Mr. PLUMB. There is no way I can conceive of to satisfy the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts except to put him in personal possession of the 
petition, and I shall request the clerks to do so. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas ask 
that the petition shall be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
or the Committee on Appropriations ? 
Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Appropriations. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That reference will be made if there 
be no objection. 
Mr. PLUMB presented a resolution of the senate of Kansas, favoring 
the passage of the bill increasing the pensions of widows of deceased 
soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also-presented a resolution of the senate of Kansas, favoring an 
appropriation for the improvement of the military road from Caldwell, 
Kans., across the Indian Territory to Wichita Falls, in the State of 
Texas; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. $ 
He also presented a petition of honorably discharged officers, soldiers, 
and sailors, who served in the United States Army and Navy during 
the late war, praying that they be given a Jand-warrant for one hundred 
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and sixty acres of land each; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of E. 8. Jaffrey & 
Co., Tiffany & Co., Robert Davis & Co., Bates, Reed & Cooley, and 
150 other importers of the city of New York, praying for the passage of 
the House bill to allow certain oaths to be administered by notaries 
public; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of William M. Thomson and 28 other 
citizens of Alexandria Bay, N. Y., praying that the United States ac- 
quire title to the two canals connecting Portage Lake, in the State of 
Michigan, with LakeSuperior on the east and west and make said canals 
free of tolls to the public; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present aconcurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of California, relative to a signal-service station on Tamal- 
pais Mountain, which I ask may be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
leave at this time to present a copy of a concurrent resoluticn of the 
Legislature of California. It will be received, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the memorial of John C. Welch, making a 
proposition to sell to the United States an abstract or calendar of the 
census which he has prepared. I have taken the liberty to make this 
indorsement after an examination of it. 

This calendar isa remarkable condensation and bird's-eye statement or exhibi- 
tion of the essential facts ascertained by the Tenth Census. It is very conven- 
ient for reference, and I can not conceive of any method by which, for so little 
money, 80 much valuable information can be distributed among the people. 

Signed by myself. I move that this be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, with which committee is to be found some matter bear- 
ing upon the questicn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of citizens of Getrgetown 
County, South Carolina, praying for the establishment of signal sta- 
tions in that county; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 483) for the 
erection of a public building at Keokuk, Iowa, to report it favorably 
and without amendment. As it will take perhaps less time now than 
at any time hereafter, at the request of the Senators from Iowa I ask 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. Is there objec- 
tion ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary have had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 4705) in relation to courts and judicial 
proceedings in the Territories, and have instructed me to report it ad- 
versely. I have no objection to the bill going on the Calendar, as some 
Senators desire it to be placed there. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say in regard to that bill one word. 
While I think that in some of the Territories—I believe that is the gen- 
eral opinion of all Senators who have examined the question—there is 
a very great and crying necessity for some relief, especially in the Ter- 
ritory of Washington and also to some extent in Dakota, Iam not aware 
whether all the Territoriesare so situated as to require the general re- 
lief provided by the bill, and I believe there is a special.bill now pend- 
ing to cover the Territories of W. ashington and Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed at the last session. 

Mr. HOAR. It was passed by the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed by both Houses. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar at the request of the Senator from Arkansas. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Fisheries, reported the fol- 


lowing concurrent resolution; which was refered to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1885 be printed, and that 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 6,000 for the House, 1,500 for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fish- 
eries, and 500 for sale by the Public Printer under such regulations as the Joint 
Committee on Printing may prescribe at a price equal to the ee cost of 
publication and 10 per cent. thereto thereon , the illustrations to be ob- 


ined by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on 
Printing. 


Objection is made, and the bill will 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 2643) to relinquish to the city of Den- 
ver title to certain lots of land for the purposes of a public library; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, 


FEBRUARY 16, 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 125) to provide 
for the expenses of the inauguration ceremonies on the 4th day of March 
1885; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2644) in relation to evidence to quict 
titles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe. 
on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed }), 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred t) 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLArK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed.to the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of the official report of Lieut. Frederick Schwatka 
United States Army, of his military reconnaissance. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill ( H 
8138) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1836, and for other purpose 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1856, and to 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Commit 
tee on Appropriations. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or othe 
resolutions ’’ that order is closed. The Chair lays before the Senate th 
Calendar under Rule VIII, the pending bill being Order of Business 394 
the title of which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerk. ‘A bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the 
Des Moines River lands in the State of lowa, and for other purposes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The question is, Shall the bill be indeti- 
nitely postponed ? on which the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHA™ | 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.SHERMAN. With the leave of the Senator from New York I 
desire to make a motion; but before doing so I wish to state the reason 
why I make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Ohio for the purpose: 
indicated by the latter Senator? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is perfectly manifest that in the present stat 
of the public business a long discussion upon such a proposition as that 
now pending before the Senate, the Des Moines River bill, however meri- 
torious it may be and whatever considerations may be urgéd in its favor 
stands inthe way of all the morning business, all the appropriation bills 
and all the business which is to come before this Congress and must be 
acted upon. In view of that fact, and also in view of the further fact 
that it is a Senate bill and must go the House, and we know as practi- 
cal legislators thatour action upon it even if it should be ever so favora- 
ble will not dispose of the bill and will not accomplish the desire of the 
Senators from Iowa, and in order that it may not stand in the way 0! 
appropriation bills which ought to be taken up this morning and pro- 
ceeded with, I move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion fo: 
one moment, in order that I may say that this is as important pub!i 
business as there is before the Senate, and I hope the motion wil! no: 
prevail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope it will be decided. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Ohio to withdraw the motion 
until I may say one word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; I withdraw it. 

Mr. PLUMB. To vote—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas will sus- 
pend. Does the Senator from Ohio move at this time to lay the bill on 
the table or does he simply give notice of his intention to do so at 
later hour ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did move it, but I withdraw it for a moment t» 
hear the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio withdraws the 
motion. The Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that it will take no longer to vote upon 
the passage of the bill, or upon the motion to indefinitely postpone it. 
which is not a dilatory motion, but is one going to the merits of the 
case, than it will take to vote on the motion of the Senator from Obio 
The only thing that can be said in favor of one proceeding as against 


the other is that a motion to lie on the table not being debatable, the 


Senator from New York will be prevented from concluding his very 


interesting remarks on this subject. The Senator from Ohio may po-- 


sibly have that result in mind; but it does seem to me that the bil! 
t to be voted upon on its merits one way or the other. If the Senate 
vote to lay the bill on the table in this way, we shall be confronted 


ee ran 
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with the necessity next year just as actively as now of doing something | Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President-—— 
about it, and shall be pressed to take some action which shall disclose | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
the view of the Senate upon the merits of the controversy. If, however, [Mr. Dawes] has the floor with the permission of the Senator from 
this bill shall be voted down, the Senate will thereby solemnly record | New York, the Chair understands. 
its judgment that the relief sought by the bill is not proper relief to be | Mr. DAWES. I ask leave, with the permission of the Senator from 
granted by Congress, and then of course these people will seek relief | New York, to have the Des Moines bill laid aside informally that we 
somewhere else, or at all events they will not be here probably as they | may take up the Indian appropriation bil! 
have been for many years, year after year and session after session since I The PRESIDENT pro tempo The Senator trom Massachusetts 
have been here, for the purpose of getting what they believe to be their | asks unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid 
due, to wit, the right to have the case decided in the courts of the j aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 
United States. It seems to me, therefore, that we ought not to lay the | 7970, the title of which will be reported 
bill on the table and have the matter go off at this time upon a dilatory The Cuter Clerk. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for 
motion which decides nothing. the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion. fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that | ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes 
the bill do lie on the table. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 
Mr. LAPHAM. I ask the Senator from Ohio to allow me to make | Mr. PLUMB. Is the bill now before the Senate ? 
one suggestion. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not; the Chair is calling for 
Mr. SHERMAN. My object was to cut off debate, but I can not re- | objection. Is there objection? The Chair hears none,and the bill is 
fuse the Senator from New York under the circumstances. before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio withdraws Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts who has charge 
the motion ? of the Indian appropriation bill to yield to me until I present the con- 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; for a moment. ference report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 


Mr. LAPHAM. The Senator from Kansas says that the bill should The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas is enti- 
be considered and the Senate should decide if it is proper legislation in | tled to present a conference report when he gets the floor as a matter of 


order to satisfy those settlers. Precisely that was done four years ago 
by the unanimous report of the Judiciary Committee of this body, and 


i single fact now existing that was cnow » Senate ; ‘ , 
py ere g that was not known to the Senate | Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report 


Mr. SHE AN. I now renew my motion. certain amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 8089) making appropriations 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that | rovid ' : f the District of 


to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 

the bill do lie on the table. the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes having met, after full 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. Tena ce, Senenihnaeieds Aandi dit Sdaemmnentet te Uae Soe 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 21 : 

the roll. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called}. Upon this question | **¢ numbered 2. 6, 7, 8, 10, 23,36, 57.38, 39, 42, 43, 47 and 5, and agree to the same. 


right. 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILI 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


- a - That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

Tam paired with my colleague (Mr. \ OORHEES J. numbered I1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). Lam paired with the & ee prepeese to be eens omen aeeeenens Senet, Se Steins : 
Snentend > -PEPGE * Provided, That all moneys which have been or may hereafter be legally retaine« 

Senator from Virginia (Mr. RIDDLEBERGER }. from contractors shall be invested in bonds of the United States or the District 

The roll-call was concluded. of Columbia and held by the Treasurer of the United States, and any sum which 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I was paired on this bill with the | has been or shall be realized from such investments in excess of the amounts 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Groomer]. I, however, had authority to —_ ee arte es oe SS ae 
transfer my pair. I have transferred it to the Senator from Colorado | the same ae tee , eee 
[ Mr. BowEN ]}. If the Senator from Colorado were present, he would That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
vote against Iaying the bill on the table and the Senator from Mary- | pampered 1a. aud grec ta the sane withen amendment as folows: Sytitut 
land would vote in favor of laying it on the table. | ing compensation not exceeding 3600 for additional labor or services: 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the junior Senator from Louisiana | Senate agree to the same. , 
[Mr. Gipson], who isdetained frgm the Senate by sickness in his family. That the House recede from its disagreemert tothe amendment of the Senate 


~ . numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 23; as follows: the sum proposed insert *‘ $6,500;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


and the 





YEAS—17. numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 

Beck, Jackson, Miller of N. Y., Vance, after the word * hospital,”’ in the amended paragraph, the words “‘ of the,”’ and 

Edmunds, Jonas, Morgan, Vest. insert in lieu thereof the words “association of Washington ;' and the Senate 

Garland, Lamar, Pike, agree to the same 

— Lapham, Sherman, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

Ha 7 MeMiilan, Slater, numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

NAYS—23 the number proposed insert ‘‘ ninety-five ;'’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

. ya. That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 

Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Pendleton, numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu of 
Blair, George, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, the sum proposed insert “‘ $339,720;"' and the Senate agree to the same, 

> Hale, Manderson, Sewell, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

Cameron of Wis., Hawley, : Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, numbered 40, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: In lieu ofthe 

ke, Hill, Morrill, Wilson. matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: “And 

Cullom, Hoar, Palmer, held in the manner provided in this act for the police fund ;" and the Senate 


agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


ABSENT—36., 


Aldrich, Colquitt, Harrison, Pugh, numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
Bayard, Conger, Jones of Florida, Ransom, on page 17, in lines 6 and 7 of the bill, the following words: “ accident while in 
Bowen, Dolph, Kenna, Riddleberger, actual performance of duty or by service’’ and insert in lieu thereof the follow 
Brown, Fair, Logan, Sabin, ing: “injury received or disease contracted in line of duty, or having served ; 
% Farley, McPherson, Saulsbury, and strike out in line 10, same page, the word “ accident’ and insert in lieu 
. Frye, Mahone, Sawyer, thereof the words “injury or disease and the Senate agree to the same 
Cameron of Pa.,- Gibson, Maxey, Voorhees, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
Chace, Gorman, Mitchell, Walker, numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows In lieu 
Cockrell, Groome, Platt, Villiams. of the sum proposed insert ‘$554,080; "' and the Senate agree to the same 





That the House recede from its disa ement to the amendment of the Senate 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table was not agreed to | numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion | the sum proposed insert ‘* $390,000; and the Senate 


agree to the sam< 


to indefinitely postpone the bill, on which the Senator from New York | P. B. PLUMB 
is entitled to the floor. F. M. COCKRELL 
Mr. DAWES. I ask that the bill may be informally laid aside that Managers on the purt of the Senate 
we may take up the Indian appropriation bill. ’ JOHN F. FOLLETT 
Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is done, I ask if the Des Moines bill | entihenten disk aean anak Was 
will come up again in the morning hour to-morrow, and so whenever | a Paorea a 
the morning hour recurs. | Mr. INGALLS. I ask my colleague to let the report lie on the table 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the order of the Senate. for the present. I should like to examine one of those amendments. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then no business can be done in the Senateex- Mr. PLUMB. Very well 
agate priation bills and the Des Moines River bill. The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the report of 
"i IN. Until the bill is disposed of. the committee of conference will be laid on the table and taken up 
Mr. SHERMAN. Until the bill is disposed of. If that is the case , later. 
we may as well give up, because we might as well disappear and take MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
it for the remainder of the session. I do not think itis fair| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
play in legislation. I desire to make that statement now. Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2246) to pro- 
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vide for the purchase of additional land for the uses of the public build- 
ing in the city of New Bedford, State of Massachusetts. 

The message also announced that the House had di to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8120) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
W. H. Foryey of Alabama, Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, and 
Mr. J. WARREN KEIFerR of Ohio managers at the conference on its 
part. 

The message farther announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and-2475 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of 
land lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public 
park, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. LUKE Pryor of Alabama, Mr. W. D. H1ILt of Ohio, and 
Mr. J. WARREN KEIFER of Ohio managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
870) to provide for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, Miss. , 
for use as a post-office, United States court, and for United States in- 
ternal-revenue officials, and for other Government purposes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 1365) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene O'Sullivan, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is, Will theSen- 
ate grant unanimous consent to the request of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] to amend the bill on page 49, line 1177, by striking 
out ‘‘thirty’’ and inserting “‘ fifty’? before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ so 
as to read: 

For subsistence and civilization of the Assinaboines in Montana, including pay 
of employés, $50,000. 

Is there objection to the amendment offered on Saturday last by the 
Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I inquire of the Senator from Missouri if he has ex- 
amined the matter sufficiently so that he will not consent to have his 
amendment proposed in the place suggested on Saturday? The Sena- 
tor On Saturday inquired for a map showing that region. I will send 
him a map. 

Mr. VEST. I have the map now. 

I wish to say a very few words in reply to the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and then I propose to withdraw the amendment, 
and to move to double what may be called the contingent fand when 
we reach that part of the bill. Without entering into any elaborate 
discussion on the Indian question, I wish to refer briefly to the report 
of the agent of the Assinaboines and Gros Ventres, which was read late 
Saturday afternoon by the Senator from Kansas. 

As a matter of course the report is not conclusive, as the Indian agent 
makes his report to show the best condition of affairs possible upon his 
reservation; but I know personaliy that the report is incorrect, The 
statement that the Assinaboines and Gros Ventres are engaged to any 
extent in agricultural pursuits is not true. I know that it is not true 
from my own personal observation. They are raising no crops. I did 
not see one single acre in cultivation in that whole reservation, and the 
two hundred and fifty bushels of corn, the immenase crop which the agent 
says was raised there, was raised upon the Government farm, not by the 
Indians. Recollect that the two hundred and fifty bushels of corn, ac- 
cording to the agent, is the entire crop for the consumption of nearly 
4,000 Indians, and you can imagine the amount of distress that will exist 
in the reservation after that immense harvest has been takenaway. I 
undertake to say, and my colleagues upon the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs will justify the statement, that in traveling two hundred miles, 
from Fort Shaw up to Fort Assinaboine, by ambulance we saw not one 
solitary acre in cultivation. The Indians are huddled arouhd the forts; 
they live on rations from the Government; the game is entirely gone, 
and unless they are fed by the Government as a matter of course they 
must die literally from starvation. 

Since the debate on Saturday I have refreshed my memory in regard 
to it by reading the report which was made by the committee on our 
return. Referring to the Blackfeet and Pi who were at the agency 
sixty-five miles north of Fort Shaw, and which agency was visited by 
us immediately before going to Fort Assinaboine, the committee says: 

The tribes upon it are the Blackfeet, Fiegane, Gross Ven’ Bloods, and River 

a na 


Crows, numbering in all 1,500. They are wretched ition, and their fu- 
ture almost hopeless. The game is disappearing, especially the buffalo, and 
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the Indians dependent on rations issued by the Government. Mr. Young, the 
agent, has about one hundred and seventy-five head of cattle in his herd, and 
issues rations of beef every ao the Indians are so nearly famishec 
when the meat is given them that they eat it up in two days, and then star, 
until the next issue. We were there on ration day (Saturday), and it was pitia 
ble to see the eagerness in the hungry eyes of the waiting crowd as the beef 
was being distributed. Heretofore the beef has been issued once a week, the 
amount on hand at each agency being divided into fifty-two equal parts. The 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, upon being informed of the deplorable condi- 
tion of the Indiansand the imminent danger of their starving during the com- 
ing winter, has humanely ordered theagents in Northern Montana to increase 
the amount of rations until May 1,so as to prevent suffering among the In- 
dians, relyi oe Congress to make adequate appropriations during this ses- 
sion for t i ian Bureau. That this will be done we can not for amoment 
doubt, as humanity and justice alike demand such action. 


I read from the message of the governor of Montana, who says that 
notwithstanding the temporary relief afforded the northern Indians by 
an increase of supplies to the amount of half a ration daily to last them 
until March 1, ‘* their condition from exposure, destitution, and star- 
vation experienced during the past two years is utterly astounding and 
deplorable, and I have great fears that many will die through the com- 
ing winter.’’ The simple fact remains to be stated now in the Con- 
gress of the United States that over four hundred of those people did 
die from starvation. 

Again I might read the report of the committee in regard to the As- 
sinaboines and Gros Ventres, which is to the same effect. The buffalo 
have disappeared. It is useless for gentlemen to say, ‘‘ Let those In- 
dians go to work.’’ You might as well say to a child in the cradle, 
‘*Go to work.’’ They have never had an agricultural implement in 
their hand; they have never engaged in any other pursuit but the chase, 
and to take a people after centuries of barbarism and hurl them into 
the terrible struggle with civilization and tell them to work or die is 
simply to say die. 

The problem is on our hands. I am no sentimentalist; far from it 
I went to those Indian reservations with the opinion—lI confess it; it 
was the result probably of defective education—that the best Indian 
was a dead Indian. I came away with the impression, which I state 
here to-day, that the great wrongs which have been inflicted upon this 
continent and upon those people in their condition to-day are a stain 
upon our management of the Indians. I do not want to exhaust the 
patience of the Senate by saying what ought tobe done. In my judg- 
ment they ought to be taken away from that inhospitable climate and 
put farther south, with farmers placed among them, and gradually 
led to become self-supporting; but it it will take years and years to 
solve this problem. In the mean time the only thing for us to do, as 
a humane Christian people, to say no more of it, is to feed them, and 
to see that they do not starve under our flag and at our own door. 

As I said to a Christian minister in this city not long ago, who came 
to me and asked that I should attend a meeting for the advancement of 
foreign missions, ‘‘ My dear sir, you have at your own door hundreds 0! 
heathen who never heard of the name of Christ, who have no idea of 
the Deity, who have never had a missionary among them, and those 
people, have been robbed by us and by our fathers for a whole century. 
We owe them something. Iam pot aware that we have robbed the 
heathen in the middle of Asia and Africa, and I prefer to attend to the 
heathen at our own doors.’’ In the first place let us feed them, and 
then let us Christianize them, because, be it reverently said, no starv- 
ing human being was ever yet brought to a realizing sense of the 
Christian religion. 

When we reach the proper part of the bill I shall move to double 
what may be called the contingent fund, so that the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs may not be in the condition in which I found him on my 
return from Montana, when he said that he had no money in his hands 
to give to those people; that Congress had left him without any contin- 
gent fund atall. I propose-to put into his hands $50,000, so that if a 
severe winter like the one now upon us should come upon those [n- 
dians he may double or treble the rations if necessary; and that, in my 
judgment, is the appropriate way to reach the case. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have no design of opposing the ap- 
propriation of any sum of money which may be proposed here for this 
or for any other purpose connected with this subject at present. The 
easiest way to get rid of our responsibility is to give some money out 
of the Treasury where we are popularly supposed to have a great deal 
more than we ought to have, and I am not surprised in view of what 
has been said about this question that the American people come to us 
for money for personal purposes and purposes of a more trivial char- 
aeter on the assumption that we have so much there that we do not 
know what to do with it. 

I have no doubt that the Indians at this agency eat up their supplies 
in a few days. The Senator from Missouri read that paragraph from 
the agent’s report with a good deal of unction, as though that was some- 
thing that was singular. Mr. President, I venture to say that in nine 
out of ten of all the ies of the United arene genes that thing 
occurs, and would inevitably occur even if we gave them ten times more 
than we do now. Sucha thing as providence an Indian knows nothing 
about. That statement proves i There is no Indian who ever 
lived—I refer to an Indian in a com ve state of barbarism—that 
would if he had nothing to do but eat his rations, as none of then 
have else to do, eat up his rations in one-third of the time that 
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they would ordinarily be eaten up by a white person, no matter how 
ample they are; and if they were doubled or trebled or quadrupled, the 
result would be precisely the same. ; 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri that we have acted badly with 
these Indians and with all the Indians, except that I do not think our 
action has been bad in the respect that he does especially; but I think 
the special crime we have committed sgvinst the Indians is that we 
have not prepared them for the inevitable, and that we have not taught 
them or constrained them to labor in order that they may live. 

I do not subscribe at all to the Senator’s statement that these people 
are like children in reference to the question of manual labor or being 
not in a condition to earn their living by manual labor. The Senator’s 
ancestors and mine two centuries ago perhaps were as much barbarians 
as these people are, and yet they had no beneficent government to sup- 

rtthem; but they delved and fished and hunted and did various things 
of that kind necessary to enable them to Jive, and did live, and out of 
that labor they have evolved and there has come the condition of things 
we see now in our civilization. 
ing the Indians accustomed to the ways of barbarism and giving them 
the luxuries of civilized life. 

In that same report from which the Senator read is a statement that 
stoves have been issued to these Indians, and he says that they are so 
enamored of stoves that they bring them into small quarters and gather 
around them, and have the stoves at such a heat as would make a white 
man sick. If we could have an administration of Indian affairs which 
would refrain from giving stoves to people who have no more use for a 
stove than a wagon has for five wheels, and would give them something 
they could use in the cultivation of the soil, and instruct them in the 
use of agricultural implements which the Senator says they never had 
in their hands, they would not bea charge on the people of the United 
States to-day, and not only a charge, but one which is bound to con- 
tinue accorditg to the present condition of things as long as they live. 
There has not been the first effective step taken to enable these people 
to be in any reasonable sense self-supporting; but as fastas these emer- 
gencies occur and the complaint comes about we absolve ourselves of 
all responsibility by running our hands into the Treasury of the United 
States and taking out the money necessary to meet the existing emer- 

and then let things go just as they were before. 

I think that so far as the appropriation of money is concerned the 
United States have appropriated money enough and more than money 
enough to do everything that they ought to have done for these people. 
They have done it unwisely and will continue to do so until we in some 
way have a radical change of our whole system. Think of a people who 
are perishing for bread, think of a people who are starving under the 
eyes of civilized people, put it just as strong as the Senator from Mis- 
souri wishes, and yet we are appropriating thousands of dollars to edu- 
cate a lot of children in order that they may starve more in accordance 
with civilization! If instead of that we had given them food, the 
money that has gone to supply them with schools would have kept 
breath in their hodies at least, although I would hesitate to subscribe 
to the statement made by the Senator from Missouri (and he makes it 
on hisown personal knowledge) that four hundred of them or any other 
number of them have actually starved to death. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator says there is no doubt of it, and of course 
that takes the subject out of controversy; but, as I said, I would hesi- 
tate a long time before believing in such a statement, although I have 
no doubt they are driven to straits on account of their improvidence. 
They have never had inculcated any idea of economy in anything, and 
they eat up in two or three days the food that was intended for a week, 
and they go backward and forward to different agencies, and sometimes 
the number of le at an ageney is too great for the food, the num- 
ber of Indians being beyond the usual number. 

In addition to that we take a people who have heretofore lived upon 
meat alone and we give them coffee and tea and sugar and a dozen dif- 
ferent articles of food going to make up substantially an army ration. 
Of course these things do not sustain life as hardy articles of food do. 
We do not give them corn-meal. Corn-meal is almost unknown in the 
Indian establishment, but we give them the best flour we can buy. 
So we have cultivated in these men a desire for something which is not 
a part of their lot necessary or in any way essential, and which makes 
the job of feeding them a great deal more expensive and does them no 
corresponding ; 

But, as I said, like anybody else I can discharge my responsibility 
by voting money. It is what we are doing in that cowardly way which 
is evidenced by our unwillingness to take this problem as we ought, 
reorganize the Indian service, and apply to this business the rules of 
common sense; but it is money, money, and everything apparently is 
more money all the time and without any regard to what will come 
of it or what result is to be obtained. These Indians are poor to-day, 
and to-morrow will be poorer, and next year will be poorer; for every 
year the cry will come up give, give, give; the money we collect from 
the people of the United States is used to keep these people who are 
not only in poverty bnt in idleness and vice. 

Mr. VEST. If there is one subject that I am more reluctant to speak 


jut we have made the mistake of tak- | 
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upon than another, it is the Indian question. The view I have to ex 

press does not chime in or coincide with the popular sentiment of the 
West. The man who thinks the Indians ought not to be permitted to 
starve is considered a sentimentalist, as actuated by mere philanthropy, 
a lecturing statesman. I speak very earnestly because I feel very earn- 
estly on this question. I know, without reflecting on the Senator from 
Kansas, that his statements are incorrect. I know the Government has 


} not issued enough rations to feed these people 


Mr. PLUMB. I want right here and now to enter a disclaimer so 
far as the people of the West whom I represent are concerned having 
that feeling toward the Indians. The Senator from Missouri may speak 
of Missouri, but let him not speak generally of the West in that matter. 

Mr. VEST. I have not attacked the philanthropic character of the 
State of Kansas. God forbid that I should do that; but Iam not speak 
ing so much for the people of Missouri, because they care very little 
about this question; but I do assert as a fact that in the Territories where 
these reservations are, and where the Indians are, there is a feeling that 
they are a burden and a nuisance, and that they ought to be got rid of 


| I heard nothing else in all my tour throughout the West than ‘‘ Get rid 
| of the Indians; drive them away;”’ 
| about giving them more rations, ‘‘ Cut off their rations; let them work 


and whenever anything was said 


or die.’’ I repeat here deliberately, you might as well say to the baby 
in the cradle, ** Work or die,’ as tosay that to Blackfeet, Assinaboines, 
Bloods, Piegans, and Gros Ventres, who lived for years on the chase 
Indians who lived on the buffalo until white men came in through greed 
and avarice and destroyed the buffalo. 

I saw myself several years ago in going to Colorado hundreds and 
hundreds of buffalo hides piled up at the depots for shipment to the 
East, and it was found out when brought here that they were absolutely 
useless. One of the buffalo hunters like Buffalo Bill would go on the 
prairies with a splendid horse and repeating gun and shoot down three 
hundred or four hundred buffaloes in a day, and his skilled mates would 
come in and pick up the hides and send them East, and they weré found 
to be absolutely worthless. But the buffalo has disappeared. Summer 
before last there were 15,000 buffalo out of the immense herd that once 
roamed over the vast prairies of the West. The result is that these 
people are left without food. Take a blanket Indian who never had a 
plow in his hands, or hoe, or a spade, and tell him to dig. I repeat, 
you might 2s well tell a baby in the eradle to doit. And yet these 
people are anxious to know how to work. I did not find one of the 
chiefs who did not say to me, ‘‘ Teach my people to work; give usa 
chance;’’ and upon the Flathead reservation to-day there are found In- 
dians at work, and all this has been the result of what has been done 
by the Jesuits. I am a Protestant, but I am here to speak the truth. 
The Jesuits have done more for the Indians on this continent than every 
otheragency put together. They have understood the Indian character, 
been at work for long years, and the only ray of hope, the only gleam 
of light I saw in all my trip among the tribes that I visited came from 
the Jesuits. 

But I now want to come toa fact. I am making no issue with the 
Senator from Kansas; I do not know but that we agree largely as to 
the Indian schools; but I want tocome to the subject of rations. When 
I was at Fort Assinaboine the head chief of the Gros Ventres made 
this statement: 

One of my children will probably die to-day of starvation. 

The agent, Mr. W. L. Lincoln, was there, the very gentleman from 
whose report the Senator from Kansas read on Saturday; and I asked 
him the amount of rations on the ground, and whether this terrible 
statement was true. Here is the reply to it: 

Mr. W. L. Lineoln, United States Indian agent, Fort Belknap agency 

Thirty miles off— 
made the following statement 

‘I wish to state that Congress has appropriated 

I ask the attention of my friend from Kansas, who isa humane man, 
a just man, to this statement. He ridicules the idea of an Indian hav- 
ing astove. It is the most essential article that I found in Septembe1 
in that climate, and I venture to assert that if my friend from Kanszs 


| was to-day in a temperature fifty degrees below zero*he would say, 


‘**Give me a stove,’’ and he would hover over it and stay with it and 
keep around it until the last syllable of recorded time. 

Mr. PLUMB. We did not take stoves away from these people. We 
took the buffalo from them. 

Mr. VEST. But I want to say that these people were left without 
sufficient food during that terrible year. The summer lastsin that cli- 
mate six weeks, and that is fair winter weather. I was there in Sep 
tember wearing an immense overcoat and hugging the fire at every op- 
portunity, and they cail that summer weather. What must it be now 
with the thermometer from forty to sixty degrees below zero? And 
then talk about an Indian not wanting a stove! You might take the 
most unadulterated Saxon that was ever brought into this country, 
and I think he would want a stove. What must be the condition of 
that people, with nothing but a few ragged blankets, with no clothes 


to talk about, and yet with no rations of beef issued to them, and the 
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buffalo gone, not a coyote to be had for game? 
account of the rations; 


Here is Mr. Lincoln's 
I take it this is pretty authentic: 
vish to state that Congress has appropriated only sufficient money to pay 
following subsistence 
lor these whole tribes of Gros Ventres and Assinaboines, amounting 
together to 2,400 people- 


ib pounds of flour this will 


rations 


and 25.000 pounds wheat 


be equal to thirty 
180.000 pounds of beef (in gvross 


That is on foot 
t takes 30,000 pounds each week in the winter months when feeding beef— 
this would be just six weeks’ rations 

Just six weeks’ rations of beef for a winter of seven months, with the 
thermometer always down to about zero, and a large portion of the 
time thirty, or thirty-five, or forty degrees below it. What would be 
the condition of any human being under such circumstances? It is no 
wonder that the governor of Montana sent message after message to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that these Indians were dying. It 
is no wonder that the commanding officer at Fort Shaw, who is now in 
this city and with whom I conversed two days ago, said to me that he 
took his own headquarter wagons and his own rations and took them 
np to the Blackfeets and Piegans when starving to death; and not- 
withstanding all this four hundred and more died from exposure and 
starvation. Six weeks’ beef rations !— 
about 5,000 pounds of bacon, which they would eat up in four weeks. 
6,000 pounds coffee have been furnished. I have always carried some over,not 
deeming it necessary to be issued. Heretofore there has been plenty of game, 
and I have forced the Indians to subsist during the summer by hunting, except 
in the cases of the old and infirm. By this course I have always had enough to 
enable them to come through the winter in good shape; as to coffee, sugar, and 


tobacco, the issue of these has been prohibited by the Secretary of the Laterior, 
except work enough has been performed to pay for it. 


About 


That is the work done upon the Government farm; there is where the 
two hundred and fifty bushels of corn were raised and the three hundred 
or four hundred bushels of wheat, but there is not a farm in that reserva- 
tion, except one under the shadow of Fort Belknap, and that is under the 
control of white men; and when an Indian will go and do two or three 
days’ work there, he will get half a pound of coffee, or two pounds of 
sugar, or something like that; and those are the rations, sugar and 
coffee, to which my friend from Kansas has alluded in his address. 
But this agent goes on and says his rations are insufficient, but he was 
doing his best to carry these Indians through the winter without starva- 
tion. I make no accusation against Mr. Lincoln; [ suppose he has at- 
tempted to do the best he could with the instrumentalities in his hands; 
and [ repeat I am not here in the interest of any sentimentality; I am 
here simply discharging my. duty to a people without representation 
upon this floor, and speaking alone as I understand the dictates of 
humanity to suggest. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ina certain sense I can agree with both the Senators 
who have spoken, the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Kan- 
sas. I have no question whatever of the suffering and death among 
these people daring this last winter. My information is such that I 
absolutely believe it in addition to that the Senator from Missouri has 
laid before the Senate. I agree also with the Senator from Kansas that 
we ought to arrive at some permanent solution of this question to main- 
tain these Indians otherwise than by doling out pittances from the Gov- 
ernment every year. I believe that can be done, and is in the way of 
being done. Butthe Senator from Missouri is right again in saying that 
these Indians are going through a certain transition state. The buffalo, 
on which they have been accustomed to rely are passing out of exist- 
ence. There are not enough left of them to be an essential element in 
providing for the use of these Indian tribes. Iam informed also, by an 
authority which I have no doubt is correct, the authority, if the Senator 
from Kansas please, of one of thesentimentalists, but a Yankee of sound 
head and good sense, who has been over that ground himself and looked 
at it carefully, and he is the man who says: 


Is it not time that we should make a wise and persistent effort not to perpetu- 
ate but to solve the Indian problem * 


Precisely in the line of the remarks of the Senator from Kansas. 


These people have abundant means to pay all the expense of their civilization, 
if it were not suffered to lie unused, a temptation to the white man’s greed— 


He says also, precisely in the line of the remarks of the Senator from 
Kansas— 


So long as we furnish the means and almost necessitate the conditions of a 
shiftless life, it will be continued. If,on the other hand, we would but furnish 
the conditions and lay upon these people the necessity of a better life and teach 
them how to attain it, we would at least test the question whether or not they 
are capable of it. 


But just between is this present condition of affairs. It is of very 
litule use to argue, as our friend from Kansas does, that these people 
ought to starve in adifferent way; the question is whether they ought 


to starve in the present way or not. We may next year or by the sec- 
ond year get them so that they can live on these lands. This present 
year they can not do it; this present winter they have not been doing 
it. By piecing out the appropriations for them from the remnants of 
other appropriations, by, I believe, a bill giving an extra appropria- 
tion here, they will possibly get through the present winter; but the bill 


now before us concerns the year 1385-'86. The appropriation for all 
the Montana Indians in their various classifications is $54,500 less than 
the estimate of the Indian Department. It is $3,000 more than the 
amount given by Congress for the current year, to be sure, but that 
amount given for the current year was increased about $10,000, which 
under the provisions of the last bill was diverted from other points and 
given tothem. It is $7,000 less than those Indians received this year, 
including the extra donation that was given to them. I submit that 
it will not be enough. 

I want to enter upon the course pointed out by my friend from Kan- 
sas, but for the present I want to save them from starvation. What sort 
of a country do they live in? I accept the testimony of the Senato: 
from Missouri in regard to a portion of it as true without any doubt 
whatever, for he has been over it and it concurs with the testimony ot 
others. But if Iunderstand aright—the chairman of the Committce on 
Indian Affairs can inform me—a bill is pending, which has passed the 
Senate, perhaps, which somewhat shifts the location of these tribes, 
the Assinaboines included, and will put them upon lands where they 
ean live. 

As to the agency for the squads referred to in line 1178, immediately 
following the paragraph this gentleman is speaking of, the Blackfeet, 
Bloods, and Piegans, that land raises excellent potatoes, excellent oats, 
and excellent barley. AsI understand from the reports read here there 
is some wheat, but that is not considered good. The land is good for 
potatoes, for barley, and for oats, and is an excellent grazing country, 
and that shows a door wide open through which these bands of Indians 
can be led to a comparative degree of civilization, at any rate led to 
condition in which they can support themselves. They go naturally 
from the buffalo hunt to herding, as we have seen exemplified in the 
case of various tribes and squads of tribes. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri in insisting that we must not 
let them die this year or next; and I agree entirely with the Senator 
from Kansas that we must just as soon as possible divert them from 
the old buffalo chase—indeed they are diverted from it, for there are 
no buffaloes—over to the herding to which they naturally adapt them- 
selves, and I believe they can be made within three years self-support- 
ing substantially; but at the same time I concur with anybody’s re- 
quest for an addition to that appropriation, and I will vote with any- 
body to increase the discretionary amount provided for on a subsequent 
page of the bill. 

Mr, PLUMB. I expressly stated that I was not opposing the appro- 
priation of this extra amount proposed by the Senator from Missouri 
The cheapest way to rid ourselves of responsibility is to give money, 
because the money is in the Treasury and will come forth on our de- 
mand. But I was saying that this was only another step in continua- 
tion of that policy which has brought so little result and against which 
I was protesting, notagainst the particular appropriation. I never have 
opposed any appropriation to give food wherever it was supposed to be 
necessary, but I have said, and I say now, that only that necessity which 
has compelled the white race, the Anglo-Saxon race if you please, to put 
forth the exertion which has hrought about the condition of things by 
which it is surrounded and which has accompanied its march, can ever 
do anything for the Indian; that unless you do bring upon him the 
necessity of labor he never will labor. 

You of course have got to teach him, but after all his teaching has 
got to be the result of his necessity, and I do not think it is wise, not- 
withstanding what the Senater from Missouri says, to take an Indian 
and simply because we have robbed him, as he said, of his food that we 
should turn around and give him stoves, and thereby bring him into « 
condition of things in which other necessities arise which before he had 
been free from. I think that was a useless expenditure of money. 
He could live out of doors just as.well as he ever could. I am not 
objecting to that particularly, but I refer to it to show that the money 
we do appropriate is not used as it ought to be used. 

The Secretary says they only had six weeks’ provisions provided for 
them. It is not because we had not appropriated the money. There 
is $110,000 in this bill for food—that is, which must be used for food, 
the whole of it—and an army ration, according to the estimate of the 
Commissary-General, costs for all the purposes connected with it, in- 
cluding shelter and care and wastage in transportation and all that. 
only 20 cents. Practically it is only about 17 cents, 

Mr. HAWLEY. It would cost more than that by the time it got to 
Montana. It can be purchased about Leavenworth for 14 or 16 cents. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is besides the expense of storehouses, the ex- 
pense of clerks, &c., but including everything of that kind 20 cents, 
or perhaps 15 cents, or 12 cents, will take a good wholesome ration to 
these Indians from any quarter of the United States, all they can eat 
of good and wholesome food; but I do not think weare under any ob- 
ligation to support these people as wedo our own employés, to give to 
them the rations we give to the Army. I do not think we are under 
obligation to do that, and there is where I draw the line. I say give 
them plenty of wholesome food, but do not give them the luxuries of 
life as they have been getting, I do not care whether little or much. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Kansas tell me what was the ap- 

ropriation for the last fiscal year for the Gros Ventresand Assinaboiues ? 

Mr. PLUMB. For the Blackfeet? 
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Mr. VEST. I donot mean the Blackfect and Piegans. They are at | 
Fort Shaw. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we gave them last year $25,000 

Mr. VEST. The Assinaboines and Gros Ventres? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I call the honorable Senator's attention to the fact that 
the agent—— 

Mr. DAWES. The appropriation for the Assinaboines was $25,000 
and the Gros Ventres $23,000. | 

Mr. PLUMB. That was $48,000. 


Mr. DAWES. Then in addition to that was the $50,000 which was | 


spread over the whole. How much the Assinaboines had of that, and 
how much the Gros Ventres, does not appear. 
Mr. VEST. ‘This agent estimated when I was there that he could not 
t along for the next fiscal year with less than $50,000. That is ex- 
clusive of the pay of employés and improvement of the buildings on 
the reservation. 
Mr. PLUMB. As I said, the difference is not in regard to the amount 
to be appropriated this year; but I wished simply to enter my protest 
inst the method of expending this money. I do not speak of that 
by way of complaining of any one who has administered it; it is part 


ice feels like taking a system of thiskind, which has been indurated by 
years and years of existence, and tearing it up by the roots and substi- 
tuting something in place of it. It would take a man not only with 
t courage but one certainly backed by the President of the United 
tates and by Congress to do it. We must have the co-operation of all 
the branches of the Government in a reform of policy in order to make 
it effective, but some way ought to be devised whereby somebody will 
correct this service, and. be certain of being retained in office until he 
has accomplished something, and not be liable to be swept out by the 
breath of political favor or otherwise while only a part of his work is 
done. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I differ with the Senator from Con- 
necticut in this matter. I think both the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Kansas have been unjust, not intentionally, of course, 
in the statements which they have made, unjust to the point to which 
they have expressed themselves. The Senator from Missouri is giving 
the impression to the Senate from what he saw in 1883 that the present 
condition of the Indians in that Territory is one of starving and suffer- 
ing and perishing. The description which the Senator gave of the lack 
of provision in 1883 was what grew out of the appropriation bill which 
passed in 1882, and the moment it came to the knowledge of the De- 
partment that the sudden disappearance of game in that quarter had 
brought that condition of things upon those Indians it did what was 
in its power to relieve them; it fell far short of the necessity of the 


case, and great suffering ensued. Then came the appropriation bill of | 


1883, under which these Indians lived till July, 1834, last year; and 


when it came to the knowledge of the Department that in the winter | 


of 1888-’84 they were likely to starve if the whole provision was di- 
vided into fifty-two parts and only one-fifty-second part delivered each 
week, the order went to theagent to take the whole of it and distribute 
it by the last of March. Then Congress upon the meeting of the two 
Houses immediately after the holidays passed a bill appropriating 
$50,000 to provide for the interval from that time to the Ist of July, 
when this bill is to take effect. 


Now, sir, so far as I know, so far as the information has reached the | 


Department, this exigency has been met, and the Indians now are pro- 
vided, as far as food is concerned, with sufficient, so that their suffer- 
ing in that respect is comparatively small. The Government is not in 
my opinion open to criticism in this respect. It was not the Interior 
it that proposed the cutting down of the appropriation in 
1882 and 1883, nor was it this body. Ifa committee of conference was 
forced to meet half way a disposition to cut down all the appropriations 
for the Indians, that committee from this body was compelled to do it 
in order to get anything for the Indians. 
To my certain knowledge they resisted the reduction. In the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate they sought to put up the ap- 
riation to the highest point, and in committee of conferemee they 
ld to that to their utmost ability. When the Interior Department 
found that that was not enough, dealing with Indians four thousand 
miles it may be from here, in the inclemency of midwinter shut out 
from us by snows and by the blocking up of all avenues of communica- 


tion, they met it as best they could, and they have now in my opinion | 
done as well as they could be called upon to do to meet that phase of 


this question. So while it may be true, and I do not controvert it, that 
the condition of things in 1883 was lamentable, and should have brought 


reproach upon those who insisted upon cutting down the appropriations | 


then, to-day the Department in my opinion meets its duty in that re- 


et 


time. There is where I think the Senator from Missouri does 
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the Indian self-reliant and self-supporting. 
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l upon to sustain the Department, and comes 
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hmping and halting after with a scanty and tating and grudging 
support policy that tends vo make him self-reliant and self-sup- 
porting relieve that the bureau in its present disposition, if left 
alone and if white men now would take their hands off from the Indian 
and the Indian's possessions, would ma Indian to-day well-nigh 
self-supporting Che Department has to contend not only with the 

age Indian's proclivities, habits, and tendencies, but it has more to con 
| tend with the white man upon its track and upon its back, and every 


where wherever an Indian reservation is found in which the Indian has 
been taught and has learned how to support himself upon the soil and 
to make his reservation productive, like Naboth’s vineyard, the white 
man is after it 

Che Senator from Kansas says the Indian has done nothing toward 
supporting himself. Sir, take the Northern Cheyennes who burst away 
from the bonds put upon them down in the Indian Territory, wild In 
dians who went up through Western Kansas committing outrages and 
depredations and fled thence to Tongue River, seven hundred of them, 
and of their own accord and in their own way and by their own im- 


| pulses set themselves up and started themselves without the care of the 
of the vice of the system that the administration is transitory. No | white man, and when they were found there cultivating the land and 
Secretary of the Interior going in for a possible four years only of serv- | supporting themselves without help, white men set upon them and 


came here and demanded that country to be taken away from them. 
The cowboy goes there and tries experiments seeing how near he can 
come to the head of an Indian with a minie-ball and not touch it; and 
when the Indian in retaliation goes and burns down the habitation of 
this cowboy he comes here and makes complaint in the form of depreda 
tion, and the very case I have cited goes into the number of depredation 
claims that were here on Saturday, where without the slightest provo- 


| cation the cowboy, because the Tongue River Indians were in his way 
| taking care of themselves upon the public land, shoots them in broad 


daylight, and when the Indian goes and retaliates upon that cowboy, 
the cowboy’s loss goes to swell the depredation claims ! 

‘Take the Navajo Indians, wild Indians ten years ago, now rich, sup- 
porting themselves, with millions of sheep and goats and horses, and 
with productions of blankets and other matters that they sell in the 
market, rich and self-supporting as they are because the white man has 
let them alone. Take the wild Indians that General Crook brought in 
from Mexico two years ago. They have of their own accord, because 
the white man has been kept off from them by the Army, turned to 
habits of industry, and General Crook reports that they are taking care 
of themselves. Take the Indians at the Pine Ridge agency in Dakota, 
five years ago among the wildest of all the Indians, now well-nigh self- 
supporting Indians under the wise administration of an agent who has 


| gone there for the purpose of developing in the Indian capacity and re- 


liance. 

Sir, take all of a million and more of dollars in this bill devoted to 
| the education of the Indians; take what is proposed, what has been 
done these last few years, and at the same time take the hand of the 
white man off from the Indians, and they will work out the problem 
of self-support themselves. They will not be indedted to the schools; 
they will be indebted more to the inspiration of their own instincts and 
their own opportunities, and they will show us that they are capable of 
doing what we have vainly tried in our slipshod halting way to do these 
| many years with one hand while with the other hand we have been 
| stripping the Indian of his possessions and blocking up his opportuni- 





ties. 

Why, let me tell you, Mr. President, of a single reservation of 102,000 

acres set up in 1873. Ninety-five thousand acres of that reservation 
are to-day, and have been for the last twelve years, in absolute, exclu- 
sive possession of half a dozen white men who are herding 50,000 sheep 
upon it, and the residue of that reservation—7,000 acres—is all that is 
left for the Indians themselves, whose agent is compelled to purchase beef 
for their support of the very men who possess and occupy the reserva- 
tion itself, and which beef is fattened upon the reservation. Take them 
off and the Indians of that reservation will not only support themselves, 
but the testimony of their wn agent and of those around there is that 
they could herd 5,000 head of cattle, 1,000 head of which would sup- 
port them, and 4,000 head of cattle every year would be a source of 
| revenue. 
A single reservation capable of maintaining all the Indians in the 
| State of California is appropriated by white men, with knowledge 
| brought home to the Indian Department and to this Congress of the 
| fact that five or six white men, without title or color of title, are occu- 
| pying it without paying one penny’s rent or tax or other compensation 
| for this vast territory of land. And yet the Senator from Kansas com- 
| plains that the Indian is a constant charge upon us. 

Why, sir, let the Indian alone, cease to rob him, cease to march down 
upon his territory with an army strong with banners defying the Presi- 


Something else is wanting and more than food for these Indians | dent of the United States and the laws of the United States; see to it 


that they withdraw within your own borders and upon your own herit- 


justice to this case. The Senator from Kansas also does injustice to | age, if you have any, and let the Indian have his; and if you can not 
case in saying that the policy now pursued does not tend to bring | afford to educate his children in schools let him educate them himself, 
the very result which he says ought to be brought about, that of 


as he will, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDsj suggests, on 


| the land that belongs to him. Cease to steal from him, cease to rob 
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him, cease to murder him and his children, and let him alone. If you 
can not help him after you have gathered in all that is rich and valua- 
ble of his heritage to yourselves; if you can not afford to educate the 
children of only 250,000 whose possessions you have and whose reve- 
nues you have appropriated, at least cease to plunder and destroy him, 
and let him, if you will not help him, work out this problem himself. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, just a word. I agree with the gen- 
eral remarks of my friend from Massachusetts, but I wish to come 
dewn to some details. I understaud that the appropriation for these 
people for this current year ending June 30, 1885, was lamentably in- | 
sufficient. That is correct, I believe. 

Mr. DAWES. It was until we added $50,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
ably deficient. It was supplemented by a hasty deficiency appropria- | 
tion made here in January. If that gets to them by the Ist of April 
they can live through until the next appropriation. I understand I 
am correct so far. Now, does the appropriation for the next fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, amount to the sum of those two appropriations ? 

Mr. DAWES. It not only amounts to the sum of those two appro- 
priations, but is $17,000 larger; and I want to say in that connection, 
which I ought to have said before, that-the colored part of the map | 
before me [exhibiting], bordering upon the British Possessions, is the | 
vast domain over which they roam in the mountains and in the val- 
leys, and the bill which we passed last week gathers all these Indians 
into three reservations—one here, one in the center,and one at the 
end [indicating]. Those are in the valleys and the best part of the 
land, and if the Indians are brought in there they will have the oppor- 
tunity, if the white man will let them alone--and that is abont all 
they want now—of doing al) that can be done toward self-support in 
that region of country. They can not be induced to go down where | 
the Crows are at the bottom of this map where it is warmer. They 
prefer to live up there. It is not the policy of the Government now, 
whatever it may have been in the past, to drive the Indian at the 
point of the bayonet from place to place, but to consult his instincts 
and his love of home and his love of the place where the bones of his 
fathers rest, and, it being originally the land that belonged to him, to 
let him stay there if possible; and with that disposition, after two years 
of examination and postponement of the bill of last year because it did 
not quite conform to what was supposed to be for the best interests of 
the Indian, the lines have been established according to this map, and 
a bill has passed the Senate, and I hope will become a law, by which 
they will be established there [indicating], and will have this oppor- 
tunity, and will havea right, which they have never had before, on each 
one of these reservations to $75,000 a year for thirty years. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
tion offered in this bill is $7,000 less than the aggregate of what has 
been collected for them in various ways for the current year. But I 
do not stop to argueabout thatdifference. There may be some mistake 
in the book-keeping in some way. 


As to the appropriation for the current year for these people, whoare | 


in exceptional and, we believe, temporary circumstances of distress, that 
appropriation is not only for feeding, hut it is to a great extent for cloth- 
ing them. As to its sufficiency in clothing them I give just these fig- 
ures, and I have done: 


The goodssent in for the present year, allowing the number of the Indians to 
he 2,000 (the agent says 2,200 and the Army inspector of goods says 1,800), allows, 
for instance, to each personas follows: 1-10 yard blue flannel, 1-20 yard red flan- 
nel, one yard brown sheeting, one-quarter yard bed tickin one-half yard calico, 
6-20 pair women’s wool hose, 6-100 woolen mittens, 3-2 20 pate blankets, one-eighth 
quilt, 3-200 pair men’s shoes, 1-40 boys’ shoes, 3-20 men’s hose, 6-100 children’s 
hose, 9-50 youths’ hose, 161-2000 hats, 1-10 flannel shirt, 1-40 boys’ flanne) shirt, 
1-10 hickory shirt, one-half fish-hook, 6-100 fish-line, 1-40 women’s sh 
misses’ shoes, 1-40 boys’ suits, 1-80 boys’ blouse, 1-40 boys’ suit, one-half yard 
gingham. These are all the goods for clothing these people. 


Mr. DAWES. I will state just what was done last year, what was 
estimated last year, and what is in this bill. 

For the Assinaboines the estimate this ygar is $35,000. 
propriates $30,000, Last year there was" $25,000 appropriated. For 
the Blackfeet, Bloods, and Piegans the estimate this year is $100,000 ; 
last year there was $50,000 appropriated, and for 1886, in the present 
bill, the appropriation is $80,000. As to the Crows the estimate for 
this year is $90,000. ‘There was appropriated last year $65,000, and 
there is in this bill $80,000. For the Flatheads the estimate this year 
is $13.000; for 1885 there was appropriated $11,000; for 1886 $11,000 
is appropriated in this bill. For the Indians at Fort Peck agency the 
estimate is $100,000. There was appropriated last year $80,000, and 
there is in this bill for 1886 $96,000. For the Gros Ventres the esti- 
mate is $35,000. Last year there was $23,000 appropriated, and in 
this bill $30,000 is appropriated. 

The aggregate of the estimates for this year for these tribes is $373,- 
000; the aggregate of the appropriations for last year was $254, 000, and 
in this bill the appropriation is $321,000. Now add the to 
last year’s appropriation, and it makes $304, 000 appropriated last year 
to $321, 000 in the present bill; a difference of $17,000 more than in 
last year’s bill, and $52,000 less than the estimate for all the Montana 
Indians, including the Crows. 
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I understand the regular appropriation was lament- | 


My information does not agree with that given us | 
lam informed that the appropria- | 


oes, 1-40 | 


The bill ap- | 


FEBRUARY 16, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator count in the $304,000 the $50,000 
extra? 

Mr. DAWES. I add tothe $254,000 thedeficiency of 1885, $50,000 
making it $304,000. 

There is not a member of the committee which I represent on this 

| bill who will hesitate one moment in making an appropriation that shal! 
be ample and full for these Indians for the coming year; there is no- 
bedy at the Department but who is anxious to make full and complete 
| provision for these Indians; but we can not meet the case with food 
| alone. The Indian has wasted and weakened and is now unable to re- 
| sist the inclemency of the weather and the attacks of disease from past 
| treatment. He can only be taken care of by bringing him out of the 
mountains and down upon the valleys and about the rivers and taken 
| eare of and fed then, and if the white men who are claimants for his 
| possessions will let him alone, by degrees he will gather strength and 
courage and self-reliance, and instinct will prompt him todo something 
toward taking care of himself. 

The proposition of the Senator from Missouri as now modified to in- 

crease the emergency fund every member of the committee will be in 
| favor of, because no matter how large a sum is placed in the hands of 
the President to meet exigencies they have confidence that the Pres. 
ident will not expend it unless the needs of the Indians shall require 
it, and I hope he will have ample means in his hands. Hewill report 
| to Congress what he has done with it, and I am quite willing to trust 
him and his Department with ample ‘money ; and I give him my assur- 
ance that so far as I am concerned and as the Committee on Indian At- 
| fairs of the Senate and the Committee on Appropriations are concerned, 
they will go as far as the furthest in upholding the hands of a new ad- 
ministration that shall carry out the idea of the present in making the 
individual Indian learn how to stand upon his feet, to walk and to talk, 
and to soarm him in and of himself that he can meet as well as he may 
| on equal terms the rapacious selfish greed of the white man. 

Mr. VEST. I ask leave to withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has the right to with- 
draw it. 1t was onlyan application for unanimousconsent. The read- 
ing of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1186, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

su i of the 
Cause apanel Lakes Gaperien.t0 be capenieh tir apteninuse end oteertions! 
purposes, pay of clerk and necessary employés, f and provisions, 


urchase 0 
and wtaaaee such other purposes as may be deemed for the best interests of said In- 
dians, $10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, in line 1190, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make the clause 


For support and civilization of Chippewas of Red Lake and Pembina tribe of 
| Chippewas, and for pay of employés, $10,009. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ in line 1199. 
to ee “twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ ten; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


rt of Chippewas on White Earth reservation: For this amount, or so 
| ial thereof as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction ‘of the 
| Secretary of the Interior,in the care and support of the Otter Tail, Pillager, 
| Pembina, and Mississippi Chippewa Indians on the White Earth reservation, 
in Minnesota, to assist them in their agricultural operations, and for pay of pby- 
sician (not to exceed $1,200) $10,000, 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
| rived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to place before the Senate the 
| unfinished business of Saturday’s sitting, being the bill (H. R. 2550) 
| to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and aliens un- 
| der contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its 
Territories, and the District of Columbia. The pending question is on 
| agreeing to the motion to strike out sections 3 and 4, which has been 
divided, so that the first question is on striking out section 3. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that that bill may be in- 
‘| formal] a laid aside that we may continue with the Indian appropria- 
tion bi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be informally laid aside, and that 
the Senate continue the Indian be ate cman bill. Is there objection ’ 
The Chair hears none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
erk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R 7586) to amend 
section 5 of the act entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes, 
approved June 10, 1880, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The ee tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of ves disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. $120) making appropriations for the support of the 





1885. 
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Army for the fiscal year eg Sane 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. wy: . 

Mr. IN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
Pius, and Mr. RANsoM were appointed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out the following clause from line 1226 to 1229, inclusive: 

For education and civilization of the Indians of the late central superintend- 


que, inckeaing clothing, food, and lodging for the children attending schoo), 
$18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1253, before the word *‘ assistance,”’ 
tostrike out ‘‘agriculture’’ and insert ‘‘agricultural;’’ and in line 1254, 
after the word ‘‘ employés,’’ to strike out ‘‘five thousand”’ and insert 
‘two thousand five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of the Kansas Indians, including agricultural as 
sistance and pay of employés, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1262, to insert the following 
clause: 

For instruction, support, and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including the 

nstruction of ditches, reservoirs, and wells, the purchase of stock, pay of em- 


co 
loyés, = rchase of medicines, $25,000, to be paid from the funds now in the 
Sreasary 


ng to said Indians; and not exceeding $1,200 of this amount 
may be paid for a clerk. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 1271, to 
insert: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to expend of this amount a suf- 
ficient sum, which is he made immediately available for the purpose, for 


the removal of the Nez Percé Indians now in Indian Territory to some other lo- 
cation, if he deems it proper so to do. 


So as to make the clause read: 

For support and civilization of Joseph’s band of Nez Pereé Indians, $18,000; 
and the of the Interior is authorized to expend of this amount a suf- 
ficient sam, which is hereby made immediately available for the purpose, for 


the removal of the Nez Percé Indians now in Indian Territory to some other lo- 
cation, if he deems it proper so to do. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment was, after line 1282, to insert the follewing clause: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to assist the Seminole Indians in Flor- 
ida in farming and the establishment of schools, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1298, to reduce the appropriation 
for ‘‘support and civilization of the Tonkawa Indians”’ from $5,000 to 
$3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1304, to insert fhe following 
clause: ; 


To supply food and other necessities of life in cases of distress among the In- 
dians not having treaty funds, arising from emergencies not foreseen or other- 
waelerale: for, to be used at the discretion of the President, $25,000; anda 
of all expenditures under this provision shall be made to Congress at its 
next session thereafter. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the word ‘‘twenty-five,’”’ in line 
1308, and insert ‘‘fifty,’’ so as to make the appropriation $50,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not in order except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to move to amend this clause by striking out ‘‘ twenty- 
five’’ and inserting ‘‘ fifty.’’ 

Mr. VEST. It is to double the appropriation. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection to the Senator from 
Missouri moving this amendment? The Chair hearsnone. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ general 
incidental tof the Indian service,’’ after the word ‘‘ agencies,”’ 
in line 1319, to strike out “eight” and insert “‘ten;’’ and in line 
1320, after the word “‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and insert “twenty- 
two;”’ so as to make the clause read: 


Incidental expenses of Indian service in Arizona: For general incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian service, i traveling expenses of agents, in Arizona, 
fupport and civilization of Indians at the Colorado River, Pima, and Maricopa 





of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, for the purpose of paying the serv- 





and Moquis Pueblo agencies, $12,000, and pay of employés at same agencies, 
$10,000 ; in all, $22,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in live 1326, after the word ‘‘ agencies,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ ten and in line 1397, after the 
word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in California: For general incidental 
expenses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents, support 


and civilization ot Indians ofthe Round Valley, Hoopa Valley, Tule River, and 
Mission agencies, $18,000, and pay of employés at same agencies, $10,000 ; in all, 


$28,000 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 1359, to increase the appropriation 
** for incidental expenses of Indian service in New Mexico’’ from $5,000 
to $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1378, after the word ‘‘ agencies,’’ 
to insert ‘‘and pay of employés, includinga physician, for Coeur d’ Alene 
reservation :’’ and in line 1380, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike 
out ** fifteen ’’ and insert *‘ sixteen:’’ soas to make the clause read: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in Washington Territory: For general 
incidental expenses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents 
at seven agencies, and the support and civilization of Indians at Colville and 
Nisqually agencies, and pay of employés, includinga physician, for Cceur d’ Alene 
reservation, $16,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1583, after the word ‘* agents,”’ 
| insert ‘‘and pay of employés;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in Wyoming: For general incidental ex- 


penses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents and pay of 
employés, $1,000. 


to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in ‘‘ miscellaneous’’ appropriations, in line 
| 1388, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,’’ tostrike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and in- 
| sert *‘one hundred;’’ and in line 1391, before.the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to 
| strike out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ so as to make the 
| clause read: 

MISCELLANEOUS. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers, in addi- 
tion to the agency farmers now employed, at wages not exceeding $100 each per 
month, to superintend and direct farming among such Indians as are making 
effort for self-support, $55,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1393, before the word ‘* hundred,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ in line 1394, before the 
word ‘* officers,’’ tostrike out ‘‘seventy ’’ and insert ‘‘ninety;’’ inline 
1399, after the word ‘‘agencies,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ eighty-seven;’’ and in line 1400, at the end of the clause, to in- 
sert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the agent of the Navajo Indians may employ ten Indian po- 
licemen, at a rate of compensation not exceeding $15 per month each. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Pay of Indian police: For the service of not exceeding eight hundred pri- 

vates, at $8 per month each, and not exceeding ninety officers, at $10 per month 

: each, of Indian police, to be employed in maintaining order and prohibiting 

illegal traffic in liquor on the several Indian reservations, and for the purchase 
of equipments and rations for policemen of non-ration agencies, $87,600: Pro- 

vided, That the agent of the Navajo Indians may employ ten Indian policemen, 
at a rate of compensation not exceeding $15 per month each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1419, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriations for ‘‘ telegraphing and making purchases of Indian 
supplies’? from $35,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to offer the following amendment, to come in after line 1431: 

_ To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the expenses of a visit to Wash- 
ington of certain Turtle Mountain Indians $500, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out the following clause, 
from line 1432 to line 1442, inclusive: 





That the sum of $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury to the credit 


ices and expenses of former delegates of said Eastern Band of Cherokees who 
have visited the city of Washington on business of the band, and to pay debts 
of the band: Provided, That no portion of said appropriation shall be nS for 
the debts of said band, expenses of delegates, until the Commissioner 0 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior have approved the same. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senate will not concur in thisamendment. 
There are some debts contracted by the Eastern Band of Cherokees with 
all the formalities and solemnities with which they are capable of con- 
tracting, and by their council they have authorized them to be paid out 
of this fund, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has given his sanc- 
tion to the justice and propriety of the claim. 
will not be stricken out by the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Appropriations propose to strike 
outthis clause for this reason: There has grown up a habit of going among 
the Indians and getting appointed agents or delegates to represent the 


Indian 


I hope that this clause 
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Indians here at Washington, until there is quite a crowd of them in 
this city representing different bands and different tribes of Indians, 
and they meet in council and give direetions from time to time to this 
body and the other as is proper. They then come and ask us to take 
out of the funds of the Indifps that we are trustee for money enough 
to pay them. ‘That is not all; they employ able attorneys in the city 
to aid them when they have important claims before the various com- 
mittees, until it has got to be a system which in the opinion of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee on Appropriations it 
is high time to break up. Ever since I can remember (and that is not 
a very great while) we have had just such a proposition as this in every 
Indian appropriation bill. It is not always $4,000; but the poor In- 
dians down in North Carolina get fleeced worse than almost any of them. 

There were last year two or three conflicting delegations here each 
claiming to be the agents of these Indians, and if you will turn over to 
line 1455 you will see a novel way of settling the conflicting claims of 
antagonizing attorneys. Ido not think I ever saw anything that would 
quite equal what there is on the one thousand four hundred and fifty- 
fifth line. It has reference to these poor Indians down in North Caro- 
lina: 

That in hearing and determining the suit of the Eastern Band of Cherokee In- 
dians, numbered 13828— 

That is the number of the suit— 


the Court of Claims is hereby authorized and directed to hear and consider the 
alleged claim of Belva A."Lockwood for alleged professional and other se 
rendered and expenses otegnd to have been incurred by her in aiding the said 
Eastern Band of Cherok dians in prosecuting their rights involved in said 
suit, and to determine whether said Belva A. Lockwood was employed by said 
Indians, and, if so, what amount, if any, a due oe her e account 
services and expenditures, and to make and enter of record in the cause an or- 
der that the amount, if any be proved to be due her, shall be paid to her out of 
such sum or sums as may be found and determined to be due to thesaid Eastern 
Band of Indians from any funds held by the United States in trust for the Cher- 
ekee Nation of Indians. 


Belva Lockwood was a constant and assiduous prosecutor of one view 
of the rights of these Indians; there was a gentleman whose name I do 
not see here who prosecuted another view of their rights, and then there 
was another delegation that had a different view; and now the sum of 
$4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary—I do not think that had 
better remain in because it is surplus, ali the money will be taken—is 
es Son out of any money in the Treasury to the credit of the 

stern Band of Cherokee Indians for the purpose of paying for the 
services and expenses of the former delegates. The Eastern Band of 
Cherokees have a fund in the Treasury which the United States has 
pledged itself to hold there for the purposes of education, and for those 
purposes only. That is the pledge by which the United States took it, 
and in the light of that just listen to this clause: 

That the sum of $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury to the credit of 
the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, for the purpose pS nated ing the services 
and expenses of former delegates of said Eastern Band rokees who have 
rT d the city of Washington on business of the band and to pay debts of the 

That is what this $4,000 is to be used for. How ‘‘former’’ they 
were I do not know, or how far back it would go. I venture to say 
that there rise up quite a number who will have the impression that 
they have visited Washington in former times on business of this band. 
I have no doubt of it from my own knowledge of the desire of Indians 
to come to Washington. The Indian Committee were toin- 
vestigate certain matters down in the Indian Territory, where it was 
necessary to have witnesses here this winter, and you would be amazed, 
Mr. President, at the anxiety and desire of Indians to visit W. 
under the auspices of that committee, and they had more difficulty to 
keep the Indians back from Washington than they had to get them 
here to testify before the committee. 

Now, anybody whose i will permit him to set up the claim 
that in former times he has visited Washington on business of this band 
can have his share out of the fand pledged to education only. I think 
this clause ought to go out of the bill. 

)Mr. VANCE. The objection made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the clause as it came from the House I do not think is affected 
by his argument against the provision in a subsequent clause for pay- 
ing for the services of a late candidate for the Presidency. 
I do not think that necessarily has anything to do with the desire that | ing 
I have to retain the first clause on page 59 as it came from the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask my friend if she would not come 
exactly under the provisions of that clause he is advocating now? I 
think she has visited W: in former times. There is no doubt 
of that, and I have no doubt she is perfectly satisfied that she did it on 
business of this band. 
| Mr. VANCE. Ido not think she would come under this clause of 
which we are There is $4,000 by it, and by far 
the greater portion 0 that is claimed as expenses of and as 
ment for the services of previous delegations of that band who 
‘attended here upon business for them. The proviso in the latter sent 
of the clause reads thus: 

Provided, That no potion of shall be paid for the 


and eqpaerentien debts of 
said band, expenses of delegates, until the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the Secretary of the Interior have approved the same. 
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If itis not possible for the Secre of the Interior and the Com 
missioner of Indian Affairs to protect Government and the Indian 
tribe against the claims of improper or surplus or unauthorized agents, 
it seems to me that there is no possible way to protectthem. I can no: 
see why we should refuse to pay the delegates already appointed whose 
services have been rendered and whose services and whose appoint 
ments have been recognized by the council of the tribe, end whose pa, 
ment has been ordered out of their own funds by the council of the tribe, 
for fear some delegate might impose upon the Government and ge 
money for services that he did not render. Lest we should possibly do 
wrong, we are certain to do wrongif we refuse to pay the expenses that 
have already been justly and legally incurred. 

So far as the general principle of preventing the attendance of numer- 
ous agents at the city of Washi m on the pretense of doing business 
for the tribes is concerned, I admit the justice and propriety of what 
the Senator from Massachusetts has said; but it seems to me that where 
an expense has already been incurred and properly incurred and legal! y 
incurred, we should not do wrong by refusing to recognize that for te: 
of imposition upon the tribes. 

Mr. DAWES. The Government is bound to expend this money fo: 
educational purposes. What right have the tribe, if they have done it, 
to contract with men to come here to Washington to take their pay out 
of the fund devoted to educational purposes, much less to pay thei: 
debts? The tribe itself is under guardianship. The United States ha. 
assumed to take care of its fands and expend those funds in what to the 
United States and to them at the time the fund was created seemed to 
be the best way, and the United States holds it for that purpose; ani 
it is a violation of the trust to pervert it to the payment of persons 
whom the tribe want to have come to Washington, much less to pay 
their ordinary debts. Upon what claim or what ground can it be jus- 
tified to take a fund set apart for educational purposes to pay the or- 
dinary debts of that band? 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will allow me I will tell him the ground 
that I understand it is placed upon. These services were rendered fo: 
the preservation of this very fund and not their ordinary debts. It 
was the service of their agents sent here to procure this fund and to 
have it set apart for them for educational purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. If they had let it alone it would have been a great 
deal larger now than it is. 

Mr. VANCE. That may be. 

Mr. DAWES. They have been nibbling at it for many years and 
getting it to pay this man and that man, and now they propose to pay 
other debts with it. If the Eastern Band of Cherokees mentioned here 
could be only encouraged by those about them to look upon the fertile 
lands of North Carolina and make them to bloom and blossom like the 
rose they would be living like the white people of North Carolina in 
abundance and in luxury, and we should have nothing to do but to 
expend this money for the higher education of those people. But in- 
stead, they have been encouraged by white people—not white people 
belonging t» North Carolina; I do not mean to say that, but white 

out of employment, who feel an anxious desire to serve the In- 

here in Washington, and who come from distant parts and in- 
saliete themselves with the Indians, and carry the idea that they can 
accomplish some great thing here in behalf of the Indian, and then go 
back, and through an interpreter ify their services till the In- 
dian has come to believe that he can accomplish nothing here unless he 
has some hired agent to dog the heels of those who have the charge 0! 
these matters. 

It is high time, sir, tbat it should be discouraged, and the most effi- 
cient way to discourage it is to let them realize that if they hire any- 
body to come here they must pay him as other people do, eal ea take 
it out of a fund sacredly consecrated to the beneficent purpose of edu- 
cating the Indians. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the 

which has been read from line 1432 to 1440, inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the following clause from line 
= to line 1448, inclusive: 
of the Interior is hereby directed to pay Me sg got Charlies 
Han a funds dtnages caused by depredat to Indians 

ions of said ees aie examined, 
ing 0 aie 1 See to Congress by soy ane Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the following clause from line 
1449 to line 1454, inclusive: 

to pay, out of aay fen funds be- 


Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed 
aes St manos to the Cherokee Indians, to Pettigrew 
ar caused Ser ath in. 


oT " , and reported to Congress by the Commissioner 


Affairs. 
Mr. WALKER. I Oe ata eesiial dae” y the committee 
} melee ne le is is rather a claim. It is not for a 
aan, suum wanth'h consibontile consent of property 
tetiend tbe Gf Sebinen, axsn eau amount of property 
and whom no process of law can issue. There is no court that 


against 
has jurisdiction ofthis claim. If there was a court in which the partic: 


of 
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who committed this depredation, some of whom are immensely wealthy, 





could be sued, a judgment had, and execution issued, the Government 
of the United States would not be troubled. 
This is for a depredation committed by intelligent persons upon a 


hotel erected upon a railroad _ of way through the Cherokee coun- | 


try, a property which was worth at least the sum of $2,500. 

convicted int the United States court for the western district of Ar- 
kansas, not for the trespass, but for stealing the materials composing 
the hotel several days after it was torn down. They were indicted, 
convicted, aml punished; but that does not do the parties who put up 
the hotel any good. If the guilty persons could be sued the money 
could be made from them. If the money should be taken from the 
fund belonging to the Cherokee people they would have the right to 
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go upon those parties, who are amply able to satisfy theclaim. I hope | 


the clause will be permitted to remain in the bill. It isa peculiar | here. This is a different case 


ease. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not care to debate with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas the merits of the case. The ground upon which the committee 
recommends the striking out of the clause was set forth in the de- 
bate on Saturday, which led them to strike out all claims for depreda- 
tions, not on their merits but for lack of information as to the merits. 
This case has -heen before the Committee on Indian Affairs. I do not 
know but that the Senator so stated. I was engaged and did not fully 
hear the Senator’s remarks. 

Mr. WALKER. It has been before that committee. 

Mr. DAWES. There has been a good deal of trouble about this case 
and a pretty narrow squeak, if 1 may use that unsenatorial word, but 
it was not on that ground that the committee proposed to strike it out. 
They propose to treat all these depredation claims alike, and under the 


provision which has been adopted to have them brought before Congress | 


in a different way at the next session, and I would hardly think it fair 
to single this one out and adopt it. 

Mr.WALKER. Thisis different somewhat from the ordinary claims 
presented here. It is not, as I remarked, a claim against Indians who 
are not intelligent; it is aclaim against the Cherokee people, who claim 
to be as much civilized as the people of any of the States. They have 
their lawyers, their schools, their property, their public affairs, and they 
are intelligent; but among those intelligent Indians this infamous out- 
rage upon the property of a white man was encouraged to be perpe- 
trated, and the parties were protected by the authorities of the nation 
just so far as they could protect them. 

The case stands differently from the other claims in the bill. If the 

y could go into the courts I should not stand here and argue that 
the claim should be paid, but I say that in this case there should be an 
exception. It does not stand like a case against the Cheyennes or 

or other wild bands of Indians. 

I the Senate will vote down the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember something of this claim last year. I 
believe it was on the Indian appropriation bill last year as it came from 
the House, and the tes of the Cherokees appeared before the com- 
mittee and claimed that the gentleman here named did not own the 

, and they protested against the claim being paid. I think the 
from Arkansas had better let this go with the other claims to 
be investigated hereafter, and if this gentleman has a proper claim and 
owned the property I think there will be no trouble in his getting the 


money. 

Mr. WALKER. There is no question in regard to the title of the 
party. There is no proof to the contrary. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. [am only speaking of what the delegates said of 
stated to the committee last year. 
1 Mr. WALKER. I can imagine that the delegates would say almost 
——s inst a claim of this character; it is their custom to do so. 
' , 
taken 


g 


. Itseems to me there is great force in the position 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER]. Here this man 
hasaright. At all events we are bound to assume that he 
has a because the claim has been examined and approved by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Under the universal doctrine that 
done by an officer intrusted with the performance of a duty 
is presumed to have been done rightly and properly, that would make 
ita claim. Notwithstanding what may have been said outside by 
y else, the presumption of law is, when the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs has examined and approved the claim, that the claim is 
good, and it stands as good until overturned by better evidence. 
Tt is clear that we can not carry those people into any court that I 
know anything about. If there be no remedy at law and these vio- 
of the law were protected in their depredations on private citi- 
authorities, as stated by the Senator from Arkansas, then 
t right and proper that this claim should be allowed and 
Cherokee fund. That is the way it strikes me. 


; 


all 
er 


‘ Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Texas on Saturday urged upon the 
Senate that a several claims that have already been 
stricken pass those in the bill, but finally acquiesced in the 


; 
2, 
#2 
t 


in striking them out for the purpose of bringing 


| 
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them before Congress in another shape. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator— 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will pardon me one moment I can 
explain, as I think, the difference. 1 did concur precisely in the course 
pursued, andwhy? Because the claims @& to the others were for dep 


: 0. ; redations committed by wild Indians who were under the entire and 
The parties who committed the trespass were afterward indicted end | 


exclusive police power and control of the United States Government 

and they had been placed on reservations and guarded in those reser- 
vations. I hold that in cases like that, if men break over and destroy 
the property of the people, the Government of the United States would 
be as responsible, provided the Indians had not the funds themselves 

as where the people of Allegheny County, in Pennsylvania, who were 
intrusted with the police power were held responsible for the destruc 

tion of a vast amount of property a few years ago belonging to railroad 
companies. I put it on the same ground. But that does not apply 
This is the case of a civilized tribe 
which has the entire control under our intercourse law of all thei: 
matters as between themselves. They have their courts and they at 

tend to all their affairs. There is a certain classof cases of crimes com- 
mitted against the white men or by white men that may be brough! 
in the Federal courts at Fort Smith, but this is a civil case; it would 
be a civil action for damages if the party had any court to go to. 

The courts there can not try it because a white man is one of the pat 
ties and the Indian courts have no jurisdiction in a case of that kind 
The Government has never intrusted a case ex contractu or ex delictu to 
the Federal courts under such cireumstances. If we believe the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, who examined and approved the claim, as 
the bill says he did, we must I think presume that that must be true; 
for I never heard of setting aside on the mere outside statement of any- 
body the solemn official declaration of an officer under oath in respect 
to a matter intrusted to him. 

So I take it this claim has been examined and approved by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and is therefore a good claim, and it is un- 
like the case of the Indians who are corralled on reservations. It isa 
case in a civilized tribe; and it seems to me that. when the right exists 
the remedy ought to be somewhere. I apprehend the Senator from Ar- 
kansas states the case from knowledge, as he lives right close by. If 
the depredators were protected by the Indian tribe, the Cherokee Nation, 
they should be held responsible for the wrong perpetrated by their own 
people and upheld by their own authorities. 

Mr. DAWES. The object of the amendment adopted Saturday was 
to more thoroughly examine the cases that are on file in the Interior 
Department on the ground that theSecretary of the Interior had not been 
furnished heretofore with the means of a thorough examination. He 
had no fund to expend in that behalf; he was not able to send anybody 
upon the ground; he was not able to examine a single witness; he was 
not able to probe or investigate or in any manner sift the evidence 
which a claimant sent to him. It came to the knowledge of the com- 
mittee through the Department itself that although he had approved 
of these claims from time to time he was not satisfied with his own 
approval; he became convinced that as to the great majority of these 
eases they demanded a more thorough sifting and reconsideration. 

Now, this is one of those cases. As the Senator from Iowa has said, 
a delegation of the Cherokees appeared before the committee and main- 
tained stoutly that this man had not any title. 

Mr. MAXEY. I shonld like to ask the Senator, tor I did not quite 
understand the idea that he designed to convey, if the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in this case says that he is not satisfied with the ruling 
of the Department? 

Mr. DAWES. No, not in’this particular case; I am speaking of the 
claims as awhole. He sent up here, as I read on Saturday, a list num- 
bering 3,100. The great majority had written across the back “‘ap- 
proved,’’ and yet about them the Commissioner and the Secretary would 
make precisely the same statement I have made to-day. This particular 
one failed to get through the Committce on Indian Affairs once on the 
ground of doubt whether the man had any title. I have omitted tosay 
a word on the merits of the claim, because I thought that the proper 
ground to stand upon was to say that all of these cases had better go 
back and go through with that same process. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Was there any proof contrary to the title of the Pettigrew claim before 
the committee, or has the Senator seen any proof whatever against his 
title, or was it merely the suggestion of the Indian delegation ? 

Mr. DAWES. I should say that the evidence on the one side was 
about of the same character as the evidence on the other, and that if I 
were a juror I should be obliged to follow the burden of proof in the 
matter. If either side had a burden of proof to make out I should 
rather think he had lost his case. o 

Mr. WALKER. Was there not sworn testimony on behalf of the 
claimant ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; it was sworn testimony, I know. 

Mr. WALKER. And there was merely a suggestion on the othe: 
side and no sworn statement. 

Mr. DAWES. There were delegates from the Indian Territory here 
very anxious tobe sworn. Without condemning the claim at all, I sub- 
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mit to the Senate that this case should not be singled out, that it should 
wo with the rest; and if the Secretary of the Interior should be satisfied 
with the proof in his Department as to this case it will come here 
stronger next session than it ever came, I assure the Senator. If, on 
the other hand, the Secretary feels that he ought to reinvestigate it and 
then reapproves it, there can not be any ground for ition to it. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the Senator allow me to say that the Federal 
court for the western district of Arkansas passed upon the question and 
the parties were indicted and convicted for stealing the property of the 
claimant and this whole matter came up. I think that should be sat- 
isfactory, the case having been passed upon by a court of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the 
clause which has been read. [Putting the question.] The ayes ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. WALKER. I! call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. WALKER. I ask leave to withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
leave to withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. If there be no ob- 
jection the call will be withdrawn. The ayes have it, and the clause 
is stricken out. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next >mendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, to strike out the clause from line 
1455 to line 1471, inclusive, as follows: 

That in hearing at determining the suit of the Eastern Band of Cherokee 
Indians, numbered 13828, the Com a of Claims is hereby authorized and directed 

hear and consider the alleged claim of Belva A. Lockwood for all pro- 
fessional and other services rendered and expenses alleged to have nm in- 
curred by her in aiding the said Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians in prosecut- 
ing their rights involved in said suit,and to determine whether said Belva A. 
Lockwood was employed by said Indians; and, if so, what amount, if any, is 
justly due to her on account of such services and expenditures, and to make and 
enter of record in the cause an order that the amount, if any be ved to be due 


her, shall be _— to her out of such sum or sums as may be found and detcr- 


mined to be to the said Eastern Band of Indians from any funds held by 


the United States in trust for the Cherokee Nation of Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in the appropriations ‘‘for support of 
schools,’’ in line 1475, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’’ to strike out ‘“‘ten”’ 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ in the same line, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘and of this amount not exceeding $10,000 shall be used 
for the establishment of a boarding-school at or near the center of the 
Pottawatomie reservation, in the Indian Territory;”’ in line 1480, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ toinsert ‘‘to be immediately available;’’ and in 
line 1482, after the word ‘‘all,’’ tostrikeout “‘ five hundred and seventy- 
five’’ and insert ‘‘six hundred;’.so as to read: 

‘For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 

purposes not hereinafter provided for, $535,000; for construction and repair of 
school buildings, $40,000, to be immediately available; and for of 
horses, cattle, and sheep, goats, and swine for schools, $25,000 ; in all $600,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that in line 
1481, after the word ‘‘swine,’’ there should be a comma and the word 
‘“‘and.”? 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that correction will be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that correc- 
tion will be made. e question is on agreeing to the amendment as 
modified. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator having charge 
of the bill. How much of this $600,000 is to go to the day schools and 
how much to the bhoarding-schools? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam unable to answer that question exactly; but it 
is to be distributed. The Interior t maintains day schools 
on all the reservations where the conditions are such as to justify them 
and where the treaties are such as to require them to the extent of the 
appropriation. There are treaty stipulations which are very far from 
being fulfilled in reference to day schools; for instance, on the Sioux 
reservation, where we took all the ir the Sioux had some fourteen years 
ago and in exchange gave them a vast rich territory in Dakota, and cove- 


[ ‘‘No!” “ No!’’] 


nanted to maintain a day school for every thirty scholars on the whole of tation, f 
unfulfilled 


that reservation. There are others like it; so that there are 
obligations of treaties. If a treaty is a debt, if having covenanted 
with a people to py them a sum of ee & eae 
ereates a debt or obligation, we are debtors to these Indians to-day to 
the amount of between three and four million dollars for ed 
obligations in relation to schools, nearly all of which are day schools. 
There are those who think that the day school is not a wise - 
iture of money. There are those who think that the day school is the 
best, and that the boarding-school is not a wise expenditure of money. 
There are those who think that industrial schools at a distance from the 
reservations are an unwise iture of money, and there are those 
who think they are the wisest of all expenditures. There is a good 
deal of difference of opinion. In some a day school is a waste 
of money. I do not think a day under that 
rigid system that one particular 
tain in its schools, would be a wise among those 
I heartily with what the Senator from Missouri 
said not long since in relation to the efficiency and the 
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schools maintained by a certain religious denomination. They are not 
the ordinary day schools. But in other parts of the Indian conntry, 

speaking in the general term, there is no school 80 useful as the day 
school. There have been ease introduced within the last two 
or three years since Congress wisely made a superintendent of Indian 

schools, who has them in charge and systematizes the whole thing, and 

who brings to his work great enthusiasm as well as wisdom and dis 

cretion. They have sought to introduce into each day school some par- 

ticular attraction that will bring the Indian scholars there and induc 
them to cone to these schools. I think that they are a very wise 
feature of Indian education; while at the same time I would not differ 
much with the Senator from Missouri when he gets up to tell us about 
an Indian day school hesaw in Northern Montana. I hope he willexcus: 
me for anticipating what he is going to say, for I have had experience 
very much like his, but I would not have him make war upon the sys- 
tem because of its defects. 

Mr. VEST. I only regret that the bill does not show in this appro- 
priation how much of this money is to go to the day schools and how 
much to the boarding-school. I have had personal experience about the 
matter, but I suppose I was very unfortunate in that respect, as I did not 
see a day school where the money was not actually thrown away. You 
may as well pitch it into the middle of the Pacific Ocean; it does no 
earthly good. There will be five hundred in attendance on ration day 
and fifty the rest of thetime. Wecan not educate Indians in that way. 
If I were able to discriminate here I should certainly vote a definite 
appropriation to the boarding-schools, but the bill is so framed that no 
distinction can be shown; and I suppose it will have to go asitis. | 
only wanted to express my opinion about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in thechair). The ques 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The nextamendment of the Con- 
mittee on Appropriations was, in line 1488, before the word ‘‘ hundred,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ six ’’ and insert ‘‘ eight; ’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the entire cost of any boarding-school building to be built Sues 


the moneys appropriated ee ineludin ne furniture, shall not exceed $10,0X 
and the entire cost of any day school buil ing to be so built shall not aeeed 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ 
insert the following proviso: 


And provided further, That the school year of each pupil in the Indian schoo!s 
herein approp for shall be held to include all usual and necessary vaca- 


tions. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after the words ‘* Arkansas City,’’ in line 
1494, to strike out ‘‘twenty-six thousand five hundred”’’ and insert 
‘*thirty thousand six hundred and twenty-five;’’ after the word ‘‘all,”’ 
in line 1502, to strike out “‘thirty thousand’’ and insert ‘‘thirty-fow 
thousand one hundred and twenty-five;’’ and in line 1504, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘and pupils from any Indian tribe, other 
than the five civilized tribes of the Indian Territory, may be admitted 
to this school ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

of the industrial school near Arkansas Cee OA; and said sum 
the basis of an allowance of $175 for the support and ed- 
material erection 


; for pu s, and 


other ou’ ngs, and for = : ‘of superi 
stner necemars gt school, $1,500; ‘in all, $34.1 hy Mtribe. 


ndian tribe, 

other than the five civilized tribes of the Tadian i tanya may > be admitted to 
this school. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 1509, after the word ‘‘school,’’ to 
strike out “‘ seventy-five ’’ and insert ‘ eigh ;’? and after the word 
‘‘all,”’ im line 1518, to strike out “ seventy-six ”? and insert “‘ eighty- 
= i" 20 8 to make the clanse read: 


in line 1488, to 


Seaeeaden and 

farmers fo: 
annual allowanc 
$1,000; in al), 


; for 
said Indian industrial school, 
to. 


The next amendment was, in line 1520, after the word ‘‘ hundred,’ 
;” in line 1522, after the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to in- 
sert “‘ and fifty;’’ and in the same line, after the word “‘each,’’ to strike 
= “ten thousand ” and insert “ twenty-two thousand five hundred ;’ 
so as to make the clause read: 
For one hundred and Indian Is at the Saint atius mis- 
sigs Schaal Montana, at $150 cack, $23,500. ne - 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Cn pe ae ee y amy nag py * for support of 
Forest Grove, Oreg.,’’ and insert ‘‘ for sup- 
industrial school at Forest Grove, or 
the same may hereafter be located; ’ 
1532, to insert ‘‘ heating apparatus, 
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fixtures, and furniture forschool buildings, $10,000; and in line 1334, 
after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘forty-one”’ and insert ‘‘ fifty- 
one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For of the Forest Grove Indian industrial school at Forest Grove, 
or such place in m as the same may hereafter be located: Two hun- 
dred Indian at $1 per annum each, $35,000; pay of superintendent, 
$1,500; en a sehool-building and necessary outbuildings, and repairs 
and M $5,000; heating apparatus, fixtures, and furniture for schoo] build- 


ings, $10,000; in all, $51,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1539, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to 
insert ‘‘of which $1,500 shall be immediately available to pay indebted- 
ness for 1885;’’ so as to read: 


For su’ of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils, at $175 per annum each, 
at the industrial school for Indians at Genoa, Nebr. , $26,250, of which $1,500 shall 


immediately available to pay indebtedness for 1885: pay of superintendent, 
$1,500; purchase of material and erection of necessary Solbuildizen, and nec- 
essary repairs, $2,000; in all, $29,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1545, after the word ‘‘and,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ children’’ and insert ‘‘ pupils;’’ so as to read: 

And pw from any Indian tribes, except the five civilized tribes in the In- 
dian tory, may be admitted to this schoo). 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘school,’’ in line 1548, to 
insert: 


And the limitation imposed upon the appropriation for this school for the fis- 


cal year 1885 in the act approved July 4, 1884, is hereby repealed. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1553, after ‘‘ Virginia,’’ to strike 
out “twenty thousandand forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-one thousand; ”’ 
and in line 1554, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ transportation 
of pupils to and from said school, $3,000; in all, $24,000;*’ so as to 

e the clause read: 
For support and education of one hundred and twenty Indian pupils at the 


school at pton, Va. $21,000; transportation of pupils to and from said schoo}, 
$3,000; in all, $24,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next, amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1557 to 
line 1560, inclusive, as follows: 

For the purpose of establishing an industrial schoo! for the education of In- 
ear and the erection of ;the necessary buildings, at Santa Fé, N. Mex.. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I am opposed to the adoption of the 
amendment. This is a proposed appropriation of $25,000 to assist in 
the establishment of an Indian industrial school at Santa Fé, N. Mex., 
the capital of the Territory. There are in the Territory of New Mexico 
about 40,000 Indians, Iam told. In the vicinity of Santa Fé and north- 
erly there are about 20,000, I think. There is already established an 

ian school at Albuquerque, some eighty miles southerly, which is in 
a flourishing condition, having not far from two hundred pupils. It is 
a good school; it is answering the purpose for which it was established. 
There are about 20,000 Indians in that portion of the Territory, and the 
school is supplied almost wholly, as I am informed, from those 20,000 
Indians. 

There is a t necessity for the establishment of a school at Santa 
Fé. Santa Fé, as all Senators are undoubtedly aware, is the educa- 
tional center of the Territory. It is an old place. The Catholic Church 
has been established there for some hundreds of years, and it has ex- 
erted a most excellent educational and other good effect upon the In- 
dians and the people of the Territéry. But there is at the present time 
in Santa Fé, as I understand, no Indian industrial school, and I think 
no Indian school whatever; at least there is none that to any consider- 
able extent supplies the great necessity that exists for such an institn- 
tion. The city has about 8,000 inhabitants. 
habitants are Americans proper, and most of the rest are Indians or of 
Indian descent. The town is as well situated as any place in the Ter- 

itory, or as any place anywhere possibly could be, for the purpose for 
this appropriation is designed. 

Four or five years since a gentleman who for a time resided in my own 
pe = samc Ladd, who had charge as principal of our normal school 

was located in the town where I then resided, and who is in 
every way a most competent and able Christian, and is an active, vig- 
orous gentleman in whatever he undertakes, moved with his family to 
New Mexico and devoted himself there to the cause of education. He 
located at Santa Fé. He has built up a strong institution, the univer- 
of the Tesritory, the only chartered and, in fact, the only univer- 
or ition of any kind answering collegiate purposes there. It 
quite flourishing. He is an enthusiast in his work and has 

y interested in the Indians and their education. He has 
, by means of contributions from benevolent individuals in dif- 
of the country, raised nearly $25,000, and that is devoted 
establishment of this proposed industrial Indian school. Nearly 

have thus been raised by his personal exertions and contributed 

benevolent of the country. The citizens of Santa Fé have given 

acres of consecrated to this purpose, valued at some- 

000. It is situated a little out of the city, in a very con- 
proper location. 


* 


us 
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Professor Ladd has already established an Indian school in connec- 
tion with the university, where, by a contract with the Indian Depart- 
ment now existing, there are some fifty Indian pupils being educated. 
The contract runs for the term of six months and compensation is given 
to him for the education of the Indian children at the rate of $120 per 
anuum each. I notice all through the bill that the ordinary compen- 
sation is $175 per pupil. In one instance it is $150, and I think in one 
instance, I am not quite sure that I am accurate, it is more than $175, 
perhaps $200 per pupil; but $175 seems to be about the average com- 
pensation. This gentleman is educating these children at that point 
by contract with the Indian Department for $120 apiece. He needs 
assistance in the enlargement of the capacity of the school, and he asks 
for this appropriation of $25,000, which, as Senators will see, is really 
very trifling as compared with other appropriations which are made in 
the bill, and as compared with appropriations made for the purpose of 
education. It is a very liberal bill in that regard. 

It does seem to me as though this $25,000 which were placed in the 
bill by the House—and we do not ordinarily look there for instruction 
or encouragement or stimulus in the direction of educational efforts, at 
least this body does not—it does seem to me, I say, as though this small 
appropriation of $25,000 ought toe be given. The 20,000 Indian popu- 
lation has no other school whatever. There is but one such school in 
the Territory for the whole 40,000 Indians, and at that school, as I stated 
before, there are only about two hundred pupils. The others, the fifty 
I have spoken of, are being educated or are to be educated the re- 
mainder of the six months at the institution founded by this gentle- 
man. When the appropriation which he has relied upon shall be given, 
if itshall be given by Congress, and the new buildings erected upon the 
one hundred acres, the land given by the citizens, he proposes to con- 
vert the location now occupied for this purpose, where the fifty are to 
be educated, into a like institution for the education of Indian girls, so 
that if this appropriation is given there will be an institution upon the 
five and a half acres and also another and a larger permanent institu- 
tion upon the one hundred acres. 

I hope the committee will not insist upon the amendment, and that 
they will give us this trivial sum and let this really great enterprise go 
on. There is no Territory, there is no portion of the whole United 
States, that needs educational influences to the extent that the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico does, The illiteracy in New Mexico—that is, the 
proportion of those over 10 years of age who can not read and write—- 
is 40 per cent. of the whole population. It is also very largely an In- 
dian population, as we know, and it is a very difficult population to 
reach. With,as I understand, only one school in that whole Territory 
for the benefit of the Indian population, it seems almost trifling with 
our obligations to those people not to give them another school. 

Mr. VEST. I sincerely hope that the amendment of the committee 
striking out the appropriation will not be agreed to. WhatI say is 
always in general accord with the committee, for this is a very liberal 
bill, and has my entire approbation with one or two exceptions. 

There are, as I happen to know, some twenty pueblos, as they are 
called, in New Mexico, with a population of between 12,000 and 20,000 
Indians. As the Senator from New Hampshire has said—and he has 
not overdrawn the picture—extraordinary exertions have been made 
for the education of those Indians, and the enterprise is succeeding very 
rapidly. It has one feature which commends itself especially to my 
approbation, and that is it is now proposed to add to the male school 
the education of females. If there is any one fact well established— 
absolutely—it is that where you educate an Indian boy and send him 
back to his tribe he lapses into barbarism; he can not resist the press- 
ure of ridicule, which with the Indians is the most potent weapon 
in the world, and then he out-Hereds Herod and becomes the most 
barbarous Indian in the whole tribe. 

The Jesuits solved this question. They started with a female school 
at Saint Ignatius, Montana; they educated the girls, taught them how 
to sew, how to keep house; taught them music, reading, writing, and 
arithmetic. An Indian girl would go back and marry a fall-blood In- 
dian, or a half-breed, who is generally worse than a full-blood, and in 
three months, under the ridicule of the tribe, that educated Indian girl 
would become the worst of the tribe. She would have to show by un- 
usual barbarism that she was not imitating the white people. The 
Jesuits after years of experiment found out that they must establish a 
male school in connection with the female school, and now they have, 
or had when I was there summer before last, fifty boys and fifty girls 
in that school. They have five sisters and five brothers educating the 
girls and boys, and when the Indians graduate they marry, and then 
the Jesuits, with the assistance of the Indian agent, build up a little 
house, break up some land, and that couple becomes a nucleus of civil- 
ilization and Christianity for the neighborhood. So you may go now 
to the Flathead reservation. The Jesuits first went there from Saint 
Louis in 1856 at the request of the Indians, and to-day you will find 
log houses and school-houses built by the Indians. The North Pacific 
Railroad through, and you would think in looking from the win-, 
dows of a car that the train was running through a white settlement-if 
you did not see the Indians upon each side of you. This is the result 
of a wise and judicious adaptation of the instrumentalities of Indian 
education and Indian nature to Indian circumstances, 
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Twenty-five thousand dollars! What does it amount to in this great 
experiment of trying to save those people, if possible, from absolute an- 
nihilation? I know my friend from Massachusetts will not stand upon 
this paltry amount of money when individuals have gone there and 
when the people of Santa Fé are putting in $12,000 toward building 
the school, and there are between 12,000 and 20,000 human beings 
whose destiny depends upon it. 

I sincerely hope there will not be a vote in the Senate against retain- 
ing the appropriation. Let us put it back; I only wish it was $50,000 
instead of $25,000. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to join in the appeal which is 
made to the Senator in charge of the bill to permit this item to stand. 
I can not add anything to what has been said, because the whole case 
has been presented, but everybody who knows anything about Indian 
affairs knows that the industrial schools are doing more good than any 
other agency. They are doing more to elevate the Indian, to civilize 
him, than any other means that areemployed. The great difficulty is 
to prevent the Indians under our Indian system from becoming roving 
vagabonds. These schools, in the manner in which the Senator from 
Missouri has described, have exerted a most powerful influence to pre- 
vent vagabondage and to fix them in homes, giving them a taste for 
agriculture and forcivilization. Wecan not expend the public money 
any better than in the mode prescribed in the bill for these industrial 
schools. That is my opinion about it, and I think it is the opinion of 
every one who has investigated the subject. 

I hope that the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. It is highly gratifying to hear from Senators the com- 
mendations of the subject of Indian education to those who have been 
early in the field and constantly fighting for it. It is especially grati- 
fying to hear Senators express their gratification at the result and their 
conviction of the wisdom of the policy. 

All that has been said meets my hearty concurrence, and it may seem 
a little ungracious that I should advocate the adoption of the.amend- 
ment striking out this $25,000 for the erection of a school at Santa Fé. 
As to the benefit of industrial schools and as to the wisdom of the edu- 
cation of the sexes, advocated by the Senator from Missouri, there can 
be nodoubt. The Senator first saw it, and I fear that he only saw it, 
among the schools of the Jesuits of Northern Montana. I only wish 
the Senator would go about among the industrial schools which have 
been established by the United States, and at which large sums of 
money are expended every year and are appropriated in this bill. 

There he would see the two sexes educated together in precisely the 
way that has commended itself to him, and he would see something 
further. If he would go to Carlisle or Hampton, if not to any other 
of the industrial schools, he would see young married co — brought 
there and taught to set themselves up in housekeeping and to make for 
themselves a habitation, to furnish it, and to keep it under instruec- 
tions—taught how to live like civilized people, and ready, after they 
have got the other education, to carry along with it this. 

One of the most beneficent features of the education of the Indians 
is the bringing of young married co — there and teaching them, and 
at the same time taking the male and female pupils who go out belong- 
ing to the same tribe and seeing that they are either married before 
they go back to their tribes or that they form such marriage relations 
as will prevent their falling back in the manner the Senator expresses 
apprehension for. 

I wish the Senator would extend his observations and not concen- 
trate them. I think he would be « hearty supporter of the whole sys- 
tem as it is now, under the benefit of the experience of such — 
teachers of the Indians as Captain Pratt and General 
under such wise supervision as the superintendent of tution odeeaion, 
Mr. Haworth, exerts over the whole system. He would see that it is 
becoming more and more practical, and he would see that 8 
of the future of the educated Indian are being thrown aro him, 
and avenues are being opened in which he or she can maintain himself 
and herself. 

' The problem, to my mind, isalmost solved. I see in the new admin- 
istration just breaking in upon us here the light of a realization of the 
hopes and expectations of those people, because I expect that the new 
administration not only will carry on this policy, but will enlarge upon 
it and improve upon it, and will have the credit itself of accomplishing 
what those people have been laboring for many years to accomplish; 
for that administration in which a thing is accomplished will always 
have all the credit of it. 

‘ Now, why do we propose to strike out this appropriation for New 
Mexico? It was not estimated for. The ent in making their 
estimates for educational purposes looked the ground all over, and calcu- 
lating upon how far they could induce Congress to make a 

for this purpose, calculated where they would do the most There 
was an effort to get one of these schools in Montana by the Great Falls 
of the Missouri, where ultimately there will be a great town. There 
is a fund belonging to the Utes in the —$20,000 a year. We 
have obligated ourselves to pay them, and the President of the United 
States is at liberty to use it just as he pleases. It is to take 
$18,000 of that $20,000 from the Utes and put an ind school down 
close by their reservation in Colorado and not put one in Montana. 
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There is a school of very large proportions at Albuquerque, only eighty 
miles from Santa Fé by ok. The railroad runs between the two 
towns, which are eighty miles apart. That school has now two hun- 
dred scholars; it has a capacity for five hundred. It is proposed to en- 
large that, to erect a new one between that and the school in Colorado, 
and then by increased appropriations to enlarge the facilities of all the 
schools. That was as far as the Department felt that they could as): 
Congress to go, because that was as far as they could assure Congress 
that they would make every dollar count. 

There were some reasons presented before the committee by those 
responsible for the expenditure of this money why it was not wise to 
put a school, certainly at present, at Santa Fé, besides its proximity to 
So Albuquerque can take all the children who can be gath- 
ered as well from New Mexico as from Arizona for two or three years to 
come. 

There isanother reason. There isa Catholic school at Santa Fé, where 
quite a large number of Indian pupils of both sexes are educated; a 
school of remarkable progress and promise. It is conducted ona differ- 
ent plan from what it is possible for us to establish a school there. I: 
the United States establishes a school there its pupils must be mingling 
with all the people there. They can not be kept from contact with the 
people of Santa I’é as the Catholic school is; and that is one reason why 
the Catholic school is so flourishing. According to their system the 
pupils are kept from contact with the people of Santa Fé. 

I do not care to say anything disparaging of the people of Santa Fé 
I shall content myself by being the organ of the committee in this re- 
gard and communicating to the Senate the reasons which induced the 
committee, and those were reasons coming to the committee from those 
responsible for the expenditure of this money, that Santa Fé was not 
a good place for the establishment of the school, in addition to the fact 
that there is one so near it and that we propose to put another one on 
the Ute reservation where we can utilize $20,000 that will be otherwise 
distributed per capita, and decline to put one in Montana. 

I was greatly impressed by the fidelity and conscientious labor of the 
gentleman to whom allusion has been made. I have had frequent talks 
with him as well as with a gentleman who represented himself to be 
the bishop of New Mexico, all in the interest of a school at Santa Fé. 
If it is an improper place for a school, as has been represented to the 
committee, I think at least it might as well be postponed. I will say 
that this is the first time I ever have been found opposing any appro 
priation for the erection of a school for Indians. 

’ Mr. VEST. Before the Senator from Massachusetts takes his seat | 
wish to call his attention to the fact that the Commissioner of -Indian 
Affairs wrote a letter to the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs of the House recommending the establishment of this very school. 
I simply call attention to that fact to show that there is nothing in the 
os as it came from the House which is atall antagonistic to 
views of the Interior Department or of the Indian Bureau. They 
think the school ought to be established. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis true that the Commicsioner of Indian Affairs did 
at one time advocate the establishment of the school, and I have noth- 
ing to show that he does not do so at this time. Ido not know but 
that he does. I have no reason to doubt it; but the Secretary of the 
Interior appeared before the committee and gave his views in reference 
to the wisdom of erecting the school, as did the superintendent of In- 
= schools and others. I represent the committee in what I have 
said. 

Mr. BLAIR. I admit that I had hoped the Senator from Massachu- 
setts would represent himself, his own impulses, in reference to this 
matter, and that he would not have said anything whatever against the 
effort to disagree to the amendment. I think I am representing the 
matter correctly when I say that if he and the committee have pro- 
ceeded in their action in striking out the appropriation upon the ground 
he has stated they are misinformed and that they misapprehend the 
situation. 

The substantial objection, the only objection really that the Senator 
has suggested, as it seems to my mind, is that Santa Fé is nota fit place, 
and that for some reason it is not a proper location; that there is some- 
thing about the quality of the city and its inhabitants which would be 
likely to result in a deterioration of the Indian if he is brought in con- 
tact with them. The truth about that is (and I have taken some little 
pains to reinform myself since I learned that that suggestion had bee: 
— about Santa Fé), that it is quite the equal of any New Englani| 

of the same population in the matter of morality. I am told tha 
a city of as large religious facilities, that the average®f moral status 
is as high ab in the white cities of the North or of the South, and that 
so far as drinking saloons and other places of an objectionable charact« 
are concerned, there are no more of them there than are averaged in 
en portions of the country, and that it is 
act of defamation Sanrielnbemnn the city of Santa Fé as inferior to 
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undertake to say that it is inferior, for I know nothing of the kind, 
but I me that both cities are of such a character that it will not 
hurt the Indians to associate with the people there. Upon this very 
point I hold in my hand the statement of the governor of the Terri- 
tory, Mr. Sheldon, known to most Senators present, I have no doubt. 
He makes a formal recommendation for the establishment of an Indian 
industrial school at Santa Fé. He says: 
ce at which to establish an Indian sch S 

Fee sn oe mten for te agreennic and healthy Siaunto, ana 1 tp conventions 
to all the pueblos in the Territory, and the Navyajoes, and Mescalero and Jic- 


—_ that. the necessary appropriations be made and that other steps 
be taken to establish the school in accordance with the views expressed in the 
within letter. ? ; 
L.A. SHELDON, 
Governor of New Mexico. 

I might almost say that members of the Appropriations Committee, 
in fact some I know, have heartily agreed in this recommendation of 
the governor indorsing this specific recommendation for the establish- 
ment of the school. 

Now, as to whether there is need of such a school, can it be possible 
to raise that question when with 40,000 Indians in that Territory there 
is now exi but a single school, the one in Albuquerque. What if 
they have facilities; they can be enlarged by the expenditure of more 

, and certainly as much as it is proposed to appropriate will be 
required to assist in the establishment of the school at Santa Fé. What 
if the school could be so as to accommodate five hundred; sup- 
pose you had accommodations for the education of five hundred Indian 
children; what is that among so many? You must work the old mira- 
cle again if these accommodations are to answer for a population of 
40,000. 

We have nobody to rely upon but ourselves and the benevolence of 
the country for the original stimulus or motive for education, the dis- 
position to be educated. That has got to be created in this class of peo- 

le. The very germ of civilization and improvement has to be planted. 
te is by no manner of means as it is with a community that has learned 
the value of education when once it has come to taste the heavenly gift 
and take care of ee re are responsible for the missionary effort 
among thesé people to give them the inclination to be educated, for 
they know nothing as to the benefits of education. 
I hope that the school at Albuquerque will be enlarged, and that it 
will be furnished with accommodations not for five hundred but for a 
thousand children, if necessary. Why not also establish a school at 
this other point, eighty miles distant, at the political, the educational, 
the religious center of the Territory? It is a point which for two hun- 
dred years at least has been that way, where the white and Indian pop- 
ulations have come generally in contact, for it has been the center of the 
Territory all these years. fore the white man was known Santa Fé 
was the Dong of rendezvous for the Indians in that part of the conti- 
nent. others have farnished 50 per cent. of all that is required, 
when benevolent private individuals have contributed so much, why not 
give this little paltry contribution of $25,000, which can certainly go 
there as well as anywhere elseon the continent? It will be in the way 
of . While ing the contribution for other schools in other 
portions $100,000, as the bill came from the House, I do not know why 
this particular appropriation, which has been hit in the head by some 
sidelong and I eve malicious movement in some other direction, 
God knows where this blow came from, I do not see, this little contri- 
bution, sanctioned by the House, recommended by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, recommended by the governor of the Territory, and 
i by other strong recommendations, is to be stricken out. Every- 
where else the committee has increased the appropriations. 

The committee talk about the application for the establishment of 
another school in Montana, and the manager of the bill certainly left 
the impression on my mind that they had done nothing in response; 
but what do we find in the bill ? 

For supportof one hundred Indian ils at the Saint Ignatius mission school, 
Montana, at $100 each, $10,000. 7 % 

That is the bill as it comes from the House with reference to Mon- 
tana, and our committee add an’amendment making the number of 
pupils one hundred and fifty instead of one hundred, and they add to 
the See na for the education of those children $50 each, making 
it cost the Government $150 apiece to educate these children, instead 
of $100 each as the bill stood, and they increase the total appropriation 
for the Montana school $12,500, merely for the running expenses of the 
school already there. That is all right. Montana ought to have more, 
I doubt not. So might gothrough the bill. Here is another increase 

at one point, $5,000, $4,000, $4,000 again, $25,000 in one 
pemronaeee in another, all to aid the cause of education. I see an 
of about $100,000 in the bill as it came from the House. 

I hope that the committee adding to its already high reputation asa 
liberal committee, especially in the direction of education, will not in- 
sist upon striking out this little paltry contribution for the establish- 
ment of a new and a very important school. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was rejected; there being on a division—ayes 22 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, afte: 
line 1560, to insert: 


For the purpose of erecting a dormitory and such other buildings as may be 
necessary for the Indian school at Albuquerque, N. Mex. , $10,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer an amendment to the amendment, to add alte: 
the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ at the end of line 1563, the words 


Of which sum $2,200 shall be immediately available 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 1563, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to erect buildings for a school for the 
Indians near Grand Junction, Colo., $15,000,to be paid from any money due the 
confederated bands of Ute Indians; and in addition thereto he is authorized to 
use the sum of $8,000 out of any money available for that purpose heretofore ap- 

ropriated: Provided, That before such school shall be estabiished there shal! 
xe donated to the Government for the purpose of said school not less than one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, together with a sufficient amount of water for 
the cultivation thereof, on which land the said school building@shall be erected ; 
to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1613, before the word ‘‘ Indian,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ five hundred;’’ and in line 1616, after the word ‘‘ States,”"’ 
to strike out ‘‘ or Territories;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For care, support,and education of Indian ea at industrial, agricultural, 
mechanical, or other schools, other than those herein provided for, in any of 
the States of the United States, at a raté not to exceed $167 for each pupil, $83,500 
And wherever the word “ children" or “child” occurs in that part of the act 
making appropriations for the Indian service for the fiscal year 1885, approved 
July 4, 1884, under the heading “‘ Support of schools,”’ it shall be construed to in- 
clude all Indians of whateverage that may have been or are pupils in any of the 
institutions therein provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ in line 1634, 
to strike out “‘twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-eight;’’ in the same 
line, ater the the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘ of which amount $3,000 
shall be immediately available;’’ so as to read: 

For transportation of pupils to and from Indian schools, and also for the trans- 
portation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools and placing of them, with 
the consent of their parents, under the care and control of such suitable white 
families as may in all respects be qualified to give such pupils moral, industrial, 
and educational training, under arrangements in which their proper care, sup- 

rt,and education shall be in exchange for the labor, $28.000; of which amount 

3,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘available,”’ in line 1635, 
to strike out ‘Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be author- 
ized and directed to report to’’ and insert ‘‘ The Secretary of the In- 
terior is hereby authorized and directed to report to;’’ in line 1641, 
after the word ‘‘amount,’’ to insert ‘‘if any;’’ and in line 1642, after 
the word ‘*‘money,’’ to insert ‘‘alleged to have been;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to report to 
Congress, on or before December 6, 1885, the amount, if any, due the Miami In- 
dians of Indiana and Kansas for money alleged to have been improperly taken 
from moneys due to said Indians and paid to other Indians, in violation of the 
treaties of 1854 and 1858, including attorney’s fees necessarily paid by said In- 
dians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section &, as follows: 

Sec. 8. That whoever shall furnish to any Indian, by barter, sale, gift, or ex 
change, any gun, rifle, pistol, or ammunition or munitions of war, shall, upon 
conviction thereof, be fined not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, and be im- 
prisoned not less than six months nor more than two years: Provided, That this 
provision shall not apply tothe five civilized tribes of the Indian Territory ; and 
that the Secretary of the Interior may issue such permits to Indians for the pur- 
chase of arms and ammunition for sporting paupesce as he may deem proper 
And provided further, That the President of the United States may, in his discre- 
tion, disarm such Indians as in his judgment may seem best, to preserve peace 
and prevent depredations All arms thus taken shall be received by the Secre- 
tary of War, who shall report all arms received by him, from what tribe taken, 
} and the just value of said arms; and Congress shall appropriate the requisite 
| funds to pay for all arms taken, and said sum shall be paid to said tribe, and, as 

near as may be, to the original owners of said arms, or their heirs. 


Mr. DAWES. In the matter of the eighth section I wanted to try 
unanimous consent to improve it a little before the question of strik- 
ing out is submitted. I ask unanimous consent to go back to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is section 8 that is now under 
consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. Then lamin order. Pending the question of strik- 
ing out section 8 I desire to move an amendment of it in the fifth line. 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘ less than six months nor,’’ so that it 
shall read ‘‘and be imprisoned not more than two years,’’ striking out 
the minimum. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the chairman if he proposes 
to strike out the whole of it what is the use of amending it? 

Mr. DAWES. I can not, of course, tell whether the Senate will 
strike it out or not, and I thought possibly it would be so improved 
that the Senate might leave it in. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me if the Senate adheres to its action 
heretofore on the subject of general legislation in appropriation bills 
it must rule this out. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt about its being independent legisla- 
tion, and if the Senate adheres to its rule it will go out; but how can 
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I beforehand say that the Senate will adhere to its rule? I should like 
to perfect it before the question is put on striking out. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I can not under the ruling do it except by 
unanimous consent. The purpose is to strike out the minimum of im- 
prisonment. I think there ought to be a maximum, but there ought 
to be no minimum. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. DAWES. I think there may be cases where a violation of the 
provision ought not to be punished absolutely by imprisonment of ‘‘not 
Jess than six months.’’ The maximum gives any judge of fair discre- 
tion an opportunity to punish as he sees fit. If the section is to be 
stricken out of course there is no occasion to amend it: 

There are several sections here, the Senate will observe, that the com- 
mittee have been compelled to recommend should be stricken out. 
There are provisions in some of them that are exceedingly useful and 
wise as legislation, but every one of them needs some amendment; 
some provisions, most important in my opinion, have crept into them 
unintentionall¥ which are palpably unconstitutional and will have to 
come out if the sections remain. If the whole goes out, then we have 
nothing further to say; but the necessity that the House felt for this 
led the House, I have no doubt, to do what its own judgment thought 
was unwise in putting it on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. VEST. Before passing to another section I should like to ask 
the Senator from Massachusetts a question in regard to section 3, which 
we have already passed. That section provides: 

‘That no purchase of gazlion for which appropriations are herein made exceed- 
ing in the a; $500 in value at any one time shall be made without first giv- 
ing at least three weeks’ public notice by advertisement. 

I have not had time to turn to the Revised Statutes, but my recol- 
lection is that there is a general provision as to the advertisement that 
shall be made of these purchases. If there is a provision of the gen- 
eral statutes that covers the sort of advertisement here referred to, why 
insert this specification ? 

Mr. DAWES. There isa provision of the statutes, but this istlways 
repeated in an Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. VEST. I noticed it in another appropriation bill which we 
passed last year. It always seemed to me that it ought to be ‘‘ adver- 
tised as now required by law.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I am inclined to think, though I have not looked at 
the Revised Statutes, that this is substantially what is required by law; 
but it comes down in each appropriation bill, and it is thought wise to 
repeat it so that it shall be before the eyes of every agent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to perfect section 8, recommended to be stricken out, by striking 
therefrom, in line 5, the words ‘‘ not less than six months.’’ The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to that motion. 

Mr. DAWES. Leaving in the ‘“‘not’’ and striking out ‘‘ nor;’’ so 
as to read ‘‘not more than two years.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator moves to strike out 
‘‘less than six months nor.’’ The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the committee striking out the section. 

Mr. DAWES. In the fourth line the language is “‘ not less than one 
hundred nor more than one thousand.’’ I move to strike out “less 
than one hundred nor.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves, in line 4, to strike out ‘‘ less than one hundred nor.’’ 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAWES. Afterthe word ‘‘ depredations,”’ in line 13, I move to 
strike out all the remainder of the section and insert in lieu: 

All arms thus taken shall be appraised at their value when taken, and the 
amount thereof paid to each Indian from whom taken, and a sufficient sum for 
this purpose is ar tgg pep out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, id arms shall be sold and the proceeds covered into the 
Treasury, and report shall be made to Congress of the proceedings hereunder. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the former ruling of the Chair, 
approved by the Senate on appeal, the Chair holds that the amendment 
is not in order. 

» Mr. DAWES. Iaskunanimousconsent. I knewit was out of order. 

* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
usks unanimous consent to offer an amendment. 

“Mr. DAWES. Before unanimous consent is asked, I will state the 
condition of things that has prompted this 1 ion. There are In- 
dians, especially the Cheyennes and who are wild 

down in the Indian Territory, about 6,000 of them, who are 


with the very best of arms, better than the United States manufactures, 
for they have gone into the States and the oe arms. 
called a 


[iinch heed of © Reeiy Se ee under w 
‘lease of their lands about $14 once in six months, which enables them 
,to purchase all the ammunition they want. They are insubordinate 
in the extreme. They command the situation. They not only kill 
their own cattle, but anybody else’s, ly those of the contractor, 
and whenever they want anything of agent and he is unwilling to 
comply, as the agent told me in my consnittee-room—on one occasion 
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one of them demanded of him a beef to be delivered immediately, anc 
not wait for the day of issue, and he a to do it, and the Indian 


drew upon him his rifle and demand. The only way the 
ee ann to then and there, under the rifle, dray 
order for the beef, and the Indian took the order and went away 
and the oe sent the Indian police after him to arrest him. By the 
time the Indian police overtook him he had sufficient friends around 
him to defy the police, and they withdrew. Thereupon the agent sent 
to Fort Reno for what force they had, which was about fifty strony. 
and they followed these men up and by the time they overtook them 
the friends of this Indian, armed with Winchester rifles, had gathered 
around him and deliberateiy and coolly told the soldiers that they did 
not care to have any trouble with them, but they would advise them 
to retire to Fort Reno, and discretion led them back to Fort Reno. 
That is but one instance. 

They do as please. They are armed, and I say it is necessary 
for the peace of the Indians in that Territory and for the proper man- 
agement of that reservation that they be disarmed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to ask the Senator if 
these Indians are so warlike and troublesome and so much better armed 
than soldiers of the United States, how are we going to disarm them? 
How is it going to be done? 

Mr. DAWES. There is adifference between the power of the United 
States in whole and inpart. There were but fifty soldiers at Fort Reno, 
and there are certainly seventy-five or one hundred in the whole Army. 
I think the United States have power to disarm them, but this provis- 
ion as it stands proposes to disarm them without making them cow- 
pensation. The amendment that when an Indian is disarmed 
the value of his weapon shall be paid him then and there, so that he 
will understand that we are not to deprive him of his property without 
paying him for it. There have been many instances where Indians 

ve been disarmed and been promised recompense. At one time up 
in the Sioux country it was found to take from the Indians 
their ponies, and in Northern Dakota the of one band of Indians 
were all taken from them,under a promise that they should be driven 
to Saint Paul and sold and the proceeds brought back and distributed 
among the Indians from whom the ponies were taken. But the in- 
clemency of the weather between Dakota and Saint Paul, as well as the 
laudable desire of white people to improve their stock of ponies, and 
the failure to sell them out when they got to Saint Paul, led to the re- 
sult that the Indians never got a penny for their And these 
Indians down in the Indian Territory never will get a penny for their 
rifles unless they are paid for when they are taken away. The object 
of the amendment is to provide money to those who take the rifles to 
pay the Indian on the spot. The previous provisions of this inde- 
pendent legislation provide for a severe punishment to any one who 
shall sell them another rifle. If this is to stay in the bill it ought to 
be amended in that way. It will not hurt it any to amend it in thi: 
way if you strike it out afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to amend the section as has been proposed. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment 
is received. . The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, to strike out the section as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th: 
Committee on Appropriations was, to strike out section 9, as follows: 


_ Sec, 9. That section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and 
is hereby, amended and re-enacted so as to read as follows: 
** Sec, 2139. No ardent spirits shall be introduced, under any pretense, into the 
Indian country. person who sells, ex gives, rs, or disposes 
of any spirituous liquors, beer, wine, or any into beverage to any Indian 
under the charge of Indian superintendent or agent, or introduces or attempts to 
introduce any liquor, beer, wine, or any intoxicating beverage into 
the Indian country, shall be punishable oy imprisonment for not less than six 
months nor more than two years, and by a fine of not less than $50 nor more than 
$1,000; but it shall be a sufficient defense to any charge of introd 
to introduce spirituous liquor, beer, wine, or any intoxicating bever- 
age the Indian country that the acts charged were done by order of or un- 
Sp tke War benumaees: & ny meee ped or any officer duly authorized thereunto 
the War t; but no part of this section or of section 2140 of the Re- 
Statutes shall be a bar to the ion of any officer, soldier, sutler, or 
eeper, attache, or employé of the Army of the United States who shal! 
barter, donate, or furnish in any manner liquors, wines, beer, or any 
intoxicating beverage whatsoever to any Indian.” 


Mr. DAWES. I do not know that there is any use of asking unani- 
mous consent to amend that, but in the eleventh and twelfth lines the 


minimum ty should be stricken out. 
Mr. H IN. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will not 
ask to have the minimum ty stricken out. If he thinks it is too 


severe, let him ask to reduce it; but I think if you intend to correct 
these abuses by prosecutions on the frontier you want to have some su!)- 
stantial minimum penalty. If you left it without any minimum pen- 
See ee ee, or 


Mr. DAWES. Of course if the Senator differs with me it will be im- 
possible for me to get the amendment in, and I withdraw it. 
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Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; I rose simply to suggest a better amend- | law, I take this occasion to say for the benefit of my friends on the lett 


ment than theone the Senator from Massachusetts suggested. I am not 
ing an objection. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. This section ought not to be stricken 
out. It t to stand if we can possibly leave it in under our rules. 
Mr. A IN. We can not. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. 


We can do it by unanimous consent. 


It is certainly a very valuable provision of law and ought to stand. | 


The Indian wars and Indian troubles come about by the sale of liquor 
in the Indian country. This is amendatory of the existing law. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from California will permit me to suggest 
that the section we have just stricken out is much more important. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not think it is. 

Mr. VEST. Section 8 as amended, that gives the President the 
right to disarm Indians when they become dangerous, is one of the 
most important provisions that could be put in this bill. I suppose, 
without undertaking to ascertain the motives of any individual Sen- 
ator, it was stricken out because it was general legislation. There can 
be no earthly objection to section 8 after the amendments made by the 
Senator having charge of the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not think it was stricken out only 
on that account. 

Mr. VEST. - If we are now to adopt section 9, let us reconsider and 
go back and adoptsection 8. I have no objection to either one of them. 
I think ao both important. 

Mr. DA I think they all ought to go out. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think they all ought to stay in. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hopethe Senator from Massachusetts will amend 
it so that if it goes out it will go out in good shape. 

Mr. DAWES. I did suppose, until the law was declared otherwise, 
that if it went out the conference committee would have jurisdiction of 
the shape of it. If I am mistaken as to that, I should like to get this 
amendment in. 

Mr. BLAIR. If this is not touched, I suppose it may be passed and 
become a law. Here is one other quite important modification of ex- 
isting law in this section as it comes tous from the House. It has come 
to be the case that among the Indians probably more injury is done by 
the use of the milder forms of intoxicants than by ardent spirits and 


wine, which are the forms of intoxicating liquors that are now prohib- | 


ited in the existing law. The object of this section is to prohibit the 
introduction of ale and other forms of intoxicating liquor which have 
not been usually understood to be prohibited in the Indian country. 
That is one very important modification. The other is to fix a mini- 
mum punishment, so that the penalty when there is a violation of the 
law shall amount to something. As Senators have said, this section if 
it can become a law will be very beneficial legislation. We all know 
how it is that a civilized race destroys a barbarous or savage race more 
by intoxicating drinks than by all other forms of destruction combined. 
I was reading only the other day that from my own section of the 
country, New England, they are now transporting to the coast of Africa 
enormous quantities of intoxicating liquors, which are being introduced 
to the natives in large quantities, and in a single instance one tribe on 
one occasion, from liquor that went from New England to the coast of 
Africa, had a general drunken brawl, in which over two hundred of the 
tribe lost their lives. That is the sort of missionary effort which we 
under our commercial relations are exerting in Africa. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to a question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did I understand him to say that the good people 
of New England had been manufacturing distilled spirits and sending 
them to benighted Africa to the demoralization of the people down 
there in Africa? , 

Mr. BLAIR. If I did say so, what of it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isimply wanted to understand what the fact was. 

Mr. BLAIR. Did I communicate to the Senator any information ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to know whether the spirits were man- 
ufactured in New England and sent down to Africa to demoralize the 

r. BLAIR. 
satisfy himself. I think that he would get all he wanted in that di- 
rection as well as in schools, and it may possibly have as great attrac- 
there as would any portion of the civilized globe. [Laugh- 
not know whether I am under obligation to say that this is 
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by the people of New England, but I have no doubt that 
feel consequence of this manufacture frequently, and they 
for as good people as the majority of us. I am not one of those 
that a man who happens to be engaged in a legalized busi- 
country is necessarily a wretch because that business, anthor- 
and sanctioned by law, happens to be pernicious in its general ef- 
upon the community. 

Mr. VEST. I have nosort of tive object in view; but I wish 


7 Fagand. the Senator includes Maine within the territory of 


Ido not know so much in regard to Maine. I can 
not say in reference to Maine. I have not been there very much, but 
I never saw much intoxicating liquor in that State The prohibitory 
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and the universe generally, does prohibit in the State of Maine; and in 
the State of Maine to-day, as compared with what was consumed be- 
fore the enactment and enforcement of that law, in my belief, based 
upon careful inquiry, it doesnot consume per capita one gallon of in- 
toxicating liquor where formerly it did ten. 

‘ But to get back to the point with reference to this proposed legisla- 
tion, I took occasion to simply utter a truism in reminding the Sen- 
ate that it is by means of alcohol in its various forms, and perhaps spe- 
cially in its milder forms, that civilized peoples now extirpate those 
who are inferior to them, and the milder form of intoxicants are destroy- 
ing more Indians to-day, and destroying more Americans probably too, 
than those which are properly classed under theterm ‘‘ ardent spirits,’’ 
by which name the more powerful liquors are recognized. I happened 
to speak of this illustration drawn from my ownsection of the country, 
because I have no disposition to indulge myself in any special glorification 
over New England. She hasher faults, but withall her faults weall love 
her still. I mentioned this fact, and I have thought seriously of bring- 
ing it to the attention of the Senate by a formal resolution to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations; for it seems to me that 
it is a crime against the reputation of our country, it is a crime against 
civilization, and an audacious insult to the Heaven which has given us 
the blessings we enjoy in this country more than are enjoyed elsewhere 
on earth, that we are to-day, while opening amicable relations with the 
inhabitants of the Congo Valley, looking out prospectively to a profit- 
able communication with 200,000,000 of people who inhabit that dark 
continent, as it is properly now called—I think it is a great crime that 
our people are sending the seeds of death there more rapidly than we 
are those of life and civilization. 

I beg pardon for this diversion, Mr. President, and would recall the 
attention of the Senate to the important modifications of the present 
law which are contained in this legislation as it comes to us from the 
House. Oneisits prohibition of what is getting to be the chiefevil—that 
is, the introduction of beer and the milder forms of intoxicants among 
the Indians; and the other is a minimum of imprisonment and also of 
pecuniary penalty,so that when there is a prosecution the law may 
have that sanction which may make it effectual as against subsequent 
wrongdoers. 

As the present statute is, the fine is required to be not exceeding $300, 
but it may be 5 cents, and the result is that the fine amounts to nothing. 
The imprisonment may be not exceeding two years; the result is that 
the imprisonment comes to nothing, and thus there is no actual penalty 
whatever against the introduction of intoxicating liquors among the 
Indians. It is very little use for us to put the million dollars we are 
appropriating by this very bill into the education and general improve- 
ment of the Indians when with the other hand, by our failure to enact 
efficient legislation and enforce it, we give the devil and his imps a 
much greater power for evil than we give to the opposing forces tor 
good. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this debate discloses the fact that 
probably there should be some additional legislation upon this subject. 

It also discloses the fact, I think, that it is impossible for us to consider 
proper legislation in this bill. We havea Judiciary Committee, which 
ean correct the evils spoken of by the Senator from New Hampshire if 
there be evils in the administration of justice in the Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator understand the question of tem- 
perance to be one that is within the purview of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from New Hampshire to 
state that one defect of the existing law is in its administration, that 
the courts there do not administer the law in the spirit in which it 
was enacted, and if so, probably some further provision should he made. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs probably can also take cognizance of 
the information furnished us by the Senator from New Hampshire that 
now recently new modes of introducing intoxicants are adopted. But 
it is manifestly impossible to consider such a question upon an ap- 
propriation bill. We have had these committees in session for nearly 
two years, and this matter has just suddenly come before the Senate. 
It seems to me if this law is administered now with reasonable spirit 
and effect it will be so administered for nine months until new com- 
mittees shall have an opportunity or the regular committees of the body 
can have an opportunity at this session to correct these evils. I hope 
the section will be stricken out. 

Mr. MAXEY. Section 9 of this bill appears to be simply an amend- 
ment of section 2139 of the Revised Statutes, and is in the direct line 
of that section of the Revised Statutes, and makes the introduction of ~ 
spirituous, vinous, or malt liquor into the Indian country more re- 
strictive than by that section. While the use of ardent spirits, wine, 
and malt liquors among the Caucasian race is an evil, with Indians it is 
certain destruction. I speak from personal knowledge for twenty-five 
years. No curse has ever been inflicted on any people on earth greater 
than the curse of intoxicating drinks upon the Indian race. 

The section proposed is plain. It does prevent in any shape, form, 
or manner the introduction of spirituous liquors, vinous liquors, or 
malt liquors. It is exclusive in its character, but for wise purposes it 
reserves to the Secretary of War the right under proper authority to 
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permit it for certain purposes. That would give him the right to allow 
it for medical purposes. But it seems tome no measures could be 
adopted which would be of greater service to the Indians than such as 
would absolutely and effectively prohibit the introduction in 

form, or manner of any character of intoxicating drinks. =o. one, 
therefore, I do not appreciate the reasons for striking out the section. 

The Senator from lowa says itis legislation on an bill. 
Well, on that point it is just as manifest as a thing can be that when 
legislation comes here which the Senate approve, they leave it on the 
bill. When legislation comes here that they do not approve, we raise 
the point that it is legislation on an appropriation bill. Now, for one, 
I assert that the House had a perfect right to send the bill in such 
mode as they saw proper, and we have the proper right under our 
Constitution to amend any bill that comes to us; and although I have 
always opposed legislation on appropriation bills, yet in this matter I 
am so earnestly in favor of prohibiting in every conceivable shape the 
introduction of liquors among the Indians that I favor this section, and 
I know what I am talking about. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, that is not any rule which permits us 
to do what we want to do, and prohibits us from doing what we do not 
want te do. Thatis no rule which precludes—— 

Mr. MAXEY. I did not say that was the rule, but the practice. 

Mr. DAWES. That is no rule which makes not in order that which 
we do not want to have in a bill, and makes that in order which we do 
like; and therefore the practice which the Senator from California and 
the Senator from Texas urge upon us is the practice of abolishing rules. 
iWe might as well go along with one rule, just as I knew one learned 
parliamentarian, who was about to publish a book on parliamentary 
‘law, say that it was the shortest book that ever was published on that 
subject; it would have just one sentence in it, and that was, ‘‘ Never 
put a fool in the chair; put somebody in the chair who knows his duty, 
and then he would rule in order just what ought to be in order, and 
rale out of order just what ought not to be in order.’’ A rule which 
says that independent legislation which I like is in order and that which 
I do not like is out of order, is no rule at all. 

| want to call the attention of the Senate toa particular part of this 
very section which the Senate says it will not amend; it will swallow 
the whole or not at all. If any person “ introduces’? — —beginning at 
line 9—‘‘or attempts to introduce any spirituous liquor, beer, wine, 
or any intoxicating beverage into the Indian country, shall be punish- 
able by imprisonment for not less than six months nor more than two 
years, and by a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $1,000.’’ 

If an apothecary carries any alcohol into the Indian country, puts it 
into bottles by which to make spirits of camphor or to bathe a broken 
limb, or if an Indian agent or a man lawfully there carries in for his own 
purpose, for his own use, not for the purpose of giving itaway toan In- 
dian or anybody else, any liquor, he is bound to go to the penitentiary. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Not if he gets an order from the War 
Department. 

Mr. DAWES. The soldiers are those who do that. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Anybody can get an order from the 
War Department. 

Mr. DAWES. What has the War Department to do with the ad- 
ministration of Indian affairs in the Indian Territory except so far as 
a soldier is concerned? Now, to put such a provision as that upon the 
statute-book is to nullify the whole thing. I tpon a minimum 
in every such case as that, of imprisonment not less than six months, 
is not the way according to my opinion to promote the cause of tem- 
perance. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think the Senator is mistaken about 
this being confined to soldiers. There is nothing said about soldiersin 
this section. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator understand that a private citizen 
sent to the Indian Territory, or going down there on business, would 
go to the War Department? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do understand exactly that. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that there is another provision of law 
to which that refers, that permits officers and soldiers of the Army to 
obtain from the War Department, when they are sent down there, per- 
mission to take spirituous liquors. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Under this section any person can take 
liquor into the Territory if he gets a permit from the War Department. 

Mr. DAWES. The War Department is not authorized by 
law to give to anybody but oflicers or soldiers a permit, and the object 
of that reference to the permit is to leave untouched the authority in 

‘the existing law in reference to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. * Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
make a statement here? He is under a as to the ex- 
isting law. The section is just ee eee 
that is now being discussed. a 
as it now stands, after making the prohibition of cceedeolanat 
ardent spirits and wines, is: 

ie oniete were done by 
or any officer duly au- 





But it shall be a sufficient defense to any jo of i 
to introduce liquor into the Indian country, that 
order of or under authorit from the War 
thorized thereunto by the War Department. 


The existing law with reference to the jurisdiction of the War De- 
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partment is not atall. There are no changes from the exist- 
ing law except as to different kinds of liquors or intoxicants being in- 
cluded, and as to the extent of the penalty. The minimum is fixed 
and increased of the pecuniary penalty and the py ae imprison- 
ment, so that the law will amount to something; and then beer and 
other malt liquors are prohibited, whereas hitherto they have not been. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator understands that the War Department 
undertakes to deal with anybody but officers of the Army and the sol- 
diers down there, he understands it differently from what I do, and if 
he open to extend the jurisdiction of the War Department over civ- 

y that construction, or if it has that construction, and then any 
one who fails to get permission of the War Department here in Wash- 
ington is bound to go tothe penitentiary whatever his motive may have 
been in having liquor in his apothecary’s shop or elsewhere, it {s not a 
provision which, in my opinion, ought to stand. When there was no 
minimum of punishment every man was perfectly safe who did the act 
innocently. Thissection undertakes to makea law that punishes those 
with inaaeen intentions precisely like those who have guilty purposes; 
and that is my objection to it. 

With a single amendment and in a separate bill this provision would 
get my vote; but the Committee on Appro; have felt called 
upon to apply the same rule to provisions in this bill which met their 
approbation that they have applied to provisions in the bill that they dis- 
approved of, because that is what they understand is the use of a rule. 
I hope, therefore, that having stricken out excellent provisions because 
the rule requires us to do so, we shall not falter when we come to this. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to prolong this debate, but the Senator 
from Massachusetts, after arguing that this was a severe and an im- 
proper provision, that an innocent man must be imprisoned six months 
and must pay at least $50 fine, and so opposing it upon its merits, sits 
down with saying that if it were ina as he would vote for it. 
He falls back upon his old objection t his is new legislation and 
therefore in order to be consistent with ourselves we should strike it 
out. Ihave the existing law before me, and theexisting law in the re- 
gard that the Senator of, so far as regards the action of the War 
Department and its jurisdiction, is not changed but is almost precisely 
what it was before. The only changes are those which I have pointed 
out. 

In reference to the matter of being consistent with ourselves, I tried 
with a great deal of care to be consistent with myself, and I followed 
the leaders of the Senate, and I found I was voting both ways by fol- 
lowing the leaders of the Senate in this matter, and I made up my mind 
that while I would not vote in violation of the rule of the Senate to 
amend by either adding to or striking out new legislation which came 
from the House, yet when a provision from the House of new 

satisfied my mind that it was good legislation and ought to 
be adopted, I would vote for it as it came from the House. When the 
Senate changes its rule so that we can, without violating our own rules 
and stultifying ourselves, vote for some legislation, I shall be glad todo 
that, but until then I shall be inclined to support a section like this, which 
as 4 whole seems to me to be a good thing. I have heard nobody ob- 


party of this country, by finding this provision so stren- 
uously opposed wholly from our own side of the House. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is quite mistaken in saying that I would 
take it just as it is if it were in aseparate bill. I think that it should 
be amended. I thinkitshould beimproved. I hope it will be stricken 
out and go to a committee of conference with the rest of the independ- 
ent legislation, and then be put in shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
the committee that this section be stricken out. 


authorized to open popes wie the 
ee een to settlement un- 


py eee Indian ceded by 
them respectively United States by the several treaties of A 11, 1866, 
March 21, 1866,and July 19,1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or so 
pr panne cy es feng ae Som epee ee —— 
Jor 0 be repented to Oangress. . 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope that provision will not be stricken out. 
Mr. BLAIR. Itis new 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator frem New Hampshire says in an under- 
tone it is new legislation. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only meant to ask whether, if it is new legislation, 
it should be stricken out. 

Mr. PLUMB. eeeennnes in SS Sle pane: It is 
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We have had the spectacle recently presented of the Army of the 
United States being used for the purpose.of expelling people from a 
tract of land ceded to the United States Government for a particular 
purpose, according to the view of the Executive, but which tract of land 
is never to be used, as we all know, for that purpose, whatever that may 
have been. It is to-day the objective point of many thousands of peo- 
ple who are seeking to make homes on the public domain pursuant to 
the invitation which has been always extended and universally accepted 
to the landless people of the United States to seek for themselves homes 
on the public lands. If something is not done to relieve the situation 
from the strain as it now exists that operation will have to be repeated; 
the succeeding President will have to stand by while those iands are 
settled, because it is not going to be a great while, if it is even so much 
as a few weeks, when other expeditions to that locality will be under- 
taken for the purpose of making homes there, and once located there, 
and that news communicated to the great body of the American people, 
the number to go will be found to be in the thousands if not the tens 
of thousands. 

Inasmuch as we now know that the Government of the United States 
will never locate friendly Indians on these lands, and as we know that 
the purpose, if it ever existed, to locate the freedmen upon them has 
been abandoned, it is the part of wisdom that we shall do that which 
remains to be done as a necessary prerequisite to the settlement of these 
lands; and, as I have had occasion to say before, if we do not do it vol- 
untarily the time will come when we shall be, to some extent, under 
to doit. It is not only a thing that is proper to be done 
in itself, but it is one of these things which ought to be done in time, 

re is no reason in the world why this session of Congress should 
wed to go by without at least a preliminary step being taken 
ing to the opening of these lands to settlement. 
ile I do not care to enlarge upon this subject, I appeal to the Sen- 
to take notice of the condition of things now existing, and to con- 
t that this much at least may be done. I think far more ought to 
be done. I think it is in the power of Congress, and not only in its 
power but the exercise of the power would be wise, to open the lands 
without any convention with the Indians, and if they are damaged 
thereby we can pay them just as we pay other persons whose property 
we take if they have any property rights in the landatall. Butif we 
are not to do that, as now seems probable, certainly we ought to do this 
thing and do it in this way, because in this way apparently lies the only 
ae of anything being done. 
think this constitutes an emergency, such a one as would appeal to 
the fairness, justice, and propriety of every Senator that this provision 
should remain in the bill, in order that the President of the United 
States may undertake such negotiations as that what appears now to 
be a burden on these lands, hindering their occupancy, something which 
must be removed before they can be subject to settlement, shall be at- 
tended to at least before another assembling of Congress, in order that 
legislation may then be adopted without any controversy whatever with 
the Indi 
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As I said before, I think myself this preliminary step isnot necessary, 
but thej it of the Senate hasapparently been otherwise expressed. 
It is thej t of the present President of the United States, what- 
ever may be that of his successor, that legislation is @ecessary, and the 
least that Congress can do is to inaugurate measures to remove this 
burden of Indian title, whateverit may be, in order that the appropriate 
legislation may go forward to have these lands settled. 

' Mr. BECK. In obedience to the rule of the Senate I have, asa mem- 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, voted on all the bills up to this 
time to strike out all new legislation, because we were unable to amend 
it if it was not satisfactory, and because it is not only my own judgment 
but I think the wish of the Seuate that appropriation bills should be di- 
vested of legislation as much as possible. I have been voting in the 
Senate with the committee to keep it out; first voting in the committee 
to strike it out because I regarded that as our instruction, and then in 
the Senate to keep it out. Can we insert this now after striking out 
section 8, which, as amended, I think, is absolutely right, and ought 
to be inserted in the laws, and perhaps section 9 may not haye any 
objectionable features in it; and this may have some features we 
should like to see amended; but if we now insert this after striking 
out the others our conferees are met at once with the statement, ‘‘ You 
are not objecting to legislation; you are oaly objecting to what you do 
not like, and you are what you please.’”’ And when in addi- 
tion to that argument the House conferees show us that the legislation 
we have stricken out is equally as good as that we have inserted, I see 
no ground on which the Senate conferees can stand or on which the Sen- 
ate can stand, and in the closing days of a short session it seems to m¢ 
if we to get our bills through at all we must divest them even 
of dleglation and take the chance for it hereafter. 
A em committee having charge of these matters, the Committee 
‘ of which the Senator from Massachusetts is chair- 
may at the long session next year have time to put many of these 
ps gm and doubtless they will if they can. 
DA I have advocated this very measure as an independent 
measure within a few weeks, so that my own position in reference to 
it i perfectly understood. I have been called upon by the rule of the 
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Senate, and by the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, in 
which I acquiesced, to advocate the striking out from this bill of more 
measures which independently met my approval than those I disap- 
proved, but I have stood by the committee for the reason that I think 
it wise in the end that the good should go out as well as the bad. This 
proposition, if it were in an independent bill, it seems to me, would 
be wise, but I think that the President can do all this himself without 
any legislation, if when he comes to look the ground all over and as- 
sume the responsibilities of his position, he shall deem it wise, unem- 
barrassed by legislation and subject only to his own conviction of duty. 
I see nothing in the way of his doing what is required here. 


I have further to say that the Committee on Indian Affairs has been 


already instructed by the Senate, and is now in the execution of the 
duty imposed upon it, of investigating this very matter. They have 
gone so far, it may not be improper for me to say, to satisfy themselves 
that they ought to ask the Senate to permit them to devote some time 
in the vacation to the examination of all these matters in the Indian 
Territory, which I hope at some early day to ask the Senate to author- 
ize that committee to do. I think, therefore, for very many reasons, 
as well as the fact that it is independent legislation, it ought to go out. 


Mr. VEST. Iam very reluctant to come to the conclusion that the 


Senate proposes to place itself in the position of sacrificing any measure 
of legislation, no matter what may be the emergency or what the neces- 
sity for its enactment, at the altar of a rule that no new legislation or 
general legislation shall be placed upon an appropriation bill. Ido 
not believe the Senate intends to announce any such principle. I do 
not think that the Senator can get his own logical assent to any such 
proposition. There may be emergencies in which every rule of the 
Senate must give way. There may be necessities in which rules would 
be like withes of straw. What are these rules for? They are to facil- 


itate the transaction of public business, but they are mere instrumen- 
talities, they are mere helps. We are here to enact laws for the wel- 
fare of the peopleof the United States. And tosay that this procrustean 
rule that no new legislation shall go upon any general appropriation 


bill shall stand here without exception is, with due deference to my 


distinguished colleagues, a monstrosity. I accede to no such proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. President, it does not affect the logical status of this question for 
me to express an opinion about this rule or its construction. For my- 
self, I do not agree to the construction that has been put on this rule, 
or to the rule as construed, to speak more properly. I believe that 
legislation germane to the subject-matter of an appropriation bill should 
be admitted; if not germane, it should be excluded, and that, I believe, 
is the legitimate and fair construction of the rule adopted. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has given to me the very best rea- 
son in the world why this section should not bestricken out of this bill. 
The Senator tells us that this very question is now under consideration 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs and that they propose to investi- 
gate it during the coming summer. Why, sir, the emergency will be 
upon us in the coming month of March. It is no secret, it is openly 
advertised in Missoun and Kansas and all the States adjoining the In- 
dian Territory, that a raid is now being organized much more formi- 
dable than any that has ever heretofore existed, to go into this territory, 
on the 4th of March, and this man Couch to-day has handbills stuck 
all over the Western States calling for volunteers. And I suppose the 
Senator from Kansas can substantiate what Isay now: not a mail comes 
to me or my colleague that is not loaded down with letters inquiring, 
‘* When can we go into Oklahoma? When can we get a homestead ?’’ 
And the other day I received a two-dollar bill from agentleman who said 
that he wanted me to take that $2 and institute proceedings to give him 
a homestead in Oklahoma. He was a new-comer in Missouri, a for- 
eigner, and was not an old citizen. 

It is not a very comfortable or agreeable aspect of this matter that 
United States troops shall come in conflict with citizens of the United 
States anywhere under the dominion of our flag. The last raid that 
was made upon the territory came to an end, not by force, but from 
starvation. General Hatch was enabled to throw a cordon of troops 
around the men under the leadership of Couch, and cut off their pro- 
visions and drive them out of the territory in that sort of fashion; but 
just as certainly as they had been furnished with supplies, as they were 
thoroughly armed and equipped otherwise, they would have resisted 
the troops of the United States, and we should have had upon us the 
terrible spectacle of the forces of the regular Army in armed conflict 
with citizens for the possession of that territory. f 

Let us make no mistake about this matter. I am no alarmist. My, 
State is no more interested in this question than other adjoining States; 
but do not let us make a mistake about it. The men who are going 
into that territory are the men of the West, used to arms, used to sol; 
diers, unappalled by soldiers in uniform, and they believe they are 
right, and they believe that a court of the United States has decided 
that they are right. The letters that come to meare all filled withone 
burden: Why is it that a rich man can go into that territory and take 
up millions of acres of the public domain without the consent and ap-. 
proval of the Government, and a poor man can not go there and obtain 
a home for himself and his family? No Senator here will underrate 
the position; no Senator will fail to understand the danger when this 
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thing is put before ignorant men in a fashion which they can not resist 
and which they choose to believe; and just as certainly as 

does not touch this question and leaves it where it is now, there will 
be a conflict between the United States troops and these people in the 
coming spring. When they go there next they will go prepared to stay, 
and they will carry food for themselves and their horses. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask my friend if he thinks they will 
stop the moment they read this paragraph ? 

Mr. VEST. I believe in now doing all we can to stop them. I be- 
lieve if the Congress of the United States would now adopt this pro- 
vision as it comes from the House it would go very far to disabusing 
the opinion of these people that a Democratic administration intends 
to sustain them. This man Couch is now proclaiming that as soon as 
Cleveland is inaugurated the troops will not be permitted to resist them. 
I believe that is false. I am prepared as a Demoerat myself to sustain 
Mr. Cleveland in the course pursued by the present administration, 
which was in strict consonance with the law, and I have written to 
these people that if they went there they went in violation of the law; 
that they were trespassers and lawbreakers. But the men who are 
now organizing this expedition, and who are determined to seize that 
territory at all hazards, are using the alleged fact that Mr. Cleveland 
will support and sustain them if they go in there with arms in their 
hands and take possession of this soil in defiance of law. 

Now, let Congress pass this law, and it says to these le, ‘‘ You 
need not expect support from the Government unless you do abide by 
the law.’’ Let them see that Congress is doing all in its power to re- 
move this Indian title, and I solemnly declare here to-day, Mr. Presi- 
dent, whatever may be the subsequent history of this whole business, 
that now in this provision which is proposed to be stricken out under 
this procrustean rule in regard to general legislation is the whole 
avenue to peace and honor on the part of the United States, both to 
its own people and to the Indians within that territory. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, there has been astruggle for a long time, 
and it will continue to grow, against the Committee on Appropriations 
of this body having control of this class of measures. The District of 
Columbia Committee came very near taking charge of the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill some time ago. I suppose the Committce 
on Indian Affairs, the Committee on Military Affairs, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
every other committee will at once and with great propriety contend, if 
legislation is to be encouraged as suggested by the Senator from Mis- 
souri pertinent to any subject in an appropriation bill, that those are 
matters which they are especially intrusted with, and therefore the re- 
spective appropriation bills ought to go to the various committees on 
their subjects-matter, so that not only the proper amounts to carry on 
the Departments under the existing law shall be considered, but the 
modifications of that law passed upon by those committees. Then those 


committees, of course, would be selected in this wise: The Secretary of | - 


the Navy would select his friends to represent him on the Naval Com- 
mittee; the Secretary of War would select his friends to represent him 
on the Military Committee, and the Postmaster-General his friends to 
represent him on the Post-Office Committee. Whenever you bring 
new legislation into appropriation bills and the Appropriations Com- 
mittee is dissolved, as it will be by the clamor of the other committees 
to pass upon that character of legislation, and the special friends of each 
Department are put on those committees, the expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment will not be as economical as they are now. 

If the changes are needed as badly as the Senator from Missouri sug- 
gests they are, I suppose there are members of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs—and the Senator from Missouri himself, I believe, is a member 
of it—who ought to introduce bills and have them passed by both Houses 
so as to relieve us of the difficulty. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator will permit me to say with all deference to 
him that that is exactly the proposition I havemade. I offered a reso- 
lution incorporating the very provision that is in this section and it was 
resisted in the Senate, and according to the usual custom of this body 
sent to the Committee on Indian’ Affairs; and now the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs here in the Senate says that that commit- 
tee proposes to do nothing with it this session, but to examine it during 
the coming vacation. There is no earthly chance of any legislation on 
this subject except in this bil], and that is the reason I say it ought not 
to be struck out in deference to this procrustean rule as to new legis- 
lation. 

Mr. BECK. The rulesof the Senate forbid legislation on appropria- 
tion bills. Whether they are proper rules or not they were 
to by us all, and so long as they are the rules we are obliged to main- 
tain them; and if we break them down, as I said a while ago, on points 
where we may see something that we want to insert badly, we have no 
chance to resist the House in i what it wants that we 
I do not know, I have no means of 5 Okla- 
homa matter is. The Committeeon Indian 
have been consulted, perhaps have the means of knowing 
tions had not. We are not constituted in such 








Committee on Appropria: 

a way that we can have the information to enable us to tell 
all about such things, and that shows the aie 
matters ov a bill making TL ae ndian service. 
for the next fiscal year, * that is all this bill is for. 
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This section is not to carry on the Indian service for the next fisca] 
year. It is to take ion of an organized territory by the United 
States for the benefit of the people of the United States outside of the 
Indians altogether, and outside of any provision connected with the In- 
dians or their support for the next fiscal year. If men from Missouri 
or Kansas or Kentucky or anywhere else band themselves together and 
undertake to violate the law, I hope the incoming Executive, as the 
present one will doubtless do, as Commander-in-Chief of the Army of 
the United States, will find force enough to have the law obeyed. | 
hope there will be good sense enough to sustain any administration in 
maintaining the law that Congress sees fit to make. 

I have no doubt there are bold men, no doubt there are bad men, who 
will organize again to violate the law. They might just as well take 
the land of the Cherokees, the Choctaws, and the Creeks, and say those 
Indians are in the way of civilization, as to go and take this territory 
of Oklahoma by violence. They might as well seize any other prop- 
erty of the United States or drive off any Indian tribe that was in their 
way and say they were a law unto themselves, as to undertake to take 
this land now. I do not believe that any respectable body of men are 
going to organize themselves for any such purpose if we give them to 
understand that the laws must be obeyed. I have no trouble on that 
point, but I have great trouble whenever we break down this rule of 
having 8 fair consideration of matters of appropriation. 

Mr. CALL. I wish simply to say that, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I do not base my action upon the ground of 
abiding by the rule of the Senate. I believe that general legislation 
coming from the House is at times a necessity, and I shall have no hesi- 
tation whatever in voting to stand by and approve that legislation; but 
it is impossible for us to havea practical understanding of this measure 
without a prolonged discussion of it, and as in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, for myself speaking, it was impossible to decide upon a 
measure of this great importance without a degree of consideration 
which it was impossible to give it, I voted to strike out the section. It 
is impossible now to give this subject the mature consideration which 
it requires in order to give it in the shape of a law to the country, and 
for that reason I shall vote for the striking out of the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike 
out the section. 

The question being put a division was called for, and the ayes were 24. 

Mr. PLUMB and Mr. VEST called for the yeas and nays, and they 
were ordered. © 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Saurxt, 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RipDLEBERGER], or I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 
o roll-was concluded and the result announced—yeas 35, nays 20); 
as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Allison, Dawes, Hawley, Mitchell, 

b Dolph, Hoar, Morgan, 
Blair, Edmunds, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Brown, en: Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Butler, land, —. Platt, 

1, Groome, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Camden, Hale, 3 ne, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, ey, Wilson. 
Conger, Harrison, Miller of N. Y 

NAYS—2. 
Cockrell, Hill, Manderson, Sewell, 
Joke, Jackson, Miller of Cal., Slater, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Palmer, Vance, 
rge, Lamar, Plumb. Van Wyck, 
Gibson, McPherson, Sawyer, Vest. 
ABSENT—21. 
Aldrich, Fair, Logan Voorhees, 
Bayard, ey, Morrill, Walker, 
Bowen Gorman, Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., S i r, 
Chace, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Cullom, _ Kenna, Sherman, e 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out section 11, as follows: 


the mene of this act 
mst the person or 
crimes, namely: 


,and lar- 
ceny, within an of the United within or without an 
Sadie vepurcetion, eini to therefor to laws of ry relating 
to said crimes, and shall be therefor in the same courts same manner 
and shall be subject to the same penalties as are all other with 
the commission of said crimes, and thesaid courts are given 
jurisdiction in all such cases; all indians any of the above 
crimes ap pee er opty chp Salen se within 
the of any State of States, and either or without 
an Indian reservation, shall be subject to same tried in the same courts 
and in the same manner, and subject to same as are all other per 
come comenins ey ate a ee ° 
the United States : provided further, That from and after the passage of this 
Ort eiay Satan Ge Deaiens Seay evacser poesseese Ss aay qos Say Son ation 
at law or in like manner as othersare permitted to do ; and inal! actions 
in said shall be rejected as witnesses on account of their race 
or nation: act shall not be so construed as to confer juris- 
diction State or Federal courts to execute the laws of any of the 
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1885. 





. ~— eee. | 
five civilized tribes in the Indian country : Provided further, That the district court 
of the United States for the western district of Arkansas shall have civil juris- | 
diction over the five civilized tribes and white people of the Indian Territory in | 
cases of debt on contract or torts committed upon the personal property of any 
person either in or out of said Indian Territory. | 


The amendment was 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
end of line 1106: 

That the sum of $5,450, orso much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
hereby is, set apart, outof any money in the Treasury to the credit of the Winne- | 
bago tribe of Indians, out of which the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 


and directed to cause to be paid to such individual members of the Omaha tribe | 
of Indians, or their heirs, as shall submit proof to his satisfaction, the sum of $30 | 





to. 
I offer an amendment to the bill to come at the 


per head for each and every horse stolen from said individual members of said 
Omaha tribe of Indians by said Winnebago tribe of Indians, or individual mem- 
bers thereof, since the year 1871, unless the said depredations shall have in some 
way been settled or compromised by and between the said tribes or the said 
horses returned to the parties from whom they were stolen; and to Edward 
Farley the sum of $260 for expenses and services rendered in the recovery of 
ponies stolen by said Winnebagoes from the Omahas, and by them sold to white 
persons; such payment being in accord with the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitted by the President January 25, 1885, Senate Exec- 
utive Document No. 46. 


Mr. DAWES. I object to that as out of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would say to the Senator that—— 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts raises 
the question of order, as the Chair understands. Will the Senator state 
his question of ordér ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would say to the Senator from Massachn- 
setts, “‘ Strike, but hear.”’ 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
reserve his question of order ? 
Mr. ERSON. This amendment is presented by me at the re- 


uest of the Omaha band of Indians, who by this means ask justice at 
hands of the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Appropriation 

Committee of the Senate. 
' I have been in hopes, as I have watched the debate on this bill, that 
while it might be that a white man bad no rights which this rule of 
the Senate is bound to respect, perhaps an Indian had. This theft of 
horses by the Winnebago tribe of Indians from the Omahas was of such 
a character that it startled even the Interior Department and caused 
it to adopt action. It recommends this legislation. Legislation is 
asked by the Omaha band of Indians. I understand that it meets the 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I ask that for this 


al 
ia result the rule may be stretched sufficiently to do good to 
the Indians of the country. 


Mr. DAWES. I renew the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment is not in order. 

‘Mr. PLUMB. I now move to insert what I send to the Secretary’s 
desk, to be added to what I find in line 4 of section 10, down to and 


including the word “‘ sixty-six,”’ in line 8, as stricken out of the bill. 
The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section: 
Src. —. For the ae ot enabling the President to make certain negotia- 
tions with the Creek nole, and Cherokee Indians, $5,000; and the i- 


dent may in ce of this appropriation negotiate for the complete cession 

the United Btates for the purposes of settlement of lands not needed by said 
tribes, and especially including lands ceded by them peapeetvely to the United 
Gtates ber the aoveral trestles © A t 11, 1866, March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866, 


ee 


his action hereunder to be repo to Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 
jects that the amendment is not in order. 
+’ Mr. PLUMB. Will the Seriator from Massachusetts please state 
what his point of order is? 

Mr. DAWES. The point of order is that the amendment is not in 
order. It is not in order because it is independent legislation, and it 
is not in order because it does not come from a regular committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it is not legislation under the ruling of the 
Chair as heretofore 


eee. This is an appropriation of money to 
authorize the President to do a particular thing, and it is not general, 
because it expires with the term for which the appropriations are made 
the bill. I do not think it is responsible to the point of order. It 
possible the Senate may vote it down as before on its merits, but at 


same time it is, I think, a provision that ought to go on the bill, 


eg 


g 


it not to be obnoxious to the point of order I have no hes- 
in moving it. 
IDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the 
proposes to give to the Executive a new authority by law, 
it is general legislation and is not in order. 
I had an amendment suggested to the Senator who has 
bill, to come in after line 483, relative to a commission to 
but I suppose it would be subject to the same 
one just made. The amendment was handed to 
from Montana. It is to come in as a proviso after 
lows: 
Senators and three members-elect of the House of Repre- 
selected by the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
Representatives, eapeire , Shall constitute a commission to 


the Crow jians, who shall confer with said tribe in re- 
portion of their reservation as may be unnecessa 
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Indians, and such commission shall submit any agreement or proposition, t: 
gether with their recommendations, to the next session of Congress. 


Mr. DAWES. I shall be obliged to raise the point of order, but I 


| will state to the Senator what I stated to the Delegate from Montana; 


and which seemed to meet his acquiescence, that that matter is now, 
by vote of the Senate, charged upon the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


| and they are in the process of investigating that very question, and they 


propose in a few days to ask the Senate to permit them to continue that 
investigation during the vacation. 

Mr. BECK. Thatis all that the Delegate from Montana desires, but 
I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to say that he wished to 
act on it hereafter. I did not know it was now going on. 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to ask authority for the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs to continue the investigation they are now making. It 
would be desirable if it could be a joint committee; and if the other 
branch should be induced to appoint a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to join, | think it would be a great benefit. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps the amendment had better be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws the amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to reserve for a separate vote 
the amendment on page 40, of which I gave notice on Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be separately 
voted on. Will the Senate concur in the amendments adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole, with the exception of the amendment re- 
served ? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment on which a separate vote is to be taken. 

The Secretary. After line 957 the Senate as inCommittee of the 
Whole struck out the following clause: 

For the payment by the Secretary of the Interior to J. M. Hogan, of Stockton, 
Cal., the sum of $6,600, out of the funds herein engesee for the Shoshone 
Indians; the same being a claim for damages caused by depredations of said 
Indians, and examined and approved, allowed and reported to Congress by the 
Department of the Interior, $6,600. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to make a brief statement about 
the amendment. This is a claim which arose for depredations com- 
mitted in 1861 by Shoshones. It has been adjudicated and found that 
there is this amount due. The party was wounded at the time. He 
has been a cripple ever since. He is a poor man, and he ought to have 
his money. I desire to call attention to the amendment because it pre- 
sents a very interesting and peculiar case. 

I suppose that after all the other items have been voted out this will 
be voted out also; but I wish to emphasize the fact that it is the duty 
of Congress to devise some measure by which these numerous claims 
for Indian depredations may be settled and adjusted and those which 
are found to be just and proper may be paid. I should be glad if the 
Senate would vote against the recommendation of the committee, and 
I ask them todo so in this case, as it forms an exception to all the other 
cases in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made asin Committee of the Whole striking out the clause 
which has been read. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the Senate has concurred in 
the amendment adopted by the Committee of the Whole. When the 
Senate was in Committee of the Whole it was understood that there 
should be a yea-and-nay vote taken in the Senate upon the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee on pages 27 and 29 striking out cer- 
tain words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no such request made 
when the question was put on concurring in the amendments, but if 
there be no objection the Chair will now submit those amendments 
separately to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON and others. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, those amend- 
ments will be treated as having been. reserved. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska desire a separate vote on each or does he desire that they 
shall be treated as one question ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Both may as well be taken as one question 
They present the same question substantially. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the question 
will be stated on striking out the two paragraphs mentioned, on which 
the Senator from Nebraska asks for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING GFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. After line 637 the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, struck out the following paragraph: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, and with 
the consent of the Indians, extend the time of payment for land as fixed by see- 


tion 2 of said act so that one-third of the purchase-money shall become due and 
payable in two years from the date when the land shall be or has been thrown 


who shall inquire into other matters relating to the ! open to settlement, together witli one year’s interest on the amount of the first 
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installment, to be paid when entr 


is made; and the second install 
third shall become due and paya’ 


e in one year, and the remaining one-third in 
two years from date of first payment, with interest as pro in said act; 
and in case of default in either of said payments, or the interest thereon , the 
person thus defaulting for a period of sixty days shall forfeit absolutely his 
right to the tract which he has purchased, and any payment or payments he 
may have made: Provided further, That also, with the consent of the Indians 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to cause to be a ised and 
sold to the highest bidder, under such regulations and upon su 
payment as he may deem to be most advantageous to the said Indians, that part 
or parce! of said reservation described as follows: All that portion of the north- 
east quarter of the northeast quarter of section 27 and the west half of the north- 
west quarter of section 26,in township 25, range 6 east, lying east of the Sioux 
City and Nebraska Railroad, containing about fifty acres, more or less, condi- 
tioned, however, that the purchaser thereof shall erect, operate, and maintain 
a flouring-mill thereon. 


installment of one- 


After line 685 the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out 
the following paragraph: 


The Secretary of the Interior is te hate authorized to make such extension of 
time for the payment of the purchase-money under the sale made under an act 
entitled “An act to provide ie the sale of the remainder of the reservation of 
the confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, in the States of Nebraska 
and Kansas, and - — iy * as he may deem advantageous to said In- 
dians and settlers: the interest shall ——— at the rate as now 
provided by said a i but au ote for the payment he whole of said pur- 
chase-money shall not be extended more than two years from the time the said 
purchase-money became due according to the original terms of sale under said 
act 


Mr. MANDERSON. I merely desire to say that the extension of 
the time of payment for the lands of the Omaha and Otoe Indians in 
Nebraska provided for in these two paragraphs of the bill is a simple 
act of justice. It is reeommended by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs and by the Secretary of the Interior, and it has met with the ap- 
proval of both the Committees on Indian Affairs of the Senate and the 
House, and it seems the clauses should be retained in the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Why should they be retained in the bill any more 
than the rest of the independent legislation ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 
striking out the paragraphs which have been read. 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
KENNA], who is detained from the Senate on account of illness, with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sasrn]. 

The result was announced —yeas 45, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Allison, Edmunds, Jonas, Piatt, 
Beck, e, Lamar, Ransom 
Biair, Garland, Lapham, Saulsbury 
Brown, Gibson, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Butler, Groome, McPherson, Sewell, 
Call, Hale, Maxey, Slater, 
Camden, Ham > Mitchell, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Morgan, Williams, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Hoar, Palmer, 
Dawes, I . Pendleton, 
Dolph, Jackson, Pike, 
NAYS—6. 
Coke, Miller of Cal.. Van Wyck, Vest. 
Manderson, Miller of N. Y., 
ABSENT—2. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bayard, Farley, poem, Semen. 
Bowen, George, n, oorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Mahone, Walker. 
Chace Harris, Plumb, 
Conger, Hill, Pugh. 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 


So the amendments were concurred in. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge-across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
Mr. BLAIR and Mr. HALE addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate two bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 
{ The bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, United States court, and 
for United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
| The bill (H. R. 7586) to amend section 5 of the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, was read 


twice by its title. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred—— 
To the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. McMILLAN. 
Mr. ALLISON. To the Committee on Finance. 


et OS LLL 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not quite sure. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think that subject has been in change of the 
Committee on Commerce. The original act was reported from that 
committee, and it has had charge of all the bills proposing to amend 
that act. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know whether the Committee on Com- 
merce will not have all its time taken up during the remainder of the 
session by the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that usually such bills have gone to 
the Committee on Finance. This is a bill relating to bonded goods. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Committee on Commerce reported what i. 
now the original act on the subject. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say that bills in relation to bonded goods 
have invariably gone to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN that % the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 

Mr. BLAIR. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
business that was informally laid aside, being the bill (H. R. 2550) to 
prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and aliens under 
contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Terri- 
tories, and the District of Columbia. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and the pending question is on agreeing to 
the motion to strike out sections 3 and 4, which motion has been di- 
vided, so that the first part of the motion will be on striking out sec- 
tion 3. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be laid aside informally so that the 
Senate may take up the agricultural appropriation bill. That bil) will 
take but a short time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator from Maine had better let the 
agricultural appropriation bill go over until to-morrow. There will 
be some remarks made on it which will possibly extend its considera- 
tion beyond the period that the Senate will care to stay here to-day. 

Mr. HALE. the Senator from Kansas, who is a member of the 
subcommittee on the bill, desire that the bill should go over until to- 
morrow? Ifso, I shall not ask for its consideration to-day. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not specially desire it for my own convenience, 
but I think it would be more to the convenience of members of the 
Senate, who will not care to stay here more than three-quarters of an 
hour or an hour | to-day. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw my request. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves—— 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to allow me 
to make a report from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOAR. With the leave of the Chair I will withdraw the mo- 
tion in order that my friend from Wisconsin may make a report from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the amendment intended to be 
propriation bill, submitted by repr one 


from Maine [Mr. Frye] on the 14th instant, 
tion for Kas tee the next fisc Sl 


eee Pane the United 
year between any of the ports of the United States and any foreign port, 
or between the of the Atlantic and ports of the Pacific through 
any foreign territory, &c., to report it favorably, and I move that the 
committee be from its further consideration and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Asa member of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads I desire to state that the report does not meet my con- 


currence, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged, 
and the amendment will be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ted, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation bil! . 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be by 
him to the bill H. B. 7506) to amend sostion 5 of the sot entitled 
** An act to the statutes in relation to immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; 

which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to he 


Mr. MORGAN submitted an an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and of the 
trade-dollar; which was ordered to lie on the table and be ted. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ‘move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Massachusetts withhold 
that motion for a few moments, in order that I may ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate shall pass a bill seeking to accomplish a matter 
which the House endeavored to accomplish by a clause in the Indian 
a priation bill, and which was stricken out here? It is only a ques- 
tion that will take no longer than the reading of the bill. It comes 
unanimously from the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

Mr. HOAR. I will allow the bill to be read for information, and 
then, if there be unanimous consent for the passage of the bill, 1 shall 
yield for that purpose. , 

“ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws the motion, and the Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous 
consent to introduce at this time a bill. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. The bill is to be introduced for discussion 
and action, and [I object to anything that will tend to displace the 

lar order. 

Mr. HOAR. [I rise toa parliamentary question. I understood the 
Senator from Nebraska to ask unanimous consent for the passage of a 
bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand 
it. The Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent to introduce 
a bill for present consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. There is such a bill before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska to move to discharge 
the committee and put that bill on its passage. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. HOAR. I renew my motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive 


Mr. BOWEN. [rise toa question of privilege. I wish to present 
the credentials of H. M. Teller, Senator-elect from the State of Colo- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a question which the Sen- 
ator from Colorado has a right to present. 

Mr. BOWEN presented the credentials of Henry M. Teller, chosen 
by the Legislature of Colorado a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. HOAR. I now move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-three min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 
o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDay, February 16, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock 
Joun 8. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of the legislative day of Friday last 
was read and approved. 


REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


The SPEAKER tempore laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution from the Senate; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 

‘Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 


the National Academy of Sciences for 1884, with its appendices, be printed in 
octavo form, but that the 


a. ™. 


eight accompanying memoirs be printed in 
and that 4,500 additional copies of the report and memoirs be 
printed, en 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 


ouse of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of the Na- 
Sciences. 


COMMISSIONS OF ASSISTANT ARMY SURGEONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Seeretary of War, transmitting petitions of as- 
sistant surgeons of the Army for legislation relative to issuance of com- 
missions bearing their military rank; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER-POWER POOL, ROCK ISLAND, ILLS. 
The SPEAKER 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a commu- 
nication from Col. D. W. Flagler, Ordnance Corps, recommending a re- 
ion of unexpended balance for completion of water-power 
Rock Island arsenal, Illinois; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


tempore, by unanimous consent, also laid before | 
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CATTLE TRAFFI 

Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to transmit to this 
House such information as he may be able to communicate at an early day in 


regard to the range and ranch cattle traffic of the Western, Northwestern, and 
Southwestern States and Territories, with speci 


: ul reference to the bearing of 
that traffic upon the internal and foreign commerce of the United States, 
| ARMY APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. FORNEY. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was re- 


ferred with amendments of the Senate the bill (H. R. 8120) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, have directed me to report back 
the same and to move that the House non-concur in the amendments 
of the Senate and ask a conference with that body. 

The motion was agreed to; and the SPEAKER pre tempore announced 
the appointment of Mr. FoRNEY, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and Mr. KEIFER 
as conferees on the part of the House 
x“ 

Mr. HILL. I rise toa privileged question. I move that the House 
insist on itsamendments to the bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 
2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States setting apart a cer- 
tain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River 
as a public park and agree to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the SPEAKER pro tempore announced 
the appointment of Mr. Pryor, Mr. HILL, and Mr. KEIFER as con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 


YELLOWSTONE PARK 


COMMITTEE STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. COVINGTON, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back 
favorably the following resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: * 

Resolved, That there is hereby appropriated out of the contingent fund of the 
House a sum sufficient to pay for the services of stenographer to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Interior Department, in addition to the amount hereto- 
fore allowed said committee for payment of expenses of investigation of Hot 
Springs matters, as directed by resolution of the House; said payment to said 


stenographer to be upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee 
and by the chairman of the Committee on Accounts 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COVINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour under the special rule begins 
at sixteen minutes to 12 o’clock. 

Mr. HERBERT. This being Monday, is not the first business in or- 
der the call of States and Territories for motions to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair interprets the new rule 
the first hour after the reading of the Journal, subject only to privi- 
leged motions and privileged reports, is for the recognition of members 
to call up bills for present consideration in cases where there are less than 
ten objections. The morning hour for the call of States and Territories 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, including resolutions 
of inquiry, will come immediately afterward. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ABERDEEN, 
| Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the unfinished 

business coming over from Friday last. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. MuLDROW] called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 870) 
to provide for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, Miss. 
for use as a post-office, United States court, and for United States in- 
ternal-revenue officials, and for other Government purposes. 

The bill and report having been read, the debate for the bill has been 
exhausted, and there are remaining three minutes in opposition to the 
bill, and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. HORR. I have said all I care to 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the bill up for present consideration ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not yet before the House. 7 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know whether the gentleman from 

Mississippi is willing to incorporate the amendment adopted in other 

cases, that a site is to be purchased before the plan is adopted and that 
| the appropriation made by the bill shall include the purchase of the site 
| and the completion of the building and the approaches thereto? 
| Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I propose to reduce the appropriation from 
| $75,000 to $50,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not yet before the House, 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill ? 

The objection was not sustained, and the bill was brought before the 
House for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on the ame 
ment of the committee to strike out $100,000 and insert $75,000, 


BUSIN Ess. 


MISS. 


ni- 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amendment of the committee 
by reducing the amount to $50,000. 

Mr. MULDROW. Mr. Speaker, I hope that will not be done. The 
gentleman has an amendment which proposes absolutely to confine the 
appropriation for the purchase of the site and completion of the build- 
ing to $75,000. I hope it will not be reduced any further. 

Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of the committee was then agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to insert, after the words ‘seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars,’’ the following: 

The Clerk read as follows: 





And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site for said 
building shall have been purchased, to cause a plan and specifications to be pre- 
pared, which said plans and specifications shall not involve an expenditure in 
the erection and completion of said building and the approaches thereto ex- 
ceeding the portion of said $75,000 remaining after the site of said building shall 


have been paid for; and no plan shall be approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding the sum so remaining after paying 
for the site of said building. 

Mr. MULDROW. Do I understand the gentleman to mean that no 
more than $75,000 shall be expended for the purchase of the site and 
the completion of the building? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, and the approaches thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I submit the following amendment: 


Provided, however, That this appropriation shall be made and paid only in 
standard silver dollars. 


[ Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. WELLER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 114. 

Mr. WELLER. Noe quorum has voted. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. [rise to a question of privilege. The 
gentleman from Iowa has no right to be here, for he has had leave of 
absence for the rest of the session. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. MCLDROW, and the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. WELLER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported there were—ayes 
16, noes 159. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MULDROW demanded the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The noes seem to have it. 


Mr. MULDROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill as 
amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7586) to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate tion of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, reported from 
the Committee on Ways and Means with amendments. 

The bill and amendments were read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 5 of the act entitled “An act to amend the stat- 


utes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable and for other 
urposes,”’ approved June 10,1880, be, and the same is hereby, amended so that 


it shall read as follows, namely: 
“Sec. 5. That merchandise transported under the provisions of this act shall 


be conveyed in cars, vessels, or vehicles securely fastened with locks or seals, 
under the exclusive control of the officers of the customs; and merchan 
be 


also be transported under the provisions of this act by companies on 
senger traine, in safes, ‘ pouches,’ and trunks, which shall be. of such size, hon 
acter, and description and secured in such manner as shall be from time to time 


»rescribed by the oeeeeey : y es pape wheee - shall be imported in 
xes or packages rgeto ne within safes, trunks, or ‘ pouches, 
so described, such merchandise may be trans; under the provisions of this 


act by such mpeaee a a and — in such manner as shall from 

time to time prese y the Secretary o e Treasury ; ‘and 

baggage and effects arriving at any port in the United States may abe be trans- 

ported by express companies under the provisions of this act to any interior 

of entry in such manner and under such rules and ns as the 

of the Treasury may prescribe ;’ and merchandise as pig-iron, l-iron, 

scrap-iron, iron ore, railroad-iron, and similar articles commonly 

upon platform or flat cars may be transported under the provisions of 

upon such platform or flat cars; and the weight of such merchandise so trans- 

ported shall be ascertained in all cases before ss and ordi 

scales may be used for such purpose ; and inspectors be 

points along the d routes, or upon any car, vessel, vehicle 

the discretion of the Secretary of the , and at the expense 
nies, respectively. Such merchandise not be unladen or transshipped 

bet ween the ports of first arrival and final destination, unless authorized by the 

regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury in cases which may arise from a dif- 


g 


ference in the gauge of railroads, ‘or wherv the route is for both land 
and water carriage,’ or from ts, or from , or when, by 
reason of the length of the route, the cars, after due by customs officers, 
shall be considered unsafe or unsuitable to proceed , or from low water, 
ice, or other unavoidable obstruction to navigation ; and in no case shall there 
be permitted any breaking of the original packages of such merchandise.” 


Amendments of the committee: 


Tn ane 18 strike out the word “described” and insert in lieu thereof “ pre- 
ecribed,”’ 
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In line 23 strike out “ port in the United States”’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘of 
the ports s fied in section 1 of this act.’’ 

In line 26 strike out the words “ interior port of entry” of the ports specified 
“in the seventh section thereof.” 


Mr. BROWNE, ofIndiana. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention 
of the House for two minutes I can explain all there is of this bill. [It 
is an amendment to the statute already in existence relating to the 
t rtation of dutiable goods. By section 5 of that act it was pro- 
vided that goods and baggage might be transported by express com 
panies from seaboard ports to interior ports of entry in safes and trunks 
only. 

Now, the first amendment proposed by the pending bill is to include 
the word *‘ pouches’’ between the words ‘‘safes’’ and ‘‘trunks ;’’ that 
and nothing more. 

Secondly, it provides that where trunks and safes are not sufficiently 
large to accommodate the packages for shipment, such goods may be 
transported in packages sealed and corded according to the instructions 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

These are the only two amendments, the first of the two being to in- 
sert the word ‘‘ pouches’’ in addition to safes and trunks, and the sec- 
ond providing that where a package is so large that it may not be put 
into safes and trunks it may be sent sealed and corded. 

As I understand the law now it requires express companies in trans- 
porting dutiable goods from seaboard ports to the interior to assign one 
entire car to such goods. Even if there be but one single package it 
must be transported in acar to itself. The consequence of this provis- 
ion is that the transportation in this way, where there is but a single 
package, is so costly that persons can not afford to send goods in that 
manner. Now, under this bill these packages may be sealed and corded 
and transported in a car with other goods; and it is for the convenience 
of the public, especially of travelers on the continent, who come to the 
port of New York and desire to go to Saint Louis, Cincinnati, Indian- 
apolis, or some other interior port, that this bill was framed. If this 
provision isadopted they can send their baggage right on through, sealed 
and corded, or else in trunks, pouches, or safes, as the case may be, from 
New York to their place of destination without having them there 
0 , and the duties. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me interrupt the gentleman to ask if this has 
been considered by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was going to remark that this bil! has 
been approved by the Secretary of the Treasury and has the unanimous 
indorsement of the Committee on Waysand Means. I would have had 
the report read, but I thought perhaps I could make a statement that 
would be briefer than the report and possibly equally satisfactory to the 
House. - 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see no objection, if the object of the bill is only 
that stated by the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. HORR. Where are the duties to be paid ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The duties will be paid at the port of 
destination. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not understand exactly what the gentleman 
from Indiana said. I wish to ask, therefore, if I understood him to 
say that this had been submitted to the Treasury Department? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir; and the Treasury Department 
ee one or two verbal amendments which will be read by the 

erk. 

The bill is drawn in conformity with the suggestion of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be read again. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to state further before that is 
done that this bill levies no tax, imposes no duty, makes no change in 
any revenue law. Itis simply intended for the general convenience of 


the traveling 7 and it involves no expense whatever. 
Mr. Cox, of New York, rose. 
The SPEAKER pro (Mr. MILLs in the chair). Is there ob- 


jection to the present consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Did the gentleman from New York desire to object? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not rise for that purpose. I only rose 
to say that the is here, signed by Mr. Charles E. Coon, Acting 
Secre’ of the , recommending the of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair to know if the gen- 


tleman rose to object? 
I did not, but thought perhaps the Chai: 
might be a little patient. : 


ew York. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not at all impatient, but 
was trying to find out the position of the bill before the House. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that there are several amendments. 


Let them be pects’. 
SPEAKER pro . The Clerk will report the amendments. 


strike out the words “ port in the United States” and insert 


in section 1 of this act;”’ so that it will read : 
in sec- 


and 27, strike out “interior port of entry” and insert “ f the 
in the seventh section thereof. * 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 18, strike out the word “described " and insert *‘ prescribed.’ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isit the wish of the House to consider 
all of the amendments together, or one at atime? If there be no sepa- 
rate vote demanded the vote will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I submit an additional amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following as an additional section 

“That the privileges of the first section of the act approved June 10, 1880, enti- 
tled ‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ be, and the same are hereby, extended to 
the portof Portland, in Oregon, and that the privileges of the first and seventh 
sections of said act be,and the same are hereby, extended to the port of Port 
Townsend, in Washington Territory ; said privileges in each case to be exer- 
cised on the same terms and conditions applicable to other ports, as provided in 
the act of which this is amendatory.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. WEAVER. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


I reserve the point of order upon that amendment. 
I offer the following as an additional amendment 


I object to this amendment of the gentleman from 


n. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7 of the amendment add the letter ‘‘s" to the word “ port’ and insert 
“Omaha, Nebr.,”’ between the words “ ports” and “‘ of.’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to reserve the point of order until I can 
understand whether this has been agreed to by the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. One has been, and the other by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
these amendments were submitted to me. Theydono more than this: 
to add two or three additional ports of delivery to those mentioned in 
the second section of the act. 

Mr. GEORGE. Both of these amendments have been recommended 
by the Department to this House. 

’ Mr. BRO of Indiana. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I make no objection. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MILLs). The question recurs on 
the ion of the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
GEORGE] as amended. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BRENTS. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the Sowing tothe amendment as amended which has just been ado 
“And that each of the cities of Tacoma and Seattle, in said Washin 


ri ’ and it is hereby, mad rt of deli ; and a deput, lector of 
customs shall be stationed at each of them, who shall receive stich com nsa- 
’ exceeding sum 0 ’ r annum, asthe 
ury shall prescribe.”’ ™ ueeeindeaad wns 
Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order on that amendment. 
It is not germane; it increases the expenditure; it does not pertain to 
this bill. It makes a new port, with all the necessary officers pertain- 


thereto. 
wir. BROWNE, of Indiana. I had risen and was trying to get the 
attention of the Chair that I might make that point of order. 

Mr. BRENTS. Does the gentleman from Illinois make the point of 
order that the amendment increases expenditure ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MILLs). The point ¢” order is 
made that the amendment is not germane to the pending bill, and that 
point of order the Chair sustains. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


pted : 
n Ter- 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALBERT H. EMERY. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. I call up from the Speaker’s table for present con- 
sideration the bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Albert H. Emery, of Stamford, Conn., in full settle- 
ment of all claims, legal or equitable, which he has in any way against the 
United States on account of the cost of, and the time spent by him, and use of all 
patents and inventions in — and constructing the testing-machine built 
and erected by him for the United , or otherwise, in any way,on account 
of said machine, the sum of $200,000, out of any money in the Treasury not 
eens eppoeprintet, which sum is hereby appropriated and made immedi- 


ately for. machine, together with the full right to the use 
therein of all and inventions used in its design and construction, shall 
belong to the United States. 


Ns ro 
RECORD—HOUSE. 
| Mr. MCMILLIN. How does this bill come before the House? 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is called up under the special ral 
by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Seymour]. The gentleman 
from Connecticut is entitled to five minutes in support of the bill. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. At the last session of this Congress I introduced a 
bill into the House precisely identical in all its provisions with this Sen- 
ate bill. That bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and that 
committee after having considered it recommended an amendment re- 
ducing the amount from $200,000 to $100,000. 

Now, I am familiar, Mr. Speaker, with all the facts and details of 
this case, and I firmly believe that the sum of $200,000 contained in 
the original bill and passed by the Senate is not one penny more than 
this Government ought to pay Mr. Emery for the time he spent in making 
this machine, which has redounded, perhaps, more than any other ma- 
chine to the credit of the ingenuity of this country. Atthe same time 
I promise if the bill is allowed to be considered, as I trust it will be, that 
I will offer an amendment reducing the sam named in the Senate bill 
from $200,000 to $100,000, so as to make it conform to the report of our 
own committee. 

Of course there is no time in the five minutes allowed for debate to go 
at all into the facts and circumstances connected with the creation ot 
this machine, or into the arguments in favor of paying this money. 
The committee’s report is full and conclusive upon the subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
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tion? 
Mr. SEYMOUR. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. HISCOCK. Is it not true that the Government has also passed 


a law authorizing private work to be done on this machine, so that this 
man is precluded from getting the benefit of the use of his invention 
by private parties? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Certainly; that is the fact—not perhaps to the 
full extent indicated; but private parties are authorized to obtain tests 
on the machine. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Connecticut 
whether that is not what was desired by this claimant himself? I 
have always understood that was done at his request. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I do not know about that. 

As I have said, there is no time to go into the argument upon this 
subject. But one thing I want to have the House understand. This 
claim has been reported upon by no fewer than six committees of Con- 
gress, every one of which reported a larger sum than the $100,000 that 
I am to move as an amendment to this bill. In the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress the Committee of the House reported in favor of $200,000, and in 
the Forty-seventh Congress the House committee reported in favor of 
$200,000 and the Senate committee in favor of $225,000. In the pres- 
ent Congress the Senate has passed this bill appropriating $200,000, 
and our own committee is in favor of $100,000. Iam to propose an 
amendment to the Senate bill making it conform to the sum of $100,000 
recommended by the House committee. This matter has not only 
been considered by committees of Congress, but it has been considered 
by a commission 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
necticut has expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As thid subject-matter was before the Committee 
on Claims, of which I am a member, it is not improper that I should 
make a statement concerning it. I will state at the beginning that I 
do not think the bill ought to pass. 

A majority, however, of that committee, but only a majority, recom- 
mended the payment of, I believe, $100,000. It is true that the Sen- 
ate reported a bill, the one now under consideration, giving this gentle- 
man $200,000. The subject-matter came before our committee. I did 
not believe that the $200,000 ought to be paid or that the $100,000 
ought to be paid, and I will state briefly the reasons. What are the 
facts concerning this. matter? The Government authorized the con- 
struction of a testing-machine and appropriated $25,000 for that pur- 
pose. Mr. Emery undertook the construction; he went on with the 
work, and the $25,000 was paid—not only the $25,000, but a large 
amount in addition to the sum named in the original contract—I do 
not now remember the exact sum. 

Mr. PRICE. Six thousand five hundred. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And as the gentleman from South Carolina | Mr. 
TILLMAN ] suggests, the patents were perfected at the Government ex- 
pense. The patents were also sold to other parties, and when our com- 
mittee asked Mr. Emery if he would undertake, upon the payment of 
$100,000, as suggested by the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. Sey- 
| MOUR], to turn over to the Government the patents which he says he 
| onght to have pay for, hesaid he would not. Thatisthestatus. Now, 
| what does this House do if it pays this $200,000? If it pays that 
| amount it will have paid Mr. Emery, clear of the expense of construc- 





The time of the gentleman from Con- 


tion, more than six times the amount of the original contract. 

Mr.SEYMOUR. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. In one moment. Ifthe bill now under consider- 
ation shall pass, Mr. Emery will be paid clear of all expense of con- 
struction the amount of the original contract several times over, and one 
question for the House to determine is whether it is willing to pay as’ 
profit on a contract a sum larger than the original amount contracted 
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for. This matter having been considered before my committee, I thought 
it due to the House that thus much I should state. Now I will hear 
the question of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Seymour]. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
MCMILLIN] if it is not a fact that Mr. Emery is now over $50,000 out 
of pocket ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. There were computed in making up the amount 
that he was out of pocket even the pencils and all the implements used 
in making the designs for the patents. I believe it was so stated by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin Mr. Price}. How much the amount 
would be if all those items were to be computed I do not know. I 
have stated the facts as I understand them, and it is for the House to 
determine what they will do with the subject-matter. I do not think 
$200,000 ought to be paid. 

Mr. MORSE. He does not ask that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not think the $100,000 ought to be paid, but 
it is for the House to determine. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I was on the committee in the Forty- 
seventh Congress that examined this question, and I can state with a 
great deal of certainty that the Government is under no legal obliga- 
tion whatever to this gentleman, so that if it gives him anything it will 
be given as a matter of grace. I wish to say further, in reply to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Seymour], that, while that commit- 
tee did report in favor of allowing $200,000, it was not a unanimous 
report; the committee was divided. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thetime fordebate has expired. Does any gen- 
tleman object to the present consideration of this bill? [After a pause. ] 
Seventeen gentlemen haverisen; more than asufficient number, and the 
bill is not before the House. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW BEDFORD, MASS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I call up the bill (8. 2246) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of additional land for the uses of the public build- 
ing in the city of New Bedford, in the State of Massachusetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be oes, éc., That oy a of ae os =e the ene ay sppre” 
Building be the oo of New Bedfo x State of Sasnncheenetha and ollae nade. 
tom-house and post-office. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for 
the purchase of land adjacent to the present ce in the city of 
New Bedford in order that that building may be extended, it being at 
present too small to accommodate the public business. It was erected 
more than fifty years ago, when New Bedford was a city of 9,000 in- 
habitants; while to-day that city has 30,000 inhabitants, and has long 
been the center of large business interests. In 1882, $42,000 was col- 
lected there in customs duties; one hundred and forty clearances were 
made from the port; two hundred and fifty vessels are owned there, 
aggregating 53,700 tons, and more than 3,000 seamen are employed. 
The city of New Bedford has been for two generations the chief center 
of the whale-fisheries interest, and even now, in the comparative de- 
cline of that industry, a million and a half dollars is there derived from 
it annually. The people of New Bedford have largely turned their at- 
tention from commerce and the fisheries, and to-day that city is rapidly 
assuming the position of the third manufacturing city in Massach 

and such is the character of that community and the variety and im- 
portance of its interests, that a very large post-office business is done. 
Something like 2,000,000 pieces of mail matter are handled annualiy; 
there is a post-office revenue of $20,000; forty-six mails arrive daily; 
there are nineteen persons employed in handling those mails, and all 
this business is done within a space of 48 by 18 feet, which, as gentle- 
men will see, is altogether inadequate. 

| I will state further that a committee of this House has twice reported 
favorably upon this bill; the bill has been twice reported upon favor- 
ably by the Treasury Department and by the Post-Office Department, 
ond die has twice passed the Senate. 

A MemBer. What is the amount appropriated ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. $20,000. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire, if I may, to ask the gentleman a question: 
Does he object to having this appropriation made payable in standard 
silver dollars? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Any form of appropriation that will 
accomplish the purpose will be satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the 
House. 

Mr. WELLER. I offer the following amendment: 

Add to the bill the words: 

“ Provided, however, That this appropriation shall be made and paid only in 
standard silver dollars.” 

I desire to inquire whether the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAVIs] will, so far as he is concerned, accept this amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I haveno power to accept the amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 11, noes 153. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 
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The question being taken on ordering the bill to a third reading, 
there were 134 in the affirmative 1 in the negative. 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman insists upon the point that no 
quorum has voted the Chair must appoint tellers. 

Mr. WELLER. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Will it be prope: 
under the rules of the House for me at this time to move that the 
House do now adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would be in order. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the House adjourn; and pending that 
I move that it adjourn for fifteen minutes. [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. OATES. I make the point of order that the gentleman is not 
addressing the Chair from his own seat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present rules permit a member to 
speak from any place on the floor or from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having taken the affirmative vote on the 
motion to adjourn). One gentleman has risen. The ‘‘ay”’ will be 
seated, and the noes will rise. [Laughter. ] 

The negative vote having been taken, the result was announced—| 
in the affirmative, 143 in the negative. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MOSES F. CARLETON. 
Mr. YAPLE. I call up the bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses 
F. Carleton. 


The bill was —_ as follows: 


Be it enacted, , That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to pay wt Moses F . Carleton, late of Company I Fourth Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers, the pay and allowances of a lieutenant of infantry 


from October 24, 1865, until June 12, 1836, deducting therefrom the pay he received 
as sergeantof infantry. 


Mr. YAPLE. I ask that the report of the Committee on War Claims 
upon this bill be read. 
The report (by Mr. GEDDES) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4792) for 
the relief of Moses F. Carleton, submit the following report : 
The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in House 


Report No. 821 of the Committee on War Claims, first session Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, acopy of which is hereto 


pt ny 
Your committee adopt the as their own, and report herewith a 
substitute for the bill, and recomm its passage. 

“(House Report No. 821, Forty-fourth Congress, first session.) 

“ The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2336) for 
the relief of Moses F. Carleton, late second lieutenant of Company I, Fourtl 
Michigan Vol enya ‘report : 

“ This is an seats © penend Bextoneny it from October 20, 1865, to 
June 12, 1866, of F. Carleton, who enlisted rivate in Com ny I, _— 
tieth a Michigan Volunteer ED * B6th September » 1864, an 

and Company ee tnaeided shortly ater | ~ the 


regiment was consol 
Fourth ee my xn and he was oe a sergeant in Company [, Fourth 


Regiment M 


“_ by en a He received a commission of second’ lieuten- 
ant October 24, 1365, aoe Se ae one commissioned officer, viz, a 
fret lieutenant, who ree recei Se Sa He was 


to duty under the SN meng as second lieutenant in Company I, 
Fourth ment Michigan Volunteers. 


“ The evidence of First Lieut. and Adjt. heey Sensiay, Fourth Regiment 


Seiten Volunteers, ania to show that Moses was commissioned a 
lieutenant of sai performed the duties of one from Octo- 


ber 24, = —_ SS a eee 
“ The e sc incharge of te frat Lewtenant o of tone and I, Fourth Regi- 
ment Michigan v Volunteers, shows to a second 
lieutenancy, and pore honed th the da ea of noma Phe evidence of the 
colonel, J. W. Hall, Fourt Michigan ato! goes to show that he received 
® com: of second lieutenant; that he assigned to duty under said 
ocean e and that he my ves and faithfully pe perform said duty 
iment. The evidence of S. 8. Parker, majo: 


22, 1865, to the 
of Fourth Regiment Soon’ Volunteers, to show the same facts. 

ore, agree that the claimant should be paid from the 
24th day of October, 1865, until aa 12, 1866, — _ 


“ Your 
as sergeant of said com- 
pany, and therefore passage of as committed.” 


Mr. YAPLE. How much time have I ccdniot 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two minutes. 

Mr. YAPLE. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GeppeEs]. 
who presented this report. 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. ker, the statements of the report just read 
disclose the merits of claim. It was reported by the Committee 
on War Claims before the general bill in relation to this subject was 
considered and passed by the House. This case does not come within 
the general law, but is clearly meritorious, and was so considered by 
the committee. T think the bill ought to be 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for business under this orde: 


has 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. How much time remains for debate on 
this bill ? 


m October 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. One minute of the time in favor of the 
bill and five minutes in opposition. 
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Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Shall 
be ized upon this bill to-morrow? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman desires to oppose the 
bill the Chair will recognize him as entitled to control the time in op- 
position, after the one minute remaining for debate in favor of the bill 
shall have ired. 

Mr. GEDDES. I reserve that one minute. 


| 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I 


Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the regular order 
is the call of States and Territories for the introduction and reference 
of bills and joint resolutions. Under this call resolutions and memo- 
rials from State and Territorial Legislatures are in order; also resolu- 
tions of inquiry addressed to the heads of Departments for reference to 
the ai te committees, and propositions for amendment of the | 
rules for reference to the Committee on Rules. 

VACATION OF PATENTS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 8194) to provide a mode of 
vacating patents in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMPSON H. COKER. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 8195) for the relief of 
Thompson H. Coker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE IN MICHIGAN CITY, IND. 

Mr. SHIVELY introduced a bill (H. R. 8196) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, 
Ind.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. M’MICHAEL. 

Mr. SHIVELY also introduced a bill (H. R. 8197) granting a pension 
to James F. McMichacl; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. SHOEMAKER. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 8198) granting a pension to 
William H. Shoemaker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC R. KEMP. 

Mr. ENGLISH introduced a bill (H. R. 8199) granting a pension to 
Isaac R. Kemp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. WHITE. 


Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8200) granting a pen- | 
sion to Thomas J. White; which was read a first and second time, re- | 
| 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN B. TULGE. 

Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8201) granting a pen- | 
sion to John B. Tulge; which was read a first and second time, referred | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LOCKRIDGE. 

Mr. ENGLISH also introduced a bill (H. R. 8202) granting a pen- 
sion to John Lockridge; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH E. DENBOW. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 8203) for the relief 
of Mrs. Sarah E. Denbow; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ROAD THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ANDERSON presented concurrent resolution of the State of 
Kansas, asking for improvement of military road through the Indian 
Territory, from Caldwell, Kans., to Wichita, Tex.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also presented resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, petitioning for the increase of pensions of widows of deceased sol- 
diers to $12 per month; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and prdered to be | 


ted. 
Mr. PETERS. I rose to submit the same resolution. 
WHITE MOUNTAIN INDIAN RESERVATION. 
Mr. BLACKBURN presented memorial in reference to the White | 
Movatain Indian reservation; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSION BILL. 
Mr. BLACKBURN also presented memorial of the Legislative As- | 
sembly of Dakota for the of the Mexican war pension bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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CECILIA ©, M’'KENNA 
Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 8204 granting & pension 


to Cecilia C. McKenna; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
RESCUE OF CREW OF STEAM-BARGE H. C. AKELY 

Mr. HOUSEMAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 330) pro- 
viding for an investigation by the chief of the Life-Saving Service of 
the United States relative to the rescue of the crew of the steam-barge 
H. C. Akely, foundered in Lake Michigan; which was read a first snd 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES W. CARR 


Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 8205) granting a pension to 


| Charles W. Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CANALS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. WASHBURN presented resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, urging the Senators and Representatives in Congress from 
that State to procure legislation to acquire title by the United States to 
certain canals in the State of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolutions will be referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.WASHBURN. Imove theirreference to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Cana proposition relative to canals be referred 
to any committee other than the Committee on Railways and Canals 
except by a suspension of the rules ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is competent for the majority of the 
House to make any reference it sees proper and to any committee. 

Mr. WASHBURN’S motion was agreed to; and the resolutions were 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRAUDULENT MUTILATION OF PAPER CIRCULATION. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. 8206) to prevent the 
frandulent mutilation of the paper circulation in the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH BUFFINGTON. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension to 
Jeremiah Buffington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SAINT JO AND DENVER RAILROAD LANDs. 


Mr. WEAVER also submitted 4 memorial and joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, asking for the passage of the 
bill for the relief of the settlers on the Saint Jo and Denver Railroad 
lands; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


TRUSSES FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 
Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 8208) to amend sections 


| 1176, 1177, and 1178 of an act to supply trusses to disabled soldiers and 
| sailors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 


on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM DERMODY. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 8209) granting 
a peasion to William Dermody; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: STEPHEN H. MYERS. 

Mr. HOWEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8210) for the relief of Stephen 
H. Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, LATE WAR. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 8211) for the 
reliefof the volunteersoldiers of the late war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SEPTIMIA R. MEIKLEHAM. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 8212) 

for the relief of Septimia R. Meikleham; which was read a first and 


| second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE STAFF, UNITED STATES ARMS 
Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 8213) to promote the efficiency 
of the staff of the Army; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZA J. M’CONNELL. 

Mr. EVERHART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8214) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Eliza J. McConnell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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MONEYS ADVANCED UNITED STATES. 

Mr. EVERHART also submitted resolutions of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, urging the payment of interest on moneys advanced the United 
States in defense of the same; which were referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

ALBERT SCHAEFFER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 8215) increasing the 

uence of Albert Schaeffer, private Company C, Fourth Regiment 
fichigan Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INTEREST ON MONEYS EXPENDED IN DEFENSE OF UNITED STATES. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT also submitted a memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Pennsylvania, for the payment of interest on moneys 
expended in the defense of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


ST. 


JOHNS’S CHURCH, GEORGETOWN, D. C. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8216) for the relief of the trustees of St. John’s church, George- 
town, D. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

EAST WASHINGTON COLORED M. E. CHURCH. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8217) for the relief of the trustees, pastor, and congregation of the 
East Washington Colored Methodist Episcopal church; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. M’CHESNEY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8218) for the relief of John H. McChesney, of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH KING. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8219) for the relief of Sarah King, of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAMAGES CAUSED BY PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8220) to provide for the adjudication and settlement of claims 
for damages caused by public improvements in the District of Colum- 


bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee | 


on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. M’CHESNEY. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8221) for the relief of John H. McChesney as administrator of 
the estate of Robert McChesney, late of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. R. RILEY. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8222) for the relief of W. R. Riley, of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. ©. YOST. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8223) for the relief of J. C. Yost as administrator of the estate 
of the late Benedict Yost; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS IN INDIAN SERVICE, 


Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 8224) to authorize the adjust- 
ment of certain accounts in the Indian service ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions has been completed. 
Without objection the Chair will now permit the introduction of bills 


by gentlemen who were not in their seats when their States were called. 
There was no objection. 


LIABILITY OF VESSEL-OWNERS. 

Mr. DUNN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8225) to amend and 
re-enact section 4289 of the Revised Statutes, relative to the limitation 
of the liability of owners of vessels; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT PLANTATION INLET. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (by request), introduced a bill (H. | 


8226) to prov ide for a light-house at Plantation Inlet; which was read 
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a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
JOHN FINNERER. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to 
John Finnerer, of Decatur County, Indiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 8228) to open to homestead set- 
tlement certain portions of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DYE. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8229) to grant a pension to 
James Dye; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THE WAR WITH MEXICO, 1846-1848. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 331) expressive of the sense of Congress of the gallantry and good 
conduct with which the reputation of the armies of the United States 
has been sustained by the regular and volunteer officers of the Army 
and naval forces of the United States employed in the prosecution of 
the war with Mexico in 1846, 1847, and 1848; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORTS ON ALASKA. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also submitted the following resolution ; 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Chief Signal “as of the United States Army is hereby 
directed to furnish the House of Re ntatives with a copy of the reports 
made by Private L. M. Turner and vate E. W. Nelson to the Chief Signa! 
Officer of the United States Army (April 25, 1882) upon the natural history, 
geology, ethnology, and climatology of Alaska. 


ANNA M. MIXSON. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8230) for the relief of Anna M. 
Mixson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE POTTINGER. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 8231) granting a pension 
to Annie Pottinger, widow of James Pottinger; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


which 


ELIZABETH DEEGAN. 


Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 8232) granting a pen- 

| sion to Elizabeth Deegan, widow of Dennis Deegan; which was read a 

first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES SPENCER. 


Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 8233) for the relief of Charles 

Spencer, of Evansville, Ind., for property destroyed by the Federal Army 

| during the late civil war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES MURPHY. 


Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8234) for the relief of Charles 
| Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. DUNN. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., with amendments by 

to move a concurrence in the Senate amend- 
men ‘district court ’’ occur the Senate have sub- 
stituted ‘‘ circuit court.’’ 
The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


ine oat Id cirikeout “ot thetimeot t ‘ circuit. , 
and 10, strike out “at the time of the erection of said bridge.’ 
strike out the word “ district " and insert “circuit.” 
1, strike out the words “ of the.” 


EAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the motion of the 

from Arkansas ? 
Mr. BAYNE. I would en Se gen from Arkansas one 
question. Does this make provision for the Secretary of War approv- 


tr DUNN, The bill itself was prepared under his supervision, and 
it contains all the usual provisions. 

The SPEAKER ee. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
motion of the same Sea Le: Dunn] to concur in the 
Senate amendments is agreed to. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 

FERDINAND PLOCHER. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8235) for the relief of Ferdinand Plocher; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the motion that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that that motion 
is not in order except under the call of committees, when under instruc- 
tions from a committee a motion may be made to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not a motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
in order? 

The SPEAKER protempore. This is not the day for individuals to 
make motions to s itd the rules; such a motion must come from a 
committee. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ‘‘ Regular order!’’] The reg- 
ular order is called for. The regular order is the call of committees. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the question of consideration can be 
raised, I suppose ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not raise any ques- 
tion of consideration on a motion to suspend the rules of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the House do now 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of finishing the legislative appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. SLOCUM and others. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . Objection is made. The regular order 
is the call of committees under the rule for motions to suspend the 
rules and for the consideration of bills, and the call rests with the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr.SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SLocuM] is sonepuleed. but with the consent of the House, before the 
gentleman proceeds the Chair will submit certain executive communi- 
cations. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN ALASKA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriations 
for the service of the civil government in the Territory of Alaska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FIRE-PROOF BUILDING, PENSION BUREAU. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 

the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of an appro- 

ion for the completion of the fire-proof building for the Pension 

Bureau; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 

ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 1365) granting 

of pension to Eugene 0. Sullivan, late sergeant of Com- 
pany K, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer Infantry. 

RETIREMENT OF GENERAL GRANT. 

Mr. SLOCUM. 

Military Affairs to move to suspend the rules and to take from the 
s table and put upon its passage the bill (S. 2169) to place 
lysses 8. Grant, late General of the Army of the United States, upon 
the retired-list of the Army. 
was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, éc., That in recognition of the eminent public services of Ulysses 
8. Grant, late General . 


and, by and the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
7 a pean on the retired-list of the Army,with the rank and full pay 
of Army. 


HORR. I demand a second on that bill. 

ROSECRANS. I demand a second. 

BAYNE. I ask unanimons consent that a second be ordered. 
SPRINGER, Mr. STOCKSLAGER, and Mr. McMILLIN ob- 


a 


pieces 


‘BAYNE. I ask that a second be ordered by unanimous con- 


SPRINGER. I object, and call for tellers. 

HORR. Would it be in order for me to ask the gentleman from 

Mr. SLocuM] a question? [Calls of ‘‘ Regular order !’’} 
protempore. The lar order is demanded. The 

ask the gentleman from New York, Mr. Stocum, and the 

from , Mr. Horr, to take their position in front 

’s desk act as tellers. 

divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 110, noes 72. 
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Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 


the Army, the President be, and he hereby is, author- | 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers report 110 gentlemen vot- 
ing in the affirmative and 72 in the negative; so a second is ordered. 
Under the rule thirty minutes is allowed for debate—fifteen minutes 
on either side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the Chair recognize the right of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr] to control the time in opposition to 
the bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
HoRR] rose to demand a second and was recognized by the Chair, and, 
in the judgment of the Chair, having been recognized, he would been- 
titled to control the fifteen minutes on that side. 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum]. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to place General 
Grant in the same position that he would have occupied had he not, in 
accordance with the will of the people of this country, accepted the 
office of its Chief Magistrate. In form and language this bill is pre- 
cisely like all bills that have been passed by Congress for purposes of 
this kind. 

Mr. SPRINGER.” Like the Fitz-John Porter bill? 

Mr. SLOCUM. It is like all bills that have been passed for the re- 
tirement of officers since the foundation of this Government. 

Mr. HORR. There was one passed on Saturday that is not in this 
form. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I trust my colleague [Mr. SLocum] will 
be permitted to goon without interruption. 

Mr. SLOCUM (to Mr. Horr). You will have your time by and by. 

Mr. Speaker, it has often been said that much has been done for Gen- 
eral Grant. But the Government of the United States has done nothing 
for him beyond paying him the salaries to which he was entitled by law. 
It is true that patriotic citizens have been liberal to him, but the Gov- 
ernment has only paid him lawful dues. It has been the custom of the 
English Government from time immemorial to honor with high offices, 
to enrich with large emoluments, her great military and naval heroes. 
Wellington, Marlborough, and Nelson each individually received from 
the English Government more in money, in palaces, in pensions than 
has been given to General Grant by our Government and by all our 
citizens combined. 

I would not, and I do not, commend to our country the example set 
by England in this respect, but I do think that when a man has per- 
formed for his country the services that General Grant has performed 
it is right and proper that in his old age he should not be left to grap- 
ple with poverty. I would to-day gladly vote for a bill providing 
properly from the public Treasury for every man who has ever held the 
office of Chief Magistrate of this country. 

The characters of Marlborough and Nelson were both open to hostile 
criticism, yet the people of England gladly forgot all their errors, and 
delighted to honor them for the glory and renown they had shed upon 
the history of England. General Grant has not been free from mistakes 
in his career either as a soldier or a civilian; but in a few years his late 
campaign in Wall street will be forgotten; every error of his will be 
consigned to oblivion, as it should be, and the campaigns that Grant 
made from that day at Donelson, when he sent the tidings which re- 


The Chair recognizes 


| vived the hopes of the North, to that other day when from Appomattox 


he sent the news which carried joy to every Northern heart—these are 
the campaigns whi... will be remembered—all else will be forgotten. 
All the good that he has done will be held in grateful recollection; all 
his mistakes will be, as they ought to be, forgotten. These campaigns 
of Grant will live in history, and will compare favorably with the most 
brilliant and the grandest achievements of England’s noblest military 


| heroes. 


Thesuccessful close of the war under General Grant made him the idol 
of the people ofthe North. Hisgenerousand noble treatment of Lee and 
the gallant men who fought under him, his subsequent lenient treat- 
ment of the Southern people, his insisting upon carrying out all the 
terms that he had granted to General Lee and his soldiers, won for him 
the hearts of the Southern people. I believe that it is to-day the wish 


| of the people South as well as North that General Grant, now afflicted 


as he is by illness, now in his old age—I believe it is the will of the 
great mass of the people throughout this country that the Government 
should take care of him and provide for him liberally. The honor of 
our Government is at stake. I trust this bill will pass the House with 
the same unanimity with which it passed the Senate. 

I know there are many gentlemen here who want to speak on this 
question, and as the time is limited I reserve the residue of my time. 
How much have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ELiis). Nine minutes and a half. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy but five minutes on 
this question, because I wish to yield to other gentlemen. I asked for 
a second on this motion not for the purpose of opposing the proposition 
to put Generali Grant on the retired-list of the Army with his full rank. 


| I would walk on my knees to-day all over this city through the snow 


to accomplish that one purpose. I called for a second on this bill that 
I might state to the House what I believe to be true, and that is that 
this bill is reported by the committee well knowing that it will pre- 
vent General Grant from being put on that list. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was drawn by Senator EDMUNDs. 


ln i mS a inna 
se om iviens 0 2 ERI EV eR 


vi aaa 


a i 
eT 


wi 


ae 


a 
‘ 

¢ 

4 

> 

‘ 

C7 
we 
a 





{758 


Mr. HORR. There now lies on our table another bill drawn by Sen- 
ator EDMUNDs, when that Senator learned that this bill was open to 
objections conscientiously held by the President which might prevent 
him from signing it. This latter bill, drawn to obviate that difficulty, 
was passed by the Senate and sent to this House, was before the com- 
mittee now reporting this bill, and they purposely refused to substitute 
that in place of this measure, and reported this bill, which they must 
have known was liable to prevent General Grant from being put on the 
retired-list. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say that the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs had reported in favor of this bill before the second bill was re- 
ceived from the Senate. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman will not deny that the last bill of Sen- 
ator EDMUNDS was before that committee, andan attempt was made in 
that committee to substitute that bill for this one upon the very ground 
that the position of the President, conscientiously taken in the Fitz- 
John Porter case, might prevent him from signing this bill, and there- 
fore prevent it fromever becomingalaw. Butthat committee knowing 
and fully understanding this difficulty refused té make the change. 
Ay, that is not all. 

Mr. SLOCUM. 
publican side. ] 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
five minutes. 

Mr. SLOCUM. 
he is saying. 

Mr. HORR. I know I do. 

Mr. SLOCUM. There is not a word of truth, however, in what he 
has said. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ from the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Michigan 
ought to be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. HORR. I have only a moment, but I am in earnest about this 
matter. 

Mr. SLOCUM. What you are saying is utterly untrue. 

Mr. HORR. I say to the gentleman itis only too true. Mr. Speaker, 
I have spent twenty-two years of my life standing by General Grant and 
his character when he has been vilified by men in this nation as no other 
man ever was who breathed the breath of life in the United States. And 
now I say you attempt to force us here into a false position, to force us to 
vote for a bill purposely—lI say it advisedly—purposely brought in here 
to put the Executive of the nation, as one of the gentlemen of the com- 
mittee said, into a tight place, knowing that his decision conscientiously 
made in another case might perhaps prevent him from signing this bill. 
Now then, gentlemen, if you will substitute the Edmunds bill, which 
is not open to this objection, we will vote for it unanimously on this side 
of the House; and if you want to place General Grant on the retired-list 
give us a bill which you yourselves know can and will be signed with 
great pleasure, but do not try to cast stones before this le when we 
are demanding bread. [Applause on the Republican side.] This bill is 
presented here not in the interest of General Grant, but simply to spite 
some one else. To that I most solemnly object. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Have you got through ? 

Mr. HORR. If you want to ask a question, go on. 

Mr. SLOCUM. No, I do not want to ask a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ELLs in the chair). 
tleman from Michigan yield? 

Mr. HORR. I will yield two minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Thomas]. The balance of my time I reserve. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I shall reserve my time until the other side have 
concluded what they wish to say. I wish first to hear some more de- 
bate of that kind we have just listened to from the gentleman from 
Michigan before making my reply. 

Mr. HORR. I reserve the balance of my time until I can hear from 
gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr.SLOCUM. You can not reserve your time; you must either oc- 
cupy it or be cut off. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mi yields 
for two minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. [Cries of ‘‘Go on!’’] 
Public business will not be resumed until order is restored in the House. 

A Memper. Who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER tempore.’ The gentleman from Michigan has the 
floor, and has yielded two minutes of his time to the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Let him go on. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will be recognized as 
soon as order is restored. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill in its pres- 
ent shape and expect to vote against it on that account. The reasons 
given by the gentleman from Michigan are so satisfactory a statement 
of the reasons I had in mind that I would have been content to let 
the matter go without making any objection were it not for the fact 
that my people, Democrats and Republicans, without exception, are in 
favor of putting General Grant on the retired-list. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. You mean some bill ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; in favor of General Grant on the re- 
tired-list. And my people, as well ts as Republicans, believe 


One word. on the Re- 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ 
Do not interrupt him; he has only 


I think the gentleman from Michigan believes what 


Does the gen- 
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that this bill is a trap brought forward for the purpose of catching not 
only Republican votes on this floor, but of putting the President of the 
United States, as the gentleman from Michigan has stated it, in ‘ 
tight place.’’ The President of the United States, being a conscien 
tious man, can not sign this bill in its present shape,and the Demo 
cratic party in this House and out of it know that fact. 

Mr. MORSE. He can let it become a law without signing it. 

Mr. THOMAS. They know to pass this bill is to absolutely prevent 
putting General Grant on the retired-list. I am in favor of the last 
bill passed by the Senate, the one drawn by Senator EpMuNDs, and 
which was passed almost unanimously by that body, and if it had been 
presented instead of this one I would have gladly voted for it. I wil! 
cast my vote any day not only to pension him but to put General 
Grant on the retired-list. I fully appreciate his grand services to his 
country and to the civilization of the age in which he lived. No man 
will go further than I will to help him in this day of his distress and 
old age; but I will not allow myself to be put in a position where, 
while appearing to be his enemy, I am really his friend, nor will | 
agree that Democrats on the other side of the House shall appear as 
his friends when they are in fact his deadly enemies. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. I yield now seven minutes, to be disposed of as he 
pleases, to the gentleman from California [Mr. RosrcrANs], and I re- 
serve one minute in order that I may have a word to say after the othe: 
side has concluded if I shall find it necessary to occupy any additional! 
time. 

Mr. WEMPLE. I object to the gentleman reserving his time. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from Mich- 
igan for his courtesy. It has been already stated that the object of this 
bill is to put the President of the United States ‘‘ina hole.’’ It is my 
duty to say that in reality the bill is a plain proposition to reward Gen- 
eral Grant for his distinguished military services, and it is my duty to 
say that I can not vote for that bill. 

It is not my intention, sir, to recount any of, the historical reasons 
why I think that military reputation has been exaggerated and mis- 
represented under the exigencies of party interest and power; and can 
only suggest that when true history comes to be written, it will be pared 
down to very different dimensions. I do not propose to go into that 
subject, sir, although I am one of the four living Army commanders con - 
temporary with him, and would feel quite qualified to express opinion~ 
of my own on that subject. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this House by the passage of this bill is called 
upon by solemn act to renew and reaffirm all the exaggerations and 
misstatements of fact which have been popularly impressed on the 
public mind under the circumstances to which I have alluded. It wa: 
the interest of a great political party of this country to make the services 
of General Grant appear as large and important as possible, for he was 
their servant and tool to secure power. He himself kept an aid-de- 
camp in his back office and there prepared the first two volumes o! 
Badeau’s Life of Grant, upon which the students of history have put 
the stamp of unworthiness to be trusted. 

But we are told that General Grant is now poor and the public has 
been told from the same source that General RosECRANS will not vote 
for General Grant’s bill because of personal ill-will. I do not think. 
sir, that my colleagues on this floor will believe that I am capable of 
descending to the depths of being guided in a public duty by any mo- 
tive of personal dislike; and if there be any gentlemen on this floo: 
who entertain the idea that it is possible, oy enter my solemn 
protest, and say that under no consideration would private dislike pre- 
vent me from doing thisor any other act that my public duty prompted 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] I would not op the passage 
of this bill on account of any of these things to which I have alluded, 
nor would.I oppose it on account of those other things to which I have 
not yet alluded, namely, statements made officially by General Grant 
that were false, and which he knew to be false at the time he made 
them and which I have shown in my official reports to be false. I say 
these things do not enter into my reasonsat all. But if we take things 
as they stand now it has been said over and over that Genera! 
Grant is in a state of distress, that there is nothing een him and 
the -house except the income on $250,000 a year, and this statement 
iovtbaen carefully circulated among members of both Houses and the 

ibility, from his family, that 
even that amount, the $250,000, was or substantially lost. That 
is not the truth. 

There is another critical circumstance to which I wish to call the at- 
tention of gentlemen on this floor. Congress by a solemn act like this 
is asked to arrest—what? Why, the of public opinion in the 
investigation into that great confidence mill of Grant & Ward. If gen- 
tlemen on this floor can afford to poe cover over that investigation, or 
can afford to put a ligature that investigation by such a solemu 
and act as the bill for the purpose of deceiving the 
it, I[can not afford todo it. I can not afford by my action 
to say to the of this country that a b=siness whic! 
has been so conducted as to rob poor people of many millions of dollars. 
and which if done on a small scale would have sent its to 


prison, shall be considered as unimportant when the principal man- 


public, and, I say it upon my own 


public 
on this 
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ager has allowed a great name to be used as the instrument of the 


uniform practice of the House ever since the adoption of the rule under 
robbery. which the House is now proceeding that gentlemen holding the affirm- 

The SPEAKER pro tem, (Mr. ELvts in the chair). The time of | ative or the negativeshould divide their time as they saw fit. But that 
the gentleman . . does not militate against the force of the rule and of the parliamentary 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I yield one minute—— law which prevails in this House that he who holds the affirmative of 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- | a proposition has the right to open and close debate. 
pired. ' Mr. OATES. I desire tomake a request for unanimous consent. As 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I ask how much time was originally ac- | it is evident that not one-tenth of the gentlemen who desire to make 
corded the gentleman from California? remarks on this bill can be heard I move that general leave be given 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands seven minutes. | to print. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask leave to state that there must be an The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of 
error in the record of the time kept at the Speaker’s table; because I | the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] who asks unanimous con- 
was ing the time myself, an the gentleman from California has | sent that gentlemen who so desire shall be permitted to have printed 
not occupied more that five minutes. remarks on this bill in the Recorn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk at Mr. BOUTELLE. I object unless an opportunity be afforded for de- 
the table that the gentleman has exhausted the time yielded to him. bate on the question in the House. ; 

Mr. HORR. I would like to reserve my time if the gentleman from The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr 
New York does not object. HoRR] will proceed. ; 

Mr. SLOCUM. I do most seriously object. Mr. HORR. In justice to myself I must state that I yielded to the 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand theSpeaker to say that the gen- | gentleman from California [Mr. RosecRANS] not because he was in 
tleman from California has exhausted his time? accord or sympathy with me on this bill in any manner, but because I 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chairis informed by the time-keeper | was compelled to, that I might keep my promise made the Speaker to 
at the desk that six and one-half minutes have been occupied by the | give the other side of the House a fair portion of the time, as they de- 
gentleman from California, which the Chair understood was the time 


. the sired to oppose the bill on different grounds; and I did it to keep the 
ielded by the gentleman from Michigan. contract I had made, and not as a matter of choice. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan yielded seven min- Now, Mr. Speaker, in the minute and a half which I have I want to 


utes, as I understand. call the attention of the gentleman who has this bill in charge to this 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so thought. 


fact, that on the third day of this present month of February the Presi- 

Mr.SPRINGER, And I held my watch in my hand and am satis- | dent of the United States sent to this House a message in which he 

fied there is a mistake. asked the House to act upon a measure which shall place General Grant 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only take the statement | upon the retired-list of the Army. He closes that message by saying— 

furnished to him by the time-keeper at the desk. That Congress by taking such action will give expression to the almost uni- 
The gentleman from Michigan has one and a half minutes of his time i 


versal desire of the people of this nation is evident, and I earnestly urge the 
Mr. HORR. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 


passage of an act similar to Senate bill 2530— 
The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HORR. myself the demander of a second, have I not the | 
right to reserve one and a half minutes of my time to close debate? | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man who holds the affirmative of a proposition is entitled by the prac- | estly approve. 
tice of the House and by parliamentary law to close debate. {Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. CANNON. Will the Chair allow me a word on the question of | Mr. HORR. Why, sir, I have not had a minute and a half. 
order? I suggest that this does not come under that rule, for the reason The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
that there are only fifteen minutes of discussion allowed toaside. Now | The gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum] is recognized. 
the gentleman having the affirmative is first entitled to be heard; other- Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 
wise there will be no debate. The gentleman who supports tho bill The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
took the floor and was heard and reserved the remainder of his time. Mr. SPRINGER. According to the way in which I have kept the 
Now, then, I take it that the negative has the same right; and if they | time, and in which it has been kept by other gentlemen about me, 
both see proper they can both stop now. there are two minutes yet remaining of the time for opposing this bill. 
Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman who holds the affirmative | There was a mistake evidently made by the clerk at the Speaker's 
always has the right to close debate. | table who informed the Chair as to the time occupied by the gentleman 
Mr. CANNON. I will undertake to say-—— 


) | from California [Mr. RosECRANS]. I was keeping the time myself, and 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois rise | know that that gentleman occupied but five minutes. 


Not this bill; mark his words- 
which, while not interfering with the constitutional prerogative of appoint- 


ment, will enable the President in his discrimination to nominate Generali Grant 
as general upon the retired-list 


Here we have clearly pointed out the kind of a measure he can hon- 


to a question of order? | TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The officer of the House who has charge 
Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir; I want to make this parliamentary in- | of the duty of keeping the time says it is as was stated by the Chair. 
quiry —— But inasmuch as there is a doubt about it the Chair will submit the 


Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. | request for unanimous consent that two minutes more be occupied by 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. One question of order is already pend- | the opponents of the bill. 


ing. After that is dis of the Chair will hear the gentleman from | Mr. MILLS. I object. 


Georgia [Mr. Blount]. Mr. KEIFER. Let it be two minutes on each side. 
Mr. CANNON. I want to make this suggestion, that the fifteen Mr. MILLS. LI object. The statement of the Chair should be final. 
minutes cannot be split up—— Mr. SPRINGER. [I assert of my own knowledge that two minutes 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. There | remain of the time in o 


pposition to the bill. 
is so much disorder in the Hall that I can not hear the point of order 


Mr. MILLS. The rules have settled the authority of the Speaker, 


stated. and not of gentlemen on the floor, to decide that question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order of the gentleman | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is compelled to decide on 





is well taken. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- | official information furnished to the Chair that the full time allotted 
Non] will suspend till order is restored. The Chair requests gentlemen | was occupied by the oppon@nts of the bill. 


to be Mr. SPRINGER. Then the Chair is misinformed. That is all I 
Mr. HORR. I desire to have order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
Horr] will suspend till order is restored. [After a pause.] Does the| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
from Illinois desire to be heard further on the point of or- | SLocum] has seven minutes and a half. 


| can say. The opponents of this bill have not had a fair opportunity. 
? Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker, the only time that I will occupy will 
Mr. CANNON. I do not know that I desire to say anything further 


Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 


be to correct the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr]. He tells the 
except this: Under what rule can a gentleman split up those fifteen | House that for the last twenty years he has been very near to General 
minutes? How should it be divided? Ifa gentleman reserves a por- | Grant—— 
tion of his time and objection is not made, well and good. But if the Mr. HORR. I did not. 
eats Sm New York [Mr. SLocum] can do that, the gentleman Mr. SLOCUM. Well, Mr. Speaker, there have been times when I, 
Michigan [Mr. Horg] can do it also under the same general rule. | too, have been pretty near the general, perhaps as near as the gentle- 
And if both gentlemen reserve their time and refuse to talk, then we 


man from Michigan[Mr. Horr]. [Laughterandapplause.] Thegen- 
ee. tleman is opposed to this bill and he states a reason, but I think the 
Mr. Does the gentleman claim that the negative has the 


reason of the gentleman’s opposition to this bill is that General Grant 


ae close debate ? attempted to do justice to General Porter. [Applause on the Demo- 
Hy red (Mr. Ex.is). The point of the gentle- | cratic side.] That is the secret of the opposition of the gentleman from 
man from Me. ANNON] is not well taken. It has been the | Michigan. He says that this bill, if passed, will be returned with the 
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veto of the President. He forgets that the same vote which will pass 
it through this House will pass it over the President’s veto, if neces- 
sary, and that if he is sincere he should seek to pass it now. “Why not 
pass the bill here to-day, and if it is vetoed to pass it again over the 
veto? [Applause on the Democratic side.] The same votes that will 
put it through to-day will put it through over the veto. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Several MEMBERS. Do not yield. 

Mr. SLOCUM. What is the status here? Since our Government 
was founded there has been a uniform method of passing these bills 
from which there has been no deviation. They have been all alike. 
A bill is now presented here for the benefit of an ex-Republican Presi- 
dent, and a Republican President now in office threatens to veto it un- 
less a Democratic House complies with his ideas about the framing of 
the bill. That is a fine position for the Republican “ friends’’ of Gen- 
eral Grant to occupy here! 

Mr. COX, of New York. The President names the very bill that we 
are to pass. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes; he mentions the number of the bill that he 
wishes this House to pass. 

A MEMBER. He dictates to the House. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Suppose he should veto this bill, what would hap- 
pen? In three weeks’ time the House at the other end of the Avenue 
will be oceupied by a different man—by a gentleman who will not 
stickle so for his prerogatives as to threaten the House of Representa- 
tives with a veto message. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I want to correct the statement of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Horr] in another respect. What he said on this floor was untrue 
from beginning to end. I do not think he supposed so, because I think 
he is a truthfal and honorable gentleman, but the fact is that the bill 
now before the House was acted upon by the committee before the 
second bill was presented. 

Mr. HORR. Was it not reacted upon ? 
facts. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker, I have now in my drawer in the com- 
mittee-room a letter from the gentleman who presented both these bills, 
in which he alludes to the presentution of the second one, and to the 
fact of his not having observed the action of the Committee on Military 
Affairs at the time the second bill was presented. Your history [ad- 
dressing Mr. Horr] is wrong from beginning to end. 

Mr. HORR. Did not the committee react on this bill? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Supposeitdid. Isa Democratic House to come and 
bow down before you, and ask you what you will have it do, or is it to 
go to the President and bow down to him and ask what he wants it to 
do? [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] If you really 
want to relieve General Grant, and are honest and fair, you have a chance 
to do it now; and if you do not do it, it will be simply because you are 
prejudiced against him because of his action in favor of doing justice to 
General Porter. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Will my colleague, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. gg yield to me a moment? 

Mr. SLOCUM. am going to yield to the friends of the measure. 
[ Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’ ‘* Regular order!’’} 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Califernia is out 
of order. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Heis usually out of order, but I want to correct 
the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of order. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I yield one minute to my colleague, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. When my friend from California [Mr. Rosr- 
CRANS] was fighting the Union fight in West Virginia I happened to 
be a member of this House from Ohio, and, along with Mr. Washburne, 
of Illinois, I gave my aid in every vote of money and men to sustain 
Ulysses 8. Grant. I have seen many thingg connected with his career 
as a civilian since that time which I have reprobated on this floor; but, 
sir, Ulysses 8. Grant has into history. 

{ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ©OX, of New York. I ask leave to extend my remarks. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, and others objected. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I yield now to the gentleman from Pennsy 


I simply want to know the 


The gentleman from California is out 


lvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I favor ee to place Gen- 

eral Grant upon the retired-list of the Army ce I believe it to be 

a right procedure. Whether the method nqw is the most ex- 

tious mode of accomplishing the result I am not going to inquire; 

ut if this proceeding fails, then I shall be ready to resort to some other 

to accomplish the end in view. [Applause.] But I want to say 

General Grant’s friends on this floor if divide on 

tion a sure to be overcome, and 

if, in order to secure the consistency of 

thereby put the knife to General Grant. Hence I 

ber on this floor who favors the object in view to vote for this 

this failing, to join with me in voting for some other measure which 

will sccomplish the result. [Applause.] 


FEBRUARY 16, 


Mr. SLOCUM. I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE] is entitled to two minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, in two minutes I can say but little. 
Against this bill are arrayed, first, the prejudices of most of the men 
whom General Grant conquered; I am sorry to see it. Against this 
bill are arrayed, secondly, the personal dislikes felt by a few individuals 
I am sorry to see it. Against this bill are arrayed, thirdly, the polit- 
ical resentments of Republicans because General Grant’s name is in th: 
body of the bill and because the President vetoed a similar bill. I am 
sorry to see it; for no such motives should influence any man occu- 
pying the responsible position of a member of the House of Representa- 
tives; and in yielding to such motives he can not by any possibility 
excuse himself. 

I believe implicitly in the power of the American Congress to pass 
this bill and to name the man to be benefited. [Applause.] It sim- 
ply authorizes the President, with the approval of the Senate, to ap- 
point General Grant to an office, if the President, in the exercise of his 
discretion, sees fit todoso. It is not mandatory. It does not say to 
the President, ‘‘ Thou shalt,’’ but only says to him, ‘‘ You may, if in 
your judgment you believe it to be proper and right to do so.’’ 

The bill: is in accordance with the practice under the Constitution 
from the foundation of the Government; and the very President who 
now occupies the executive chair has signed three bills containing pro- 
visions precisely similar to those in this bill. 

I can see no justification under heaven for denying to General Grant, 
who was the great benefactor of his country and almost the saviour, this 
little boon. When any man interposes his prejudices or resentments 
or personal feelings against this most righteous act he does that which 
will not commend itself either to his own conscience or to the approva! 
of the people of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate on this 
question has expired. 

Mr. HORR. I rise to a personal explanation, and I do not think any 
one will object. I find I was misunderstood in reference tothe di- 
vision of time; and some members think I said something which com- 
promised the gentleman occupying the chair regularly as Speaker pro 
tempore. If you will let me state just what occurred, that gentleman 
now being in thechair, I will say that when I asked to be recognized — 
[Cries of *‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. SLOCUM. No more debate is in order. 

Mr. HORR. I will not say a word on the bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to go on. 

Mr. HORR. I am not going to say-a word on this bill. [Cries o/ 
** Regular order !’’] 

Mr. TUCKER. If the gentleman wants to explain his remarks I hop: 
he will be allowed to do so. 

Mr. HORR. I think I have the right—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair rules that the gentleman is 
entitled to be heard if he claims the floor on a question of privilege. 

Mr. HORR. Iam not going to meddle with the question before the 
House. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman did not rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. HORR. I think that was my statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
to say that he rose to a question of personal privilege. [Cries of ‘‘ Reg- 
ular order!’’] Who is it that objects to allowing a gentleman to rise 
to a question of personal privilege? 

Mr. COBB. That is not what the gentleman stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. COBB. He said that he rose to a personal explanation and did 
not think the House would object. If he rises to a question of privi- 
lege, that is another matter. 

. The Chair will hear to what point the 
gentleman from Michigan desires to address himself. 

Mr. HORR. What I sought was to make an explanation of a remark 
which I learned I have been understood as . Some members 
thought I intimated I was compelled to divide my time in a certain 
way in order to get the recognition of the Chair. 

Mr. COBB. I ask whether this is a question of personal privilege ’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman states that it is a ques- 
tion i 


ao vilege. 
Mr. HORR. Its. I am not in the habit of occupying the time of 
the House frivolously. 
Mr. COBB. You take up more time than I do. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed to state 
his question of 
. HORR. What I should have said and I did say was 
this—that when I asked the arenes Chair to recognize 
me to call for a second on question I stated to him frankly that | 
different ground from many other gen- 
you, to you to 
stated to him that | 
reason why the gen- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 


gentleman’s statement is altogether accurate. 
I demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. SLOCUM. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


158, nays 103, not voting 63; as follows: 


YEAS—158. 
Anderson, Evans, Libhey, Russell, 
Arnot, Everhart, Long, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Fiedler, Lovering, Seney, 
Bagley, Finerty, Lyman, Seymour, 
Bayne, Follett, McAdoo, Skinner, C. R. 
‘ Funston, McCoid, Slocum, 
Belford, Fyan, Ene Smalls, 
Bingham, Garrison, MeCormick, Smith, A. Herr 
Boutelle, George, Maybury, Smith, H. Y. 
Brainerd, Glascock, Millard, Snyder, 
Bratton, Goff, Miller, 8. H. Spooner, 
Breckinridge, Graves, Milliken, Steele, 
Breitung Greenleaf, Mitchell, Stephenson, 
Brewer, JH Guenther, Morgan, Stevens, 
Hancock, Morrill, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Hardy, Morse, Stone, 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Murphy, Struble, 
Hart, Nelson, Sumner, C. A. 
Burleigh, Hatch, H. H. Nicholls, Sumner, D. H. 
Campbell, Felix Haynes, Nutting, Talbott, 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson,T.J. O'Hara, Taylor, J.D. 
Cannon, Henley, O’ Neill, Charles Thompson, 
Cassidy, Hitt, : O'Neill, J. J. Tillman, 
Clardy, Hoblitzell, Paige, Tully, 
Collins, Holmes, Parker, Valentine, 
Cox, 8.8. Houseman, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Culbertgon, W.W. Howey, Payson, Wait, 
Cullen, Hunt, Peters, Wakefield, 
Curtin, James, Pettibone, Washburn, 
2 Jeffords, Phelps, Weaver, 
Davis, G. R. Jones, B. W. Poland, White, Milo 
Davis, R. T. Kean, Potter, Whiting, 
Deuster, Keifer, Pusey, Wilkins, 
Dibrell, Kelley, Randal), Willis, 
Dingley, Ketcham, Ranney, Wilson, James 
Dixon, King, y,.G.W. Wilson, W. L. 
Dorsheimer, Kleiner, Ray, Ossian Winans, John 
Elliott, Lacey, Rice, Worthington, 
Ellis, « Lawrence, Robinson, W. E. 
. Lewis, Rowell, 
NAYS—103. 
Aiken, Davis, L. H. Lowry, Springer, 
Alexander, Dibble, MeMillin, Stewart, Charles 
Ballentine, Dockery, Matson, Stockslager, 
Barbour, Dowd, Miller, J. F. Swope, 
Barksdale, Dunn, Mills, Taylor, J. M. 
Bennett, Eaton, Money, Thomas, 
Blackburn, Eldredge, Moulton, Tucker, 
Bianchard, Ermentrout, Muldrow, Turner, H.G. 
Bland, Forney, Murray, Turner, Oscar 
Blount, Geddes, Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
Buchanan, Gibson, Neece, Vance, 
Buckner, Green, Oates, Wallace, 
Burnes, Halsell, O’Ferrall, Ward, 
Cabell, Hammond, Peel, Warner, A. J. 
Caldwell, Hanback, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Carleton, Hateh, W.H Price, Wellborn, 
Clay, Hemphill, Pryor, Weller, 
Clements, rt, Berge, Williams, 
Cobb, Hewitt, G. W Reid, J. W. Winans, E. B. 
Connolly, Hill, Reese, Wise, G. D, 
Converse, Holman, Riggs, Wolford, 
‘ Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Wood, 
. Jones, J. K. Rosecrans, Woodward, 
Cox, W. R. Jones, J. T. Shively, Yaple, 
ti... Lanham, Singleton, York 
Da m, Le Fevre, Skinner, T. G. 
NOT VOTING—63. 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Hutchins, Robinson, J. 8. 
Adams, J. J. English, Johnson, Rockwell, 
Barr, Ferrell, Jordan, Rogers, W. F. 
Belmont, y; Kellogg, Shaw, 
Bisbee, Foran, Laird, Spriggs, 
b Hardeman, b, Storia, 
le, _ Henderson, D.B. Lore Strait, 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 
Brumm, Hewitt, A. 8, Muller, Throckmorton, 
Seenghell, J.M. Hiscock, Ochiltree, ‘ownshend, 

s mere Pen _ — 
Chalmers, r, ‘erkins, emple, 
Cook, Hopkins, Post, White, J.D. 
Craig, orr, Rankin, Wise, J.S,. 
Culberson, D. B. Houk, Reed, T. B. Young. 
Cutcheon, Hurd, Robertson, 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the rules were not 


the roll-call, 


the names. 


the bill was not passed. 


Spec 


Thetime for debate having expired, the 
tleman from New York demands the yeas and nays on the motion 


of Missouri, moved to dispense with the reading of 


The 


Objections were made. 
The following pairs were announced from.the Clerk’s desk: 
Until farther notice: 

. MORRISON with Mr. JouHn S. WISE. 

. SHAW with Mr. LArRp. 
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Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLoGG, 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. Post with Mr. Hovx. 

On this vote: 

Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. Patron. 

Mr. FINDLAY with Mr. JoHnson. 

For this day: 

Mr. FoRAN with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. Barr. 

Mr. StoRM with Mr. OCHTLTREE. 

Mr. FERRELL with Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor. 
THROCKMORTON would vote in the negative. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. BREWER, of New York. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. CRAIG. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. ADAMs, of Illinois. If pres- 
ent, Mr. ROBERTSON would vote in the negative. 

Mr. STRAIT with Mr. VAN EATON. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

The vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Task that by unanimous consent members be 
permitted to print speeches on this subject which they did not have 
the opportunity to deliver. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a question of privilege. I under- 
stood from the Speaker at the time I made my remarks I was author- 
ized to print some remarks in addition. [Cries of ‘‘No!’’] 

Mr. CLAY. No; that was objected to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not care enough about it, and I with- 
draw any remarks I made on that subject. 


If present, Mr. 


EVENING SESSIONS FOR COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the resolution which I send to the desk. I do this at the instance of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Wednesday, February 18,and Wednesday, February 25, the 
House take a recess at 5 o'clock p. m. until 8 o’clock p. m., and that the session 
of each of said evenings until adjournment shall be devoted to the considera- 
tion of bills or resolutions reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
bills and resolutions upon the Speaker's table over which the Committee on 
Naval Affairs may have jurisdiction, except Senate bill 698, or other bills author- 
izing the construction of steel cruisers, unless said evenings are claimed by the 


Committee on Appropriations for the consideration of general appropriation 
bills. 


Mr. HENLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objections are not in order. 

Mr. HENLEY. I propose to antagonize the motion, and theretore 
demand a second. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask that a second may be considered as ordered 
by unanimous consent. 

There being no objection a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule thirty minutes are al- 
lowed for debate, of which the gentleman from Indiana will control 
fifteen minutes and the gentleman from California the remainder. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The committee does not want any time to discuss 
the motion unless some gentleman shall oceupy the time in opposition, 
when we wish to be heard. 

Mr. HENLEY. I want to submit some remarks to the House upon 
the subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from California. 

Mr. TALBOTT. We will reserve our time. 

Mr. HENLEY. I should have no objection to the adoption of that 
resolution if it included an exception in favor of business from the Pub- 
lic Lands Committee. But there are some very important bills now 
before the House upon the Speaker’s table involving the restoration to 
the public domain of millions of acres of land, and I think if the desires 
of the people throughout the United States were consulted they would 
place that character of legislation—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It does not seem as if there are seats 
enough provided for the members of this House. I ask that the pub- 
lic business be suspended until gentlemen are provided with seats. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. TheSergeant-at-Arms willsee that gen- 
tlemen take their seats. 

Mr. HENLEY. I dislike exceedingly to antagonize anything that 
contemplates a rehabilitation or building up of our Navy; but I was pro- 
ceeding to say at the time I was interrupted that I believed if the ques- 
tion were submitted to the people of the United States, and we are pre- 
sumably representing their wishes, I believe they would say that the 
restoration and opening up for settlement of these public lands and the 


The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
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forfeiture of railroad land grants would be paramount to all other con- 
siderations 

Now, if the gentleman will amend his rule so as to give the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands an equal show with the Committee on Naval 
(fairs, for myself I would interpose no objection; but as it is I submit 
these considerations as reasons why the rales should not be adopted, 
and reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. HENLEY. I have promised to yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WiLLIs] for two minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, erdinarily Ido not oppose these requests 
for the consideration of any character of public business; but in the 
present condition of our Calendar, with four or five appropriation bills 
pending, with the river and harbor bill before the House for its action, 
unless the gentleman shall except that from the operation of this pro- 
vision, in my judgment it jeopardizes the passage of the river and har- 
bor bill, and I ask him, therefore, to except that from his resolution. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. And all other special orders. 

Mr. WILLIS. If that exception is made, I shall support cordially 
the proposition; but unless it is done, I think the available time neces- 
sary to pass the appropriation bills, and in that I include, first of all, 
the river and harbor appropriation bill, will be taken up with proceed- 

ings brought up by this committee. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the gentleman from Kentucky will 
yield to me the remainder of his time I shall like to say a single word. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam opposed totaking up any new busi- 
ness whatever until we finish the consideration of the appropriation 
bills. I do not think the House ought to go into any new business, as 
we have quite enough before us now. 

Mr. HENLEY. That is right. I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I desire simply to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that the resolution provides that the House shall take a 
recess on each day fixed in the resolution at 5 o’clock. We spent three 
hours of good work after 5 o'clock on the last day’s session of this 
House. 

Mr. HENLEY. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. HENLEY. I will yield one minute to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Unless the gentleman from Maryland will ex- 
cept the Mexican pension bill, I shall certainly oppose his motion. 

Laughter.] It is my desire to procure final action upon that pension 

ill before this Congress adjourns, and I shall not agree to allow that 
bill to be put aside by any other business whatever if I can help it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Has not some other gentleman some bill that he 
wants excepted, the Library bill for instance ? 

Mr. HENLEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON, I only want to say I can not vote for this resolution 
at this time of the session; for this among other reasons, that it excepts 
the only measure of great public importance that I know of that should 
come from that committee, namely, the consideration of the bill for the 
construction of steel cruisers. I apprehend if this order should be made 
it may have awkward results and will greatly jeopardize some other 
special orders and business of public importance. I hope the resolution 
will be voted down. 

Mr. HENLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN}. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have favored the special orders that have been 
sought by the committees seeking this privilege heretofore, and if the 
resolution were qualified I should favor the resolution in this instance 
also. I should be willing to attend any session of the House for any 
length of time for the benefit of the Committee on Naval Affairs, But 
there are two measures still undisposed of in addition to the appro* 
priation bills excepted by this resolution, which I think are of 
mount importance and which should not be permitted to be set aside 
by any special order. I refer to the reports made from the Committee 
on the Public Lands and to the report from the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee. Until those reports are disposed of I think this House ought 
to be slow to make any special order that may by any possibility su- 
persede them. 

I regret to have to oppose the resolution; but in its present form and 
while it does antagonize the forfeiture and the just forfeiture of public 
lands and imperils the passage of the river and harbor bill, I shall op- 
pose it and vote against it. 

A MEMBER. Those are privileged matters. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Notunder this resolution. If they were I should 
have no objection to voting for it, but this resolution sets their privilege 


aside. 
Mr HENLEY. I yield one minute to the gentleman from North 


Carolina (Mr. O'Hara}. 
Mr. O'HARA. I regret very mach I am compelled to oppose this 
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resolution. But in addition tothe appropriation bills and the river and 
harbor bill of which I am in favor, there is another bill of a great deal 
of importance, I might say of vital importance, to the country that 
should be acted upon this session and which will be excluded from con- 
sideration by the resolution now offered if it should be adopted. | 
mean the education bill. Until action is taken upon that bill I shal! 
oppose not only this special order but all others that may be asked for. 

Mr. HENLEY. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. TALBOTT. [yield five minutes of my time to the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox]. 

ie COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, this resolution has been 
ordered by the committee of which I happen to be chairman, and has 
been pressed here, in one form or other, for several weeks and months. 
It has not been passed. Resolutions of similar import for other com- 
mittees, of no more dignity or importance to the House, have been 
adopted. We have made every proper exception in this resolution, but 
gentlemen oppose it because forsooth the educational bill is not excepted, 
or because the land-grant forfeiture bills are not excepted, or because 
somebody else’s bill has not been excepted. 

I desire to say, sir, on the two hundred bills sent to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs in this House for careful inspection there have been 
reports made, and we have modestly and kindly pressed them on the 
attention of Congress. If this House does not choose to consider mat- 
ters of a naval character, the fault does not lie with that committee 
but with the House itself. 

It is unfair to place men in charge of important interests and then 
by some hocus-pocus or by some rule ruling thereon cut them off from 
any consummation of the work in which they have been engaged. 

No man wauts to serve in this Congress unless he sees some sort of 
result fromhis labors. After some nine or ten monthsof constant labor 
on this committee we have had but one day of a hearing in this House. 

We do not propose to intrench on. the duties of other committees. 
Although I believe it is the duty of the Naval Affairs Committee to 
consider the question of our naval marine, we have not had an oppor- 
tunity even to present one proposition in respect to it, and this resolu- 
tion is only possible because that is excepted. 

If the House chooses to vote this down, very well. As the chair- 
man of that committee I have done my duty in all persistency in bring- 
ing matters before this House. There are matters now on the Speaker's 
table, and matters which have been reported from our committee con- 
nected with our Arctic expedition, with the Alert, with the proper dis- 
position of things in the Navy, which are i le to be , 
and yet we can not get unanimous consent; we can not be heard by the 
Speaker under our rules; we can not move to suspend the rule by a 
two-thirds vote, and all we can do is during the last six days of the 
session to move to suspend the rules and pass some of our measures. 
We are discriminated against. I protestagainstit. If the Houseshall 
vote us down they may do so, but the responsibility is not.on that 
committee which has been diligent in season and out of season to do 
the work delegated to us by the House. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I yield two minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. Mc . Mr. Speaker, I think that when the House reflects 
upon the time that has been given to other committees of no greater 
importance or dignity than the Committee on Naval Affairs this reso- 
lution will pass. It is conceded that we shall not try on the occasion 
selected to pass any bills looking to the construction of the Navy, the 
building of ships, but that we will deal alone with the personnel of the 
service. Now it is of the utmost importance—and I want to impress 
that upon the minds of members of the House—that this great mass of 
bills relating to the personnel of the Government and the efficiency of 
the service shall have consideration from Congress at this time. There 
are on the Calendars carefully made reports with relation to the official 
conduct of persons in the Navy, with relation to the reinstatement of 
cadets, with relation to almost everything that concerns the efficiency 
of the service—a great public service equal to the Army or the Post- 
Office, or any other branch of the Government—and I think it is but 
right that this House should give two evenings before it adjourns to the 
consideration of this business, the preparation of which has cost the 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs weeks of labor. I have no 
hesitation in saying that no cbmmittee of this House has labored more 
faithfully, more zealously, and, although I am a member of the com- 
mittee, I will say, more intelligently or more honestly, in investigating 
the matters assigned to it than the Committee on Naval Affairs. Is it 
right, sir, that all the labor of the members of that committee shall be 
wasted simply because this House will not give a singl: evening to con- 
sidering the bills reported by the committee ? 

ss the hammer fell. ] 

. TALBOTT. How much time have I left, Mr. r? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.- The gentleman has sixteen minutes 


Mr. TALBOTT. I yield tomy colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE]. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs has very forcibly stated the injustice of which members 
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of that committee 
in which find themselves in respect of the public business com- | 
mitted to care. I, Mr. Speaker, have had lying upon my desk | 
for weeks two measures of public importance unanimously »pproved 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs—one of them involving a measure | 
recommended to this House by the President of the United States in a | 
special message; another involving the extension to the enlisted men 
and marines of the naval service of those beneficent provisions of law | 
which have been heretofore extended to the military branch of the | 
and the further extension of which is demanded by every con- 
sideration of justice and equity; yet day after day this House has 
adjourned no possible opportunity has been afforded to members 
of our committee to discharge the duties which have been imposed upon 
them by their colleagues upon this floor. Neither under the morning 
hour, nor by unanimous consent, nor by suspension of the rules, has | 
it been ble for me as one member of that committee to discharge 
the duties with which I have been intrusted. Member after member 
has come to me day after day inquiring, complaining, protesting; yet 
still we are in the position of being unable to secure any action what- 
ever by the House. I appeal to the House to give to this committee, 
which certainly ought to be regarded and recognized as one of the im- 
portant committees of the House, an opportunity of attending to the | 
ion of the public business intrusted to it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I had no idea when I offered this res- 
olution of how much business could be transacted in the course of two | 
I find now that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be- | 
lieve that they could pass their bill in one of the evenings which the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs seeks to occupy; I find that the Committee | 

and Labor believe that they could pass their bill on that | 

ou and the only thing I am surprised at is that the gentleman 
from a [Mr. SINGLETON] did not tell us that if he could have 
that evening he could pass his Library bill. Mr. Speaker, although the 
on Naval Affairs is one of the most important committees of 
the House, having charge of the legislation affecting a very important 
the Government service, yet, under the rules of this House, 
we have found no possible way of getting our ‘‘dayincourt.’”’ If Iask 
unanimous consent, somebod. 


y—no matter who—objects under the 
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have a right to complain because of the condition | 
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z 


rule. I have carried this resolution and waited and waited for this day 
to be reached and for this committee to be called. I have waited so 
l 


ong that the resolution is almost worn out in my pocket [laughter], 


and this is the first time that I have had a chance to ask the House to | 


ve us a day or an evening for the consideration of business reported 

the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

We have a number of bills which have been passed by the Senate 
and are on the Speaker’s table. We have a numberof bills which were 
referred to our committee and have been reported back. We have a 
bill distributing prize-money, and we have a bill giving marines or 
seamen in the naval service charged with desertion an opportunity to 
remove the uy proper proof; we have a number of bills of 
is to be with the Alert—for Congress has to pass upon that. We 
have also a bill upon the Calendar transferri 
to the Department—the revenue marine. None of those 

all of which are measures and ought to be passed, 

can be reached unless this resolution be adopted. The Committee on 
————- can, if they choose, antagonize these measures on either 
these two evenings, or on both. The most important thing for this 
House to do is, of course, to pass theappropriation bills. That is what 


the country and what the people have a right to expect; but I 
think when we d to the Committee on Appropriations that is as 
much as we t to be requited to do. 

Mr. - Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says he does not desire 


to retard the progress of the appropriation bills; but the trouble is that 
this propasition which he asks the House to adopt would do that very 
because, as the gentleman from Georgia has very aptly said, it 
compel a recess of the House on the evenings designated at 5 
o'clock, appropriation bills or no appropriation bills. I oppose this 
proposition because I believe it means the possibility of all the disaster, 
and distraction of an extra session. 

, Mr. Speaker, it antagonizes the river and harbor bill; 
believe, if the sense of the people of this country should be taken, 
it would be found that the advancement of the commercial prosperity 
of this land, the security and preservation of human life sought in this 
river and harbor bill, are held in their estimation paramount to the con- 
sideration of the matters insisted upon by the Naval Committee or any- 
thing that can be done in that direction at this stage of the present ses- 


. The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs has alluded to the 
fact that he has had no opportunity to the consideration of the 
bills coming from his committee. Well, this House and the country 


want of endeavor and persistency and deter- 
on his to secure the eration of those measures. 

Honse cerfallyacopts the responsibility of that matter, and he 

a, aeneearne has done his duty, 

w ty. 

Mr. Speaker, the necessity becomes more and more apparent every 
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i rtance to the country; we have a bill which provides what | 


ng vessels now in the Navy | 
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| day and hour that we live for the legislation embraced in the land- 


grant-forfeiture bills, which are aniagonized by this proposed order. 
We see the other end of the Capitol—the Senate of the United States— 
gradually filling up with railroad magnates and their creatures. We 
see that the State of California has recently elected Leland Stanford to 


| the Senate, distinguished for his violation of law and defiant disregard 


of the will of the people, and his great wealth taken from their pockets: 
We see elected from the State of New York Mr. Evarts, a man who 
has been conspicuous in and whose fame rests mainly on his defense 
of the pretended rights of railroad corporations and of corporate dom- 
ination. We also see that another gentleman who has grown some- 
what famous in the West in the same line has been returned to the 
Senate from Wisconsin. All these things go to show that the time has 


| come when the friends of the people, when those who desire that these 


vast quantities of public lands that have fallen into the grasp of these 
corporations shall be restored to the public domain for the benefit of 
actual settlers, should act unitedly; and if we have any time at this 
session outside of that required by the appropriation bills that are act- 
ually necessary to carry on the Government, I am in favor of dedicating 
that time to the restoration of these lands to the people. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HENLEY. I yield to the 
ROGERS]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minute and a half. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, in the confusion I failed 
to hear the reading of this resolution. I ask that it be read again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If read again it must come out of the 
gentleman’s time. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. 
will read rapidly. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution again: 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, 
I have heard enough of this resolution to convince me that I ought to 
vote against it; and as gentlemen seem to have selected this occasion 
for the purpose of pronouncing funeral orations over the dead measures 
of dying committees, I wish to say that the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, of which Iam a member, has never had an hour of the 
time of this House from the beginning of the Forty-eighth Congress 
down to the present time. Ido not know how many more committees 
| of the House are in the same situation. 

Mr. TALBOTT. That is not the fault of the Naval Committee. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. As a parting shot I want to say that 
at the next session of Congress I hope we shall have some revision of 
these rules, so as to give us some opportunity at some time to discharge 
our public duties in a manner creditable to ourselves and in a measure 
at least acceptable tothecountry. Weshall never do it while working 
under this cleverly devised batch of obstructions that we improperly 
denominate a system of rules. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TALBOTT. I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Speaker, the statement of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. RoGERs] that his committee has not had opportunity to 
present its business to the consideration of the House is no argument 
why one at least of the important committees of this House should not 
be heard. I mean no disrespect to the gentleman from California [ Mr: 

HENLEY] or to the measures which he advocates when I say that he 
| probably magnifies their importance, at least in the estimation of mem- 
| bersof this House. The reason he has given why this resolution should 

not pass applies equally to every motion made here, to every proposi- 
tion brought up for the consideration of the House, because it consumes 
time, and the consumption of time jeopardizes the passage of other 

measures. 2 

We have had important matters before the Naval Committee; mat- 

| ters in which the entire country is deeply interested; matters in which 
every Congressional district and every member of this House is con- 
cerned; matters affecting the Naval Academy; matters affecting the 

Naval Observatory. They have been duly considered in committee, and 

we should have at least a few hours of this session to present them to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

suspend the rules has expired. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBuTT to suspend 
the rules and adopt the resolution, it was not agreed to; there being— 
ayes 54, noes 73. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The next committee 
entitled to submit a motion to suspend the rules is the Committee on 

| the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
LETTING OF MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MONEY. By instruction of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, I move to suspend the rules so as to take from the 
House Calendar and pass the bill (H. R. 6407) to regulate the letting 
of mail contracts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That every proposal for carrying the mail, made under a 
> general or miscellancous advertisement, shall be accompanied by the bond of 


gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


The gentleman from Arkansas has one 


[am aware of that. I hope the Clerk 





The time for debate on the motion to 
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the bidder in a sum to be designated by the Postmaster-General in the adver- 
tisement of each route, and in a form to be prescribed by the Postmaster-Ge: . 
with eureties approved by a postmaster at a ce upon or con us to 
the route to which the proposal relates, to which bond a condition shall be an- 
nexed that if the said bidder shall, within such time after his bid is as 
the Postmaster-General shall prescribe, enter into a contract with the United 
States of America, with good and sufficient sureties, to peau roved by the Post- 
master-General, to perform the service proposed in his 4 bid, and, further, 


that he shall perform the said service according to his contract, then the said ob- | 


ligation to be void, otherwise to be in full force and obligation in law; and in 
case of failure of any bidder to enter into such contract to perform the service, 
or, having executed a contract, in case of failure to perform the service accord- 
ing to his contract, he and his sureties shall be liable for the amount of said bond 
as liquidated damages, to be recovered in an action of debt on the said bond, 
No proposal shall be considered unless it shall be gnomes by such bond, 
and there shal) have been affixed to said proposal the oath of the bidder, taken 
before an officer qualified to administer oaths, that he has the ability, pecu- 
niarily,to fulfill his obligations, and that the bid is made in good faith, and with 
the intention to enter into contract and perform the service in case his bid is ac- 
cepted. Andif any bidder or surety shall knowingly and willfully swear falsely 
to any statement that the Postmaster-General may require under the provis- 
ions of this section, he shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and, on conviction 
thereof, be punished as is provided by law for commission of the crime of 
perjury. 

Sec. 2. That whenever, from any gause, no proposal is received for the per- 
formance of mail service on any route that has been advertised at any general 
or miscellaneous letting, or whenever the lowest proposal received is consid- 
ered too high, the Postmaster-General may informally readvertise the service, 
for not less than ten days, at the terminal points upon the route, and at such 
other points as he may deem proper; and the contract made under such adver- 
tisement shall run, as nearly as possible, from the beginning to the end of the reg- 
ular contract term ; and during the time that may necessarily be lost by reason 
of a failure to receive a proposal or make an award, the Postmaster-General 
may employ temporary service upon the conditions imposed by law therefor. 

— . 3. That in ee Fens sepa for = service the ee Sato 
shall not be bound to consider the pro of any person who m , or 
aided in the imposition, upon the United States of an insufficient bond upon 
any proposal or contract for carrying the mail, or who has made any false 
statement to any postmaster or other official in the postal service to secure a 
certificate to the sufficiency of the sureties upon any such proposal or contract, 
or who has made or filed, or aided in the making or filing, of any false state- 
ment in relation to — post-road, or mail service thereon, with the intent 
thereby to defraud or otherwise cause loss to the United States. 

Sec. 4. That the first part of section 2 of an act to regulate the advertising of 
mail lettings, and for other purposes, approved May 17, 1878, be so amended es 
to read as follows: 

“ Hereafter no subletting or transfer of any mail contract shall be permitted 
unless the annual compensation under the contract for the service shall exceed 
$700, and in no case without the consent in writing of the Postmaster-General.” 

Src. 5. That section 1 of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year Sas Tone 30, 1882, 
and for other purposes,” be, and it is hereby, amended by striking out, in lines 
28 and 29, the words “and upon a bulletin-board in a public place in the Post- 
Office Department building at Washington, in the District of Columbia.” And 
sections 3945, 3946, and 3953 of the Revised Statutes, and subsections 245 and 246 
of section 12 of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875, and for 
other purposes,”’ approved June 23, 1874, and subsections 246 of an act approved 
August 11, 1876, entitled “An act to amend subsections 246 and 251 of section 12 
of an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1875, and for other puposes,’ 
approved June the 23d, 1874, and for other purposes, and section 3954 of the Re- 
vised Statutes,” approved August 11, 1876, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I demand a second. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no objection to that, and I hope a second will 
be granted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I only want time for explanation of the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair hears no objection, and there 
is a second to the motion to suspend the rules. The rules allow fifteen 
minutes’ debate on either side. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska for a moment. Is it his intention to debate the bill? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Not especially. I can not support the bill as 
reported from the committee. I find objection to the first section. 
Let the gentleman take his time if he is going to make any remarks 
on the bill. 

Mr. MONEY. I have no desire to debate the measure unless gen- 
tlemen have something to urge against its adoption. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Explain it. 

Mr. MONEY. Very well, then; I will explain briefly to the House 
that the purpose of the bill is to shutoff all ve bidding on star 
routes, orringbids. Itis to obviate hereafter any possibility of 
administration of the contract office of the Post-Office Department which 
fostered and encouraged those star-route frauds which were the subject 
of investigation by two or three committees of this House. In my 
opinion and in the opinion of the committee it will have that effect. 
It will throw, in other words, the iage of mails on star routes into 
the hands of the people who live contiguous to those routes. It will 
put it into the hands of the local contractors and take it out of the 
hands of this great organization which exists only at Washington, and 
putsin bids for every State and Territory in this Union, at prices some- 
times below the market, and then sublets to subcontractors all over the 


country. The result is, wehaveas carriage as under any system, 
but it is inferior and 


unsatisfactory to 
That is the object of the bill, and I will 
time until I can hear what gentlemen have to say in 


Mr. VALENTINE. I = in a the line of thought sng 
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hands, then I will support the bill. I am in favor of that if that 
would be the result of it, but I believe if this bill becomes a law that 
in the sparsely settled portions of the West it would deprive the citi- 
zens of their mail facilities. I specially refer to this provision of the bill 
which says that every proposal for carrying the mail made under a gen- 
eral or miscellaneous advertisement shall be accompanied by the bond 
of the bidder in a sum to be designated by the Postmaster-General in 
the advertisement of each route, and in a form to be prescribed by the 
Postmaster-General, with sureties approved by a postmaster at a post- 
office upon or contiguous to the route to which the proposal relates, 
to which bond a condition shall be annexed that if the said bidder shall, 
within such time after his bid is accepted as the Postmaster-General 
shall prescribe, enter into a contract with the United States of America, 
with good and sufficient sureties, to be approved by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, to perform the service proposed in his said bid, and, further, that 
he shall perform the said service according to his contract, then the said 
obligation to be void; otherwise to be in full force and obligation in law. 

That would only permit men living on the route or contiguous thereto 
to enter into competition in bidding. I assure you, in my own State, 
where this system is largely in vogue yet, there are no men who would 
be able to carry on the larger routes, for the reason they could not give 
the security. They are not able to take the responsibility of carrying 
on those large routes, and I believe the result would be to break down 
the carriage of the service we have now in the West. So believing, I 
think the bill ought not to be passed without amendment. For in- 
stance, a man in the eastern part of my State would not be able to get 
a contract in the western part of the State, forsooth, because the post- 
master on the western route would not besufficiently acquainted with 
him to approve his bond. In a State five hundred miles across a man 
in one part can not know well enough those in the other parts to give 
approval to their bonds. 

Now, I am in favor of any plan which may be devised to take from 
the Washington ring the power of gathering up all these routes, but I 
do not wish to have our people deprived of the chance of receiving 
their mails as they now do. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. What is the reason that solvency of 
sureties may not be made to appear to the postmaster along the route 
as well as you can make the fact in Arkansas appear in New York ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Why is it the committee select a postmaster 
away out on the route instead of the Postmaster-General ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Simply to break up the star-route ring 
that has existed here and controlled these matters. 

Mr. VALENTINE. If I thought this bill would accomplish that 
purpose, and that it would not in any way change for the worse the 
system we have of carrying the mails, I would be glad to assist in car- 
rying it through; but as I am now advised it will not have that effect. 

A MEMBER. And it will increase the cost. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Ido not care whether it increases the cost or 
not, as I believe the people of the United States, whether they live in 
the prairies or in the cities, should have all the mail facilities this Con- 
gress can furnish them with. If I were sure it could increase the effi- 
ciency Of the service I would vote for it, but I am unwilling to deprive 
the people of the West of any facilities they now possess. 

Mr. HORR. I would like to know to what extent the gentleman 
assumes that this would increase the cost of the public service. 

Mr. MONEY. I will allude to that in the course of my remarks. 

Mr. VALENTINE. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I doubt very much whether this bill 
should be passed, if passed at all, with only fifteen minutes’ debate on 
each side. To me it is a very important bill; that was my impression 
on hearing it read for the first time from the desk; and it is a bill that 
should not, in my judgment, pass without sufficient information as to 
exactly what it in It is impossible in the short time allowed for 
its consideration to judge properly of its effects.. I do not believe it is 
possible for anybody to form an intelligent opinion unless he be on the 
committee which presented it. There is not time for the House to un- 
oe in the limit of the oe + mp for discussion. a 

Now, t one thing, that in past great outrages have 
been coamenaned this branch of the service. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And they are committed now, I will say, if the 
gentleman is not aware of the fact. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says they are committed now; but 
toa extent the cure for these outrages is in the administration of 
the it. We have seen within the last few this service 

tion cut 
000,000 to a little over 
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Now, sir, I do not want to legislate for the benefit of any contractor 


or contractors, but in seeking to break upone ring I am opposed to do- | 


ing it in such a manner as to incur the possibility of creating a dozen 


others. Therefore I would be glad if the gentleman in charge of this | 


proposition would amend his motion so as to set the bill down for con- 
sideration some evening when it can be considered in the House and 
fally discussed, intelligently discussed, and understood by the House 
before we are called upon to vote on it. In its present shape I can not 
vote for it, although I would be glad to do so when I understand its 
provisions, if it commends itself to my judgment, when I have had 
that rtunity. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I reserve the remaiuder of my time. 

Mr. MONEY. I believe I have the right to close this discussion, 
and will reserve my time. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Then we had better come to a vote at once. 

I would like to say to the gentleman that I think it is but fair that 
he should give some reason for the passage of this bill before objection 
is asked against it. It may be that he can sufliciently explain the 
clause to which I object. Ihave no desire to consume any of the time 
of the House unnecessarily, nor have I any desire in this matter except 
to increase the efficiency of this branch of the service. In my present 
view of the case I think it would be a public injury to my people and 
would eventually break down the service in that State to adopt this 


bill. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam perfectly willing if the gentleman wants infor- 
mation to give it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. [should be very glad to hear from the gentle- 
man before —— - 

Mr. MONEY. This bill was prepared at the Post-Office Department, 
and they are med to know the wants of the service. They are not 

to be willing to strike down the service in any of its branches. 
is has had the careful consideration and comes here with the unani- 
mous approval of the Post-Office Committee. 

I say to my friend from Nebraska that it is a measure which would 
not impair the efficiency of the service, but on the contrary it will pro- 
mote it. The only object that it has in view is to promote the effi- 
se the service, and to strike down this speculative bidding under 
wi _ frauds have arisen and flourished in the past. 

.-Mr. CANNON. Does not my friend think that it would materially 
increase the cost of the service? 

Mr. MONEY. Idothinkso. I desire to deal perfectly fairly, openly, 
and frankly withthe House. My own impression is that it will increase 
the cost. There is, however, a conflict of opinion in the Department 
upon the subject; but the committee believe that it will increase the 
cost as much as 5 per cent. 


Mr. V. E. And do a good deal more than that percentage 
of injury to it. 
*Mr. MONEY. But on the other hand the committee believe that it 


will best promote the efficiency of the service and its interests, as well 

as the honesty of the administration of the service. We propose to take 

away the temptation to defraud the Government and the opportunity 

for so. We propose while giving every needed star-route facility 

to every community in all parts of the country to throw every possible 
around it to secure its honest administration. 

, sir, the practice that prevails here is one that I am satisfied a 
little reflection will induce any man to admit ought to be broken up. 
Take a thousand routes in any portion of this Union, and if the bidder 
on those routes can secure the approval of the postmaster in some little 
village like Falls Church, or Rockville, or any other place in the neigh- 
borhood of Washington, on the bonds, if one man comes in and swears 
he is worth $10,000 he is approved by the postmaster, and he becomes 
the surety on bids involving one hundred thousand or a million of 


The whole object of this bill is to promote the efficiency of the serv- 
; and I grant the gentleman, if he desires it, it will be at an increased 
cost. But if it is, it brings a benefit tothe people more than commen- 
surate with that increase of cost. 

Mr. HORR. I wish toask the gentleman: Do they not now have to 

ta check ? 

t. MONEY. They do have to deposit a check, and that is one of 
the things which prevent the people in the rural districts from bidding. 
The ie who know every inch of the country, the character of the 
routes, cost of forage, the value of labor, of horses, &c., want to bid; 
but they have not got a national bank convenient to them; they have 
not the money in their pockets to get checks here to compete with the 
gentlemen who have millions of dollars and can get their checks with- 
out inconvenience to themselves. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish toask the gentleman from Mississippi a ques- 
tion. Does this bill preclude the doubling up of contractors in support 
of each other? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not quite understand the gentleman. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does it shut out mail contractors from supporting 
each other and intermingling their bids? 

Mr. MONEY. It prevents the ring bidding so far as it is possible 
for that to be done. It is designed to put the service in the hands of 
the iitlee'te who are on the routes, who understand the service and are 
wi to give good service. 
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he result of the present system is that a great many of these routes 
| are taken every year and sublet at a loss; but on the average the con- 
| tractors make their profits. But when the routes are teken at a loss 
it means inefficient and poor service; it means a derangement of the 
whole service; it means a delay in the Sixth Auditor's Office in the 
settlement of the accounts; it means deductions and subsequent releases 
on that account. This not only simplifies but it vastly increases the 
efliciency of the service; and it does so, as I admit, at a slight increase 
ot cost. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask, in the spirit of 
getting to understand the bill in the short time we have for its consid- 
eration—— 

Mr. MONEY. Iam sorry we have not more. 

Mr. KEIFER. I sympathize with the gentleman as to that, and 
want to know if this bill—for I had not an opportunity of listening to 
its being read—will prevent a contractor from taking contracts on these 
star routes at various places over the country and subletting them to 
other parties. 

Mr. MONEY. It will not prevent any man in the United States 
from bidding on any route, but compels him to bring his sureties from 
that route. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does it forbid subletting to the local parties’ 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Under $700 it does. 

Mr. MONEY. Under $700 they can not sublet at all. 

Mr. KEIFER. And if they bid for a contract and it is awarded. they 
must by their own teams and transportation carry it themselves’ 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. I should be glad to speak for an hour in ex- 
planation and advocacy of this measure, but I promised to yield to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. SKIN- 
NER], for two minutes. ; 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. | desire to indorse every word which 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has 
said in support of this bill. I think the objection made to it by the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] is not good, because I be- 
lieve it is true that the character of the sureties can be better known 
within the bounds of oneState than the character of sureties throughout 
the Union can be known at the Department. 

My reasons for supporting this bill are that it gives infinitely a better 
service, and what is the best is the cheapest. It should be passed for 
another reason : it makes impossible the disgraceful frauds which have 
disgraced the present plan. It opens the service to parties nearer by, 
where the service is to be performed, and where it can best be judged. 
It is recommended by the best judgment of the officers of the Depart- 
ment, who, it seems to me, are the best judges of what the service needs. 
It has received the patient and careful attention of the Committee on 
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the Post-Office and Post-Roads in connection with the authorities of 


the Post-Office Department ; and I believe it will be to the credit of 
this Congress to put this good legislation upon the statute-book. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY ]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am heartily in favor of this legislation for three 
among other reasons: 

First. I believe that the contracts for carrying the mails of the 
United States should be given to those men who live near the routes, 
who are acquainted with the wants of the localities, and who will give 
their personal attention to the business. I do not believe that the giv- 
ing of contracts to professional bidders living hundreds of miles distant 
from the point where the service is to be performed does result in ben- 
efit to the service. 

Secondly. I know, from experience in my own district, that the cor- 
rection of irregularities in the carrying of the mails, where the letting 
has been given to a professional bidder, is always delayed because of 
the distance that the contractor lives from the locality interested. 

Thirdly. I believe that the contractors who carry the mails them 
selves should not be permitted to sublet to other parties, because when 
professional contractors sublet to other parties they always desire to 
make a profit, and in doing that necessarily secure the service of men 
who have inadequate equipments for the purpose, and who therefore 

| always, or usually, provide inefficient service. 

I think, therefore, that this bill is in the interest of a true economy 
and an improved and more efficient service, and I am heartily in favor 
of it. 

Mr. MONEY. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remain- 
ing? 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
| VALENTINE] has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I can agree with almost every- 
thing that has been said by the gentlemen who advocate this bill ex- 
cept that it‘is a good measure. [Laughter.]. I would like to see a law 
enacted to carry out just what they desire, but I do not believe that 
this bill would have that effect. I ask any of these gentlemen to look 
| at any route in his own State at least fifty miles in length and he will 

find that the contractor is not required to live in the State; he may live 
in Washington. All that is required is that the Honds of the sureties 
shall be approved by a postmaster who lives contiguous to the route. 
Now, if any gentleman in whose district there are star routes will just 
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think for a moment I am satisfied that he will agree with me that in 
every case of a route there or in any other part of the country the bid- 
ders in Washington can carry their bonds out there to some postmaster 
along the route and get them approved. The fact is, this legislation 
only gives more power to the men that you are trying to strike down 
and makes the case worse than it is at present, and I wish to say to the 
House that if this legislation be adopted the increase in the cost of the 
star-route service will be not 5 per cent. but 50 per cent. That is my 
prediction, and when you are called upon two years hence to vote an 
appropriation for the star-route service remember what I have said 
about it here to-day, that instead of the cost being increased 5 per cent. 
it will be increased probably 50 per cent. 

Mr. HORR. Oh, no. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why do you say that? 

Mr. VALENTINE. I believe it. 

Mr. PAYSON. W hy? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Because the legislation will force out the best 
men from the service and give it to people who will charge more than 
they do now. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. How can it cost 50 per cent. more? If you 
will read further you will see that the Postmaster-General may reject 
any bid if he thinks it unreasonable and can readvertise the route. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I will say to my friend from Texas that a short 
time ago it came under my observation that a gentleman living in his 
State, and for aught I know in his district, bid upon a star route in that 
State, and he being the lowest bidder, the contract was awarded to him; 
but when he came to put on his service he found that he could not carry 
the mails for the amount of his bid, so the route was left without serv- 
ice, the next bidder upon the list refusing to take it, and the Depart- 
ment had to do as you say they can do under this bill—readvertise. 
They did readvertise that service, and it stands readvertised to-day; 
and the mail is most irregularly carried. That is the condition of 
affairs in my friend’s State, and it is in my own State, and all over the 
West. Now if you enact thislaw you will find that it will strike down 
the best service in all the sparsely settled portions of the country, be- 
sides increasing the cost of the whole star-route service. Under a cor- 
rect administration (if that is the proper phrase) of the affairs of the 
oflice of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General the appropriations for 
this star-route service have been reduced from a little over $8,000,000 
to a little over $5,000,000; but if you pass this law, remember what I 
say now, that instead of five millions, your appropriations for this pur- 
pose two years from now will be at least seven millions and a half. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas. My friend, let me correct you. It is the 
opinion of the Post-Office Department that if the subcontractors could 
get the pay that the contractors now get from the Government there 
would be no such failures as there are at present. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is oftenso. I have myself spoken here 
more than once upon the subject of diamond-pin tlemen who live 
in this city and defraud our people in the West, and I am most anxious 
to have legislation which will put an end to that evil. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. This bill will help to do it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Iam sure that this bill, if it shall become a 
law, will not only fail te accomplish that result, but will strike down 
the most valuable and efficient portion of -the service in my State and 
in all that part of the country. 

[| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MONEY. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I regret that there is not more time 
for the discussion of this bill, although its provisions are simple and 
easily understood. In my own section, which, I take it, illustrates the 
condition of things in many other sections of the country if not in the 
entire region where the star-route service prevails, there is an abandon- 
ment of the service in various routes. The contractor sublets to this 
or that person at a rate which turns out to be unremunerative, and the 
subcontractor abandons the route. Then comesa complaint, and then 
a letter to the contractor, and the service is put on again until another 
man experiments with it and abandons it in the same way. That is 
quite a common result in the star-route service in my own section of the 
country, and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] says 
it is the same in his State, and my information from other 
representing districts in which this star-route service exists is to the 
same general effect. 

Now, sir, I have come to the conclusion that the parties here in Wash- 
ington whose entire time is devoted to this star-route mail business 
conduct it in this way: They get together and take a block of, say, five 
hundred contracts ; they know nothing about the routes, but they bid 
upon them at a certain rate, with the idea that, on the whole, in the 
final summing up, they will make a profit, and I presume they gen 
erally do. The result is, that where the route is remunerative ae 
tractor sublets it to some one ata rate at which, perhaps, the service 
can be performed at a profit; but on another route, where the contract 
does not pay, it is sublet perhaps to some ignorant person, who under- 
takes to do the work and fails, so that the result is the embarrassment 
to which I have referred, 

Now, where these routes have practically been let too low, as every per- 
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case—I will not say how often—that upon the last quarter these con- 
tractors entirely fail to pay their subcontractors. 
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son acquainted with the facts knows—have been let at rates for which 
the service can not be properly performed—can there be objection to in- 
creasing the cost of the service in the reasonable way now proposed ? 

My attention has been called to these very diffic ulties by the Post- 
Office t, which has had a great deal of trouble in this w ay, 
the time of its employés being constantly taken up in efforts to enforce 
the service. After long consideration officers of that Department have 
informed me that the only way which has occurred to them of meeting 
the difficulty is by such a provision as is contained in this bill, requir- 
ing the sureties to be approved by the postmaster at a post-office upon 
or contiguous to the route to which the proposals relate. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One minute remains of the time in 
opposition to the bill and two minutes of the time in its favor. [A 
pause.] No gentleman rises to claim the time in opposition. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi is 
recognized to speak in favor of the bill for two minutes, 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the apprehension en- 
tertained by my friend from Nebraska (Mr. VALENTINE} that this bill, 
if passed, may in its operation break up some of the star routes. I beg 
to assure him it is impossible that under this bill or any other the 
star service should be stopped on a single route. The only question is 
whether we shall make that service more efficient. Under this bill it 
certainly will be made more efficient, more honest, more satisfactory to 
the people and to the Department; and while I admit that the cost may 
be about 5 per cent. additional for a year or two, yet in a very short 
time, before the next regular contracts are let, the whole thing will in 
- ee correct itself, and the service will be as cheap as it eve: 


What we desire most of all is to have a good service, a service with 
which the people will be satisfied. There are now pending in various 
of the country lawsuits brought by subcontractors who have not 

paid. Great ‘rings’? are systematically organized to contract 

t the whole country; and it is frequently the 


In my opinion there has not been presented to this House for a long 
time a measure better calculated to correct abuses in the public service 
and promote its efficiency than that which I now ask the House to pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate on this 

motion has expired. 

ahoaneman being taken on the motion of Mr. MonEY to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, it was determined in the affirmative—two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the House 


to the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the ing votes o! 
the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLums, and Mr. Ransom. 

The message also announced that the Senate had concurred in the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1571) granting a pension to James McCallen; and 

A bill (S. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next committee entitled to recog- 
nition under this call is the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WELLBORN. By direction of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution which |! 


send to the desk 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, the 24th instant, ae omen pn} sean 26 6 p- m 
until $8 p. m.; the evening session of said day’ to such business as 
the Committee on Indian Affairs may designate; ‘absadiar patte Udaahee with 
revenue or general app: Is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the resolution be modified by adding 
‘* or bills affecting the public lands.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That modification can be made by 
unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

The question having been taken on the motion of Mr. WELLBORN, 


Committee on ies. 
Mr, PERKINS. If it is not too late, I desire to call for tellers upon 
agreeing to the resolution in regard to business of the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair thinks it is too late, anothe: 
committee having catled. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the vote be taken by 
tellers on that question. 


Several members objected. 








1885. CONGRESSIONAL 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. If the Committee 
on Territories has no business to present, the next cgmmittee ou this 
call is the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I was instructed by the Committee on Railways 
and Canals to submit a proposition for an evening session for the con- 
sideration of bills reported from our committee; but the fate of similar 
resolutions from other committees has satisfied me that it would be use- 
less for me to do so; and therefore I will not unnecessarily consume 
the time of the House. 


ARMY MEDICAL MUSEUM BUILDING. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move tosuspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H. R. 48) providing for the erection of a building to contain the rec- 
ords of the library and museum of the Medical Department, United 
States Army, with the amendments reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éc., That a brick and metal fire-proof building, to be used for the 


enfe-keeping of the records, meaty, and museum of the Surgeon-General’s Of- 
fice of the United States Army, is hereby authorized to be constructed upon the 
Government reservation in the city of Washington, in the vicinity of the Na- 
tional Museum and the Smithsonian Institution, on a site to be selected by a 


commission composed of the architect of the Capitol, the secretary of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, and the officer in charge of the State, War, and Navy Depart- 
ment building, in accordance with plans and s fications submitted by the 


nera) of the Army and approved by said commission, the cost of the 
ng, ee not to exceed the sum of $200,000; the building to be 


erected and amaney expended under the direction and superintendence of 
the officer in charge of the State, War, and Navy Department building. 


The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

In section 1, line 9, after the word “‘ the,’’ insert the words *‘ Secre- 
tary of War, the;’’ and in line 10, after the word ‘‘Capitol,’’ insert 
the word ‘‘and;’’ also, in lines 11 and 12, strike out the words ‘‘ and 
the officer in charge of the State, War, and Navy Department build- 
ing;’’ also, in lines 18 and 19, strike out ‘‘ officer in charge of the State, 
War, and Navy Department building ’’ and insert ‘‘Secretary of War.”’ 


Also insert the following new section: 


Src. 2. That the sum of $200,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
the not otherwise appropriated, for the commencement and comple- 


tion of said 


Several MEMBERS. Read the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Mr. STocKsLaGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. aera for the erection of a building to contain the records of 
Ss 84 i of the Medical Department, United States Army, sub- 


report: 
The building now used by the Medical ae for a library and museum, 
situated on street, between E and F streets northwest, is not only too 
small to contain the records of the library and museum, but is unsubstantia] and 
exposed to destruction ae The records are very valuable, and if destroyed 
many of them could not be replaced. 5 
The late —~ Gen, J. K. Barnes, in a letter to the Secretary of War, Decem- 
le the following statement : 
is difficult to form an estimate of the value of the Government property 
this building. The money value of the portion of it which could be 
money can not be less than $250,000; but much of it could never be 
replaced r by timeor money. Thus, there are filed in the record and pen- 
sion divisions over 16,000 bound volumes of hospital records, together with a 
the original records of the hospitals of our 
the civil war. Aside from their historical value these records are 
for evidence needed in the settlement of large numbers of pen- 
and other claims, to the protection of the Government against attempted 
frauds as well as to the ad of honest claimants; should they unfortu- 
, these records could not be rep x 
~ collections of books and imens constituting the Army Medical Mu- 
seum and Library are also of n malimportance. The library now contains 
about 51,500 volumes and 57,000 pamphieis relating to medicine, surgery, and 
allied topics. A considerable part of them were gifts or were obtained by ex- 
if 
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, or purchased in Europe under peculiarly favorable circumstances ; so that 

this collection could not probably be replaced except at a great ad- 

on itsactual cost. The collections of the Army Medical Musevm consist of 

and are unique in the completeness with which both military 

and the diseases of armies are illustrated. Their destruction would be 
loss, not only to the United States, but to the world.”’ 

The collections of books and specimens, which has been largely increased 

since the abeve written, is of great interest to the members of the medical 


was 
ee ae otal ies from nearly every State in the Union have called 
attention of Congress, by petitions and memorials, to the necessity of provid- 


cane wane Seecteseete would be secure. 
n view of an pone committee recommend the adoption of the accom- 
panying bill as amended. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
to suspend the rules. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. [| ask that by unanimous consent the second 
be considered as having been ordered. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The time of the reading of the report 
to be taken out of the half hour allowed for debate. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. Four minutes were occupied by the 
reading of the report, which will be taken out of the time allowed in 


ad f the bill. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I did not call for the reading of the report. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thought it was called for by 
the from Indiana. 


# 


I ask for a second on the motion 


. STOCKSLAGER. No; the report was read at the request of 


other gentlemen upon the floor. I did not care anything about it. 
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nized and will proceed. 
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suspend the rules. 


on the other side. 
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The SPEAKER pro temp. The gentleman ! 


om Indiana is recog 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky What has become of the question 
of seconding the motion to suspend the rules 

The SPEAKER pro tempo Does the gentleman object to the 
second being ordered by unanimous consent ” 

Mr. REAGAN. I do. 


TheSPEAKER pro‘empore. The Chairappoints Mr. STOCKSLAGER 


and Mr. THOMPSON as tellers. 


The question is on seconding the motion to suspend the rules 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 127, noes 17 

Mr. BLAND. Noquorum. I movethat the House do now adjourn. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 115 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the point will be withdrawn about a quorum 


not having voted, so we may get through with this measure and take 
up another. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore Does the gentleman from Missouri 


insist on his point of no quorum ” 


Mr. BLAND. I withdraw it 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. So there is a second of the motion to 
Does the gentleman from Indiana wish to be heard ? 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Not unless some one wishes to say something 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 


I do 


I would gladly answer any question which 


may be propounded to me. 


Mr. THOMPSON. Then I wish to ask the gentleman why this has 


been separated from the general library bill, and why it is they seek to 
put up a separate building for a library reiating to the Medical Mu- 
seum ? 
of in that general library bill now pending before Congress? 
to establish a separate library for each Department of the Government, 
or are we to establish one general library in which all these books can 
be taken care of? 


Why is it that the volumes he speaks of can not be taken care 
Are we 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. It will be a sufficient answer to my friend, 


so far as Iam concerned as chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds, to say that the general library bill comes from a dif- 
ferent committee, and we have nothing to do with it. And as an ad- 
ditional answer, I would say that there is no such similarity between 
this museum of anatomical and other specimens and this library as 
would make it proper to put it in either of the plans suggested by my 
friend. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This concerns the pension records. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no connection whatever between the two. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. A large part of these are hospital records— 
the records of hospitals during the war—some 20,000 volumes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In manuscript. 

Mr, STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir; in manuscript. Then there isa 
medical museum the most complete in the world, the result of a great 
war, and which is now kept in the old Ford theatre building, a build- 
ing totally inadequate to its safe-keeping, a mere tinder-box, surrounded 
by wooden buildings and liable to be destroyed by fire at any time. 

I visited it a short time ago in company with the Surgeon-General, 
and found the building in an absolutely dangerous condition. The 
building was originally put up under contract in ninety days, and was 
very badly constructed. The east wall is more than twelve inches out 
The southwest corner of the building has given away until 
there is a great crack in the wall, and the officers in charge have been 
prohibited from putting heavy articles in the upper story for fear of 
pressing out the west wall. It is indeed in a tamble-down condition. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Are not the hospital records which the gentle- 
man speaks of a part of the pension files, and can they not be cared for 
in the new pension building ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I suppose that could be done if the office of 
the Surgeon-General of the Army were under the Pension Bureau and 
there was room for them, but instead of that he is an officer of the 
Army and attached to the War Department. 

Mr. HUNT. This surgical and medical museum and the vast col- 
lection of medical and surgical books are very precious to science in this 
country. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
could not be replaced. 
value, says: 

It is difficult to form an estimate of the value of the Government property col 
lected in this building. The money value of the portion of it which could be 
replaced by money can not be less than $250,000; but much of it could never be 
replaced, either by time or money. Thus, there are filed in the record and 
pension division, pver 16,000 bound volumes of hospital records, together with 
&@ great quantity of papers embracing the origina! records of the hospitals of our 
armies during the civil war. Aside from their historical value these records are 
daily searched for evidence needed in the settlement of large numbers of pen- 
sion and other claims, to the protection of the Government against attempted 


frauds as well as to the advantage of honest claimants; should they unforta- 
nately be destroyed, these records could not be replaced 


They are of the greatest value, and if lost 
Sargeon-General Barnes, referring to their 


The same might be said of the specimens, which are the result of a 
great war, such as we all hope we may never again have. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
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Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Certainly. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that this building is not 
only for the storage of the records of this medical museum, but also 


for the museum itself, its anatomical specimens, books, instruments, 
&e. ? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir; all ofthem. There is in the pres- 
ent building a vast collection of anatomical and other specimens, and 
they are of immense value and importance. There are petitions from 
the medical profession all over the country petitioning Congress to pre- 
serve these records and specimens. They come from every State and 
important city in the Union. I have before me a list of them, which 
1 will ask permission to print with my remarks in the Recorp. 

ARMY MEDICAL MUSEUM. 

Petitions for passage of bill from— 

Alabama: State Medical Association, 192. 

Illinois: Physicians and surgeons of Chicago, 37. 

Indiana: Physicians of Indianapolis, 664. 

Maryland: Physicians and surgeons of, 410, 

Massachusetts: Physicians of Boston, 633. 

New Hampshire: Central Medical Society, 1151; Centre District Medical So- 
ciety, 22. 

New Jersey: Citizens of, 1522; Hudson County Medical Society, 307; physi- 
cians and surgeons of, 307; physicians and surgeons of, 1472. 

New York: Kings County Medical Society, 1088; physicians and surgeons of, 
a. 

Pennsylvania: Northampton County Medical Society, 22; Chester County 
Medical Society, 411; Philadelphia County Medical Society, 95; physicians and 
enrgeons of, 23; physicians and surgeons of, 1471. 

South Carolina: Charleston Medical College, 488. 

Rhode Island: Citizens of, 1648. 

Virginia: Citizens of, 69; citizens of, 162. 

MEMORIAL. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, a committee appointed by the American Medical Associa- 
tion for that purpose, respectfully invite the attention of your honorable bodies 
to the urgent need of prompt action to secure the preservation and full benefits 
of the Army Medical Museum and Library at Washington. 

These collections, already the largest and most valuable of their kind in the 
world, are of the greatest importance, not only to the physicians of thiscountry, 
but to all whose welfare and lives depend upon medical skill; and hence, what 
we ask is emphatically forthe general good. The medical profession of this 
country for whom we speak desire the following: , 

I, That the necessary authority, with a sufficient appropriation for the pur- 
pose, be at once granted by Congress for the erection of a fire-proof building of 
ample dimensions to contain the present museum and library and to permit of 
their large increase. 

If, That the library and museum be kept together under the present excellent 
management. : 

Ill. That the annual appropriation for the library be increased to $10,000, in 
order thatthe physicians of the country may be sure of finding init every new 
medical work, in every language, as soon as it appears. 

LV. That independent of this appropriation for the library, not less than $5,000 
per annum be granted for the care and improvement of the museum. 

V. That the necessary authority be given for the completion of the index 
catalogue of the library, a part of which has been already published, and that the 
Public Printer be authorized and directed to print a sufficient number of copies 
of all or any volumes of this work needed to supply the wants of those who 
desire to purchase. 

We append to this memorial copies of the action of the American Medical As- 


sociation on this matter, with other documents, setting forth in detail the rea- 
sons for this request. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
AUSTIN FLINT, M. D., 
Of New York, N. Y., ‘ 
President of the American Medical Association, Chairman. 
S. D. GROSS, M. D., LL. D., 
Of Philadelphia, Pa. 
D, W. YANDELL, M. D., 
of Louisville, Ky. 
T. G. RICHARDSON, M.D., 
Of New Orleans, La. 
H. F. CAMPBELL, M. D., 
Of Augusta, Ga. 


The erection of this building is recommended by the President of the 
United States in his message. 


1 desire also to lay before the House a letter from Dr. Murray, the 
present Surgeon-General, which is as follows: . 


WasnisoTon, D. C., December 28, 1883. 

My Dear Sir: I have the honor to forward to you, as chairman of the House 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the ineclosed printed document 
relative to a proposed new fire-proof building for the Army Medical Museum 
and Library of the Surgeon-General's Office. 

The imperative need of such a building is thoroughly set forth in the pam- 
phiet which I respectfully ask that you will read and give the subject your per- 
sonal eare and attention, believing that you will be convinced of the pressing 
necessity of placing in security these collections, probably the most valuable of 
the kind in the world. 

I may also state that the proposed -building will furnish room for the accom- 
modation of the records and clerks of the pension division of the office and will 
thereby relieve the Government of considerable expense for rental. 

It will afford me much pleasure to give you any additional information you 
may require’on the subject which may be in my power. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, : 
R. MURRAY, 


Surgeon-General Unéted States Army. 
Hon. 8S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 


House of Representatives. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. And is petitioned for by resolutions passed 
by the medical colleges, State associations, and county societies through- 
out the country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will my colleague on the committee allow me a 
moment to Lave read in this connection a short extract from an eminent 
British authority as to the importance and value of this collection? 


et 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In whose time is it to be read ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It must be in the time of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, I presume, as he still holds the floor. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. How much time is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eleven minutes on either side. 

Mr. THOMPSON. That is fully as much as I expect to use, I wil! 
say to the Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 
the gentleman refers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I do not think that any other point to which 1 might call attention would jus- 
tify me in repeating an account of details which would present but slight vari- 
ation ; and the only other incident of which I may speak was my visit to Wash- 
ington, where I had the privilege, with the help of the Surgeon-General of the 
United States Army, of seing one of the most wonderful medical institutions in the 
world. Of course I allude to that immense library, formed but always forming, 
at Washington, and one of the results of which comes before us in t colossal 
catalogue, which is one of the best proofs of the advancing civilization of the 
great Republic. You are all familiar enough with the Index Medicus, the work 
of Dr, Billings and his assistants, and any one familiar with the business of cat- 
al ing must know what labor that represents ; but if you could see the library 
itself, your _—eerwes the undertaking would be immenselyincreased. The 
building in which it is situated is the old theatre, hallowed by the occurrence jn 
it of one of the most dramatic incidents of modern times—the assassination of 
Abraham Lincoln. [From American Notes, by Lawson Tait, F. R.C.S., chair- 
man of the slinical section, read before the Birmingham Medical Society, Octo- 
ber 31, 1880.) 


The Clerk will read the extract to which 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Kentucky to have this read in his time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. In the time of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. THOMPSON. If I understand correctly the gentleman from In- 
diana yielded to his colleague to have itread, and it must be taken out 
of his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair had recognized the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, who is on the floor. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I have no objection to its coming out of my 
time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. May I ask the Chair how much time I have 
remaining ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
his time remaining. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will reserve that. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Porrer]}. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, I confess I have the gravest doubts as 
to the propriety of this project. I think it will end in a national 
library of medicine, 2 national collection of medical specimens, and 
finally in a national college of medicine here at the capital. It seems 
to me that if we are to do this we may just 2s well enter upon any other 
and all other branches of science, and erect buildings for them, and es- 
tablish libraries and gather specimens for them as national matters. 

Now we have the finest medical colleges in our States perhaps in the 
world. There is one at Philadelphia, near where the Declaration of 
Independence was made and promulgated, and I have no doubt they 
will be glad to take and preserve all these specimens where they will be 
open to the inspection of medical scientists and students for all time to 
come. Our own library which we are to build up I trust at no remote 
day, our national Library, would be made all the richer by providing 
proper space in which these books may be placed. That disposition of 
them will save to the nation not only this $200,000, but will prevent 
establishing a precedent the end of which I do not think any man can 
foresee. 

It will do more than that, sir; this library and museum will end at 
last in a staff of officers to take care of it and at the national expense, 
and an annual appropriation will be demanded to support and continue 
it forever. Iam one of those who believe the whole subject of educa- 
tion, except as to the local education of the le of this District, be- 
longs to and will be best guarded, forwarded, and perfected to its great 
end by the States through their rivalry and competition in the pursuit 
of knowledge and science; but I do not see that the General Govern- 
ment should enter upon that field. I do not believe that we are to gain 
by preserving the relics and bones or wounds caused by the war at any 
one place in our capital. I wish they were all buried and covered al! 
over with grass and hidden from sight forever. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Nurrrye]}. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will leave the gentleman from 
Kentucky just one minute. The gentleman has now six minutes of 
his time eee 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I will yield the gentleman half of that 
time, or three minutes. 

Mr. NUTTING. I desire to say I am not favorable to the passage of 
this bill under the circumstances. This Congress, through one of the 
committees of the House, and the the co-ordinate branch 
of Congress, is asked to pass a bill which would erect a library building 
that would be all that is necessary for the books that are now sought 


It will then be deducted from the time 


The gentleman has cight minutes of 
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to be ed by the building contemplated in this bill. One-fifteenth 
of the money sought to erect the library building by the bill now on 
our Calendar is asked to be appropriated for this building. 


If you are going to appropriate money for libraries all over the city 
for each separate class, you are commencing, in my opinion, at the wrong 
If will erect the library building, for which a bill has passed 
e Senate, it will give capacity for all of the books now sought 
tobe preserved. If there is any danger from conflagration as far as the 
i now preserved in alcohol are concerned, that is an argument 
the building you propose to erect. 

The building which is sought to be erected by the bill which has passed 
the Senate for a library will be sufficient for all the books in this library 

and will be for the next fifty years. 


We havea Library of Congress which now contains more than 500,000 
Although only $3,000,000 are asked 


volumes and is of immense value. 
for the b for that library, it has been impossible for us to get up 
the bill in this House orto get consideration forit. If you want toerect 
a building for each separate individual library or each separate indi- 
vidual subject, then you will never erect such a library building as this 
Government ought toerect. The Library which the United States has 
under this roof at this time is in danger of being destroyed at any time. 
It is a shame and disgrace to this Government that it should have such 
a mass of books of such value and of such a representative character as 
far as the Government is concerned and yet do nothing toward their 
preservation. 

I say if this bill is passed it is a direct blow ata library building such 
as this Government ought to build. If you authorize the construction 
of this building for the purposes of this act, then in a little time you 
will have another little library seeking to be accommodated with a sep- 
arate building somewhere else, and so on, till you have separate build- 
ings for a number of little libraries, whereas you ought to have one 
grand building, which should contain all the books of the Government, 
and should be a representative building that would be an object of pride 
to our whole nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON ] has three minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The only reason I have for opposing this bill 
a out of the fact that I see no necessity for it, and that I have 

no sufficient reason assigned for it by any of the gentlemen who 
advocate this measure. 
The only reason given us for putting up this building is that there 
are to the Surgeon-General’s Department 52,000 volumes of 
im t records, hospital records, &e. Now, these records, if they 
to the Surgeon-General’s Office, do not properly belong to any 
library, but constitute part of the records of the War Department, of 
which the Surgeon-General’s Office is merely one branch. And we are 
not told, nor has any gentleman undertaken to say, that the new War, 
State, and Navy Department building, when completed, will not fur- 
nish ample resources for the accommodation of the records we have. 

Mr. LAGER. With the gentleman’s permission I will 


state—— 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
yield. 

Furthermore, we have now in process of construction in this city 
what is known as the new Pension building, which covers acres of 
ground; and we are not told why these records which relate indirectly 
to the Pension Office can not be well taken care of in that enormous 
building which we are now constructing. 

As far as the Medical Museum is concerned, I think we have ample 
means of accommodating everything which relates to that museum 
in the Smithsonian Institution. 

We have further pending before this House a bill which has passed 
the Senate to construct a library building which will hold all the books 
the Government has. It seems to me one building isenough. We 
should deal with this matter not in detail for each separate Department 
of the Government, but we should deal with it as a single question, 
and construct one building sufficient to hold all the libraries and mu- 
seums we need. Therefore I am opposed to the expenditure of this 
sum of money, because I believe it absolutely unnecessary. 

DN em rg pro tempore. The time allowed in opposition to the 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I 
Massachusetts [Mr. LyMAN 

Mr. LYMAN. Medicine and surgery have done something to cure 
disease and to lengthen human life. They have done more to lessen 
suffering. They have done most of all to prevent disease. Most of the 
progress in these arts has been made during the last half century, and 
the next fifty years promise a great advance. ~All over the civilized 
there are great establishments where men of talent devote their 
lives to the study of disease. These men have grappled with the gen- 


I have but three minutes, and have not time to 


r two minutes to the gentleman from 


i 


eral that decimate our race—consumption, small-pox, diph- 
theria, cholera, and the typhoid, scarlet, and yellow fevers. They seek 
to know their intimate nature and to provide prevention and cure. 


There is no subject more bafiling, and yet it is yielding to study. Al- 
ready they have rendered it highly probable that these plagues are 
cansed by the fertilization of microscopic germs within the body; so 
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that these diseases are a death-struggle between man and a parasitic 
fungus. But already we discern a hope that these germs may be used 
for inoculation and may protect us from such diseases, just as vaccina- 
tion protects against small-pox. 

These profound studies, so essential to the welfare of our people, are 
carried on under the fostering care of our National Medical Museum, 
whose library, now the first in the world, and whose not less admirable 
collection of military pathology are placed at the disposal of all inves- 
tigators. If our Fish Commission, Signal Service, and our national sur- 
veys are worth preserving, then has the Medical Museum a double 
claim on our fostering care. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I now yield to my colleague, the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems tome proper that this build- 
ing should be erected. I think the purpose in view in erecting this 
building has no connection whatever with the public Library. It 
seems to me that the collection made by the Medical Corps of the 
Army is a valuable one and worthy of special consideration. I am so 
assured by gentlemen who are familiar with the subject, and I think 
that this collection ought to be preserved. The building that it is in 
now is said not to be safe. We are assured that the collection is ex- 
posed to peril of destruction by fire. It is known that when the 
State, War, and Navy Department building is completed the entire 
space will be required by other branches of the service. We are as- 
sured that it will be impossible to set apart in that building any space 
for the Medical Museum. A new building seems indispensable; there- 
fore it seems to me that under all the circumstances it is better that a 
building of sufficient dimensions, safe from fire, should be erected for 
the preservation of this valuable collection. I have entertained that 
view during the present session; I had, indeed, reached this conclu- 
sion during the last session. 

I am not inclined to favor the appropriation of unreasonable or ex- 
travagant sums of money for the erection of public buildings, and I 
have been influenced in favor of this measure not only by the apparent 
necessity for it and the generally expressed wish of the medical frater- 
nity throughout the entire country that this collection be secured against 
peril, but also by the fact that the amount proposed to be expended and 
the manner of its expenditure indicate that the object is to secure a 
proper and useful building for a necessary and important public pur- 
pose, and not the mere expenditure of public money for purposes of ex- 
penditure and embellishment without reference to public interest or 
necessity. For these reasons, sir, I cheerfully support this measure 
and hope the bill will pass. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
from Ohio [Mr. FoLLetr]. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, the most magnificent medical mu- 
seum and library in the world belongs to the Medical Department of 
our Army, and is to-day exposed in a building where no private indi- 
vidual owning such a library would permit it to remain for twenty-four 
hours. It has accumulated through the efforts of the medical frater- 
nity of the United States and has cost the Government comparatively 
nothing. 

In the museum department there are illustrations of the eflects of 
gunshot wounds and injuries received in battle such as medical stu- 
dents and the medical profession can have access to in no other way. 
That museum and library should be kept by itself, and should be kept 
in a building where it would not be exposed to danger by reason of its 
surroundings. To the medical faternity of the United States it has 
been for years, and is now, an object of special solicitude that this prop- 
erty should be put in such a position as not to be constantly exposed to 
the danger of being lost or destroyed. The building in which it is now 
located has already begun to tumble to the ground. The rear wall is 
more than twelve inches out of plumb, and, as I said before, no private 
individual would think of leaving such property in such a building 
for any length of time. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That exhausts the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I thought I had another minute remaining 
to yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker, my attention was directed to the im- 
portance of this proposed building wy a visit to the building where these 
manuscripts and books and specimens are now kept; and I do not be- 
lieve there is a gentleman on this floor who would hesitate to vote for 
this bill after going there and seeing for himself the value of the con- 
tents of that building and the danger to which they are now exposed. 
No army has had a more intelligent body of medical gentleman con- 
nected with it than had our Army during thelate war. The history of 
every case has been most carefully preserved, accompanied with speci- 
mens of the wounds inflicted, &e. These valuable and scientific rec- 
ords are now in danger. Should the building in which they are pre- 
served be destroyed to-night there is no amount of money that could 
replace the records stored there, for they are invaluable. I believe 
that if this question were left to the decision of the brightest and most 


Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman 


I now yield two minutes to the gentleman 











1770 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 16, 








intelligent medical gentlemen of this country, there would be a unani- 
mous vote in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. LONG. My colleague [Mr. LYMAN] has treated this question 
from a scientific view, as he is amply qualified todo. Had he been 
allowed time to proceed further, as 1 wish he had, I am sure he would 
have treated it also from the practical side. We are constantly told 
that we ought to look at these matters as men look at their own private 
affairs, that we ought to deal with the interests of the Government as 
we would with ourown. Now, what would be the course of any sen- 
sible man situated as the Government is with regard to this property ? 
If a man of ample means had a most valuable library, if the building 
containing that library were tumbling down and the library exposed 
to danger of destruction, he would certainly prepare a new building. 
He would not move that library upon his neighbor’s property, as the 
gentleman from New York suggests that the Government might carry 
this library to Philadelphia; nor if he were building a new stable, 
would he transfer the library there, as the gentleman from Kentucky 
has suggested this collection of the Government should be carried to 
the Pension building. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion is exhausted. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. STOCKSLAGER to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended, it was agreed to; there 
being—ayes 181, noes 23 (two-thirds voting in the affirmative). 


The time allowed for debate on this 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent that the title of 


the bill just passed be amended so as to read: ‘A bill providing for 
the erection of a building to contain the records, library, and museum 
of the Medical Department, United States Army.’ 

' There being no objection, the title of the bill was amended accord- 
ingly. 

SALES FOR TAXES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FOLLETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8236) 

relating to sales for taxes in the District of Colambia; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY J. DICKSON. 


Mr. SMITH, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 8237) granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES ARSENAL AT INDIANAPOLIS. 

Mr. ENGLISH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8238) 
to authorize the donation of the United States arsenal building and 
grounds located at Indianapolis, Ind., to the Stateof Indiana, to be used 
as a State university; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GRADUATES OF MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8165) authorizing 
the attachment to the Army, as additional lieutenants, of graduates of 
the Military Academy in cases where no vacancy exists; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

ASSISTANT CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 

Mr. SLOCUM, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7817) 
tocreate the office of assistant chief signal officer, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the Heuse now adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill 4 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins; 

A bill a aeah granting a pension to James McCallen; and 

A bill S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. 
Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. Nut- 
TING as a member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation of Mr. CHACE. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 





Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 


absence for the remainder of to-day’s session on account of sickness. 
ORDER OF ee 
The SPEAKER prot 
gentleman from Missouri 
+ Mr. BLAND. 
Hotman}. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


coo roma 
Mr. panty aes that the 
I yield a moment to cudhonatiteeediaentte. 


Iask unanimous consent that the House now take 


7 this evening, for the purpose of 








a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening for the consideration of 
the legislative iati 


bill only in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. KEIFER. I understand that the Committee on Appropriations 


will have a meeting to-night. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think it will only require half an hour to com 


plete the consideration of this bill in Committee of the Whole. 


Several MemBers. Go on with it now. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I will withdraw my former request and wil! 


ask the House to go into Committee of the Whole now for the consid- 
eration of the legislative appropriation bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks tha: 


the House now resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the legislative, executive, an‘ 
judicial bill. 


Is there objection ? 
Mr. 0’ I obj 
Mr. HOLMAN. [ask the House to take a recess now until half past 
ing with the further considera - 

tion of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. O"HARA. I object. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is it not competent for the House on 
—_ by a majority vote, to take a recess until half past 7 o'clock 


evening ? 

owe HOLMAN. It would still be suspension day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would be, but it would be still sus 
pension day at the request of committees. The Chair would have to 
continue the call of committees for that 
I think the House will allow a statement from the 

Mr: BLAND. I move the House adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 125, noes 39. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the announcement is made I hope the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina will withdraw his objection to the House 
taking a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order !’’] 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !'’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were refused. So the motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned unti! 
11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 
a and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
aia ea referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Petitions of Daniel T. Wood, Tabitha Garnett, 
cndl-Ecten 0: tenet, Gor ceiaedinn Oe taken by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Daniel T. Wood, of Frederick 
County; Tabitha Garnett, of Culpeper County, and Lucy A. M. Jones, 

of Rappahannock , Virginia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition for reduction of postage on first-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Petition of citizens of Warren County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for early action of Congresson the Mormon question — 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Papers relating to the claim of Lucind« 
Allen, of Jefferson County, Arkansas—to the Committee on Wa: 
Claims. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of the Boardof Tradeof Whatcom, Wash. 
asking that that city be made a port of entry—to the Committe on 
Commerce. 

Also, Sets Sache te Hunter, asking that Committee on Publi 
Buildings and Grounds may give consideration to means of protection 
ae in public buildings—to the Committee on Public Building. 


— Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Miss Sallie Burch, administratrix 


David Bradley and others. 
for the World's Industrial and Ootion Cex 
at New Orleans—to the Committee on Appropris 


Mr. GEDDES: Memorial of Arthur W. Sweeney, of Washington 
D. C., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. GREENLEAF: Petition of William Mrs. John W 
Goss, Mrs. H. F. Smith, and eee ., calling atten- 
tion to the so-called Mormon the Committee on the Judi- 
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By Mr. HAMMOND (by request): Petition of W. F. Wright, at By Mr. KEIFER: Or J 


ton Smith, and others, for increase of salaries of United States judges— 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Samuel A. Bonner and many others, 
citizens of Decatur County, Indiana, in favor of granting a pension to 
John and Elizabeth Finnern; of Rush County, to accompany bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers and evidence in the claim of Lewis P. Noble, of Indiana, 
before the House Committee on War Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Resolution of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
recommending passage of House bill 7168—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: Petition of G. W. Hughes, of Dallas, Ark., 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial of the Pennsylvania Woman’s Suffrage 
Association, asking that the Constitution be amended so that the power 
of suffrage may be exercised by all citizens of the United States irre- 
spective of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Fox Chase, Philadelphia, Pa., asking 
early action on the Mormon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of citizens of Beaver County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for legislation to suppress and exterminate the great 
evil of Mormonism in the United States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: Petition of C. F. Demler and 31 others, citizens 
of Sidney, Ohio, asking early action upon the so-called Mormon ques- 
tion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claimof Mrs. Anna M. Mix- 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORE: Petition of E. T. Taylor and 25 others, citizens of 
Delaware, for the suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Patrick Murphy and 19 other maimed 
soldiers, asking the passage of House bill 7168, giving additional pen- 
sion to soldiers who have lost an arm or leg—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of George W. Cooper and 29 others, citizens of Bar- 
tholomew County, Indiana, asking that a pension be given by special 
act to William H. Shoemaker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Crawford County and of 
Butler County, Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of such legislation 
as will check the increase of Mormonism—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Papers relating to the claim of William S. 
Thatcher, of Cass County, Nebraska—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memerial of the Legislature of Kansas, asking an appropriation 
to improve military road from Caldwell to Forts Reno and Sill—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Kansas, asking for increase of 
widows’ ions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of citizens of Saint Louis County, 
Missouri, asking national aid to education—to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. OURY: Petition of James M. Barney, E. N. Fish & Co., W. 
B. Hugus, and William B. Hooper & Co., asking reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Marie Drahms, widow of Wallace 
M. Moore, late Company H, One hundred and fifth Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and other papers, relating to her claim for arrears of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr, SPRINGER: Papers relating to the claim of Ferdinand | 


Plocher for reissue of lost pension check—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
By Mr. J.D. TAYLOR: Petition of T. R. Brennen and 73 others, ex- 


soldiers of Marietta, Washington County, Ohio, asking for the passage | 


of a law giving to all honorably discharged soldiers, their widows and 
minor children, a land-warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land— 
to the same committee. 


Also, pitiee of Rush C. Faris and 40 others, citizens of Bellaire, Ohio, | 
as 


legislation for the suppression of Mormonism—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Petition of Mrs. W. H. Feavey and many 
other ladies of Albany, N. Y., invoking the early attention of Congress 
to the Mormon question—to the same committee. 


a 


«The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr ARNOT: Of 262 ex-Union soldiers and other citizens of the 
tate of New York. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Of members of Reuben Ferner Post, 
Army of the oo of Stoyestown, Pa. 

Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 126 voters of Catlettsburg, Ky. 
Mr. DINGLEY: Of J. W. Butterfield and others, of Phillips, Me. 


wD 
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C. Shaw and “5 others, of Pickaway 
; County, Ohio 
| By Mr. LACEY: Of John Perryma nd 49 others, of Battle Creek, 
| Mix h. 

By Mr. MILLER: Of citizens of Butler ¢ ounty and of Linesville, 


Pa 

By Mr. SEYMOUR H. Marks and others, of Sharon; of War- 
ren Sheldon and ethers, of South Norwalk: and of William H. Mead 
and others, of Round Hill, Conn 


OLS 


By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of 69 citizens of Stuart, Guthrie County, 
lowa. 
By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Of C. F. Camp and 70 others, citizens of 


Guernsey County; of John WW. Cusick, of Tiltonsville, and 35 others, 
citizens of Jefferson County; of C. L. Leighton, of Toronto; and ot 
Rev. Hugh Forsythe and 60 others, citizens of Guernsey County, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 17, 1885, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntTLeEy, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The President pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recommendation ot 
the Supervising Architect to extend the limit of cost of the public 
building at Lynchburg, Va.; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Postmas- 
ter-General, transmitting, in complaince with a resolution of the 5th 
instant, a report on the subject of the adjustment of postmasters’ sal- 

aries and the additional temporary clerical force asked therefor; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


| PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I presenta resolution adopted by the 
State Grange of Wisconsin at its last annual meeting, favoring such 
| amendment of the patent law that the royalty shall be paid by the man- 
ufacturer, who alone shall be held liable for infringement of patents. 
I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented petitions of the Daily and Weekly Jef- 
fersonian, of Findlay, Ohio, and the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for a reduction of postage on second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of importers of the 
city of New York, praying for the passage of the House bill to allow 
certain oaths to be administered by notaries public; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Camden, N. Y., praying 
the passage of certain bills regarding the Mormon question, so called; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to present, though I am not quite sure that 
it is properly a petition, the request of William Godwin Moody asking 
to withdraw a petition filed several years ago, numerously signed, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a labor bureau, and which is now upon the 
files of the Senate. Hedesires leave to withdraw the original petition, 
leaving a copy thereof on the files of the Senate. It is a letter in the 
nature of a petition making that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that Mr. William Godwin Moody have leave to withdraw a pe- 
tition on the subject of a labor bureau, the nature of which has been 
| Stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, leaving a copy with the 
Secretary. If there be no objection that order will be entered. 

Mr. BLAIR. The memorial asked to be withdrawn is signed by 
numerous distinguished persons, and Mr. Moody desires to preserve it 
Mr. HOAR. I present a petition of the Pennsylvania Woman Suf 

frage Association, by Mary Grew, its president, and Annie Shoemaker 
its secretary, praying that the Constitution be so amended that the right 
of suffrage be secured to all American citizens without distinction of 
sex. A joint resolution on the subject having been reported from the 
Committee on Woman Sutlrage, I move that the petition be laid on the 
table. 

The motion. was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a petition of citizens of Morton County, 
Dakota, praying for a reduction in the price of public lands within the 
limits of railroad land grants; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. FAIR presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Nevada, 
favoring the establishment of a semi-weekly mail from Wells to Clover 





j 
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Valley, in Elko County, Nevada; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Nevada, 
favoring the passage of the so-called Slocum military bill in regard to 
the militia of the several States, &c.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the senate of Nevada, favoring the 
cession by the General Government to the State of Nevada of all the 
unsold lands within that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a resolution of the house of representatives 
of Kansas, favoring the passage of a bill for the adjustment of disputed 
land titles between railroad corporations and settlers in the State of 
Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washington Brank on the 
muster-rolls of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5508) granting a pension to Isaac R. H. Caldwell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2202) granting a pension to Alice Warfield; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) for the relief of Rosina Heinman; 

A bill (H. R. 5172) granting a pension to Mary L. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. 6834) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. 
Kunkle; 

A bill (H. R. 4282) granting a pension to Richard G. Sharp; and 

A bill (H. R. 5176) for the relief of James I. Dail. 

Mr.HAMPTON. lam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of Ernest H. 
Wardwell, to report it favorably, without amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to give notice that that is not a unani- 
mous report of the committee. I am opposed to it for one. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to Robert Lisle; and 

A bill (H. R. 2480) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 89) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sophia A. Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a 
brevet brigadier-general in the United States Army, to report adversely 
thereon. I also submit the views of the minority favoring the passage 
of the bill, and ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
received and printed, if there be no objection, and the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Anna Maria Ressler; 

A bill (H. R. sath granting a pension to Rebecca Kupp; 

A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia Gale; 

A bill (H. R. 2670) granting a pension to Sarah A. Scott, widow of 
John D. Scott, deceased, late first lieutenant of Company H, First Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry; and 

A bill (H. R. 6205) granting a pension to Catharine S. Edmondson. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5387) granting a pension to Amos Stroth, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iamalsodirected by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2521) for the relief of Mrs. Antonia 
B. Lynch, widow of Capt. Dominick Lynch, United States Navy, de- 
ceased, to report it adversely; and I move the indefinite postponement 
of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps the Senator will not ask that when he 
understands that the case is still pending in the Pension Office, never 
having been acted upon there. 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Pennsylvania has no objection, 

I should like to have the bill placed on the Calendar. I want to in- 
quire into it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection, if the Senator so desires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse rt of the committee. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
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was referred the bill (H. R. 6087) authorizing the payment by the Sec- 

retary of the Treasury of the United States to Charles H. Getman, the 
firm of E. W. Rathbun & Co., the firm of Kinyon, Wright & Co., the 
firm of Bond & Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fairchild & Co. certain 
duties paid by them on imported lumber accidentally burned while in 
custody of officers of customs, and before the same had entered into 
consumption, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. on granting a pension to William L. Sloan; and 

A bill (H. R. 7302) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. we) granting a pension to Henry W. Edens; 

A bill (S. 2538) granting a pension to George T. Lloyd, late of Com- 
pany I, Fortieth Massachusetts Volunteers; and 

A bill (8. 1855) granting a pension to John F. Hickey. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Gridley, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions to 
report adversely on the bill (H. R. 1940) granting a pension to Capt. 
Israel Stough, as Congress has heretofore passed a bill for his relief. | 
move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Military At- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secre- 
tary of War to permit the establishment under certain conditions of a 
horse-railway upon and over the island of Rock Island, and the bridges 
erected by the United States connecting the cities of Davenport and 
Rock Island therewith, to report it without amendment. I shall take 
occasion to file the views of the committee at a subsequent period. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and leave will be granted to file the report hereafter, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr.SEWELL. I am also instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2267) for the relief of Capt. 
W. J. Lyster, to report it adversely. I will state in this connection 
that a general bill has been reported covering this case. I move that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLAIR. By direction of the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6703) to increase the pension of Mrs. D. P. 
Woodbury, I report it adversely, and recommend its indefinite post- 
ponement. Also, accompanying the report, I present the views of the 
minority favoring the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and if there be no objection the views of the minority will be 
receiyed and printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, arene them several]; without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereo: 

A bill (H. R. 3467) granting a pension to H. D. Prior; 

A bill (8. 2527) granting a pension to Robert Sheridan; 

A bill te R. S10, granting a pension to Eliza J. Norris; and 

A bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them several)y without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill i R. 2894) ms @ pension to ars Rodenback ; 

A bill (H. R. 3336 the relief of Sherman C. Perry; 

A bill OF R. 7092) for the relief of Anthony Beyer; 

A bill (H. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
Quinn; 

A a (S. 2279) granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady; and 

Ab ee R. 7175) granting a pension to James O. McKenna. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 

ferred the following submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
a to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

8. sare) ee eee Siaiapere; 

A bill (8, 2310 ae to th Barker. 
Mr. HAWLEY, from .the ittee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 446) for the relief of H. A. Myers, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HARRISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to ask leave of the Senate for that committee to sit during the 


r from Indiana asks ou 


and 
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behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs that it have leave to sit 
for the remainder of this session during the sittings of the Senate. If 
there be no objection that order will be entered. 


PETER COLLIER. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, reported the fol- | 


lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
to. 

Resolved by the Senate, That the claim of Professor Peter Collier, for services 
rendered to the Government of the United States as a chemist in certain cases 
involving questions in regard to artificial coloring of imported sugar, be, and 
the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, together with all the papers, 


proofs, and documents appertaining thereto, for adjudication and determina- | 


tion according to the value, if any, of his said services. 
LIEUTENANT STONEY’S REPORT ON ALASKA. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably the concurrent resolution authorizing the printing 
of the report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, United States Navy, of his 


ee in Northern Alaska; and I ask for its present consideration. | 
y 


unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there shall 
be printed 5,500 copies of the report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, United States 
Navy, of his recent explorations in Northern Alaska, with the accompanying 
charts, 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House, and 
1,000 for the use of the Navy Department. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The publication of this report was recommended 
by the Committee on Territories, and the cost oftheentire edition will 
be quite small. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 48) providing for the erection of a building to contain 


the records, library, and museum of the Medical Department United 


States Army; and 
A bill (H. R. 6407) to regulate the letting of mail contracts. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. aan granting a pension to James McCallen; 

A bill (8S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. 
Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas; and 

A bill (8. 2549) granting a pension to Isabella Higgins. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KENNA. Iask unanimous consent to take trom the Calendar 
the bill (S. 2621) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Great Kanawha River below the falls, and to prescribe the dimensions 
of the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent to call up for present consideration the bill named 
by him. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator allow me to introduce a bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


? 

Mr. INGALLS. _Is the morning business concluded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 2645) to amend and re-enact sec- 
tion 4289 of the Revised Statutes, relative to the limitation of the lia- 
bility of the owners of vessels; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to 
Cecelia C. McKenna; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2647) for the relief of Thomas 
Thatcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), introduced a joint resolu- 


tion (S. R. 126) granting the right of way through Mail street, in New | 


York city, to Bleecker Street and Fulton Ferry Railroad Company ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I present two amendments intended to be proposed 
to the bill (8S. 2632) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other Accompanying one of the amendments I present a pe- 
tition of 1,500 citizens of Chicagd, Il)., praying for the construction of 
a ship-canal from Calumet River to Lake Calumet, in Illinois. I move 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Neen ee mmm SEUEEEEEEEEIEEEENSSEEESEESSEESEEEEEEREEEEEESEEEEEEEEEEN Geameeemeeeee 





The Senator from West Virginia asks | 


Reports of committees are still in | 
order. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from West Vir- | 
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that the amendments be printed, and, together with the petition, be re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| The motion was agreed to. 





KANAWHA RIVER BRIDGES. 
Mr. KENNA. I nowask to take up Senate bill 2621. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
| moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
2621) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Great Kana- 
wha River below the falls, and to prescribe the dimensions of the same. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion. 
| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WEHRLE, WERK & SON. 
Mr. ALLISON. Regular order. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will allow me to 
call up a short bill reported from the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. ALLISON. If it does not lead to debate I shall not object to it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If it leads to debate I shall not press it. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7496) for 
the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son. 
Mr. FRYE. Let the bill be read. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to it if it will take no time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think there will be no objection to it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). 
will be read for information. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





The bill 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to abate internal-revenue taxes to the amount of $461.87 illegally as- 
sessed against Wehrle, Werk & Son in the year 1876, for spirits distilled in the 
year 1875. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
sent. 
|} The PRESIDING OFFICER. 





No; the Senator from Ohio asks for unanimous con- 


The Chair understood that he moved 
' to take up the bill. 
i Mr. SHERMAN. 
| bill. 


i 


I do not think there will be any objection to the 
It was unanimously reported from the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not desire to have the pending order displaced 
| by a bill taken up on motion. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not desire to do that. I ask unanimous con- 

| sent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill. 
i; Mr. ALLISON. I do not object if it will not lead to debate. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection being made, the bill is 
| before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amend- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VENEZUELAN AWARDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
regular order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move to take up at this time the joint resolution 
(S. R. 111) referring the controversy between the United States and 
Venezuela in respect to the awards of the mixed commission to the Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suppose my motion is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the mo- 
| tion of the Senator from New York is in order. 
Mr. LAPHAM. This is an important matter. 
| report of the committee 


The Chair lays before the Senate the 


It is the unanimous 





Mr. ALLISON. No debate is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No debate is in order on the motion. 
The Senator from New York moves to take up the joint resolution in- 
dicated by him. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order, being the bill (8. 
1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the 
| State of Iowa, and for other purposes, is before the Senate as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. The pending question is on the motion to indefi- 

nitely postpane the bill, made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN]. Is the Senate ready forthe question? Senators in favor of the 
motion will say ‘‘ay.’’ Those opposed will say ‘‘no.’’ The ‘‘ noes’? 
appear to have it. The ‘‘noes’”’ have it. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I have the floor upon that motion, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair waited some time and 
heard no one address the Chair, 
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Mr. LAPHAM. 


I was under a misapprehension as to the question. 
I have not concluded the remarks I have been making 


Mr. FRYE. Is the motion to indefinitely postpone disposed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that in such 
matters it is usual +o extend a good deal of indulgence. The Senator 
from New York claims that he had the floor. The present occupant of 
the chair did not notice it. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
treat the motion as not having been voted on, and give the Senator 
from New York the floor. There is no objection. The motion to in- 
definitely postpone is still before the Senate, and the Senator from 
New York has the floor. 


Mr. CONGER. When the bill was last before the Senate the Sen- 
ator from New York had the floor until the time wher? he was stopped 
under the rules, and he had it this morning, and I do not know at 
what time the motion to indefinitely postpone could have been made 
without taking him from the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not know that the Sen- 
ator from New York was claiming the floor. The pending question on 
the bill was the motion of the Senator from Alabama to indefinitely 

ne. Waiting a few seconds, the Chair put that question. Then 
the Senator from New York said that he claimed the floor all the while, 
and by unanimous consent the vote to indefinitely postpone the bill is 
treated as a nullity. The question is still before the Senate, and the 
Senator from New York has the floor. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, when I was taken from the floor at 
the expiration of the morning hour on Saturday last, I was engaged in 
presenting to the Senate the reason assigned by Mr. Parsons, of Iowa, 
why this legislation should not be allowed. For the purpose of con- 
tinuing what he has said on this subject, I wiil read the rest of his com- 
munication. He says: 


I know of no reputable lawyer who has ever advised them— 
That is the settlers— 


that there has been at any time since what is known asthe Wolcott decision any 
hope for them so far as the title to the land is concerned, except through a recon- 
sideration by the Supreme Court of the principlesof that decision. I tried in the 
Reilly case to procure such reconsideration. It was submitted upon my part 
upon & very elaborate printed argument,in which every question that has since 
been made by anybody was fully discussed. 
Every item of evidence that has since been given in any case as to the gen- 
eral title to these lands is found in the printed record in that case. I had 
—but never very strong—that the Supreme Court, in view of the great 
magnitude of the interests involved, and the extreme hardship of the lot of 
those who had purchased and improved these lands and made homes upon 
them, would reconsider that decision. I urged this, as my argument shows, if 
not ably certainly very earnestly, but the court declined to re-examine the 
neiples of that decision, which is certainly an end of all controversy as to 
title to the lands if it is possible for the highest judicial tribunal of the 
country to end it. I regret exceedingly that the settlers upon these lands, for 
whom I have done a great deal, and have tried to do more, are flattering them- 
selves with a hope which is doomed to certain disappointment. They are 
throwing away their contributions not on a doubtful case, but in one which is 
absolutely certain, in which the decision is already against them, and in which 
nothing that they or Congress can do can ever change. 
The relief that they can get is to be had under the occupying claimants law, 
unless Ccoguens (which in my judgment is,and al ways has been, extremely im- 
robable) li make a grant of lands or money for their indemnity. The 
ormer— 


That is the grant of lands— 


atone time might have been obtained; that is while the lands in the north- 
western part of the State were unappropriated. While in the Legislature I 

rooured the passage of a joint resolution asking Congress to make a grant of 
ands for their indemnity. 


And here I beg to call attention to that joint resolution and see what 


proposition it was. The joint resolution passed by the Legislature of 
Towa was in these words: 


Joint resolution asking a grant to aw settlers upon the Des Moines River 
ands. 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Towa, That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives uested, to use their infla- 
ence to procure from Congress a grant of lands to the of Io to be used by 
said State to indemnify such persons as have purchased of the United States or 
pre-empted any of the odd sections lying along the Des Moines River, and whose 
titles have since been held invalid on account of the ts by Congress to the 
State of Iowa, of August 8, 1846, and the acts in euhension thases?. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to send a copy of these reso- 
lutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Approved April 12, 1870, 


Mr. Parsons continues: 


I thought it was useless to ask formoney. I still think so. I prepared and 
procured the passage of an act providing for the distribution of a grant in case 
one should be made (Laws of 1870, p. 107). Lalso introduced and procured the 
passage of an act bringing them within the occupying claimants law. 

To that law presently I shall have occasion to refer. 

I wish you would read these acts. At that time there was enough unappro- 
priated land in the north western part of the State to have fully indemnified every 
one of these settlers. When I went home I found— 


I ask the attention of the Senate to this. 
When I went home I found that certain persons had told them— 
The settlers— 


that all of these thi were a cheat, a piece of demagogism, if 
them off the lands. A feeling of to 
is way got up, and, of course, it was wholly useless to an effort to pro- 
cure one. I think at that time had an effort been made Congress would have 
made the grant,and there is just as little doubt the river company and its 


tees would gladly have the lands in for those by 
¢ settlers, and the whole matter would have ananied years ago. - : 


not an effort to 
grant was in 


cry was got up against the pian (the only feasible one in my judgment that bas 
ever bem poupetedl nothing was done, and at the next session of Congress the 
lands wh my bill contemplated were granted to the Des Moines Valley Rai! 

road by an act confirming what is known as the Harvey settlement. 

These settlers never have had, and never will have, a better friend than I hay. 

been tothem. I have considered their fortune a very hard one, with many of 
them extremely so, but all intelligent men know that the powers of Congress 
are not without limits, and most intelligent men know that private rights judi- 
cially established are outside of those limits with entire indifference to the ques 

tion whether the party in whose favor the decision is made is entitled to our 
praises or should receive our curses. Courts as well as juries will deal liberal! 
with these men under the occupying claimants law. Whatever is promised 
them beyond that in my judgment is the promise of a demagogue and an im.- 


GALUSHA PARSONS 


Mr. President, I have shown by these communications that when 
Mr. Wright was a member of this body and an appeal was made to him 
to aid in this scheme, he flatly refused to do it, on the ground that it 
could by no possibility result in any advantage to these settlers upon 
the Des Moines lands. I have shown that Governor Carpenter took the 
same ground and discouraged any effort of this kind, and I haveshown 
that Mr. Parsons, in the letter I have just read, occupied the same posi 
tion. 

They have in Iowa what is known as an occupying claimants law, 
to which Mr. Parsons refers in this letter. That law, which was first 
enacted in 1866, provides this: 

Where an occupant of land has the color of title thereto, and in good faith has 
made any valuable improvements thereon, and is afterward, in the proper «: 
tion, found not to be the rightful owner thereof, no execution shall issue to put 
the plaintiff in poasession of the property, after the filing of the petition herein 
after mentioned, until the provisions of this chapter have been complied with 

That law provides that the unsuccessful defendant may present his 
petition to the court and have a jury impaneled to try the question o! 
the value of the improvements, and that, unless paid forthwith by the 
owner, he may enter judgment for the amount found by the jury, and 
that jadgment isa lien upon the land and the land may be sold to satisfy 
it. By a subsequent act of the Legislature of Iowa, procured by Mr 
Parsons himself, the provisions of this law are applied to all the qccu- 
pants of the Des Moines River Jands. So that every one of these set- 
tlers now has a right, in case judgment is found against him upon the 
question of title, to go into the courts of Iowa and have the value of 
the improvements decided and to take that out of the land, unless the 
owner of the fee pays it. This, Mr. Parsons says in his letter, is the 
only remaining resource of the settlers now to get compensation. 

Instead of taking this advice of Mr. Parsons and of Senator Wright 
and of Governor Carpenter, what did these settlers do? They formed 
what is called the settlers’ union, a combination to resist the assertion 
of the title of the true owners of this property. I wish I had time to 
refer to the multitude of evidence I have in my possession as to the 
character of this organization, as to its aims, as to its acts, as to its pur- 
poses, but I havenot time to do it. I can only refer briefly to one com- 
munication made bya responsible man, on the 21st of December, 1883, 
to Mr. C. D. Culver, one of the owners of the Des Moines River lands 
and one of the remonstrants to whom I referred on Saturday. Hesays 

Under the influence ofthese men and their incendiary doctrines they have re- 
sisted sheriffs and United States marshals repeatedly; over and over again 
threatened to kill owners if they could catch them on their grounds; intimidated 
and mobbed agents asking for money due on contracts; assaulted and driven 
off buyers who would not join their “ settlers’ union,”’ and would pay the right - 
ful owners ; prevented others by their violent threats from completing purchase~ 
and driven off others who bad bought or rented by cutting their wire fences, 
cutting up or trampling down their corn or other growing crops, maiming thei: 
cattle, and even resorting to burning their buildings. 

This is the character of the men in whose behalf this extraordinary 
legislation is invoked. I said on Saturday that they were as bad a- 
the anti-renters of New York. I am sati «they are worse than the 
anti-renters of New York. They have less excuse than those men had 
in the piratical course which they are pursuing. 

So that— 

This letter continues— 


this settlers’ union has been a curse to at least five counties, retarding and eve: 


killing improvements, accustoming the le to ideas of lawlessness and vio 
lence, destro: what civilization they , and reducing them to semi-ba: 
barism. Industry, thrift, and law-abiding lives are not t favorite means or 


methods. 

The union is a perfect blight upon their lives, for, instead of encouraging them 
to labor and earn a home for Ives, it ises them each a farm on these 
river lands by act of Con ; meanwhile they are encouraged to take and keep 

ion, if necessary, by violence. The consequence is that the courts are 

lied with lit ; suits are multiplied, and these lands are actually swarm 
and contractors, many of them living 

to mouth under the sense of insecurity, and not even paying the taxc- 
a of qugetedien for any com 

troubles were sent about their 

and ulent bill once and forall thrown out, ever) 
would ; ong coat ay nana aes ahve! 

population, with r , and rapidly assuming usually elevate: 

characteristics of prosperous farming communities, 

This letter goes on to say that it is impossible in behalf of one of the 
owners of this title according to the decision of the Supreme Court to 


execute process and give possession. He cites a case: 


their 


nO nS as tae as wh Bert Bedge ex 
pressly warned him it was a part of the river 

After some years and much with we compiend him to pur- 
chase or lease it, and finally ta suit of ejectment aga him. He em- 





ea 
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one of the best lawyers in the State to defend him, and put us to several 
undred dollars of ex . But after long delay judgment was rendered in 
favor of our claim of title. Then he offered to purchase at a fair but moderate 
price, but without costs! and all on credit or deferred installments, pleading 
poverty, and we agreed to that. When the first, and again the second annual 
payments came due he still plead for indulgence, and we gave it. Finally, 
after repeated broken promises and delays, we threatened another suit, and 
then he joined the ’ union and defied us. But never, during all these 
years, has he paid a dollar of taxes. ; 

Of course we brought our ejectment again, and though he was defended again 
by the same excellent lawyer, we have at —— our judgment against him 
n at a heavy cost; but he is still there; defying us still, and intimidating 
rough this settlers union whoever would rent or buy of us. 

. * : * 
In short it is a perfect reign of terror and lawlessness,and the law is practi- 
cally powerless; so the lawless man remains there safe and defiant, expecting 


e winter that Congress will vote him his farm, being so assured by Clarke 
ale and Heffner, while he contributes his $10 or $20 per year; and this is a 
fair sample of over two hundred cases that I could name from positive know}- 


I stated that General Martindale went upon this property and found 
one of these settlers in possession of one of his lots. He entered into a 
contract with him to sell it to him. He loaned him $150 (I repeat the 
statement made last week) to enable him to purchase a team and 
farming utensils; and then the settler joined this settlers’ union and 
turned around and defied him, and has never paid him a farthing and 
never paid any taxes. Here is a letter addressed by the agent of General 
Martindale to Colonel Martindale, since the death of the General, dated 
January 23, 1884: 


Mr. MARTINDALE: 

Dear Siz: I have seen the marshal, and he says he must have the money to 
hire help to put Intermile off. There is a great deal of talk about the land, and 
it is bound to be a test case. There are lots of men who say if I get the land 
they will buy land. I think it would be a good plan for you to come and see 
the marshal. * * * The settlers are talking loud. When I got home from 
Des Moines the word was out that I had bought the land, and my house and the 
contente were allin ashes. My wife was gone to Duger's, and everything wae 
burned. The house was set on fire in five different places. 

- 


Yours, traly. 
This is the conduct of a man who had entered into solemn contract 
the title of the purchasers under the Des Moines grant, and 


he is prompted to do it by the settlers’ union. Now a word to Senators 
as to the combination formed and known as the settlers’ union. I 


LEHIGH, January 23, 1884. 


~ 


union has entered into, which is found in one or more of the reports of 
the Supreme Court in the cases which have already been decided. It 
is in these words: 

Fort Doper, Iowa, —, 187-. 


Sixty days after the resumption of the so-called river lands— 


Mark the language— 


Sixty days after the resumption of the so-called river lands, by act of Congress, 
as Government land, by which acts, as a bona fide settler, may perfect my title 
under Government to the following lands, to wit: 


No. ——, township No. —— north, of range No. — 


I promise to pay to treasurer of settlers’ union, or bearer, the sum of $—, be- 
ing at the rate of $1 per acre on said tract so confirmed by Con in me by 
of the so-called Des Moines Navigation and Railroad lands. 

Said sum so by me shall be and become and remain a mo lien on 
said ope land claimed by me until said note is paid. Also, said 
note is, and be, a special lien on any compensation or indemnity that may 
be by Congress and accepted by settlers’ union or myself in lieu of said 
as soon assuch compensation or indemnity is set apart for such 

purpose pn act,and retained out of such moneys by the settlers’ union for 


i yt settlers’ union fails to secure title as above, or compensation 
or indemnity, then this note is null and void. 

These notes are all acknowledged before a proper officer, and the 
members of the settlers’ union, each one of them, have entered into this 
pre and they expect, as the letter of Mr. Parsons shows, and 
the letter of Mr. Culver shows us, they are to get these lands by paying 
simply a dollar an acre. They have never paid anything to the Gov- 
ernment, They had a right to a refund of all they paid the Govern- 
ment, and a large portion of them, as shown by the report of the Ju- 
diciary Committee and a letter I have from the Interior Department, 

the return of the money, so that they are in possessioa of these 
lands, having occupied them for a period of over twenty years, without 


ever ae or paying any sum whatever. 
Mr. I desire to ask the advocates of this bill that they 
will tell the Senate what new fact there is now that was not before the 


Supreme Court in the cases which have beendecided. I challenge the 
statement of any fact whatever but what is already before the courts. 
There are none. Mr. Parsons in his letter so states. I so state froma 
careful examination of the records of the Supreme Court. There are 
no new facts. The decisions of the Supreme Court, especially the later 
decisions, embrace every fact upon which by~possibility any question 
a8 to this title can be said to depend. But, say the majority of Com- 
mittee on Pablic Lands in their report, there has never been an action 
in which the United States was aparty. Has that anything todo with 


5 


the ? The grantees of the United States have been parties. 
The United States granted these lands, and these actions are actions in 
which the of the Government have been parties. 


I have always supposed that judgments had operated upon privies 


here for the Government to say True my grantee has succeeded in 
establishing his title to this property; now I will lay my hand upon it 
and see if I can not do better than my grantee has done."’ I should 
like to know what kind of morals is involved in such a proposition as 
that. I should like to know the attitude of the Government of the 
United States in saying as they are now asked to say, ‘‘True those to 
whom we conveyed these land have established their title, but now we 
will intervene and see if we can not do something better than our 
grantees have done.’’ Why, Mr. President, on the face of the proposi- 
tion it is one so monstrous that it seems to me no fair-minded man can 
contemplate it for a moment with composure 

No head of a Department has ever recommended this legislation. 
The Attorney-General has never been asked to recommend or approve 
this legislation. There are no petitioners here in favor of this. The 
former occupants of seats on this floor and of the gubernatorial chair 
of the State of lowa have remonstrated against it. One hundred and 
four settlers in that very region have remonstrated against it, and yet 
the Senate is asked in the morning hour to take up this important 
measure to the exclusion of all other business and pass this monstrous 
proposed law 

Why should a bill of this magnitude and of this importance be con- 
sidered in the morning hour? At no period of time since I have had 
the honor of a seat here has the Senate consented to consider such 2 
bill. It is a bill which ought not to be debated in the manner in which 
I have been compelled to debate it by piecemeal, by fractions, a quarter 
of an hour one morning, an hour another, and then again another in- 
stallmenton another morning. It is a bill which should be considered 
by continuous discussion. The importance of it demands it, and it is 
an anomaly to take up such a bill as this and consider it in the morn- 
ing hour, and I trust when the time comes for a vote the motion of the 
honorable Senator from Alabama will prevail, as it should prevail. If 
it should not, then what is to follow? There are a large number of 
amendments to this bill which it will be necessary to propose and which 
necessarily will involve more or less of discussion. [ desire to call at- 
tention to some of those amendments, to the end that the Senate may 
see what they are and what is before us if we pursue the investigation 
of this subject. 

When this bill was before the Senate in 1879 and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, Senator McDonald, of Indiana, who was 
the chairman of that committee, gave notice that if the bill should be 
reported favorably and taken up for consideration he would move to 
add to the second section authorizing the Attorney-General to bring 
suits the following amendment 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall have the effect of invalidat- 
ing or disturbing the titles of any bona fide purchasers from the State of Iowa 


or its grantees, prior to March 2, A. D. 1361; but such titles are hereby ratified 
and confirmed 


That was the view taken by a distinguished member of this body as 
to a necessary amendment to this legislation in case the legislation 
should be adopted. There are, I am informed, lands to which this 
would relate other than those granted by the Des Moines River Navi- 
gation Company to these purchasers; but if this bill is to be pursued, 
that exception is one necessary for the consideration of the Senate before 
final action upon the measure. 

Mr. Presjdent, there are two or three amendments which I shall nec- 
essarily be compelled to offer. One is to strike out of the first section 
of the bill the proviso declaring that the lands which are owned by 
those whom I now represent are public lands. I have shown the folly 
of such a declaration. It is misleading; it may, if this bill should be- 
come a law, be deceiving and a fallacy in the administration of the law, 
and therefore it should under no circumstances be allowed to remain 
in the bill. There is no occasion for its remaining there. It does 
not add at all to the authority of the Government, while it may very 
seriously embarrass the rights of these owners of the fee. 

Then I give notice of another amendment which I shall press upon 
the consideration of the Senate, and which I think every Senator wiil 
see is one that ought tobe made. If the Treasury of the United States 
is to be invoked in aid of this litigation and we succeed, we can not 
recover any costs of the Government. The United States is not liable 
for costs. This bill makes no provision ‘that the Government shall pay 
costs, and therefore I shall ask that the Senate consider an amendment 
like this: 

Before the commencement of any action, as provided in section 2 of the act, by 
the Attorney-General, the person or persons in whose interest and for whose 
benefit the same is to be prosecuted shall deposit with the clerk of the court 
a bond or bonds, to be approved by the court or a judge thereof as to the form 
and penalty of thesame, conditioned to pay to the person or persons to be pros 
ecuted all costs and expenses of the defense or defenses of such action or actions 
in case the plaintiff should fail to recover therei: 

Without some such provision as this in the bill, the attorney of the 
Government, that in no event would be liable to pay costs, is permitted 
to take the Treasury of the United States into its hands and go into a 
career of litigation against the men whom the courts have so often de- 
cided are the owners in fee of this property 

Mr. President, I might continue this discussion on the facts of this 


by blood and privies in estate; and it is a singular doctrine to advance | case at much greater length if I were disposed to do 90, but I have ne 
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desire whatever to consume the time of the Senate unnecessarily. I 
have endeavored to confine myself in this discussion toa fair statement 
of the facts upon which I think this question depends and cal] the at- 
tention of the Senate to the legal principles which I think are involved. 
\ I have already said that in asking for the reading of the majority re- 
port in this case, though I was accused of a desire to consume time and 
to prevent action on this bill, I had no such purpose. I wanted the 
Senate to see and to hear the character of the report which the majority 
had submitted in favor of this measure. So far from being a report 
calculatéd to develop the real questions here involved as I have shown 
them to be, it is a report the whole object and purpose of which was to 
obscure and keep out of view the real questions in the case. It isa 
mere recital of historical facts without calling the attention of the Sen- 
ate at all to the real propositions which are involved. Therefore the 
reading of it I thought necessary to a fair understanding of the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. President, I have shown that by virtue of the several acts of Con- 
gress and the decisions of the courts of Iowa, and the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, all the lands purchased by those 
whom I represent passed by a valid title and the title of the United 
States was completely divested thereby. I have shown that every ques- 
tion now under consideration was before the courts when those decis- 
ions were made, and there are no new facts to form a basis for this leg- 
islation. I have shown that any attempt on the part of Congress to 
designate these lands or any portion of them as public lands would be 
an idle ceremony and constitute a disgraceful act of legislation. I have 
shown that a proposal to authorize the United States, having no shadow 
of right to any of these lands, to institute suits against the lawful own- 
ers at the expense of the Federal Treasury, if carried out would be an 
act of usurpation and a violation of the constitutional provisions for 
the protection of private property. I have shown that the settlers on 
these lands were at one time offered the opportunity to take substi- 
tuted lands in lieu of the tracts they had severally occupied, and that, 
listening to bad advice or following their own evil inclinations, they 
spurned the offer. 

I have shown that under the laws of Iowa they are entitled to the 
value of their improvements and can sell the land to obtain payment 
therefor, and they get the use of the land they have enjoyed for so 
many years without even having paid taxes thereon. 

My appeal to the Senate is not to embark upon a scheme of folly and 
impropriety such as this bill proposes, not te spurn by our votes the 
unanimous decision of our Judiciary Committee made only four years 
since upon precisely the same state of law and the facts now existing, 
except that the Supreme Court has made two important confirmatory 
decisions since that report was made. 

Mr. President, ‘‘ good faith is a jewel,’’ whether it be observed by 
individuals or by governments, and the highest obligations of good 
faith demand that the United States shall not lay its heavy hand upon 
the rights of these purchasers who were invited to make their invest- 
ments by the ain acts of the Government, which its highest tribunal 
has so repeatedly held divested it of all interest in or control of this 
property except on the conditions and for the purposes provided in the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] to a the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas an 

be yom and nays were ordered; and the i proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRISON (after having voted in the negative). I am 
with my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] on thisquestion. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—27. 


Mentilian, 
McPherso 


J n, 
Mahone, 
Maxey, 
Miller of N. Y., 


Morgan, 
NAYS—22, 


Jones of Nevada, 

Manderson, 

Miller of Cal., 
itehel 


ired on all ques- 


Butler, 
en, 


Golquitt ; 
Edmunds, 
Pair, 
Garland, 


Gibson, 


Pendletou, 
Groome, Pi 


Aldrich, 


~ Florida, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
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Mr. LAPHAM. 


I do not know whether a motion in reference to 
the 


reamble is in order at this time; but I su not. 
— OFFICER. It is not in <i as the Chair under- 


— ‘LAPHAM. Until after action on the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands. 
Mr. LAPHAM. Then I move to strike out the first proviso in the 
bill, beginning in line 10 of section 1, as follows: 
That the title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the 
State of Iowa and its ntees, or the United States and its grantees, which do 


not come in conflict with poospotes or homestead claimants, are hereby rati- 
fied, confirmed, and made valid. 


Mr. PLUMB. I see no objection tothat motion. Itstrikesout the 
rovision for the title of those whom the Senator is interested in. If 
e wants that to go out, I have no objection. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Letitgoout. I have said that I do not want a 
declaration by Congress in our favor. I would rather have the judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Now, I move to strike out the next proviso, begin- 
ning - line 14 of section 1; as follows: 

biain tile the That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in good faith, 
to cheat tle thereto under the pre-emption or hom laws of the United 
tered or remained upon any tract of said land prior to So Zoamary, 1880 
not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, are hereby confirmed made 
valid in oa their heirs or their proper assigns; and upon due proof thereof, 
a ‘of the usual price or fee, where the same has not been paid, shal/ 
ed to patent. 

The Senate will see that that is a declaration in this bill, as far as a 
law can make a declaration, that the title of these settlers shall be pre- 
ferred to that of the purchasers whom I represent and whose title has 
been held valid by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. LapHam]. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that provision of the bill which the Senator from 
New York proposes to strike out remains, it will hardly be worth while 
to retain any other provision in it relating to a litigation about these 
titles in the courts. The Senate will have expressed in the most em- 

jhatic way possible their affirmation of the title of these parties to the 
d. If the title belongs to the Government of the United States and 
we convey it in such words as are in the bill that the Senator proposes 
to strike out, that closes the matter. There is nothing remaining for 
us todo. Weneed not stultify ourselves after that by going on having 
that title carried into a court to ascertain whether it is a good one or 
not. We declare that it is a title and we convey it to certain persons; 
we confirm it in the most solemn way. If that provision remains in 
the bill, let it stay there, and let the Senate then discard the rest of the 
bill which proposes to take that subject into court for litigation. What 
is the use of it? 

I think that we are not acting with wisdom in this matter. Here is 
a subject in liti between private claimants for this land, and the 
Senate of the United States comes in and makes a judicial declaration 
of the title and confers it upon certain persons. It has always seemed 
to me that that is a ion of the provision of the Constitution 
of the United States, unless the title isin the Government. If we have 
got it, of course we can convey it; but to grant a conveyance and then 
go on in the next section and impeach it by Se eens ee 
and will go into court to ascertain whether we have got it or not, puts 
the Senate in a ry that I do not think is 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 
proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. LAPHAM. [ask for the yeas and nays on this omeniment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Before the vote is taken I desire to say one oord. 
It is obvious that if this proviso is to remain in the bill, covering every 
settler upon these lands prior to the Istof January, 1880, ‘after all these 
decisions of the Supreme Court, the second section section of the bill is utterly 
useless, and the Government is to be put in the position by this legis- 
lation of taking authority to go into the courts and te claims 
which it has in a prior of the same law declared are absolutely 
valid in the occupants of the land, and it is the duty of the Govern. 
ment to issue a patent. 

I trust the Senate will not sanction any such legislation as that. If 
this is to remain in the bill the second section ought to be 
tenee. There can be no occasion for it; it would be a useless 


The question is on the amendment of 


e amendment 


The “The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
Se ee on which the yeas and nays have been 
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The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 14, nays 31; as follows: 


| 
| 


1885. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


YEAS—14. 
Blair, Jones of Nevada, Miller of N.Y Sewell 
Groome, Lapham, Morgan, Sherman 
Jackson, MeMillan, Pendleton, 
Jonas, McPherson, Pike, } 

NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Conger, Harris, Plumb, 
Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Call, Fair, Maxey, Slater, 
Camden, Garland, Mitchell, Van Wyck 
Cameron of Wis., Gibson, Morrill, Williams, 
Cockrell, Hale, Palmer, Wilson 
Coke, Hampton, Platt, 

ABSENT-—31 

Bayard, poe. Hoar, Ransom, 
Bowen, Farley, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Frye, * Kenna, Sabin, | 
Butler, George, Lamar, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Logan, Vest, | 
Chace, Harrison, Mahone, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Walker. j 
Cullom, Hill, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 1 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the regular order, being the bill (H. R. 
2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and aliens 
under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its 
Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very desirous of having the Senate take up and 
pass during the day the agricultural appropriation bill. I know how 
anxious the Senator from New Hampshire is that this bill which has 
hung so long in the Senate should be disposed of, and if he thinks that 
by taking an hour or so he will be able to bring the matter to a head, 
Ishall agree not to push the appropriation bill. I want to get through 
with it during the day, however. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. In response to what the Senator from Maine says, I 
willtry. ‘That is all Icando. I hope we shall proceed with the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I give the Senator notice that during the afternoon, 
some time before an executive session, I shall seek to call up the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill and have it passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope if this bill should noteven then be quite disposed 
of, as I think it will be, the Senator meanwhile will reconsider his pres- 
ent resolution and let us go on and finish this bill. 

Mr. HALE, I will try to get up the appropriation bill during the 
day. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 2594) to change the 
name of the Manufacturers’ National Bank of New York to the Manu- 
facturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, forthe 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, asked a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and | 


had appointed Mr. E. JoHn ELLs of Louisiana, Mr. WILLIAMS. Ho1- 


MAN of Indiana, and Mr. THoMAS RyAN of Kansas managers at the 
conference on its part. 


. 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to call up the report of the conference com- 
mittee which I submitted yesterday on the bill (H. R. 8039) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes. The report is now on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas calls up 
the conference report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 
The report was made yesterday, the Chair understands. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the report. 

Mr. PLUMB. If any one desires, I can make a detailed statement 
of the points of difference which have been adjusted by reason of the 
conference. If not, I shall not take up the time of the Senate in 


doing so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in 
the report. 

The report was concurred in. 


WINNEBAGO INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire who has charge of the pending bill to give way for a few min- 
utes in order that the bill (S. 2592) to provide for the sale of a part of 
the reservation of the Winnebago tribe of Indians in the State of Ne- 


braska, and for other purposes, may he taken up. I will state that the 
XVI——112 
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bill was drawn in the Interior Department, it was recommended by th 
Secretary of the Interior and by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; it 
is favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs of this body 
and is concurred in by the Indiaxs and the friends of the Indians who 
represent them here, and also by all the members of the House of Rep- 





| resentatives from Nebraska, in which State the reservation is situated. 


There will be no objection to the bill, I am satisfied, from any Senator, 


| and it will lead to no debate 


The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to have the bill indicated by him taken up 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that to be the request. It is that 
the pending order may be informally laid aside. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is the same thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks that 
the pending order be informally laid aside for the purpose of consider 
ing the bill indicated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall not object providing it does not lead to discus 
sion; but if it does, I must reserve the right to call for the regular order 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Wisconsin 

‘y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2592) to provide for the sale of a part 
of the reservation of the Winnebago tribe of Indians in the State of 
Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word ** In- 
dians,’’ to insert ‘‘ situate;’’ so as to read: 

That with the consent of the Winnebago tribe of Indians in Nebraska, ex 
pressed in open council, the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to cause to be surveyed, if necessary, and sold, all that portion of the 
reservation of said tribe of Indians situate in the State of Nebraska 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 15, after the word ‘*in,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ such’’ and insert ‘‘each;’’ so as to read: 

That after the survey and appraisement of said lands the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be, and he hereby is, authorized to issue proclamation to the effect 
that unallotted lands at the date of the passage of this act are open for settle- 
ment, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. Thatatany time 
within not less than six months nor more than one year after the date of settle- 
ment under such proclamation each bona fide settler occupying any portion of 
said. land, and having made valuable improvements thereon, or the heirs at 
law of such settler, who isa citizen of the United States, or who has declared his 
intention to become such, shall be entitled to purchase, for cash, through the 
United States land office of the district in which said land is situated, the lands 
so occupied and improved by him, not toexceed one hundred and sixty acres in 
each case, Ke 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 5, after the word ‘‘of,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘ the Winnebago;’’ and in the same 
line, after the word ‘* Indians,’’ to insert ‘‘ entitled to the same under 
existing laws;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the proceeds of such sale, after paying all expenses incident and neces- 
sary for carrying out the provisions of this act, including such clerk-hire as the 
Secretary of the Interior may deem necessary, shall be placed to the credit of 
the Winnebago Indians entitled to the same under existing laws, in the Treas 
ury of the United States, and shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
annum, which income shall be annually expended for the benefit of said In 
diane, under the directions of the Secretary of the Interior 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 5, after the word ‘‘ In 
dians,’’ to insert ‘‘ residing in the State of Nebraska;”’ in line 5, aften 
the word ‘‘ the,’’ to insert ‘‘ said;’’ and in the same line, after the word 
‘*State,’’ to strike out ‘‘of Nebraska;’’ so as to make the section read 

That upon the completement of said allotments, and the issuing the patents 
therefor, each and every member of said tribes of Indians residing in the State 
of Nebraska shall have the benefit of and be subject to the laws, both civil and 
criminal, of the said State 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In section 1, line 18, after the word 
** Indians,’’ I move to insert ‘‘in Nebraska;’’ so as to read 


One of whom shall be selected by the Winnebago tribe of Indians in Nebraska 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In section 5, line 1, after the word 
‘ Indians,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘in Nebraska;’’ so as to read: 


That, with the consent of said Indians in Nebraska as aforesaid, &« 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as aménded, and the amendments 
were concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the sale of a 
part of the reservation, situate in the State of Nebraska, of the Win- 
nebago tribe of Indians, and for other purposes.”’ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
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Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 
Kans.; and 


4 bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses F. Carleton. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, yester- 
day, approved and signed the act (8. 1705) to provide for the issue of 
duplicate checks. 

FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). 
ular order is now before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration 
of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor 
in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ing question is upon the 
motion to strike out sections 3 and 4 of the bill. The motion hasbeen 
divided. The pending question therefore is on the motion to strike out 
section 3. 

Mr. BECK. I rise t© make an inquiry; I do not know whether it 
isa parliamentary one or not; and that is, What has become of the trade- 
dollar bill? I think it has lost its place in some way unknown to me. 
It was reported, and argued, and dropped. I supposed it was the un- 
finished business. I have never been able to understand why it is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Finance is not 
present. As I have the floor when that bill is again taken up—— 

Mr. BECK. Of that I am aware. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont said to me this morn- 
ing that he expected to call it up after this bill is over. It is still a 
special order, but it has been displaced by the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the clerks 
that the bill is displaced as a special order and has gone to its regular 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont will move to take it up. 

Mr. BECK. It has lost its place ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has lost its place as a special order, 
and has gone to its regular place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. By consent of the Committee on Finance, or how ? 

Mr. FRYE. Under a rule of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. It had no special place. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under a new construction of the old rule, which 
reversed the rule in my judgment. 

Mr. BECK. The only remark I care to make is that the bill came 
from the House last April. A good many reflections were made on the 
Committee on Finance for not reporting it before the close of the last 
session. We endeavored to report it early at this session. It was held 
back for a long time and then reported. It was taken up by consent, 
and has been allowed to lose its place. If we are going to kill it, say 
so; but let it not be done by indirection. That is all I care to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion to 
strike out section 3 of the pending bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I was necessarily ab- 
sent from the Senate several days ago when the bill was under discus- 
sion. I do not intend to detain the Senate at any length at the pres- 
ent time. 

I desire tosay that I am in full sympathy with the object of the bill, 
which is the prevention of the bringing into this country of oan te 
under contract to compete in the labor market of the United States. 
Looking over the debate had upon this question the other day, I find 
that it was participated in by Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber who, two sessions ago, when we were di the tariff questions, 

aud when the Senators upon this side werein favor of a protective tariff 
and legislating in that direction, met us with the taunting question 
whether we were in favor of protection to labor, Same that we were 
only in favor of protection to the man 
the country, but that we proposed to leave and ‘ia 1 leave the labor mar- 
ket of the country entirely open to foreign competition. I supposed from 
the questions then put to us, from the arguments they then that if 
a bill of this kind should come before the Senate they would be the first 
in its defense, and in advocacy of suchameasure. I regret to find, how- 
ever, that such is not the case; that several of the gentlemen we pt 
that question to us at that time have now by their speeches 
selves in opposition to this proposition, and have made extensive argu- 
ments here against it. 

I believe that the system of bringing into this — labor under 
contract is entirely vicious. While the United Staies Government 
opens its doors to all voluntary immigration, it should most unequiv- 
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of | at the present time, one or two of them are under 
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ocally close its doors against all involuntary immigration, or against 

any immigration which comes in here under contracts to labor for a 

period of years. Such immigration, such labor, is to all intents and 
purposes slave labor, and it can under no circumstances do anything 
else than degrade and debase free American labor. 

You will remember, Mr. President, that during the colonial times 
much of this kind of labor came into some of the colonies, particularly 
into Pennsylvania, and under the laws which then prevailed there 
was absolutely white slavery inthis country. Large numbers of white 
emigrants were brought here under contract for a term of years, and 
the owners of their labor were able to sell that labor and pass it from 
hand to hand. 

I wish to say as a manufacturer myself that the manufacturers of 
this country do not desire to have this kind of labor brought into the 
country, that so far as my knowl goes one and all are opposed to 
it. If skilled labor, manufacturing labor, desires to come to this coun- 
try, let it come intelligently and voluntarily, and when it is here it 
will then be upon an equality and a par with American labor. Those 
laborers can make, as all free men can make, their own contracts. 
They may go and come as they please. But we have seen within the 
past few years, and see at the present time, when large numbers of 
American laborers are being thrown out of the market, that organiza- 
tions and companies have been formed in this country which have brought 
in large numbers of ignorant and degraded foreigners to work in our 
mines and upon ourrailroads. Itisin these two industries chiefly that 
the contract labor brought in from Europe is to-day employed. In the 
minesof Pennsylvania, and in some other portions of the country, this 
labor has been introduced, and it has brought with it crime and misery. 
It has driven out of employment large numbers of free American citi- 
zens, voters like ourselves, who have their rights as American citizens. 
They have been driven from their employment by the bringing in of 
cheap foreign labor under contract. 

Large numbers of these contract laborers have been brought from 
Hungary. Still larger numbers have come from Italy. There has been 
and still exists, I believe, in the city of New York a regular organiza- 
tion, a regular company I may say, of Italians who have brought into 


r has been caecentl 
lames amounts of this labor have been employed in my own State. 
I now particularly recall the conditions under what is known as the 


the works. They lived in rude huts 

which were found along the road. 

into aay description of the squalor and filth which 

i habitations, or the manner in which they lived. 

Even at the reduced wages of not more than from 50 to 75 per cent. of 
ordinary wages, ane upon their living, on an average, not 
eet aetna een 

$800. They have gone back to sunny Italy, there 

competence which they obtained here, thus taking 

our money and at the same time depriving 
Of the fifty-odd million dollars which 

the West Shore Railroad a very large 


i been brought here under contract it 
ve comeatall. The average Italian laborer who is brought 
contract has not sufficient in or education to en- 
for himself and to make contracts or 
in all cases by an com- 
, Which sent their agents to Italy, there collected the labor 
country, brought it here, and, by making favorable contracts, 
satnioantinaiaanes 
I believe this whole thing to be vicious. The result has been that in 
my part of the country where this road has been built the better por- 
ton ofthe Taian labor has gone back to Tay but it lf all Urosgh 
our counties the paupers the criminals who came with it. They 
have filled our almshouses and our jails; and in my own county I think, 
indictment for mur- 
der, or at least they were. Very much of crime and of misery and of 
a nner nanny eee aseniann 
of employment, for Americans would not work at the wages 
which the Italians were a 
The bill gives us a perfect a ne. 
ee ee 
our country ~ ve to 
men, each one acting for himself and not controlled by any company or 
master. 
such action as this is not had, I believe that there will be great 
Statistics 


labor troubles in this country. a a 
commercial houses, by the Bradstreets, shows that a very large per- 
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centage of all the labor of America is unemployed to-day; that manu- 

turing establishments are stopping; that the building of railroads is 
being discontinued; that mines are being closed; and certainly under 
such circumstances, when the market is overstocked, we ought to see 
to it that the labor of our own citizens is not interfered with in the 
manner which I have described. 

If sections 3 and 4 are to be stricken out, the bill may as well be | 
beaten at once; for there is nothing left of it. Section 3 prescribes pen- | 
alties for persons and companies or corporations who shall engage in 
bringing out this labor, in making the contracts and inducing these 
men to come among us. If that section is stricken out, then you can 

ish no one, for certainly you are not to punish the poor, ignorant, 
and deluded laborer who may be induced to come here. 

Section 4 furnishes the penalty for the master of any vessel who shall | 
knowingly bring within the United States on a vessel any of the per- 
sons described in the bill. I see no objection to that, and I do not be- 
lieve that any of the great steamship companies bringing immigrants 
to our country can be opposed to that section, for the word ‘‘ know- 
ingly,’’ which is in the section, will protect them in all their rights, 
and if they bring such persons into our ports knowingly they ought to | 





be ° 
e have had upon our statute-book for many years laws forbidding 
the importation of paupers as immigrants, but we all know how difli- | 


cult it is to prevent it. Year after year in the port of New York at- | 
tempts are made to exclude such persons. A short time ago, after 
some of them had been brought over, the court held that the steamship | 
company could not be compelled to return them to Europe, because 
they had been allowed to land; and now the commissioners of emi- | 
gration are compelled to go aboard every emigrant ship coming into 
port and make a full examination in regard to the character of the pas- | 
sengers before any of them are permitted to land, for, under that decis- | 
ion, if any of them should be landed they would not fall under the | 
statute and they could not be returned. Thus it is that now the steam- 
ship companies are compelled to submit to this examination before the | 
i ts are permitted to land. 
Even with all the strictness with which this old law is attempted to | 
be enforced to-day, the fact is that scattered all throughout the length 
and breadth of the land we find that thousands upon tens of thousands 
of paupers were only a few years or a few months ago landed upon our 
shores. They were paupers to all intents and purposes when they 
landed. They should not have been permitted to come here. 
For years it has been an open and well-known fact that the European 
ts have been attempting to send to this country, to dump 
upon our shores, their criminals and paupers. The time is rapidly ap- 
proaching when the Congress of the United States will find it necessary 
to pass much more rigorous and strenuous measures against the impor- 
tation of such people than we have now upon our statute-books. We 
shall be compelled for our own safety to know thoroughly in regard to 


the character of all persons who come upon our shores intending to | 


make this country their home. We shall find it necessary to inquire 
in to their ability for self-support; we shall find it necessary to 
in regard to their previous character, and whether they have 

ever been criminals or not. 
I believe, I say, that this legislation will be demanded, I believe it 
is demanded now, in all justice to our own people; for go where you 


of all the paupers in our almshouses and a still larger percentage of all 
the criminals in our State prisons and penitentiaries were only a few 
years subjects of some European monarchy, and in many cases, if 
you follow their history, you wil! find that they were paupers and 
criminals when they came here. 
" The United States stands ready to receive at all times all good per- 
sons who may come to us from Europe, who may come here able to sup- 
port themselves, able to maintain themselves, and who are to become 
citizens and add something tothe prosperity of ourcountry. But 
submit that we can no afford to leave our ports open to the 
and criminal classes of Europe; neither can we afford to leave 
ports open to contract labor brought in here to be used in our 
and upon our railroads and other public works as I have de- 


+ 


it 


to me that there ought to be no division upon this question, 
surprised that any Senator should have opposed this principle 
floor, for we are here I hold to legislate first for our own peo- 
particnlarly are we called upon to legislate in the interests of 
of this country. Capital, wealth, and education are usually 
care of themselves under any form of government. 
that sections 3 and 4 will not be stricken out unless more 
penalties are to be moved as a substitute for them. 
to section 4, I may say that yesterday I was called upon by 
one of the principal foreign lines of steamship companies 
emigrants into ourcountry. He had supposed that there 
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was in that section which would work a great hardship to 
the line which he represented. I took the bill and read the section to 
him, and he expressed his perfect satisfaction with it. He had under- 
Stood that the word ee. was not in it, and under such cir- 
cumstances he said it would be likely to bring great hardship to the 


steamship companies. But section 4, as it is now drawn, I submit will 
work hardship to no honest steamship company 


. ‘ 
The steamship companies will, undoubtedly, find it necessary here- 


| after, if this measure shall be passed and placed upon our statate-books, 


to require the emigrants taking passage by their lines to subscribe to 


a statement that they do not go out under a contract to perform labor 


in the United States. They will undoubtedly make such a regulation, 
and require all persons taking passage by their lines to subscribe to 
such a statement, and when they have done that they will have done 
their full duty. If it shall then prove that they have taken on board 
men who are under contract to perform service in the United States, the 


| steamship company will not be punishable under this proposed law, 
| but only those individuals or corporations who have been active in 


inducing such immigration. 

I believe the bill is just in all its provisions. I hope that it will not 
be amended to any great extent, that it will pass the Senate, and that 
it may be returned to the other House for concurrence in such amend- 
ments as we have made, and that it may speedily become a law of the 
United States 

Mr. VEST obtained the floor 

Mr. MORGAN. IL ask the Senator from Missouri to allow me a mo- 
ment. I should like to know if the Senator from New York will point 
out the section of the Constitution under which he thinks this measure 
could be maintained. Under what power of Congress is it ? ‘ 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Ido not care to go into a discussion 
as to the constitutionality of this or any other measure. If it is not 
constitutional, and it should become a law—— 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest the general-welfare clause. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. My friend from Massachusetts suggests 
the general-welfare clause, and as that has been used somewhat or. the 
other side within the last few months, perhaps that might be a sufficient 


| answer. I might ask the Senator from Alabama also to give me that 


section of the Constitution under which he thinks this class of legisla- 
tion is prohibited. But thatis neither here nor there. In the passage 


| of laws here, where there is not a direct provision of the Constitution 


forbidding the action proposed, making it absolutely plain, I shall al- 
ways govern my action by what I believe to be the best interests of our 
people, leaving the Supreme Court to decide if there shall ever be any 
question as to the constitutionality of any of the acts that we may pass. 
Believing that the best interests of all our people demand this legisla- 
tion, I am unequivocally for it, and I have not troubled myself about 
the constitutionality question at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ithought that perhaps the Senator from New York 
put this proposed legislation upon the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce between this country and foreign countries. I did not know. 
In dealing with the question, of course I should like to know, as I am 
| not satisfied that the bill ought to pass, whether in passing it we are 
| laying down any rule that would be very inconvenient hereafter. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will par- 
don me just a moment, I will ask is not this legislation precisely on all 
fours with the legislation which we now have upon the statute-book 





tthe Northern States you find that a large percentage | 


which prevents paupers or people who have been criminals in other 

countries from coming into our ports? 
Mr. MORGAN. That may be, Mr. President. 

| Mr. MILLER, of New York. That has been upon our statute-book 
for a long time, and I am not sure that it ever has been passed upon 
by the Supreme Court; but certainly the inspection laws of the State 
of New York in inspecting immigrants and in levying inspection du- 
tiesupon them have been sustained. I know that the head-money tax 
of New York was not sustained by the court, and that the United 
States Government did step in and pass a statute imposing a head- 
mohey tax. If Congress can impose a head-money tax of 50 cents 
upon each immigrant that comes in, it can of course impose one of 
$1,000 or $5,000, or $10,000 if it sees fit, and could in that way ex- 
clude the immigration. In the laws forbidding the importation or the 
coming in of paupers, of course the word ‘‘ pauper’’ means simply a 
person who has no visible means of support, who has no property, no 
money. Such a contract laborer would certainly be excluded as a pau- 

| per. That has been on our statute-book for many years, and I think 


has never been questioned. It seems to me this legislation is directly 
in that line. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to occupy the time of the Senate, as 
the Senator from Missouri desires to take the floor, but I beg indulgence 
to say that I have no doubt about the power of the Government of the 
United States, or of any State indeed, to exclude the immigration to 
this country of persons who are diseased, or persons who are paupers; 
or persons who are criminals, upon the general power of self-preserva- 
tion or self-defense that any government is obliged to possess. I was 
only anxious to know, inasmuch as the Senator referred to the subject 
of a tariff, whether he thought the exercise of the taxing power was 
included in the bill, or whether the power to regulate commerce was 
included in it, whether he really thinks that this is a prohibitory tariff 
upon the incoming of foreign population under contract to labor in this 
country. 

I was at a loss to know from the Senator's argument upon the sub- 
ject of the attitude of certain persons on this side of the Chamber on the 
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tariff question, whether he thought that we are now enacting a tariff 
law or something that is to be justified under our power to enact tariff 
legislation. I think that if it goes upon the idea of regulating com- 
merce (inasmuch as that power seems to be equally in the authority of 
Congress ) between foreign countries and the States and the Indian tribes, 
after a while we should in extending it get to preventing the negroes 
of the South from coming up among the people of the North and com- 
peting for labor onthe railroads and other places where they might seek 
an opportunity to find employment. 

Ido not want to prevent that; I do not want to establish a prece- 
dent here by which that can be done, for I want those people to have 
free access to all parts of the United States to labor in competition with 
any white man anywhere. That is my view of it, and I should dis- 
like very much to lay down a doctrine inthis bill which might induce 
some person at some time or other to undertake to cut off the negroes 
from the right to emigrate to the North. I want them to go there if 
they wish to go. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE inthe chair). 
from Missouri has been recognized. Does he yield? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam glad to notice that the Senator 
from Alabama is taking much greater interest in the labor of his own 
part of the country and that of the United States than he seemed to do 
some two years ago in discussing the tariff issue—I think my memory 
serves me correctly—when the Senator stated substantially upon this 
floor in speaking of the tariff question that he did not want a high tariff 
which might lead to a high rate of wages, for he did not think it would 
be profitable to his own State; that if great manufacturing establish- 
ments were built up at Birmingham, and other places and labor was 
paid high wages as it was in the North, it would necessarily affect the 
labor market of Alabama upon the plantations, and those working upon 
the plantations would be drawn away from them by the inducements 
of higher wages paid in great manufacturing establishments, and that 
might result in destroying the planting interest of Alabama. That I 
think was substantially the statement of the Senator at thattime. I 
do not intend to do him any injustice, and I hope I do not, but I think 
I give substantially the idea which he presented at that time. 

Now the Senator is very much alarmed, fearing that if the bill should 
pass, preventing contract labor coming from abroad, the North will un- 
dertake to protect itself against the free colored labor of the South. I 
think the Senator is very much mistaken in that. If it comes freely 
from the South of its own accord to the North it will undoubtedly be 
welcomed and will receive such rate of wages as is commensurate with 
its value. 

I think the Senator may give himself no concern in regard to the 
labor interest of the North, or any interest in the North, ever attempt- 
ing any such legislation as he suggests; and really I do not think that 
the Senator was in earnest in making any such suggestion as he did 
make. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Missouri will indulge me one 
moment more, I mentioned the other day in the argument I made be- 
fore the Senate on this bill that I had been waited upon by a commit- 
tee of laboring men of this District, and I asked them what would be 
the effect upon their affairs here of introducing the negroes of the South. 
They are not a very much better class of people than those described 
by the Senator from New York, a great many of them. Some of them 
are very much better, but a great many of them are not better. Well, 
they said they did not object to them; they said, ‘‘The negro speaks 
our own language, and when we wanted to get on a strike we could 
manage them, we could control them; so we do not object to their 
coming in. 

The Senator has furnished me an opportunity of which I shall not 
avail myself at this moment of correcting a second-hand account that 
he has got from some newspapers—a very unjust one to me—about my 
attitude upon the labor question in my own State. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator will pardon me a moment. 
The statement I made was furnished by my own recollection of what 
| heard the Senator from Alabama state in one of his speeches on the 
floor of the Senate in the discussion of what is known as the tariff bill 
of 1883. I think my memory issubstantially correct. It was not upon 
any hearsay or any newspaper account that I spoke. 

Mr. MORGAN.. I shall refer to the RecorD at the proper time for 
the purpose of defending myself against what is a very unjust state- 
ment of any remarks that I made or any attitude that I assumed upon 
that question here. I did ask in the course of the tariff debate, hav- 
ing two classes of people in my State to take care of, one the planters 
and the other the manufacturers, of what advantage it would be to the 
people at large if the manufacturers were encouraged by a high protect- 
ive tariff levied upon the labor and earnings of the people cai should 
thereby raise the wages of that labor to such a degree that the planters 
could not afford to carry on their business. I put that question agin, 
and the people of the State of Alabama put it to me day by day. y 
want to know of what advantage it is to the at large in that 
State to tax the planting interests very heavily for the purpose of build- 
ing up a special industry which has no other effect, so far as they are 
coucerned, than to raise the price of wages. 


The Senator 
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It does not compensate the laborer any more than the existing state 
of employment and the existing rate of wages. It merely produces 
a money demand for labor instead of a demand upon the plantations, 
which, when you come to count it up at the end of the year, is very 
much more favorable to the laborer upon the plantations than it is <o 
the laborer at the iron-works or at any other place in that State. You 
may take a negro—I refer to that class of people because they consti- 
tute a large proportion of the labor in my State—and ‘give him a dol- 
lar or a dollar anda half a day at the iron-works. Take him from his 
home, let him rent his shanty or place of living, buy his clothes and 
his food, and work the hours that are required at the different iron 
establishments in my State,’and then compare what that man earns in a 
year with what the actual advantage of his earnings upon a plantation 
are, and the plantation service is very much more valuable to him than 
the other; but the temptation of a dollar or a dollar and a half in money 
per day is so great that those men are frequently drawn away from the 
plantations by this temptation and induced to give up good homes and 
good situations for the illusory opportunity of working in the iron 
establishments. 

So I argued then, and I argue now that, so far as the specific price of 
labor is concerned, whether that is to be 50 cents a day on a plantation 
or whether it is to be a dollar at an iron-works, if you choose to make 
that difference, and there is not quite that difference between them; 
the advantage of the man’s living, his prosperity, his morals, his Chris- 
tianity, his peace, and his comfort, and the welfare of his family are 
decidedly promoted by his receiving a lower rate of wages upon the 
farm than by receiving a higher rate at the iron-works or at the lum- 
bering-mills. It wasin that light, and only in that light, that I was 
discussing this question, not having a desire to keep down wages by 
the repressive influence of law or by any other influence, but not wish- 
ing that any portion of the people of my State should be deceived by 
flattering arguments into the belief that, by the encouragement of any 
one particular line of industry by high protective duties levied on the 
rest of the community, the State at large or the people thereof were 
benefited either in their prosperity or their happiness. That is the 
attitude I took, and I can look up the REcorD and show that I said 
nothing contrary to that. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I expect to vote for this bill; but there 
are several provisions in it to which I shall give a reluctant assent. | 
think the bill is immature and crude, but I shall vote for it.on account 
of the salient principle which it announces, hoping that time and ex- 
perience may perfect this legislation hereatter. If I understand the 
principle enunciated in this bill and attempted to be enforced, it is the 
prohibition of contract immigration to this country, what is termed 
upon the Pacific coast the cooly principle, a principle the results of 
which on the Atlantic seaboard and in the Western States are signifi- 
cantly shown by the immigration to this country of the paupers, the 
abandoned, dangerous, and criminal classes of foreign countries who are 
unable to pay their own transportation and who become the instru- 
ments of greed and avarice on the part of speculators and corporations: 

I have no doubt as to the constitutional power of Congress to enact 
this legislation. The Supreme Court of the United States has declared 
in two cases that the power to preserve its own life gives this Govern- 
ment the authority to exclude the diseased and criminal and pauper 
classes from our country, and authority is found under the commerce 
clause of the Constitution, without reference to that Sancho Panza con- 
stitutional blanket known as ‘‘the general-welfare clause,’’ in which 
I have no confidence and upon which I place no reliance. 

Mr. President, the men who formed this Government based it upon 
two great distinctive principles: one, local self-government; and the 
other their appeal under unparalleled difficulties and dangers to the 
sentiment of the civilized world in favor of personal liberty and polit- 
ical freedom. Our fathers invited to this country every bona fide im- 
migrant who came here to take his part in the responsiblity and the 
danger which attended the problem of self-government in this western 
hemisphere. To the warm-hearted and intelligent Celt, to the indus- 
trious and economical German, to the self-reliant Scandinavian, let 
the doors of the Republic be thrown wide open. The party to which 
I belong has always held this doctrine and always practically en- 
forced it; but it should not be prostituted to the greed and avarice of 
men who seek to strike at the very life of the Republic by introducing 
the dangerous and pauper classes from abroad into our population. 
The Senator from New York has eloquently portrayed the practical 
results of this abuse within the great State which he represents upon 
this floor. Who introduced this system of contract pauper labor into 
the legislation of the United States? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN ] denounced it upon this floor but the other day, yet the Sen- 
ator from is the father.of the bill that inaugurated contract im- 
migration into the United States. In 1864, upon July 4, the natal day 
of Independence, I find that a bill became a law, of which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio was the father, which he to the Senate, and 
which he advocated, the second section of which reads as follows— it is 
‘*an act to establish the office of commissioner of immigration:’’ 
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be enforced in the courts of the United States, or of the several States and Ter- ‘ 
ritories; and such advances, if so stipulated in the contract, and the contract be | 
recorded in the recorder’s office in the county where the emigrant shall settle, 
shall operate as a lien upon any land thereafter acquired by the emigrant, 
whether under the homestead law when the title is consummated, or on prop- 
erty otherwise acquired until liquidated by the emigrant; but nothing herein 
contained shall be deemed to authorize any contract contravening the Consti- | 
tution of the United States, or creating in any way the relation of slavery or 
servitude. 





There is the germ of the cooly or contract-labor system now carried | 
on, and that bill, introduced by the Senator from Ohio, reported by him 
from a conference committee, advocated by him upon the floor of the | 
Senate, and passed by a Republican Congress, is now upon the statute- 
book, and it is the father of this whole system which the Senators from | 
New York and Ohio denounce to-day. 

Mr. President, I thank the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. IN- | 
GALLS], who, with characteristic eloquence and courage, portrayed the 
other day the appalling condition of this country under this legislation 
and other legislation of the Republican party. That Senator, in words 
whose eloquence I shall not undertake t6 emulate, said: 


Sir, there are 500,000 wage-workers, willing to labor, out of employment atthis 
particular instant of time in the United States. With their dependent women 
and children, not less than 3,000,000 people in all are to-day, amid the extraordi- 
nary rigors of an unusually inclement winter, suffering for the necessaries of 
life. They need shelter. They are in want of the clothing that might be manu- 
factured from the surplus production of our factories now stored in warehouses 
and waiting for a purchaser. They are in need of the corn that is this afternoon 
being burned forfuel on the plains of Nebraska, andthe wheat that is being fed 
to hogs in the valleys of Kansas. The gravity of the situation can not be -rag- 

rated. It isan alarming paradox. In the midst of copious abundance there 
1s wretchedness and starvation. With all the elements of prosperity 
around us there is unprecedented depression and adversity. 


If I were to venture to supplement this appalling picture, I should 
allude but in passing to the columns of the press to-day, which state 
that 75,000 laborers are now out of employment, hopeless, upon the 
streets of New York; and this after twenty-four years of a high protect- 
ive tariff; this under the war or Morrill tariff, under which we have 
had a hot-house system augmenting the products of the country to the 
highest extent under the plea of protecting the laborers of the land. 

gif we have heard anything on this subject in the press, from the rheto- 
ric and logic of the Republican party for a quarter of a century, it has 
been that-a high protective tariff would increase the wages of the labor- 
ing classes of the United States, would give them happy homes, and 
remove them from the squalor and wretchedness of the pauper labor 
of Europe; but after twenty-four years of that system this is the pict- 
ure drawn by one of their most eloquent advocates, portrayed in words 
that simply fit the facts, and I thank the senior Senator from Kansas 
for the courage which evoked his utterance, and I point the laboring 
men of the United States to the results of the high protective tariff, to 
the fact that now additional legislation is being demanded in order to 
remove them from competition with the pauper labor of Europe poured 
upon our shores. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I shall make no apology for taking 
the time of the Senate for a few moments in the discussion of this bill. 
I have seen criticisms in the public press upon the Senate because it 
voted to consider this bill rather than some other bills the passage of 
which was supposed to be important to the welfare of the country; but 
to oe ene there is no bill pending before Congress, there has been 
no pending before Congress during its present term of any greater 
or I may say equal importance with this bill; and so far as any re- 
oe is to be taken for displacing other measures and bringing 
ae to erin a the Senate, I am very willing and very 

mys of that responsibility. 
This bill has been here since last June. It has been for one reason 
or another, y because of our rules, debarred from a hearing until 
this time; and now in the closing hours of the session I am pained to 
observe that Senators whom I believe to be in favor of the principle of 
this bill seem to overlook that principle and to be directing their at- 
tention to what r to be some crudities and informalities which 
appear in the bill. I agree that this bill is crude, that it has not been 
drawn with proper care. I think it illustrates the folly of a class of 
men who suppose that bills can be better prepared for the consideration 
of Congress and passage by Congress by those who are not familiar 
with legal phraseology and with the legal profession. 

._ But if I were to criticise this bill I would criticise it because I think 
it is not properly drawn to effectuate the object and purpose which 
those who desire the passage of the bill, and which I desire, have in 
mind. I do not believe that these sections which have been criticised, 
that the phraseology which has been criticised is likely to work any 
considerable hardship or injustice. 1 think the bill, if it fails in ef- 
fecting a wise and salutary object, will fail because it is not properly 
drawn to effectuate the purposes of those who believe in the principle 
of the bill. I said that I regarded this as an extremely important bill. 
I think there is no question to-day so serious before the American peo- 
ple as the condition and character of its wage-workers, both present and 
prospective, and I propose for a few moments to express my views upon 


It is said that a republic rests upon the virtue and intelligence of its 
citizens, and that is true; but there must be another clement taken 
into consideration. The element of the prosperity of its citizens and 
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all classes of its citizens must be regarded, and that system of public 
economy which does not consider first of all the condition and the 
character of all classes of the citizens of a country is fatally defective, 
and that statesmanship is unwise which refuses to regard and consider 
the condition and character of every class of the citizens of 2 republic. 

\ majority of the citizens of this Republic are wage workers. Pos: 
sibly the statistics of the census do not quite bear me out in that state- 
ment. I think, although I have not the statistics at hand, that the 
number of those engaged in gainful occupations, as they are called, is 
stated at 47 per cent. of the entire population, but there aremany other 
persons to be added to that list who do not come within the census 
classification. SoI think I am correct in mystatement that more than 
one-half of the citizens of this Republic are engaged to-day in earning 
wages. 

They are the majority of the voters of this land, laborers, men who 
earn their bread by the sweat of their brow. The most important prob 
lem presented to the American people to-day is what shall be the con- 
dition, what the character of that class of its citizens. Other govern 
ment based upon other principles, monarchical governments, arbitrary 
governments, governments of the strong hand, may live and prosper 
and thrive to a certain extent, although the character, the social, the 
mental, and the moral condition of its laboring classes may be neglected, 
and may not be deemed proper subjects for legislation. But in a repub- 
lic I believe, and I state as the result of mature thought, that it is im- 
possible for the system of government long to survive unless there be 
passed such laws, unless there be adopted such policies as tend to ele- 
vate, to dignify, and to ennoble all its laboring classes. In this Gov- 
ernment the working man votes, and hungry men do not vote intelli 
gently. Men who can only receive as the result of their toil just 
enough to keep from starvation and the poor-house, are not patriotic, 
or if they are will not long be patriotic to the extent of being willing 
to fight for and defend the institutions of their government. 

It becomes, then, the duty of all men who have to do with the legis- 
lation of the country to see, first of all, that such policies are adopted 
and such laws enacted as will tend to elevate the laboring citizens of 
the country. I said, therefore, that you must add to virtue and in- 
telligence the prosperity of the citizen, if you expect the Republic to 
endure; and prosperity of the citizen means fair, remunerative wages 
for his labor. The tendency in a country which seeks to lower the 
standard of wages below fair remuneration is wrong and vicious and 
destructive of republican institutions. We owe our marvelous growth 
in this country more to the character of the men who have worked 
with their hands from the foundation of the Government to this time 
than to any other one cause. It has been so heretofore in this Govern- 
ment that the man who would honestly work could receive fair com- 
pensation for his work, by which I mean enough so that he could do 
something more than keep himself alive and keep his family alive, and 
avoid the poor-house. 

Up to this time those who have been willing to labor in this country 
under our system of free labor have been able to obtain wages enough 
so that they could comfortably clothe themselves and families; so that 
they could properly educate their children; so that by thrift and pru- 
dence, by frugality, or self-denial if you please, they could lay aside 
a little something, establish for themselves a little competency, secure 
alittle home; attach themselves to the soil, and thus become conserva 
tive, patriotic citizens of the country. Anything that tends to change 
that system in the United States presents an appalling danger, and a 
danger, I think, more appalling than we now understand. 

There is another condition of labor which must be observed. Labor 
in this country, in a republic, must be free. The laborer must have 
no master but himself in the sense that he is not free and independent 
It was the bondage of labor in the system of slavery which wrought so 
much of disaster to the section of country within which it prevailed, 
that retarded development, that kept back that country; and those sec- 
tions of the country in which free labor prevailed, where workingmen 
were their own masters, were enabled to advance more rapidly in the 
march of civilization and prosperity than that section of the country 
where the system of slave labor prevailed. And weshall have but half 
won the fight against slave labor and in favor of free labor in this country 
if we do not so legislate as to continue a state of things in this country 
where labor shall be free and independent, and where it shall] receive 
fair, even generous, compensation. 

It is quite a mistake to suppose that a nation in which labor re- 
ceives an incompetent reward can be really or permanently prosperous. 
I know in these days there seems to prevail a theory that that nation 
is to be strongest upon the face of the globe where the rate of wages for 
labor is least. The idea seems to be that that nation will be strongest 
which can manufacture its goods cheapest, and that involves the least 
rate of wages. 

It seems .to be taken for granted that such a nation can obtain in 
some way what are called the markets of the world, and thus surpass 
other nations in strength and prosperity and power. I believe it to be 
a great mistake. I believe that the nation which seeks only the ex- 
pansion of its trade by cheapness of production is on the road to weak- 
ness and decay and dissolution. I would not degrade the labor of this 
country by 10 per cent. to secure all the markets of the world, as they 





4 


4 
















































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


are called. I prefer to give up trade if thereby we may educate and‘ 
ennoble and dignify labor and make laborers more honorable in this 
country. 

I do not propose to give this discussion a partisan turn. It is above 
politics. I do not propose to be drawn into any discussion of the 
tariff, but I want to say just this: I do not want to see this country 
engage with other countries in a scramble and strife as to which can 
obtain most of the markets of the world by lessening the of the 
men who produce goods. Cheapening production should be avoided if 
we must cheapen men in order to secure it. 

Now, we all agree to this. Itissaid that laboring men are outof em- 
ployment in this country. They are outof employment in all lands, no 
more so here than they are in other countries. 1 will not stop to dis- 
cuss the causes which have limited the field of labor and thrown per- 
sons out of employment. The papers to-day tell us of three thousand 
men in the streets of London hungry and besieging the office of the 
prime minister demanding work. It is not in this country alone that 
people are out of employment. 

We all recognize the fact that a condition of things where there is 
no labor for men who live by labor is a condition which weakens and 
endangers a government, whether it be a monarchy or a republic; and 
we must also understand that when labor does not obtain a fair reward 
a condition of things exists whereby government is as truly weakened 
andendangered. The difference is only in degree. It is the same dan- 
ger and the results will be in the same direction. 

We must have intelligent laborers in thiscountry. The foundation 
of our whole governmental and social fabric is the intelligence of the 
man who works; and the majority of our men work. I have no pa- 
tience with that philosophy or that statesmanship which does not regard 
the worker as the equal of the man of leisure. I have no patience 
with that kind of legislation which does not seek to ennoble the worker 
in this country. 

I hear a great deal said about this Senate being in some way com- 
mitted to the corporations of the country and the wealth of the country, 
said unjustly as I believe; but it having been said, I want to take this 
opportunity, standing here in my place in the Senate, to say that my 
life has been a life of work, hard, unremitting work, and that fortune 
has never dealt lavishly or generously with me; andI am glad of the 
opportunity, therefore, to stand here and declare the dignity of labor 
and to plead for the equal rights of the honest toilers of the land. 

I would be just to capital as I would be just to labor, though I have 
never been fortunate in the acquirement of wealth. I feel no antago- 
nism to it. The wealth which re-enforces labor is as necessary to the 
country as labor itself, but my whole life experience leads me to sym- 
pathize with that portion of our citizens who are compelled to earn 
their living. 

I do not believe that these criticisms upon the Senate are just. I 
believe that the Senate of the United States is as ready to recognize 
the rights of laboring men as the rights of the rich who employ labor. 
I do not believe that there is any danger that at the hands of the Sen- 
ate of the United States men are to become lordly if not titled in this 
country, or that the workingmen are to be reduced to the condition of 
a@ peasantry. 

Mr. President, these thoughts have been running in my mind as this 
discussion has proceeded, and I felt that they were thoughts which 
were worth submitting to the consideration of the Senate. 

Now, what is this bill? It is a bill which proposes to declare, as I 
understand, two things, and therefore I am in favor of it: First, that 
the policy of this Government is to protect its laboring men, its workers, 
to protect them to the extent that they shall be elevated rather than 
degraded, that they shall be educated rather than made ignorant, that 
they shall be honored rather than despised; and second, I understand 
the principle of this bill to be that labor in this country belongs of 

ight to the laborers who are now resident here, and to such other 

rers as shall voluntarily come here to join those resident here in 

the performance of that labor, and I have no hesitation in saying that 

a practice which contradicts and violates these principles is a crime 

against the Republic, a crime against its ovcial order, and a crime against 
its system of government. 

It is impossible to bring foreign laborers here under contract without 
assailing all these principles which I have been enunciating. I am 
opposed to importing laborers as we import horsesand cattle. I am op- 
posed to what may be called involuntary immigration into this country. 
Iam not opposed to voluntary immigration. I regard voluntary im- 

migration as one of the chief sources of our strength, as a factor which 
has developed and is further to develop the grandest civilization that 
this continent or the world has ever known, and to make our own the 
most prosperous, the most powerful, and the most beneficent of all the 
nations of the earth. I believe that the admixture with our native 
races of those who come here imbued with the principles of this Gov- 
ernment, seeking to better their condition, honestly desiring to work 
in this land of freedom, tends to build us up as a people and to ennoble 
the whole of our citizens. 

I have never been in favor of involuntary immigration. I voted 
against the Chinese bill, not because I was in favor of Chinamen being 
brought here under contract for labor, but simply because I thought 
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there were in that bill sections and clauses which prohibited voluntary 
immigration into this country, which shut out the man who desired of 
his own accord, of his own free will, to come here and become a part of 

us; because men were shut ont from this country by that bill, as I un- 

derstood it, simply on account of their being laborers who wanted to 

labor in this country. I will go as far as any other man to prohibit 

bringing contract labor here, whether it be Chinese, or Italian, or Hun- 

garian, or English, or French, or Irish. 

It is that principle which I contend against, and in so doing I recog- 
nize and uphold the right of any human being on this globe who him- 
self, of his own motive, of his own desire, his own free will, wishes to 
come here and become ‘part of us, and honestly partake of the benefits 
of labor in this country, to come without hindrance or restriction. My 
doctrine is that no importation of laborers to lower the rate of American 
wages should be permitted, and no voluntary immigration of honest 
laborers should be prevented. 

So, Mr. President, I shall vote for this bill. I believe that the whole 
tendency of the system whichit seeks to cut up by the roots and to de- 
stroy is vicious, is degrading, is destructive to our Government. The 
Senator from New York has depicted the condition of the men who are 
thus brought here. He has depicted the wayin which they live, their 
social relations. They are in no sense, under such circumstances, the 
peers of the American laborer, and they do not intend to become the 
peers of the American laborer. They are in no sense under such cir- 
cumstances fit to partake of the responsibilities of our Government as 
the American laborer must partake of those responsibilities. They are 
in no sense under such circumstances calculated to become the defend - 
ers of our Government in the hour of its trial. They do not come here 
under circumstances, they do not live here under conditions which can 
make them intelligent, patriotic, voting citizens of this country, and | 
want no other immigration into thisland. I welcome to it all that will 
come under conditions which will enable them to become such citizen- 
voters of this Republic. Mr. President, I trust that none of these amend- 
ments will prevail. I do not believe that any of the provisions of the 
bill will work hardship or do any substantial harm, but I do believe 
that we shall do infinite harm if we fail now, this subject having come 
to the consideration of the Senate, to put on record our adherence to the 
principles which I believe are contained in this bill and give them here 
in the American Republic the sanction of law. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it is not my habit to discuss the 
question of the tariff when itis not before theSenate. The Senator from 
Missouri with his wonderful facility and felicity has seen fit to bring in 
that subject on the present oceasinn. I wish to say a word or two, and 
to advise him that whenever that subject comes up y for our 
consideration he had Batter Lo ganguees to teks some blows as well as 
to give them. 

It may be that some of the distress which now prevails throughout the 
country in our various workshops has arisen from an apprehension that 
some protection hitherto given is to be withdrawn by the coming ad- 
ministration. It may be observed also that in the winter season there 
are always in this country as well as in others a large number thrown 
out of employment, and the present winter has not been an exception. 
It is also true as observed by the Senator from Connecticut that this de- 
pression in the industries of our country is not singular here; it prevails 
throughout the entire world at the present time, as much and probably 
more in England and Germany and France than in the United States. 

But the Senator from Missouri would unquestionably pursue a policy 
that would throw a large number of the wage-receiving men of our 
country perhaps into Nebraska to raise corn merely for That is 
not the policy that I should advocate. But as the refers to the 
long time in which protection has had sway in this country, and yet 
has failed to produce the effects of prosperity throughout the entire 
land, I desire to call his attention to a message sent here by a Demo- 
cratic President in 1857, that he may see whether the conditions now 
are any different from those described by a Democratic President after 
a long season of the domination of that party in this country. I read 
from. the first annual message of President Buchanan of December 8, 


earth has yielded her fruits abundantly, and has bountifuall 
dman. Our 


rewarded 
staples have commanded i 


So al colionah wealth, 
d, our public works retarded, our private 
enterp: donded, and thousands of useful laborers 
thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 
I ask the Senator from Missouri to look on that picture as well as 
the one that he has presented. 
Mr. PLUMB. I observe that this bill Senne 
— so that I presume it is in order to still further amend it 
at ecuth eesihaan wollte tp vote tee St-an'%h enane fewen the 
Hecate naxteeael asmhath entitled tn oveny engess Geotiens hese 
of language to accommodate the idea, but because it seemed to make 
more certain the ty that it would become a law. The motion 
to strike out the third section, I suppose, will be postponed toa motion 





or 
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to it. I want to suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire | 
having the bill in charge whether that section might not be improved 
in line 3 by inserting the word “‘knowingly.’’ He will observe that 
the word ‘‘ assisting’’ occurs in line 3, and that that applies to the mi- | 

ion or importation of any alien or aliens under contract; and there- 
fore the person who assists in bringing such persons into this country 
might be liable to the penalties provided in that section, whether he 
did it knowingly or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the suggestion is without objection. 1 should 
be very glad to have the word inserted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose to amend by inserting before the word 
“agsisting,’’ in line 3 of section 3, the word ‘‘ knowingly.’’ That | 
would not apply of course to the word “‘soliciting,’’ because solicita- | 
tion must necessarily be with knowledge, but the word ‘‘ assisting,’ as 
applicable to the importation of aliens or foreigners to perform labor or | 
service, is without any qualification whatever. I think that ought to | 
be amended, and I make the suggestion, because a number of amend- 
ments have been ma e and because I want to have this bill as perfect 
as we can well make it, for if it should happen that we should pass a 
bill which should, by reason of its crude provisions, encounter obstacles | 
in its enforcement, it would probably not be enforced or might lead to 
such amendments to it hereafter as would in some way destroy the pur- 

which is in view. 

I wish while on my feet to call the attention of the Senator having | 
charge of this bill also to that provision of section 5, commencing in 
line 7, which declares: 


Nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person or persons, partner- 
ship, or corporation from engaging, under contract or agreement, skilled work- 
men in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any 
new industry not at present established in the United States. 

I think I see the idea that the person who drew this bill had in 
mind, but at the same time the provision is very broad, and is not 
only liable to defeat itself but to defeat the object of the entire bill as 
I understand, because if a person can be imported under contract to do 
something which is not now done in the United States, being once im- 


ported he may be used for an entirely different purpose, and that may | 


be in view at the time the contractis made. If this bill is intended to 
strike thoroughly and finally at the evil of contract labor, it seems to 


me that it should forbid it entirely, that there should not be a loop- | 


hole of this kind. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator if his hos- 
tility is to anybody contracting in this country his labor upon specified 
terms, or is his hostility against a contract abroad that binds him here? 

Mr. PLUMB. My hostility is to any contract whatever whereby any 
person comes to this country moved by an impulse set in motion by 
somebody else, and not on account of his own disposition. 

Mr. DAWES. What does the Senator mean by that? Any contract 
that a man may make abroad to come to this country and perform labor 
upon terms fixed abroad, without his having anybody in this country 
to determine the terms with him here, or does the Senator propose to 
say that no free man in this country shall make any contract, express 
or implied, about his labor in this country, that whatever he does shall 
be thrown upon the common-law measure of a quantum meruit ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not exactly understand what the Senator from 
Massachusetts is driving at; but I wish to say this 

Mr. DAWES. I can tell the Senator. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say this: My object is to prevent the im- 

tion of labor coming to this country of men having been induced 
a contract made abroad—that is to say, a person desiring to procure 
labor from tlie other side of the water enters into a contract with a 
man on the other side to come here for the performance of that labor 
on this side. In other words, I propose to distinguish between that 
igration born of the expectation of bettering his condition in the 
individual mind and that which is incited by a contract or a proposi- 
tion upon the part of some one on this side who seeks to avail himself 
of that labor in order, as he believes, to obtain that labor at a cheaper 
price than he could get it at the hand of the laborer already here. 
, My remarks are addressed to the provision of section 5 which I have 
rad. Su some person desiring or pretending to desire to estab- 
lish a new industry in the United States goes abroad and contracts with 
persons to come over here to perform labor in that industry which they 
can not perform, perhaps in regard to an industry which does not exist, 
but for which the purpose of contract he assumes to exist, or that it 
will exist. Those persons thus brought here under that contract come 
within, I think, the fair inhibition of this bill—that is, they contravene 
the idea which is at the foundation of it. In other words, it is the 
solicitation, it is the inducement thatis held out. It is the distinction 
that necessarily exists in this case between persons who come of their 
own motion seeking to benefit their own individual condition, and those 
who have hopes incited in them by persons who seek to get them here 
for their own purposes. I think the idea of this bill is therefore largely 
if not wholly undermined by this provision. I would not only make 
all contracts of that kind absolutely void, but I would bring them 
within the provisions of this bill. 

As I said before, I should have been willing to vote for the bill as it 

came from the House in order to make more sure that it might be en- 





| this provision ought eithe 


| duction of large numbers of people from the other side of the water, 
| whether at one price or another, which shall introduce new and dis- 





| 
engaged here for the last twenty-five years, assuming different forms 
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acted, but since it has been amended and must go back to the House, 


to be stricken out entirely or more fully 
guarded 

Of course, this is but the first step. We are on the threshold of not 
only legislation, but of the formation of publie opinion perhaps preced- 
ing such legislation in regard to the very intimate relations between 
labor and capital; and it is proper, I think, that in the beginning of 
this controversy, and as the first step toward the settlement of the ques- 
tion, we should inhibit the importation of labor under contracts, in 
order that this question may not constantly be disturbed by the intro- 


turbing elements in the settlement of this question and consequently 
postpone its settlement just that much longer 
For these reasons I am in favor of the bill; but inasmuch as the 
bill has been amended, as I have said, i seems to me that the Senate 
ought now to so further amend it as to better carry out the idea which 
is evidently at the bottom of this proposed legislation. I therefore 
suggest to the Senator who has the bill in charge whether or not an 
amendment of that provision would not be judicious. For myself I 
would be willing to strike it out entirely. I can not conceive of any 
good to come from it at all. I can perceive only evil, and, as it seems 
to me, under that clause the entire purpose of the bill may be avoided 
and set at naught. i 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I did not intend to ask the indulgence 
of the Senate upon this bill. I only desire to state as briefly as I can 
the reasons which induce me to support it. : 
I support the bill upon the ground that it is legislation intended, as 
far as its scope will reach, to break down the shackles that are put 
upon labor. I supportit asa part of a great work in which I have been 


and diregted in different ways to the same purpose; and that is that 
all labor in this country shall be absolutely free; that so long as the 
laborer shall conform to the laws of the land he shall be absolutely free 
| to determine for himself what shall be the kind and the nature of his 
employment and what shall be the terms and measure of his compen- 
sation. 
In whatever field, in whatever way, and by whatever means the do- 4 
main of free labor in this country shall be invaded, there, so far as Lam 
able, I will make my humble endeavor to thwart the purpose and to 
break down the shackles and strike off the fetters from the limbs of 
labor; and so far as this bill shall contribute to the end that the free 
laborer when he steps upon theshores of this land shall be like the man 
who breathes the air of England, a free man, to determine for himself 
under the laws of this land into what fields of labor he will essay to work 
out the problem of his life, and upon what terms he will devote his life 
and labor, I will support it, and upon no other principle whatever. 
I have never been afraid of the competition of any man who may 
come here from any of the nations of the earth to try his hand with the 
free educated labor of this country in the paths of industry opened here: 
I have never feared the result of his competition, and I shall never my- 
self knowingly vote for a bill that will put one above another of those 
who labor for a living in this country because of his complexion or pre- 
| vious condition or place of birth or clime; and therefore it is, sir, be- 
| cause there has come to be a new phase of slave labor in this country! 
that we are called upon to devise new means and enact new penalties 
and to make new efforts to strip it again. I regret to see opposition to 
any such measure as this arise from any quarter, much more do I regret 
to see it from any section of this country. 
Sir, labor must be free here, and the laborer here must have all the 
opportunities for labor that this country and its exigencies and its 
demands and its broadening enterprises shall afford him. Because at 
this moment there are more laborers in this country than at this mo- 
ment can find profitable and remunerative employment, I will not 
take away from them any part of the labor that is to be performed for 
this country and turn it over to laborers outside of its boundaries, 
under the pretense that that will benefit laborers in this country; nor : \ 
will I say to any laborer who comes here free to determine for himself, 
according to the measure of his intelligence and capacity, what part 
of the labor that is to be performed for this nation he will take it 
upon himself to perform, ‘*I will exclude you from your share,’’ for 
any reason of apprehension that he will compete with the laborer who 
is born upon our soil or has lived here educated up to its necessities 
and its requirements, for I hold that the laborer will make his own 
level in a free country and work his own way and make his own fort- 
une and character in spite of your laws. 
But, Mr. President, a man who before he comes here and knows the 
opportunities, and the facilities, and the protection of law that a laborer 
here can have in that effort, binds himself to conform to any condition 4 
of servitude in this country, I do not care what its character or under 9 
what name it shall go, is not a free laborer. He is but very little re- a 
moved from the condition of those over whose bodies we might at any 
time in the history of this country have asserted a right of control. 4 
He who sells his effortsells hislife. He who ties his hands, winds about f 
the muscles of his body the chains of a contract made abroad, is asiave, 
and it is against slavery that this bill is aimed. 
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But, sir, the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] thinks there is dan- | 
ger that we shall injure labor in this country if we be permitted to go 
abroad and get skilled labor to come here and introduce here new in- 
dustries, to the pursuit of which we are not yet educated. To my mind 
hardly anything can contribute more to furnishing employment for 
labor in this country than that very process. If all the avenues of in- 
dustry are now crowded, and if all the pursuits of known industries in 
this country are now full and the products of industries more than 
supply our demands, it is only by introducing new industries, it is much 
by introducing new industries at least, that we can relieve labor by 
giving it new employments not now known, and no more healthy pro- 
vision of this bill exists than the very suggestions in it of encouraging 
enterprise and capital in this country in the idea of setting up here as 
many as possible of the thousand industries of the world not yet intro- | 
duced into this new country with which we are unfamiliar and for the 
performance of which we have now noskilled labor. Any one of these | 
industries not only turnishes employment for those who come here under 
such encouragement as is contemplated by this bill, but it furnishes | 
at the same time in proportion to its value and the amount of capital | 
and labor necessary to carry it on employment for ourselves, manifold 
multiplied always by our demand for the consumption of the product 
and by the demand for the production to compete in new markets. 

Sir, those are the best triends of the laborer in this country who 
make it a study to find something new for him to do, some new enter- | 
prise for him to engage in, some new industry not yet fully employed 
in this country into which he can embark and in which he can employ 
his energies and his soul. I look, sir, for relief to the labor of this 
country, not to inhibition of immigration into the United States. I 
hope we shall never less than now make it the home of the poor man, 
and make it an attraction to him. I hope the tide of immigration will 
never reverse itself and turn from these shores to European and Asiatic 
shores in the idea that there are better homes, better opportunities, bet- 
ter society, and better hopes and aspirations in the old effete condition 
of other parts of this broad world than in this new, growing country of 
ours. It is because of the established truth, the conviction, all over 
the world that here are better homes, better opportunities for work and 
labor, and better rewards for it than anywhere else, that here more 
than anywhere else concentrate all these streams of immigration. Sir, 
I hope that never will be less in my day, and I hope in order to meet 
the exigencies and necessities thus imposed upon us we shall turn rather 
to developing new opportunities and bringing here new industries de- 
scribed in this bill, and in the very section which has called down the 
criticism of the Senator from Kansas; and that we shall be ourselves 
that nation of all others in which every honest and honorable way of re- 
warding industry known to the !aboring world shall find its best and 
richest and highest reward. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy). The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] suggested but did not actually propose an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amendsection 3 by inserting after the word 
‘*by,’’ in line 3, the word ‘‘ knowingly.”’ 

Mr. FRYE. There is an amendment pending now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment pending, but 
the Senator from Kansas claims the right to amend the text before the 
question is taken on striking out. 

Mr. FRYE. Of section 3? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of section 3. 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly that is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas proposes to 
insert the word ‘‘knowingly,’’ in line 3 of section 3, after the word 
“ by.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I understand that during my ab- 
sence momentarily from the Senate Chamber the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Vest] called attention to the act to encourage immigration passed 
on the 4th of July, 1864. That act was in its nature a temporary act, 
intended to meet a condition of affairs in which we were then 
The Senator from Missouri ought to have remembered that at the date 
of the passage of that act this country of ours was making the most 
memorable struggle in history, in acivil war. We were then e 
with all the power that we could command, with all the resources that 
could be called from our own or from foreign lands to put down the 
most formidable rebellion in history. At the time that law was 
the Senator from Missouri did not know the motives that influenced 
Congress to pass such legislation; he was doing all he could to break up 
the Government; and this was one of the means selected by us, one of 
the methods designed and framed for the occasion to meet the emer- 
gency, a bill that was passed by the unanimous vote of both Houses of 
Congress. 

The bill originated in the Senate, and contained a few provisions to 
encourage immigration. It was amended in the House by a substitute 
which contained the second section of the bill; and as the second sec- 
tion of the bill did tend greatly to strengthen our country in that mem- 
orable war, the Senate agreed to the amendment in a committee of con- 
ference; and it became for the time being ingrafted on the law of the 
land. What was that provision? A temporary provision designed for 
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war, at a time when millions of men were under arms. Nearly all the 
laboring men of our country were engaged in fighting enemies, ‘and our 
industries languished. At the same time there was a demand in this 
country for all kinds of products. We therefore did pass that law to 
encourage immigration, and among the provisions of it was the second 
section, which the Senator from Missouri thinks was the fountain-head 
of all the evils which have overtaken our country since—a law that 
And here is the section to which he referred. 
passed during the war: 

That all contracts that shall be made by emigrants to the United States in for- 


| eign countries, in conformity to regulations that may be established by the 


said commissioner, whereby emigrants shall pledge the wages of their labor, for 
a term not exceeding twelve months, to repay the expenses of their emigration, 
shall be held to be valid in law, and may be enforced in the courts of the United 
States, or of the several States and Territories; and such advances, if so stipu- 
lated in the contract, and the contract be recorded in the recorder’s office in the 
county where the emigrant shall settle, shall operate as a lien upon any Jand 


| thereafter acquired by the emigrant, whether under the homestead law when 
| the title is consummated or on property otherwise acquired, until liquidated 


by the emigrant; but nothing herein contained shall be deemed to authorize 
any contract contrav er the Constitution of the United States or creating in 
avery or servitude. 

The next section provides: 

And be it further enacted, That no emigrant to the United States who shall 
arrive after the passage of this act shall be compulsively enrolled for military 
service during the existing insurrection, unless such emigrant slrall voluntarily 
renounce under his oath of allegiance to the country of his birth and declare his 
intention to become a citizen of the United States. 

It is well known that during the civil war immigration to this coun- 
try largely ceased, fell off to a very small number, and we therefore 
lost the benefit of the laboring men who naturally came in the course 
of immigration by the civil war, and the labor of those men became 
vital and necessary to us in July, 1864, when we were engaged in such 
a momentous struggle; and therefore we did invite those people to come 
here, and we did say that if they came here under contract by which 


| the money for their passage should be advanced, that money should be 


paid back by the laborer within twelve months after that time. It was 
a wise provision under the circumstances; but mark it soon after the 
war ceased, when we had no longer enemies to fight, the whole of this 
act was repealed. It is not to be found in the Revised Statutes. It 
was one of those measures demanded by the war and the exigencies of 
the times. It was right, and I have no doubt that under it many an 
immigrant was encouraged to come to this country. 

Immigration had been deterred in a great measure for fear that when 
they came over and landed on our shores the men would be drafted 
into the military service; but when they were assured by the terms of 
this law that they were to be protected from enforced military service, 
that unless they chose to put themselves vo)untarily in a condition to 
be enrolled and enlisted they were in no danger of being called into the 
military service, they came. Under the operation of that law a com- 
missioner of immigration was appointed and was in active duty for 
some time, and induced laboring men to come to this country to aid us 
in one way to supply the place of the laboring men who had gone into 
the field. 

That bill was voted for by every Democratic member of either House 
of Congress. The record shows that there was no question about its 
provisions. It waslikethe enrollment or conscription act and all those 

t measures which were adopted in the exigencies of war, andgthis 
was one of the minor measures of that great occasion. After the’war 
was over the law was repealed, disappeared, and long before the revis- 
ion of the statutes there was no such law upon the statute-book. 

Before arraigning me here personally for being inconsistent in sup- 
porting this bill, the Senator from Missouri ought to have recalled the 
circumstances that surrounded us at that time; he ought to have re- 
called the history of this legislation, the motives for it, the reasons for 
it; and I have no doubt that in the Southern confederacy they adopted 
similar measures, or bly much more enforcive measures, to en- 
courage immigration into the Southern States, It was an act of war 
designed to strengthen and invigorate the armies of the Union. But 
after the war was over the law disappeared. Here I may say that al) 
the measures intended to protect laboring men in this country emanated 
from the Republican ee: 

It is the policy of Republican party to develop and build up the 
laboring men of our country; it is the policy of the Republican party to 
diversify our industries, to make us independent of all foreign nations, 
to manufacture here everything that is necessary for human life; and 
no law can be shown passed by a Republican Congress intended to pre- 
vent free and voluntary immigration. This law did not doit. This 
law intended to encourage the free immigration that was necessary then 
to strengthen our armies and enable us to manufacture the vast sup- 
plies needed for the support of our troops. All the policy adopted by 
the Republican party has been with an eye single to the development 
of our laborers, to their protection, to their support, to their encour- 
agement and building them up, to giving them fair wages and honest 
pay for honest labor. 

1 will vote for this bill, not that it is framed with the ‘ision that 
I think it ought to have been by a committee of lawyers li it to 
words meet for the occasion. I will vote for this bill because it was 
sent to us from the House of Representatives, I believe, without divis- 
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ion of party, in a House composed of two-thirds Democrats—sent to 
us to defeat a class of contracts that have sprung up in the last eight 
or ten years. ; 

Until after the close of the war the immigration to this country was | 
a healthy European immigration. Since that time it has become the 
policy of Congress to prevent the immigration from Asiatic and other | 
countries of races not akin to our own. I have nothing to say about 
that. Perhaps in passing those laws we went beyond the ordinary 
bounds of the old policy of the Government, but that is now the policy. 
But this bill does nothing to protect our laboring men from the impor- 
tation of free immigration, of men who come here as individual citi- 
zens to mingle their blood with ours, and to contribute with us in 
pbuilding up a great, free country, but men who are not free, who are 
slaves. I read this morning in one ofthe Philadelphia papers a state- 
ment of the condition of 2,000 of these people now in the city of Phila- 
delphia. It is abhorrent to all the notions of an American tree laborer 
that men are bought and sold, who can not understand our language, 
who do not expect to remain here, who do not mingle with us, who do 
not share with us, yet are brought here in masses under contracts with 
corporations to drive out of their fields the honest laboring men of the 
country. That is the thing we are to deal with. 

Now, sir, that a bill which has been passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, composed of two-thirds Democrats, should be made the occa- 
sion of an arraignment of the Republican party, it seems to me passes 
beyond the ordinary bounds of debate. This bill does contain good 
features, and I desire to see them preserved; let any that are bad be 
stricken out. 

If the Senator from Missouri will hold me responsible for legislation 
that he disapproves, I hope he will look at the date of that legislation 


and see whether it was framed to meet his efforts on the other side to | 


overthrow this Government, and whether we were not justified, under 
the circumstances, in passing that law and laws much more severe in 


their character for that purpose, and, when the object has been accom- | 


plished, to repeal the law as unnecessary in a time of peace to encour- 
age the ordinary immigration that flows into our country, and has been 


the race of nations. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, to the latter part of the speech of the 
Senator from Ohio, in which he makes persona! allusion to me and to 
my course during the war, I have simply to say that whatever may be 
his opinion as to the position I then occupied I have no apology to 
make to the Senator from Ohio. That has nothing whatever todo with 
this discussion legitimately. 

Mr. President, I know very well and I knew when I quoted this 
statute that it was enacted about the close of the war in 1864, and I 
read the date in my argument this morning, and I read it to show that 
the principle of contract immigration had been adopted by the Repub- 
can party. The Senator in his argument here a few days since de- 
nounced the principle and said he proposed to support the bill now be- 
fore the Senate because he condemned iy toto the principle of contract 
immigration to this country. Now, the Senator changes his position 
and says that that principle was applied by the Republican party under 
the emergencies and contingencies of a greatcivil war. In other words, 
he adopts the principle when he states that the emergency justified it. 
I said, and I repeat it now, that that principle was ingrafted on the 
legislation of the United States Government first in 1864. 

Now the Senator says it was temporary. Mr. President, if tem- 
porary why was it not repealed at the close of the war? It was upon 
the statute-book unrepealed until 1874. It has not been expressly 
repealed; it is now held to be repealed by implication because not 
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Wehave repealed the whole classof war legislation one act after another. 
in many cases by mere implication. If the Senator had said that this 
was passed during the war and merely for an exigency. as now turns 
out to be the fact, I should not have thought it necessary even to re- 
ply. We did many things during the war that we would not do now 

There were many things that we deemed to be constitutional then 
which I would not regard to be constitutional in time of peace. War 
makes its laws and war compels congresses and others to make theit 
laws conform to the necessitiesof war. We did so in this ease, and the 
provision we enacted was a proper one under all the circumstances, and 


justifiable. It was notat all harsh. It was to encou 
not to discourage it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB] to the third section 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I shall vote for this bill, but I wish to 
express my entire dissent from many of the arguments upon which it 
is advocated. 

{ think the bill will fail to have any effect-upon the laboring people 
of this country, that it is impossible that it should be of any service to 


rage immigration, 


| them. I base my support of the bill entirely upon the fact that it is 


demanded universally by the laboring people of this country. But to 
say that because the laborer contracts abroad to give some portion of 


| his earnings when he comes here, that is a crime; to affirm that ‘here 


is any great economic benefit to the people of this country in prot_bit- 
ing the small number of persons, whether good or bad, who are im- 


| ported here under contracts, and preventing the competition on the part 


of that small number of people with the great body of laborers in this 


| country, is in my opinion an unworthy proposition on which to base a 
| great public policy. 





| 
{ 





To suppose that we are to help the laborers of this country by per- 
mitting the whole body of voluntary immigration not under contract 
to come here and enter into competition with their labor, and that we 
shall benefit them by preventing a small portion coming here under 
contract to labor, does not appear to me to be reasonable. Why, sir, 


| 2 man isnot a bad man because he contracts to labor after he gets here 
a fruitful source of our wealth and thrift and unexampled progress in | 


to pay for being brought here, nor is the public significance of the fact, 
because of the small number of people, of any consequence. It is not 
the fact that they come here under contract that makes them unworthy 
of American citizenship. There is nothing servile in a man’s contract- 
ing to labor, neither in Europe nor in America. It seems strange that 
we should have such ideas as striking the shackles off of American labor 
by prohibiting a few men from coming here under contracts to labor. 

I am prepared to go a great deal furter than this for the protection 
of the laboring people of this country. Certainly all public policies, 
whether they are for protection or free trade, are advocated upon the 


theory, whether right or wrong, that they are for the benefit of the 


laboring people of the country, that they are to advance their wages 
and increase their proportion of the results of capital and labor or pro- 
duction. If we never have another laborer from abroad coming into 
this country, we shall have poorly paid labor unless there shall be some 
arrangement made by which the proportion which the laborer, the 
wage-worker, is to get of production shall be larger than it is under 
unrestrained competition. The difficult problem is to adjust these 
relations that the laborer shall be paid a reasonable proportion of the 
results of his labor, whether by State action or national public policies. 


| Anything that falls short of this, in my opinion, is utterly futile and 


i 


i 
| utterly unreasonat le. 


| Ishall support t te bill not because it strikes any shackles from labor, 


found in the Revised Statutes; but from 1864 to 1874 it was the lawof | 


the land, and during all this time the Senator from Ohio and the leaders 


of the Republican party were proclaiming to the working people of this | 


country that they were their peculiar guardians and champions, and 
aalenwer toe upon every stump and in every paper ‘‘ We are the 


jans of the poor men and the laboring classes of the United States | 


against the pauper and vicious labor of Europe,’’ when their own law 
was in existence all these years inviting people to make contracts with 


the paupers of Europe, and a lien given on their homesteads in order | 


= the cost of their transportation to this country. 

said nothing in to the reason of this legislation. It is not 
pertinent to this debate because the principle was announced, and now 
it is only a question according to the present position of the Senator 


from Ohio whether the emergency justified it or not, and that is the | 


whole of it, and that is all I propose to say on that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, just aword. I have not had time 
to look up the repeal of this law, but I have no doubt it was repealed 
long before 1874. The Senator is mistaken, but I am not prepared to 
give him the date, because I have not had time to look it up. My at- 
tention is just called to it. My impression is that this law remained 
only two or three years in force and was dropped out, probably repealed 
in an iation bill, or at any rate there were no appropriations 
made a think, 1866, or somewhere along there, for the Commis- 
sioner of Immigration and the officers created under the law. 

Because we resorted to measures of this kind justifiable in war it is 


not therefore to be inferred that we approve them as measures of peace. | journals of this city, and the information contained in which is of an 


| not because it prevents the competition of a few contract laborers brought 


into this country, which is going to be of any benefit, but simply because 
| it is demanded by the voice of the laboring people of this country. And 
I do so with the conviction that the bill will be of no benefit to them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that the amendment perfecting section 3 which 
has been moved by the Senator from Kansas will be adopted. That 
should be done of course before the question is taken on striking out 
the section itself. That amendment is the. insertion of the word 
“knowingly ’’ between the words ‘‘ by’’ and “‘ assisting’’ in the third 
line. 

Mr. FRYE. Nobody objects to that amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. But there was a question as to its being in order. I 
| hope the vote will be taken. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| order. 


There is no question that it is in 


| Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken on this section, I wish to 
| say that I consider it as a vote involving the fate of the bill. There is 
very little use in passing the bill if this section is stricken out. If this 
is stricken out, the fourth section ought to be; and if the third and fourth 
sections are taken out of the bill, there is no biil left. There is simply 
a prohibition of a practice now existing, but no penalty is provided in 
case of the violation of the law, and therefore the bill might as well be 
defeated, and had better be defeated by a direct vote than by this in- 
direction. ‘ 

Now, as I am on my feet, I wish to place in possession of the Senate 
the substance of an open letter which has been addressed to myself 
since the debate of the other day, and which has appeared in one of the 
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important character and bears upon the question of the existence of an 
evil that should be removed by legislation. The immigrants who have 
heen brought here under contract are chiefly from Hungary and coun- 
tries in that immediate vicinity and from Italy. This letter relates to 
the question of the immigration from Italy and the abuses that arise 
under it. It is addressed to myself as chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor: 

Hon. H. W. Buatr: 


Dear Str: Signor Celso Cesar Moreno, one of the noble workers in the cause 
of humanity, appeared before the Federation of Labor Tuesday evening and 
made a complete exposé of the nefarious trade in men, women, and children 
from sunny Ltaly by the padrones in New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Eliza- 
bethtown, Chicago, Washington, and other cities in the United States. 

Signor Moreno stated that his protests and labors in behalf of his country- 
men were of no “ mushroom” growth, as he had in 1874 entered his protests 
against this accursed system in the American Congress through Hon. Charlies 
Sumner and General Negley, and bills were then offered, and passed by the 
Senate and House of Kepresentatives June 23, 1874, and known as the Moreno 
bills 

The infamous padroni (slave-holders), if unaided by other low Italians, would 
not have carried on their nefarious traffic so long and so extensively, Theyare 
nided by persons who, with them, grow lazy, rich, and fat upon the blood and 
sweat of the poor, unfortunate, and deceived Italian slaves. This traffic in hu- 
nan beings began in 1867, when the consul-general for Italy, Signor Ferdinand 
Deluca, came to this country, and from that time until very lately the Italian 
consulate in New York has been the headquarters of the padroni and their ac- 
com plices 

The padroni have “ friends’ 
villages, and rural districts. 


The writer then goes on and gives the names of sundry individuals in 
this country who are associated in this work. I omit them because I do 
not care in this way to make them unpleasantly conspicuous. He then 
goes on to say: 


Aitogether there are in the United States nearly 80,000 slaves of both sexes 
and all ages 
§} The padrones, or slave-holders, subject them to the most abject slavery; they 
are not allowed to converse with their fellow-countrymen or strangers, and are 
kept in total ignorance as to the rates of wages current in the United States. 
These victims uf greed and avarice get one-third of their wages and the other 
two-thirds go to the padrones. They are under constant fear for their lives, and 
cases are known where the stilleto has been used to frighten them into submis- 
sion 
’ The only Italian paper they read is published by “ Friend ’’ de Casali,in New 
York city, which asserts,day by day, that if they do not fulfill their contracts 
they will be sent to jail. 
‘ The workingmen of America will find in the Italian a dangerous competitor 
under the ownership of the padrones; but if allowed to come here as freemen 
they will become co-operators with our laborers and mechanics. The people o' 
America, he says, have no idea as to the extent of this slave-trade,and proper 
steps should be taken at once by our law-makers to suppress this traffic in hu- 
man flesh and blood. 
! The Federation of Labor some time since exposed Dr. Verdi; he is the “‘ friend” 
of the padroni in the city of Washington. 
t These worse than slaves can be found at work on the Government reservoir. 
Contractor Peterson will probably answer all questions if brought before the 
Senate committee. Thirty thousand are owned in New York and 15,000 in Chi- 
ae yet slavery was abolished in the United States, the land of the free (?). 
, This scandalous business of enslaving men, women, and children is an outrage 
on humanity and a burning shame for America and Italy, and the sooner this 
comorra (ring) of malefactors is driven from our shores the better. 
' Let the “ Old Liberty Bell" toll long and loud until this iniquitous system is 
abolished. 

Honorable Senators, take up and pass H. R. 2350. The evidence is all in 
verdict has been given—the coutract system must go! 

Very respectfully, 


‘ every where in the United States—in cities, towns, 


; the 


Ww. 8. WAUDBY. 
Wasurveron, D. C., February 3 


I have also a letter addressed by this same Italian, who seems to be 
a gentleman of character and ability, with whom I have conversed my- 
self on the subject, addressed last July to the King of Italy. Itis a 
letter which may be very useful to the country, and therefore I take 
the liberty of spreading it on the record: 


(The Craftsman, Saturday, February 14, 1885.) 


THE ITALIAN SLAVE TRADE—THE INFAMOUS PADRONI AND THEIR SHAMELESS 
ACCOM PLICES., 


Only the evil of the Italian slave trade has been exposed by the press, but 

never the shameless eviil-doers—the accom p!lices—who are all of the lowest class 
of Italians in America. Some are fugitive birds from the Italian penitentiary, 
and some others have run away from Italy to escape penitentiary punishment, 
and most of them are in New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, Boston, and Wash- 
ington, as editors of Italian newspapers, as sensali and notaries public, as night 
watchmen in a museum, as small hotel-keepers and bankers, as barbers, d - 
gists, barkeepers, quack and homeopathic doctors, painters, interpreters, - 
ers, and even self-styled counts and generals; as professors, opticians, cooks, 
dancing-masters, musicians, waiters, clarionet players at Niblo’s, &c.; but all 
these professions and trades are only for delusion. 
‘ The reality is that all this caneille (rabble) get lazy, rich, and fat, and drees 
like gentlemen upon the sweat and blood of the poor Italian slave laborers of 
both sexes. The oldest of this gang of malefactors and accomplices has his lair 
in Elizabethtown, N. J. The Craftsman began the exposure of this scandalous 
evil and the evil-doers in its issue of February 7, and will continue the warfare 
until the imported-contract-labor bill becomes a law. Following is the letter 
of Signor Moreno to the King of Italy on this terrible trade : 


Wasnireton, D. C., July 3, 1884. 
“Your Masesty: Thousands and tens of thousands of deceived and unhappy 
Italian peasants of both sexes and of all ages are now in the cities, towns, and 
rural districts of the United States in the utmost squalor, misery, and degrada- 
tion, under the control of heartless padroni and shameless connivers. The con- 
dition of these peasants is worse than that of the late negro slaves in the South- 
ern States 
Your Majesty, the abject and deplorable situation of so many thousand Ital- 
ians to-day in such inferiority (not through their own fault) to all nationalities 
in this vast, rich, and free country is a foul stain and a terrible and undeserved 
stigma upon the prestige of the Italian name on this side of the Atlantic. 
. L always remember the courteous ion which Your y 


Majesty accorded me 
on my arrival in Italy in the month of March, 1881, at the Quirinal Palace. 


I 
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take the liberty to send direct to Your Majesty and to Her Majesty the Quee:, 
several American newspapers, in which are portrayed all the wrongs and su/ 
ferings which torment thousands and tens of thousands of my unfortunate 
countrymen, and the malefactors who inflict these wrongs: 

The New York Herald of June 22, 1884. 

The New York Staats-Zeitung of June 30, 1884. 

The New York Star of July 1, 1884. 

The Il Progresso Italo-Americano of July 1, 1884. 

The inclosed are articles taken from the patriotic Italian journal, Roma, whic}; 
is goeee in New York. 

four Majesty, the weakness and lack of influence of Italy have not their 
source in the patriotism and resources of the Italian nation, or in the ministry 
of war, nor that of marine; but arise from the maladroit, little patriotic, and 
unauthoritative ministers and consuls in foreign countries, and from the Con- 
sulto, where the ignorant bureaucracy rules supreme, and drags the timid and 
incapable ministers into the deep vortex of blunders. 

A good name for a nation isa universal majesty, but the ministersand consu!x 
of Italy abroad contribute much to the contrary, and it will never be throug) 
ym ability if the Italian name wil! become a title of consideration in the wor|: 
at large. 

The Moreno bill, which was discussed and approved in June, 1874, by the Amer 
ican Congress—Senate and House of Representatives—has abolished forever the 
nefarious traffic in little Italian slaves in the United States; now have arrive: 
the turn and the duty of the Ital‘an Goverament to abolish the traffic in adults 
ar d the sooner this ling in w rite slaves will be prohibited, namely, emigra 
ticn under contract from Italy tc America, the better it will be, and in this wa, 
will be washed away a foul stain from the Italian name, a long story of grief 
and tears will be brought to an end, a story of demoralization, ee, and of 
crime, which are an outrage upon humanity and an insult to this of progress 
and liberty, and the cause of all these wrongs will forever be abolished, whic}, 
our enemies keep in their hands like a weapon to assail and disgrace us 

Your Majesty’s most respectful and obedient servant, 
CELSO CASSAR MORENO 

To His Majesty Humperr I, King of Italy. 


Mr. LAPHAM. The object of thisbill, as its title imports, is to pre- 
vent the evil of importing laborers here in groups, in colonies, in ship- 
loads. It is to prevent the practice of bringing classes of laborers here 
under contract to perform service, and Iam in sympathy with that; 
and if this bill reached no further than that, I should be in favor of it 
without changing a letter; but I beg to call the attention of the Senator 
in charge of the bill to its provisions, reading the first section in the 
singular number, so that he may see exactly the import of the bill: 

That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any person, 
in any manner whatsoever, to prepay the tran jon or in any way assist or 
encourage the importation or migration of any alien or foreigner into the United 
States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia, under contract or agreement 
parol or special,express or implied, to perform service or labor made previous 
to the importation or mi, of such alien or r,to perform labor o1 


service of any kind in the United States, its Territories, or District of Co 
lumbia. 


There are thousands of individuals in the United States, naturalized 
citizens and persons not naturalized, who have immigrated here who 
are saving annually from their scanty the means with which to 
send over to their acquaintances abroad the facilities for coming to this 
country, thousands upon thousands of them who are actually denying 
themselves the comforts of life in order to aid their acquaintances at 
home to come here to this land of the free and make it their residence; 
and this section as it is now drawn would strike at every such case. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The fifth section removes all the objection. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I beg theSenator’spardon. Thatis precisely what 
I am going to call attention to. It does not touch the case at all. I/ 
it did I should not have raised this question. The proviso iu the fifth 
section is this: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as eens any indi 
vidual from assisting any member of his family or any relative to migrate. 


That is the limitation. It does not include at all the large and uu- 
merous class of cases to which I have referred; and unless the Senato: 
in charge of the bill will make this last proviso of the fifth section broad 
enough to cover all the cases to which I have refi I can not sup- 
port the bill. Iam in sympathy with its object; but to leave it as it 
is now and subject every servant girl and every hired man who has 
come here from the Old World to a penalty of a thousand dollars for 
sending the money to help a poor acquaintance to come here and to 
permit that acquaintance to turn common informer and get one-half of 
the thousand dollars, is a kind of legislation that I can not sanction. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from New York allow me « 
word ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator seems to overlook the limitation in 
the section that there must be coupled with the aid or encouragement 
a contract to labor. The bill does not prohibit such cases as he has de- 
scribed, unless the who is aided by his friend in this country to 
come to our shores is required by that fri to enter into a contract 
to labor for him or for some one else under his direction, with a view 
of returning the money advanced. It does not at all prohibit, as I un- 
derstand it, any person who is interested in a friend abroad, even i! 
that is not within the exception of the fifth section, not a mem- 
ber of hjs family, from extending aid to any one to come to this coun- 
try, provided only he does not bind the friend to whom he thus extend- 
his aid by some contract to labor after he arrives in this country. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The answer to that is very obvious. In al! these 
cases, in every case with probably scarcely an exception, the person who 
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is thus aided to come here pledges himself or herself in advance to re- 
fand this money out of his or her first earnings. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is not prohibited by the bill. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Most certainly it is. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not at all. 





Mr. LAPHAM. In section 5, line 18, after the word ““‘ relative,’’ I 
move to insert the words ‘‘ or friend;’’ and at the end of line 19, afte: 
the word ‘‘States,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ for the purpose of settlement 


| here;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting any indi- 


Mr. LAPHAM. It is prohibited by the very letter of this section. vidual from assisting any member of his family, or any relative or friend, to mi- 


Let us read it: 

That ommend ates De pesmas of this act it a be maieentel Sov any person 

prepa: ra ion or in any way assist or en e ortati 
= m ion of ond tilen. or Reclener into the United States its Territories, ‘e 
or implied, to perform service or labor. 

They are all under that contract; and there is no difficulty in avoid- 
ing by making the proviso at the end of the fifth section broad 

to include all this class of cases, and I only call attention to it 
for the purpose of having that proviso amended. 

This is a penal statute, Mr. President, and great care should be ob- 
served. in its enactment. I will not do to have its provisions so that 
by the construction of it it may strike at innocent persons, and it is so 
easy to avoid it by enlarging the proviso at the end of the fifth section 
that I have chosen to call attention to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I still think the Senator from New 
York misconceives entirely the scope and effect of the language which 
he has read. I affirm again that there is nothing in this section to pre- 
vent any person in this country interested in any friend abroad from 
loaning to that friend the means to pay his passage to the United States. 
It does not take hold of him unless with that loan (which may be se- 
cured in any way, except that under the bill it may not be secured by 
a contract of labor) there is a contract to labor. The man may give 
his note,and promise to pay it in money; he may get the money in any 
honest way and pay the debt after he comes to this country. The Sen- 
ator says it is implied that he can not get it in any way except by work- 
ing for somebody; but this provision was intended to prohibit a contract 
for labor between the person furnishing the money and the person to be 
brought to this country. It was not intended in that case to tie the 
hands of a man who gives his note to a friend in order to raise his pas- 
sage-money, from working for somebody else in order to get the money 
to return it. It has no such effect; and if the section is modified as the 
Senator desirés it to be, it simply opens a way by which the bill itself 
and its beneficial provisions can be entirely avoided. 

If I the evil sought to be guarded against by this bill, it 
is that men living in foreign countries where the rate of wages and the 
condition of labor is so different from what it is in this country shall 
not there under the strain that is upon them make a contract, which 
of course is governed by rates of wages there that put them in the 
of the person furnishing the money when they come to this 
and have a tendency to import the rates of foreign labor and 


i 


i 


nevolently disposed, who has no personal interest in an individual, 
from aiding any one to come here, provided only he does not attempt 
to secure the money which he advances by a mortgage on that man’s 
labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the third section, 

to insert the word ‘‘ knowingly’’ after the word ‘‘ by’’ in line 3. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
to strike out section 3. 

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. SOM. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. VANCE] has 
been called temporarily from the Senate to attend to some very urgent 


The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 
Butler, Garland, — Harris, Saulsbury 
Coke, Groome, Maxey, Slater, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Morgan, Williams. 
NAYS—40. 

Aldrich, Fair, Lapham, Platt, 
Blair, Frye, McMillan, Plumb, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Pugh, 
Cali, Gibson, Mahone, Ransom, 
Camden, Harrison, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Conger, Hoar, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morrill, VanWyck, 
Dawes, Jackson, Palmer, Vest, 

Jones of Nevada, Pike, . Wilson. 

ABSENT—2A. 

Allison, Cockrell, Jonas, Pendleton, 
Bayard, ‘ Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Farley, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gorman, Lamar, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale n, Voorhees, 
Chace, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Walker. 


So the motion was rejected. 


them here. I see nothing to prevent any person who is be- | 


grate from any foreign country to the United States for the purpose of settlement 
here. 


That will relieve the provision to a great extent from the criticism 


which I made on the first sectior 
the District of Columbia, under contract or agreement, parol or special, express > ee as 


Mr. BLAIR. Say “personal friend.’ 

Mr. LAPHAM. I wish to make it apply to any individual who 
chooses to send money to a native of his own country to help him come 
here for the purpose of settlement 

Mr. BLAIR. When the Senator uses the word “ friend’’ he means 
** personal friend.”’ * 

Mr. LAPHAM. Of course I do 

Mr. BLAIR. Then put in the word “ personal.’’ 

Mr. LAPHAM. Very well; I will say ‘‘personal friend.’’ I sup- 
posed that was implied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen 
ator from New York will be read 

The SECRETARY. In section 5, line 18, after the word ‘‘relative,’’ 
insert ‘‘or personal friend;’’ and at the end of the section add the words 
** for the purpose of settlement here.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be first put on in 
serting the words‘ or personal friend.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question now is on the second 
amendment, proposed by the Senator from New York, to insert at the 
end of section 5 the words “‘ for the purpose of settlement here.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. In section 3, line 3, after the word “‘by,’’ I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘assisting, encouraging, or soliciting or,’’ and to 
insert ‘‘ the;’’ so as to read: 

That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act, the 
person, partnership, company, or corporation violating the same by the impor 
tation of any alien, or aliens, &c. 

I will state 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take the advice of the 
Senate; but the present occupant of the chair is of the opinion that that 
amendment is not in order now. The Senate has refused to strike out 
section 3, thus virtually adopting it. The amendment, however, may 
be offered in the Senate after the bill shall have been reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the amendment if it is not in order now to 
amend the section. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In section 5, line 16, before the word ‘‘ Pro- 
vided,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘ nor laborers in agricultural pur- 
suits;’’ so as to read: 





Nor to persons employed strictly as personal or domestic servants, nor labor- 
ers in agricultural pursuits. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. CoKE], which 
possibly meets the case more fully. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That amendment has not been incorporated in 


| the bill. 


Mr. BUTLER. It has not been reached yet. Notice has been given 
that it would be proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr: SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I desire to say that the bill doubt- 
less has been inspired by a purpose to correct what has been acknow1- 
edged to be an evil in this country, caused by the action of corporations 
who employ large numbers of laborers. Railroad companies and large 
manufacturers have, in order to obtain the service of persons in their 
employ at reduced rates, made contracts with persons abroad to come 
to this country to labor in their employ. That is an evil, and is ac- 
knowledged to exist in this country; and I suppose that the bill was 
inspired by the idea of correcting that evil; but the bill illustrates the 
tendency of the human mind to goto extremes. In order to correct an 
admitted evil, we are adopting a measure which is very sweeping in its 
character. 

Under the operations of this bill no man can aid the immigration to 
this country of a person from a foreign country to labor, with the un- 
derstanding that he is to remunerate him for the advance which he has 
made, in any pursuit whatever. It so happens that in many agricult- 
ural sections of this country there is a scarcity of laborat times. There 
is a great disinclination on the part of a great many people in this 
country to work on farms. As soon as the sons of farmers come to 
manhood they are inclined to seek some other employment. Thus in 
many sections of the country agricultural pursuits labor under a great 
disadvantage from the scarcity of laborers necessary to their employ- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question recurs on the motion | ment. 


to strike out section 4 of the bill. 
The motion was rejected. 


At this very time there is in my State an association of farmers, I be- 
lieve commissioners, appointed for the purpose of trying to secure help 
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| 
upon the farms. A farmer needs a man to labor in his service, and | 
some person will say, ‘‘I will get you a man from abroad if you will 
pay for his transportation here.’’ He is to be brought here not to work 
in mines, not to work upon railroads, not to work in large factories, 
but to labor on the farm. A farmer makes the advance in order that | 
some man may come and help him perform manual labor upon his farm; | 
and yet this bill would prohibit him from doing that. There is no | 
harm in doing that; it is bringing an industrious class of people here. | 

I admit there is an evil where large importations of foreign labor are | 
made for the purpose of reducing the wages of employés and where the | 
contracts for labor are made abroad. That is an evil which I would 
help to correct, but we are too sweeping in all these provisions. 

I desire that the amendment which I have offered, excepting agri- 
cultural laborers, may prevail, because, living in an agricultural com- 
munity, I know the fact myself that there is often a necessity for agri- 
cultural labor which is not to be commanded, and no harm can result | 
from the provision. I hope the amendment which I have suggested | 
will commend itself to the favorable consideration of the Senate, as I 
am sure it will prove beneficial in many agricultural sections of the 
country. 

Mr. COKE. Two days ago I gave notice of an amendment similar | 
to the one that has just been proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 
It has been printed and laid on the desks of Senators, and comes in at 
the end of section 5. It reads thus: 


And provided further, That labor to be employed in agriculture and stock-rais- 
ing shall not be included in the prohibitions and penalties of this act. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I was not aware until just fw that the Sena- 
tor from Texas had proposed such an amendment. I will withdraw 
my amendment in order that he may offer his. 

Mr. COKE. I am entirely satisfied with the Senator’s amendment 
as far as it goes, but I think perhaps mine is a little broader. 

Mr. SAULSBURY.. My amendment is confined simply to agricult- 
ural laberers. 

Mr. COKE. Then I will offer my amendment, the Senator from 
Delaware withdrawing his. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Yes, sir; I withdraw it to enable the Senator 
from Texas to offer his amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn: 


Does the Senator from Delaware 


The 


amendment of the Senator from Texas will be reported. 
It is proposed to add to section 5 the following 


The CHIEF CLERK. 

additional proviso: 
And provided further, That labor to be employed in agriculture and stock- 
raising shall not be included in the prohibitions and penalties of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. One word, Mr. President, as to this amendment. 

As I understand the bill, it is directed in its effects especially to the | 
Northern and Eastern States, which are said to be overstocked with 
labor, whereas in the country from which I come, and the same may 
be said generally of the country west of the Mississippi River, there is a 
great scarcity of labor. The bill without the proviso that I have offered | 
as an amendment will prohibit the importation of labor, which means | 
people who become honest traders and land-owners, as well into the | 
South and West and Northwest, where labor is needed and scarce, asin 
the North and East, where it is not needed. I therefore ask that this | 
exception may be made in favor of labor needed in agricultural and 
stock-raising pursuits. 

It is very well known that the owners of large bodies of land in the 
South and West frequently go to foreign countries and bring in people 
who desire to engage in agriculture, and settle them on their lands, 
making contracts with them under which they acquire homesteads of 
their own on the lands. This practice could not be pursued under this | 
bill. 

It is a fact also well known, I presume, to my colleague as it is to 
myself that when we make very large crops of cotton in the State of 
Texas, as we frequently do, the laborers who make the crops are unable 
to gather them, and many of our people go over into Mexico and gather 
up large numbers of laborers and bring them into Texas, where they 
pick and save the cotton. That would be prohibited under this bill. 

In short, Mr. President, the great agricultural areas of this country 
are not overstocked with labor, and the theory of this bill as applied to 
them is a false one. If you will go upon the farms of the South and 
Southwest and West you will find that there is a great scarcity of 
labor. The labor problem is the one most difficult of solution there. 
Go, for instance, to my State, and you will find vast areas of rich land, 
much of it.under fence, much of it broken, that is not in cultivation 
because there is no labor there to cultivate it. Especially is it the 
case that we have an insufficiency of labor for gathering our cotton 
crops. With the aid of machinery we can cultivate I areas of land 
in cotton which can not be gathered by the labor which makes it, be- | 
cause the cotton must be picked with the fingers, and in order to save | 
it we must have human labor; there has been no machinery invented | 
by which it can be saved. 

While I have no doubt that the bill corrects a great evil in the north- 
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ern and eastern portions of this country, it will be productive, as th: 
Senator from Delaware has well said, of a very great hardship upon 
other sections of the country. We in the South and West want labo: 
we need men, women, and children to labor in our fields, to take hon. 
steads upon our lands, and to grow up and constitute a part of the 
landholding citizenship of the country, as the people who go there do 
We do not desire to see any of the avenues of immigration closed. W, 
are not overstocked. If you are overstocked in the East and North. 
take care of yourselves, but do not create obstructions to that which js 
absolutely necessary to our prosperity. 

We can not cultivate our country, we can not gather our crops, we 


| can not develop as we ought and as we desire to do without human 


labor, and a great many of our laboring people and our best citizens 
came from Europe, and immigration from that quarter still flows in 
daily with increasing volume. 

In Texas there are entire counties populated with Germans and Bo- 
hemians. We have whole sections of country populated with immi- 
gration of that class, and they are our very best immigrants. They 
produce more, they add more to the wealth of the country than any 
other people who come there. This bill will be a prohibition in a great 
measure upon many of the’ methods through which those ptople come 


| te our country, and it will be a prohibition upon the same methods in 
| the Northwest. 
| work on itand make a little money. 


The Germans come to Texas and get land; they goto 
They send it back toGermany to 
pay the way of othersof theircountrymenout. They get more land than 
they need themselves, and they will send on to the fatherland and bring 
out a family and put them on the other end of the tract, und in a little 


| while that land will be improved and that family will take it and pay 


a good price for it. That is the process through which our ceuntry is 
This bill will be a great obstruction to the settlement 
and improvement of the country in that way. 

Gentlemen who desire to put a stop to contract immigration of min- 
ing and manufacturing people can do that in the bill without interfer- 
ing with the class of agricultural immigration which we desire to see 
fostered and encouraged by the adoption of this amendment. The 
Southern and Western country under this amendment will be left free 
as it is now to acquire the population we desire, which our rich lands 


| invite—lands which if cultivated by an intelligent population will add 
| vastly to the general wealth. 


If my amendment is adopted we will be 
left free; the Southwest and the Northwest will be left free to acquire 
population as we do now, while the evils which Senators from the East 
and North complain of will be remedied. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish toask the Senator from Texas a question. 
Does he desire that the bill shall be so left as that farmers and stock- 
raisers in Texas may go or send to Italy or Germany, or to any other for- 


| eign country, to make contracts with people there upon the advance of 


their passage-money to work forthem at certain rates of wages in Texas? 

Mr. COKE. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then if the Senator from Texas does not wish to 
accomplish that, his agricultural labor is left pear free under the 
bill as it stands. If his amendment should be adopted it would be 
lawful for the farmers and the stock-raisers in Texas to send an agent 
abroad and make a contract there at European rates of wages, and bring 
the men here under bondage to perform those contracts. 

Mr. COKE. I simply desire that our people should be let alone in 
this regard, because they need no legislation. There has never been 
any complaint there by immigrants; they all do well who come there. 
There is no law there under which the specific performance of a con- 
tract for labor can be enforced. When they get to Texas they are free 
in this regard to comply with their contracts or not comply with them, 
as they choose, if they have made any. An immigrant can not land 
upon that soil and breathe that atmosphere without feeling that he is 
afree man. The servile labor Senators speak of in the North and East 
does not and can not exist there. Homesteads are too easily acquired 
for that. There is too much competition among land-owners, anxious 
either to rent or sell. The man with labor in his muscles is more in- 
dependent there than in any other country under the sun. 

I simply desire our people to be let alone, not interferred with, not 
obstructed by legislation which is totally inapplicable to their condi- 
tion. This legislation may be needed in the North and East. I am 
willing to give gentlemen in the North and East such remedies as they 
think are needed in their country; but I ask them to listen to me when 
I say to them that we need nothing of the sort in the country that ! 
have the honor in part to represent. 

I hope that the amendment that I have offered will be adopted. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask to have the pending amend- 
ment read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 5 the following 
additional proviso: 

And provided further, That labor to be employed in 
ing shall not be included in the prohibitions and ities of this act. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I trust that the amendment will not 
prevail. It will be readily seen that if the amendment should be 
added to the bill, under the guise of agricultural laborers or stock- 


iculture and stock-rais- 
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breeders, all the Jabor of Europe could be brought in, and thus the 
provisions of the bill would be entirely invalidated. I believe the bill 
should apply to agricultural labor as well as to any other. 


| 
| 
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there fifty years ago, and we offered a head right of 4,605 acres of land to 
the head of every family who would come into Texas and settle. Under 
that provision we received a large number of settlers from the old States 


For one, I am opposed to the whole system of large farms in the West | of the Union, Texas not then being in the Union, and a large number 


and in the Southwest. I believe the best interests of this Government 
require the division of the land among the actual settlers and tillers of 
the soil, and the great farms which have grown up in Texas, in Cali- 
fornia, and in many of our Western Territories are opposed to our in- | 
stitutions ; they are dangerous in every respect. 

Our legislation, in regard to the importation of Chinese labor, I be- | 
lieve is to do very much toward breaking up the immense land hold- | 
ings in the State of California. It is only by cheap contract labor that 
any man or corporation can afford to hold the great farms which are | 
cultivated in California and in the Northwest. That can only be done | 


i 
| 
| 
i 


by cheap labor; and when cheap labor is not to be had those immense | 
holdings of land must be broken up and must be sold to actual set- 
tlers. 

Any one who will look at the history of the State of California for 
the past ten or fifteen years will discover that it has grown very little 
in population. The reason is that nearly all of the available land in 
the State ef California has come into the hands of a very few individ- 
uals. Itis held by single individuals to the amount of hundreds of 


| in 1880 we had a population of 1,593,000. 


thonsands of acres, and they have been only able to hold that land and | 


make it profitable by employing cheap Chinese contract labor. 
the labor of California shall have come tothe same rate that is paid in 
the East, the capitalists now holding those vast areas of land will be 
compelled to distribute them, and when that shall be done the State of 
California will take on a new growth and energy. For the past five 
years immigration has been passing from the East through the State of 
California and going up to Oregon and Washington Territory, and why? 
Not because the lands are better and more desirable, but because nearly 
the whole land of California to-day is in the hands of a few great land 
monopolists. This is true to a large extent in Texas and in many of 
the Western Territories. It is true also that great capitalists in Eng- 
land have come over here and have organized great cattle companies, 
which have seized upon vast amounts of our Western Territories, and 
they are able to maintain their business and to make it profitable, and 
they will be able in the future only to go om with it in case they can 
have cheap labor. 

My friend from Texas desires to have them left free to import this labor 
under contract if they see fit. I want to stop it bere and now, and I 
should be glad if we could devise any means which would compel the 
great landholders of the West to break up their great farms and holdings 
and sell them out to individual citizens in amountsof one hundred and 
sixty acres. Undoubtedly they have now secured a legal title to their 
lands, and that can not be done so long as they shall find it profitable 
to hold them and farm them in these largeamounts. If we preventthem 
from importing contract labor, as we have prevented the people holding 
the land in California from importing cheap Chinese labor, we shall 
within a few years compel the division of those great farms and great 
holdings in the West. I believe that to be for the best interests of the 
country. 

When there comes a time of depression upon labor in the East, as 
there is to-day, the Eastern mechanic and laborer ought to find an 
abundance of public land in the West upon which he can settle under 
the homestead act; but it is a fact well known to the Senate and the 
country that nearly all the available and desirable public lands have 
been seized under one form of law or another until to-day nearly all 
the public lands which have been surveyed are covered over by pre- 
emption claims, or by desert-land-act claims, or by tree-culture claims, 

there is little or nothing left for the actual, bona fide settler from 

the East who would go out and take up the public lands. z 

if this bill will do anything to break up that system of farming let 

us have it and make it as stringent as possible. Let us see if we can 

get rid of the great foreign corporations which are holding to-day more 
than 20,000,000 acres of our lands in the Western Territories. 

I hope the amendment may not prevail, for if it does I feel that there 
is nothing left of the bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I have very little to say in addition 
to what was said by my colleague [Mr. Coke], but I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to what appears to me to be a very important 

There can be no question, I take it, from what I hear from gentle- 
men much better qualified to speak than myself, that in the North 
and East there is a superabundance of labor which can not find em- 
Pieymens; that there are, according to what we have heard here, sev- 

hundred thousand laborers out of employment. In that condition 
a proposition is made to prohibit the importation of labor from abroad 
under contract. ‘The reason for that is entirely apparent to me; but 
if the a, according to the first section it applies to every char- 


acter of and to every section of the country. 
aun the country west of the Mississippi River. There is a scarcity 


there; there is nothing like so much as we need, and the char- 
labor needed there is agricultural labor. The bill prevents 
@ foreign contract for any character of labor whatever. Now, 
see the practical operation of that. Take my State. We began 


acter of 
making 


let us 





When | 





from Europe. As our land gaveout we reduced the amount from 4,605 


| acres to the head of a family to 1,280 acres, and then to 640 acres, and 


then to 320 acres, until now we have no public land left. 

But what has been the effect of that policy? Fifty years ago we had 
in Texas but 53,000 people; in 1870 we had a little over 800,000, and 
In other words, notwith- 
standing what the Senator from New York has said, we nearly doubled 
our population in the decade between 1870 and 1880, and we largely 
increased that population by the inducement—you may call it by any 
name you will—which we gave to people to come into our State and 
settle by offering them a homestead for themselves and their families; 
and, under the laws of Texas, that homestead, once secured, is free from 
debt of any kind, character, or description. Under our homestead laws, 
however profligate the husband may be, the wife and her children are 
secured in their home; it can not be touched by forced sale, levy, or 
execution. 

As I said, a large portion of the population coming to Texas came by 
inducement of the land which wasoffered tothem. Inthe very county 
to which my colleague refers, where there was a very large Bohemian 
settlement, those people came largely to get the land which they got 


| by coming, and until a year or two ago, under the census of 1880, it 


was the finest cotton-producing and the first cotton-producing county 
in the State of Texas. To-day the county in which I live is the first, 
but that was the first cotton-producing county in the State of Texas. 
Under the census of 1880 that county produced twenty-four thousand 
two hundred and odd bales; while the county of Lamar, in which I 
live, produced twenty-four thousand six hundred and odd bales. 

I say what we need in Texas is population. On. the same ratio of 
population of the State of Massachusetts, which under the census of 1886 
was one hundred and eighty-six to the square mile, the State of Texas 
is capable of sustaining a population of 50,030,000 people. You may 
make the calculation. Take the 7,800 square miles of land in the State 
of Massuchusetts and the 274,356 square miles in the State of ‘Texas, 
and multiply the amount in Texas by 186, and vou will find that the 
Stateof Texas is capableof sustaining a population of 50,030,000 people 
upon the same ratio as the State of Massachusetts; and we are a better 
population-bearing people than they are, because our entire area of land 
issusceptible of cultivation. Besidesthat, we have water-power enough 
in Western Texas to turn the machinery of the entire world to-day. 

So what we need is population. The strength of a nation is not in 
great wealthy nabobs; it is not in the few who have grasped the wealth 
of the many, but it is in a strong, freedom-loving people. 

I have always thought that in matters of this kind the people in a 
country know better what is good for them than people at a distance 
know. I concede that proposition; and I say to the overburdened 
States of the North and East, having more labor than they can employ, 
take such measures within the limits of the Constitution as to you may 
seem best, and I shall not stand in your way; but when you come to 
that great country west of the Mississippi River, all of which needs 
population, an agricultural population, needs labor because labor is 
the great need of that country, we understand how to deal with the 
problem better than you do. 

Therefore I can not see why the Senator from New York, who knows 
nothing whatever about the situation out there personally, should step 
in to interfere with a just and fair proposition made concerning a sec- 
tion of country which in no wise affects him. I do not consider that 
it is my duty to interfere in this bill so far as the North and East are 
concerned; they understand their interests better than I do; but I do 
think that I understand the interests of the country where I live better 
than they do, and I know that we do not need any legislation in respect 
to the introduction of labor in that State, either to aid it or te pro- 
hibit it. 

The United States Government has been for years holding out an in- 
ducement for foreigners to come to this country to settle. Whena 
foreigner arrives at Castle Garden and takes his way to the Northwest 
and makes his homestead claim, he has only to file his declaration of 
intention to become a citizen, and that instant he has the same right 
of homestead that the native-born American citizen has. Your Gov- 
ernment has been inducing foreigners to come into this country under 
your homestead Jaw. We have in Texas done that, and we have done 
it by wholesale, and, as I said, it is one of the greatest things we ever 
did do. 

Take the Rio Grande district, which was so ably represented in the 
other House a few years ago by a foreigner, an educated man, a man 
of brain, a man of the highest order of talent, a graduate of the Uni- 
versity of Giessen, in Germany, the late Hon. Gustave Schleicher, now 
dead. He represented that district, and was one of the ablest repre- 
sentatives we ever had from Texas. A large portion of that district is 
composed of Germans, and we have no better population than that, and 
the larger portion of it came in there under colony contracts, settled 
under colony contracts, and thereby they got land for coming to settle. 
That was an inducement for thenr to come. 
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How are you going to stop this thing? You propose here by your 
section to fine in the sum of a thousand dollars any person or corpora- 
tion that makes a foreign-labor contract. That can notbe done unless 
the corporation is within the jurisdiction of the United States. Do you 
not know that the people who will make these contracts will do so 
through European corporations, and you will never reach them? It 
will be a European corporation that will make the contract with those 
people, not an American corporation, and you will never reach them. 
You can not reach them because your laws do not reach them. 

The whole measure, in my judgment, is not well considered; but not- 
withstanding that, so far as that part of the bill is concerned which 
reaches, as undoubtedly every one knows the purpose is to reach, the 
manufacturing, overburdened labor—the point is to protect that—so 
far as that branch of it is concerned I do not propose to interfere, but 
when you come to our part of it, the agricultural part, I beg that you 
will extend to us the same privilege that we cordially extend to you. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam sure that I am the last person in the world who 
would do anything knowingly to interfere with the growth and devel- 
opment and magnificent fature of the great State of Texas or any other 
State or portion of this country. Yet I sometimes think that our 
friends who have in the course of their experience at some portion of 
their lives entertained a less stringent and vigorous purpose than we 
have in the northern part of the country to preserve the integrity of this 
great nation, its continental proportions, lose sight of the fact that we 
are after all one. Not intentionally, to be sure, but nevertheless we 
often hear from them in regard to their country as though they lived 
in some other portion of the United States, or in some other country 
from that which I inhabit. This ought not so to be, and I thinkevery 
citizen of the United States in at the present time should de- 
cide upon his duty as a public official, as a member of the House or of 
the Senate, with reference to the general interests of the country at large. 

In acting upon this principle, if I thought that the bill which is now 
before the Senate was likely to seriously injure the interests of Texas, 
I should be willing to see, I should be glad to see, I should insist upon 
seeing, this amendment made. I can not, however, believe that to be 
the case. If there does exist in the State of Texas a practice such as is 
prohibited by the bill, if Texas is being populated under the contract 
system,.under the cooly system, under precisely the same practice 
which we prohibited with reference to the Chinese, and which we un- 
dertake to prohibit with reference to other races and other classes of 
people by means of this proposed legislatian, then the sooner that prac- 
tice is broken up the better for Texas, and the better for the whole 
country, because it is conceded to be in its essence slavery, tending in 
that direction, and it ought to be removed. 


» The bill does not undertake to interfere with any of those State in- 
ducements, those which are held out to the world under our national 


or under State law to induce immigration. It does not undertake to 
interfere with any of those broad and general inducements which are 
common alike to national and to State legislation, and it is to that sort 
of inducement, as I understand the Senator, that the increase of our 
population and our agricultural development is mainly to be attrib- 
uted. 

Mr. MAXEY. 
interrupt him? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. I am satisfied from my knowledge of the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he would not wish to pervert or misrepre- 
sent anything that my colleague or myself may havesaid. I never said 
a word in regard to the contract system or the cooly system. I said 
that we held out land inducements, and by those land inducements our 
Stete had been largely settled up, the same as was done by the United 
States. To that extent I said it, and no further. 

' Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the Senator to say that the con- 
tract system, which the bill prohibits, had been practiced in the State 
of Texas. 

* Mr. MAXEY. I think the Senator will find on looking at his re- 
marks when published that that is about the idea his language con- 
veyed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood the Senator from Texas to say that the 
pepeletion st tet et ee 
greatly promoted by the inducements in the way of land chiefly, 
which had been held ont to immigrants from abroad. 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly; I said that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, that is by public act; that is by public law. 
‘That is in the State of Texas precisely what the United States has done 
by its homestead law; and it is no such practice as that, no such thought 
or idea as that, which is prohibited by this i There- 
fore it follows that the contract system not ning been introduced into 
Texas, not having been made use of as a means 
has really no interest whatever in this legislation. 
not complain that this provision injures because she never has re- 
ceived an immigrant, never has received a dollar’s worth of devel- 
opment by reason of the existing practice which the bill undertakes to 
prohibit. 

since 


Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to 


Then why should our friends from Texas oppose this legislation 
it has no effect whatever upon theirénterests? On the other hand, as 
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I was saying, if the practice does exist, the remarks of the Senator 
from New York are certainly pertinent. I am not at liberty by the 
necessities of the session to pursue the subject any further than did he, 
nor would it be necessary, for what he said was sufficiently elaborat.. 
and covered the whole subject with reference to the foreign ownershi; 
of vast tracts of land in this country, in the Territories, and in the 
newer States especially, which are and can only be kept profitable ), 
means of cheap labor, and that must be contract labor, labor of the 
precise kind which the bill is designed to prohibit the introduction ot. 
Any one will see that if the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Coxe], which proposes to forbid the extension of the pro- 
visions of this legislation to labor employed in agriculture and stock 

raising, is adopted, then the evil will continue; weshall not have stopped 
it at all, because it is perfectly easy to introduce all the labor which 
we are trying to prohibit as agricultural labor or as labor to be em- 
ployed in stock-raising, and once within our country, as the agricult- 
ural interests embrace some thirty millions of our people—— 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a mo 
ment? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. Would it not be easy, under another portion of the 
proviso, not objected to by the Senator, which allows the introduction 
of from foreign countries, to make it a cover for the introduc- 
tion of labor not experts as much as the amendment I propose would 
allow that to be done? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is an objection to the bill which was raised by 
the Senator from Kansas when that section was reached, or it was put 
in the shape of a formalamendment. I propose to say a word in regard 
to it. That is a provision for the introduction of skilled labor for the 
establishment of new industries. It does open the way to a possible 
evasion of the law, it is very true; but it ought not to be urged by the 
opponents of the bill as an objection to it that it is less restrictive than 
it might be made. That the bill is more as they desire it to be ought 
not to be a reason for their objecting to it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. I want to call the attention of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the fact that we are all very apt to take care of our own 
interests. The Senator from New Hampshire, I understand, is per- 
fectly willing to admit into New England what he calls expert or skilled 
labor from abroad. Why? Because they have not enough of it. 
Yet he would refuse to let us bring in agricultural 
him that we have not got enough of that kind of labor. 
any consistency in such a course. 

Mr. BLAIR. That provision is put in the bill in order that by 
means of export labor new industries may be established in the State 
of Texas. There is now no manufacturing of importance done in the 
State of Texas. There is practically only the necessary amount of 
skilled labor in the country to maintain the industries already estab- 
lished. - In Texas the iron industry would be a new industry; the glass 
industry would be a new industry; cotton manufacture and woolen 
manufacture are in Texas new industries; and does the Senator com- 
plain of a provision in the bill which will enable those industries, new 
to the State of Texas, to be established there, and enable Texas also to 
secure the skilled labor from across the water? For it will 
be difficult to get that skilled labor at the North or where those manu- 
factories and industries are already established, because skilled labor is, 
of course, the rarest of any kind of labor. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator allow me to answer that question ” 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; but I thought I was raising a question. 

Mr. MAXEY. Isay what we want to do is to develop the immense ag- 
ricultural country that we have there, which I have stated to the Senator 
could maintain a population of 50,030,000 upon the same ratio as Massa- 
chusetts. We aredoublingit every ten years, and we shall turn into the 
next century with the largest population of any State in the American 
Union. When we accumulate money there not needed for developing 
our agricultural resources it will be put into manufactories there, wit! 
that water-power which, as I said, is the best in the world and is capable 
of the machinery of all the world. But you come in with this 
provision and say you will not let us develop the country in order to 
do that. 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator says the contract which we are 
prohibiting now has never been worked in the State of Texas, and yet 


r when we tell 
T can not see 


Mr.MAXEY. We simply want the laws as they are. : 
Mr. BLAIR. But the laws as they are and as they have been in this 
have not affected Texas otherwise unfavorably, and the ev! 
i i not exist in Texas 
: hitherto, 












within her borders, she has all the enormous massof surplus labor such 
as we are objecting to in the North. Let her exercise herskill, let her 
make her contracts with the surplus of labor in the Central and Northern 
States. She has that right, she has that power. It seems to me that 
until she has exhausted the 500,000 idle laborers in other portions of 
our owncountry by what would be a legal process and which we do not 
undertake to interfere with and do not prohibit by the bill, certainly she 
ought not to complain that we undertake legislation, and that strin- 
gent legislation, which is necessary to remedy the evil where it does 
exist in other portions of our own country. 

If this amendment should be adopted, thus opening the way to the 
introduction of thousands and hundreds of thousands it may be of 
laborers from abroad under the guise of being agricultural laborers, 
the bill will be evaded; it will be the idlest chaff in the world to enact 
it into legislation. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe]. 

Mr. COKE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RrippLEBERGER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BayarpD]. Ido not know how 
he would vote, but from the indication I prefer to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objecti 

Mr. HELL. My colleague [Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania] 
is absent sick, and is paired with the Senator from California [Mr. FAr- 
LEY]. If my colleague were here he would vote ‘‘ nay,’’ I have no 
doubt. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 37; as follows: 


lam paired with the 


YEAS—l4. 
Butler, Colquitt, Hawley, Saulsbury, 
Call, Garland, Maxey, Williams, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Morgan, 
Coke, Harris, Pendleton, 
NAYS—37. 
Aldrich, Hale, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Conger, Hoar, Mitchell, Slater, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jackson, Palmer, Vest, 
n Jones of Nevada, Pike, Wilson. 
unds, Lapham, Platt, 
Frye, MeMillan, Plumb, 
George, Mahone, Pugh, 
ABSENT—235. 
Allison, Chace, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Bayard, Fair, Kenna, Vance, 
Beck, Fariey, Lamar, Voorhees, 
Bowen, Gibson, Logan, Walker. 
Brown, Gorman, MePherson, 
Camden, Groome, Ransom 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Riddleberger, 


Se the amendment was rejected. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore \aid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current 
and t expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 


1886, and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the Sen- 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereto. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and accede to the request of the House for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
PLuMsB, and Mr. RANSOM were appointed. 

REPORT OF SOUTH AMERICAN COMMISSIONERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I herewith transmit, as desired by the act of Congress approved July 7, 1884,a 
letter from the Secretary of State with accompanying report from the Central 
and South American commissioners. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


z= 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1835. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


Referring to my message of the 13th instant, concerning the re 
commissione: 


rt of the Cen- 
tral and South American 


rs, I have the honor to inform the Senate 
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that the report therein stated as accompanying the message was tranamitied 
with a like message to the House of Representatives 


message. 


postponed indefinitely, and that the bill may be placed on the Calendar. 


objection ? 





i791 
























































A note of explanation to this effect was inadvertently omitted from the forme: 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 17, 1885 


PETER LENNON. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (H. R. 796) to increase the pension of Peter Lennon was 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate indefinitely postponing 
the bill indicated by him, taken in June last, be reconsidered. Is there 
The Chair hears none, and the vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 
Kans.; and 

A bill (H. R. 48) providing for the erection of a building to contain 
the records, library, and museum of the Medical Department United 
States Army. 

The bill (H. R. 6407) to regulate the letting of mail contracts was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses F. Carleton was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). 
will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill should go to the Committee on Claims from 
what I know of the character of the case. It should be referred tothe 
Committee on Claims here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a bill giving certain pay and 
allowance to a second lieutenant of infantry. Itshould go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It is so referred. 


FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration 
of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor 
in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to suggest to the Senator in charge 
of the bill a mere verbal amendment in section 2. 

Section 2 reads: 


The bill 


That all contracts or agreements, expressed or implied, parol or special, which 
may hereafter be made by and between any person, company, partnership, or 
corporation, and doing business within the United States, and any foreigner or 
foreigners, alien or aliens, to perform labor or service of any kind, & 

The word ‘‘and’’ where it first occurs in line 4 should be stricken 
out, so as to read: 

Persons, company, partnership, or corporation doing business within the 
United States, &. 

Mr. BLAIR. That word ought to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to add as an additional section to the bill: 

Sec.—. This act shall not apply to any agent ofa State acting under the authority 
of law whoshall induce immigration to such State from any country in Europe, 
or fromGreat Britain, Canada, Mexico, or any Central or South American state ; 
nor shall it apply to a who in good faith shall assist persons or fami- ‘ 
lies to come from any of those countries for the purpose of permanent settle- 
ment in any State or Territory of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the amendment may not be opposed 
to what is intended to be the spirit of the bill; but there is some lan- 
guage in the bill that causes me to feel that it may be necessary in 
order to preserve the rights of the States, and also the rights of those 
persons who may seek to bring in permanent immigration. I notice 
in the first section of the bill the following language: 

That from and after the passage of this act it shal] be unlawful for any person, 
company, partnership, or corporation, in any manner whatsoever, to prepay the 
transportation or in any way assist or encourage the importation or migration 
of any alien or akens, any foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its 
Territories, or the District of Columbia, under contract or agreement, &c. 

Similar language also is employed in the third section, which is the 
punitive section, and reads: 

That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act, the 


person, partnership, company,or corporation violating the same, by assisting, 
encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importation of any alien or aliens, 
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foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or the District of Co- 
jlumbia, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agreement, &c. 

Many of the States have had their agencies abroad for the purpose 
of getting immigration, and, as wasremarked by theSenators from Texas 
who discussed the matter relating to their own particular locality, in- 
ducements of various kinds have been held out to those immigrants to 
settle up the country. The purpose was to get a permanent popula- 
tion, to get immigration; but the means used to secure that end I 
think would be means that are denounced in the bill; they are means 
that are caleulated to give some assurance to emigrants before they come 
here that they will receive employment, that they will receive home- 
steads, that they will be well treated, &c. 

I know that in the State of Alabama organizations have been en- 
gaged in inducing immigrants from foreign countries with very great 
success, and they have offered inducements in the way of homesteads 
and also in the way of advances upon crops to be made, provisions and 
farming implements, tools and the like, for the purpose of getting those 
persons to come in and occupy waste and unproductive lands. 

The State of Alabama has an area of 50,000 square miles, and I sup- 
pose that very little more than one-half of it is actually occupied in 
agricultural industry or in any other. We have a great deal of what 
is called now waste land in that State, timbered land, and lands in 
the hilly country, not mountainous, but hilly country, that are not 
fertile as compared with other broad valleys and savannas, where the 
lands are very rich. The consequence has been that our population 
has gathered chiefly upon the streams and in the alluvial valleys of 
that State, and the hills have been heretofore somewhat neglected, 
though they are very excellent lands. 

In later years, and particularly since the black population have con- 
gregated in the lowlands and in the richer parts of the State, the 
white immigration to Alabama has gone chiefly to the hilly lands. 
The truth is that that is one of the main elements in the development 
of that surprising growth, the city of Birmingham, which has sprung 
up there of late, and other large towns which are going into a rapid 
state of growth. 

The State of Alabama has only been deprived of the opportunity of 
increasing this immigration by the fact that we had debts to pay, and 
that our system of taxation was as we thought comparatively heavy. 
Otherwise that State would have resorted to a regular system for the 
introduction of immigration, particularly German immigration, from 
foreign countries. 

Many years ago, before the late war, a railroad company was char- 
tered to run a line south and north, that is now called the South and 
North Road, from Decatur, Ala., to Montgomery. The Congress of the 
United States made a large donation of lands to that railroad corpora- 
tion on what is called the Sand Mountain. That is an elevated coun- 
try of about seven hundred feet elevation, on an average, above the level 
of the sea. At the same time it is a plain at the top of this elevation, 
a sort of mesa. It is a hundred miles across perhaps, in one direction, 
and fifty or sixty miles in the other; and that great mesa or elevation 
contains the mineral or coal lands of that country, and beside very val- 
uable timber. But nearly all the lands in that portion of the State are 
adapted to agriculture, particularly to the cultivation of cotton and corn 
and fruits by white labor. The soil is light and friable and easy to 
manage. 

This railway company, for the purpose of inducing immigration there, 
made a contract with a gentleman by the name of Cullman, who was a 
German of wealth and of distinguished family. He engaged that if 
they would sell the lands to immigrants, as he brought them over, at a 
minimum price, and would also furnish to that colony transportation at 
reduced rates for a series of years, he would undertake to settle that 
country. 

sefore that time the population was about five or six to the square 
mile in what is called the Band Mountain region, a very scattered popu- 
lation, living upon the wild productions of the earth mainly. The men 
who settled out in that region supported themselves chiefly by the chase. 
In 1872 Mr. Cullman commenced his operations in that colony, on the 
railway company carrying into effect this contract, which has not yet 
expired, but which this bill will destroy. In 1876 I was invited to the 
town of Cullman to make an address to the people of that colony, and 
I met 3,000 Germans there and made my address to them. They had 
built their town, a considerable town; they had churches and school- 
houses; of course they had breweries and lager-beer saloons. They had 
vineyards around the town and steam tanneries, steam furniture fac- 
tories, and various little manufactories of that kind, and the country 
around was considerably settled up. 

That was in four years after the colony was first planted at Cullman. 
That colony has gone on to increase until now it is a county o i 
under the State and called by that name, the county of Cullman. It 
pays quite a revenue to the State of Alabama now—some $15,000 a 
year to the State treasury,and more than that for county purposes. 
The annual taxation for local purposes in that country must be at least 
$30,000 a year. The population is thrifty. Mr. Cullman is still 
on to bring immigrants there upon the contract which he made wi 
the railroad company, and there is not a more respectable or 
community in the State of Alabama thanthat. I have always 
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to it with pride as an evidence of the fact that we had within us the 
elements of prosperity and a disposition to encourage the migration of 
— into our State. 

ow I desire to protect that colony and the contracts made for its 
settlement. I desire also to protect similar arrangements that are made 
in the State of Alabama, particularly in Lauderdale County, on a very 
valuable tract of land there of which General Jackson was once th: 
owner and upon which there is assembling now quite a large colony 0; 
Germans, and indeed throughout the whole valley of the Tennessee 
River in North Alabama there is growing up a strong German popula- 
tion. 

Those people make arrangements with each other. They send back 
to the Fatherland and there they make contracts for laborers and fami- 
lies to come over. They agree that they will supply them for a certaiy 
time with provisions and with farming implements. They of course 
are entitled to take from the railway company under Mr. Cullman’s 
contract a certain proportion of land, for which they are to pay in instul!!- 
ments that are postponed. 

I do not wish to chill or break down an industry in my State o: 
which I am so justly proud as I am of that; and yet this bill can not 
fail to do it, and no man can point out how it can fail to destroy a)! 
similar enterprises in Alabama. : 

I should like to know by what right the Congress of the United States 
undertakes to say to a State of this Federal Union, ‘‘ You shall not 
bring over population into your State, honest immigration, for per- 
manent settlement,’’ unless it may be persons who are diseased and 
therefore not fit to come toany community, or criminals. But suppose 
the State of Alabama wants to import paupers into her borders; sup- 
pose her resources are sufficient to justify her in saying to the pauper 
communities of foreign countries, ‘‘Come here and we can furnish you 
a home, and instead of your remaining paupers during the remainde: 
of your lives you can get to be thrifty people.’’ I want to know 
what Senator can lay his hand upon the power that is given to him 
under the Constitution of the United States to say to the State of Ala- 
bama, ‘‘You shall not do it; although you may legalize such contracts 
and out of your treasury pay a bonus to have people come into your 
midst, we can prohibit you from having it done.’’ 

But suppose you have the power; we are now more than a hundred 
years old, and our States have grown with great rapidity. There are 
millions and millions of people in this country at this day whose fore- 
fathers were brought here under contract in some form or other. Sena- 
tors have alluded in debate here to the fact that men were brought from 
abroad who were unable to pay their passage-money across the ocean, 
and were put up upon the block and sold in order to pay the passage- 
money; aud those men were the founders. of excellent families in the 
United States at this time. 

Why is it that we should reverse the great policy which has brought 
about such useful results throughout the length and breadth of this 
whole country, and why should we lay our hands upon the States of 
this Union and say to them, ‘‘You shall not import labor here; you 
shall not have your agencies to go abroad; you shall not offer to any 
person an inducement to come to your States; you shall remain in your 
present state of barrenness and nakedness until you have grown popu- 
lation upon your own lands to occupy the whole country and fill it 
up?’’ Why shall we reverse that? Shall we do it for the mere sake 
of gratifying any set of men in the United States who feel that in the 

rticular locality where they live there is an overcrowded state of 

abor? 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Cok] has reminded the Senate that 
in his part of the United States, and it is equally so in the part that | 
have the honor to represent here, there is a great want of labor and 
population in some departments of business. Your men who are going 
to the South now to cut down the pineries there for the purpose of 
meeitfacturing them into lumber, and who are making a great deal of 
money out of it, and 1 trust will make a great deal of money, are eager 
for labor. They are anxious to transfer their industries from some 
worn-out or exhausted fields in the North and the Northwest to go to 
the South, and they are anxious for labor. I do not feel disposed to 
repress the desire of those men to go there and make money and build 
up that State, yet this bill does it. 

What is the pretext now that has been urged for the bill? Let us 
look at it in the lightof honesttruth. It is that some Hungarians and 
Italians have been brought here by railway and coal-mining companies 
and perhaps by a fewof the rougher manufacturing companies in large 
numbers under contracts of hire; that they come, ond they are a filthy, 


‘dirty set; they remain but a short time until they work out their con- 


tract, and then they take their money, as the Chinese used to do, and 
they go back home. Instead of coming right to the question that we 
in the case of the Chinese and saying to the Hungarian Govern- 

t to the Italian Government, ‘‘ Your lazzaroni and your pav- 
criminals are being collected and sent to this country 

under a sort of boss or cooly system; we object 

to legislate them out of this 

States will recommend, or if 

some Senator will recommend by a bill he introduces, that 

and Italians shal] be excluded the United States for 
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the reason that I state, that after having tried them experimentally we 
find that they are an unfit class of people to comeintothisland. Sena- 
tors in their eagerness to gratify a supposed desire on the part of certain 
influential le or societies to control the labor market of this country, 
instead of confining the application of their law to the evil which they 
mention, spread itover all foreign immigration, and old Scotland, Wales, 

, Germany, and France, that have furnished us millions of our 
most enlightened and excellent people, are put under the ban by this 
legislation along with Italy and Hungary. We find in the evil which 
came in from Italy and from Austria a pretext for attacking all the for- 
eign immigration to this country and putting every bit of it on thesame 
footing with the cooly system. 

That is all that is complained of here. Why not bring in your bill 
to attack the very people you complain of? Why spread it all over 
foreign countries when you admit that the evil exists only in certain 
localities and in reference to certain people ? 

I beg to remind Senators that while they are insulting the Irish peo- 
ple, and the English, and the Scotch, and the Welsh, and the Germans, 
and the French, by this measure, they need not lock themselves up in 
the securjty that they may feel that they are pandering to a sentiment 
which will support them for officeshereafter. No, sir, the reaction will 
come from those great masses of population, and they will make the 
Senate of the United States feel their weight when they come to resent 
this insult to great states and communities and races of men, because 
the Senate has not got the courage to pick out the people that it wants 
to attack. 

Mr. President, I appreciate the peril that I put myself in by daring 
toatiack anything at all that appears to have the sanction of the great 
masses of certain classes of people who are organized in societies in 
this country; but I appeal to their honor and to their sense of justice. 
When they come to realize that Senators are here willing to serve them 
at the expense of justice and reason, they will turn to me with a wel- 
come hand as they turn their back coldly upon those who are afraid to 
do what they know is right. 

There is but one way to manage a matter of this kind, and that is to 

find where the evil is, and to strike at that, get through with the busi- 
ness, and then let italone. It is quitea disagreeable thing to do under 
any circumstances; but when it is admitted on all hands that we are 
not suffering from Ireland, or England, or Wales, or Scotland, or Ger- 
many, or France, but that we are suffering only from Hungary and 
Italy, let us reduce our attack to the point from whence the injury 
comes, and not include all classes of people abroad on that account. 
‘* It has been argued in the course of the debate upon this measure that 
Chicago and New York, perhaps other large‘ cities in the American 
Union, were being endangered, at least very much agitated, by the com- 
munistic expressions of certain societies found in their neighborhoods, 
and because certain communists, like Herr Most and Justus Schwab 
and O’ Donovan Rossa and the like, have organized their secret societies 
in hostility to the whole human family, and have perpetrated wrongs 
and given advice and encouragement to the perpetrators of wrongs and 
eee eeneee and arson, in a way to shock the sensibilities of any 
man in the world, and every man in the world—because they have done 
that an argument is adduced why the bill should become a law. 

The Congress of the United States proposes to punish all the great 
nations of Europe and disgrace those people by its solemn declaration 
because they have sent to us in one way and another a Herr Most and 
a Justus Schwab and an O’Donovan Rossa and the like. The in- 
justice of that is simply inexpressible. Are those the honest working- 
men of foreign countries who come here thus to plot treason against 
human life, against women and children, to plot assassination and arson ? 
Are they the men who come here to toil and to labor? No, sir; when 
you denounce the importation of laborers under contracts from foreign 
countries, you do not touch Herr Most or Justus Schwab or O’ Don- 
ovan Rossa. The utmost of their labors is in setting up the beer 
upon the counters of their saloons, editing newspapers, and preaching 
all manner of outrageous encouragement to vice and crime in the coun- 
try. That is the extent of their labor. 

A bill is brought in here and we are informed in the argument that 
in order to reach malefactors like these you strike at the whole honest, 
industrious laboring classes of foreign countries. That is your bill, 
and that is the way you doit. Yon insult labor by associating it with 
those malefactors, by identifying it with them, and saying that it is 
ene, order to keep such men as those out of the country, to 
prevent honest, industrious laborers from coming here. 

I have not any doubt that the bill will pass; it will rush through this 
House as it did through another. It is admitted to be an ill-hegotten 
and am thing. The framers of the bill when speaking on the 
floor, some of the ablest lawyers in the Senate, have said that it was a 
crude, unsatisfactory bill; and yet the Senate is going to passa crude and 
an unsatisfactory bill. What pressure is there upon us, either of time 
or opportunity, or from outside through political influence, or other- 
wise, to cause us to dash to a conclusion in this case and toe pass a con- 
fessedly crude, ill-shaped, unsatisfactory bill? 

Why can not the Senate take time to pass a decent bill upon this 
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of public demand as that the Senate can not wait to put it into shape ? 


The country will inquire of us about our haste in this matter. They 
will want to know why it is that we did not have time to prepare a 
better bill, but prepared one in such a form as that its own friends 
could not refrain from denouncing it as a crude and an ill-shaped meas- 


ure. 

These States will want to know of us, if we vote down this amend- 
ment, why it is that we deny to them the power to conduct their own 
municipal affairs. What is it that most concerns the States of the 
American Union at this time after many of their most majestic powers 
have been trampled to earth and their real sovereignty has. been re- 
buked until it is ashamed to show itself in the councils of the country, 
and Senators are almost afraid to avow that they are from States, or 
that they represent sovereignties? What power is it that most deeply 
concerns the States now in the condition almost of orphanage in re- 
spect of their former inheritance of glory and power from our ancestors? 
The municipal power. Go to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and once in a while you will find an opinion coming from that august 
body in which they declare that States have a right to exercise certain 
municipal powers. 

What are among the municipal powers of a State of this Union? 
One is to judge of the people that shall come into it; and unless there 
is some great and pervading national view of the question that excludes 
a people from coming here, you can not prevent them from going to any 
particular State of this Union, nor can you prevent the States of this 
Union from inviting them into their midst. 

The State of Alabama, if she has the money, can vote lawfully and 
properly $100 per capita to every immigrant that shall come to her bor- 
ders from the State of New York; she has a perfect right to induce them 
to come there. That right you are going to take away from her in 
this bill. I propose now that this law shall not apply to an agent of 
the State, authorized by law, acting under the law of the State, who 
shall make contracts for the importation of labor, and in connection 
with those contracts shall offer inducements such, for instance, as to 
say, ‘‘ If you come to the State of Alabama we will see that your family 
is supported for a year after the time that you get there in order that 
you may get a chance to live, get acquainted with the people, and get 
used to the laws of the country and to its climate.”’ 

I propose that we shall not interfere with a State when she is hon- 
estly engaged in getting a migration of people into her borders in that 
way; and { propose also that where societies or individuals desire to 
import people for permanent settlement in the country, they may con- 
nect with their propositions to this effect the reward to be held out to 
the immigrant, saying to him, or to her, or to the family, ‘‘ Come to my 
colony,’’ as Cullman has said to the colonists who settled in that county 
in Alabama, ‘‘Come to my colony that I have prepared for you, and 
you sha]! have your land for good, and you shall have your expenses 
advanced to you or paid to you; you shall have provisions for a certain 
length of time; you shall have animals to plow with and tools for the 
cultivation of the soil.’’ Is there any reason why we should cut off 
these privileges or these benefits? My amendment provides that where 
the immigrant is coming in good faith for permanent settlement this 
law shall not apply to him. 

Without saving more, I ask the Senate to vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGan}. 

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, can the amendment be divided ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the amendment is 
capable of division after the word ‘‘ States.’’ Does the Senator desire 
that it be divided? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask that it be divided. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question will be first put on the 
first branch of the amendment, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

This act shall not apply to any agent of a State, acting under the authority of 
law, who shall induce immigration to such State from any country in Europe, 
or from Great Britain, Canada, Mexico, or any Central or South American state. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
branch of the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the Senators who support 
this amendment if the State agents they speak of bring immigration 
to this country under contract to labor? If there are no such con- 
tracts made by the agents of States, what is the use of making this 
addition? It may be a troublesome addition to the bill, for under the 
guise of the action of agents of States these same contracts may be 
entered into and the evil perpetuated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that in my own State we have colonies of foreigners, and they all come 
under contract. We have in a dozen counties of our State most flour- 
ishing colonies established and brought here by State agents. 

Mr. BLAIR. For whom do they work when they get here? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They organize in Europe; somebody in Europe 


The question is on agreeing to this 


question, not one denounced out of the mouths of its own friends and | contracts with them; they buy immense bodies of land, as they have 


apologized for as one that is laboring under such an immense pressure | done in my State already. 
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some of Swedes, some of Norwegians. Men make contracts with the 
immigrants and pay their expenses out, saying, ‘‘ You shall have so 
much land and you shall work and out ‘of your wages pay the money 
advanced to you.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Are the parties who enter into these contracts abroad 
agents of the State itself ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir; the parties are usually foreigners. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then they are not covered by that amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But the inducements are held out by the agents 
of the States, and they are brought to particular localities according to 
the price of land and the price of labor, as described to them. They 
come in under these inducements. They have already a dozen colonies 
established in Kentucky which have been making the land blossom 
like the rose. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is the colony of Rugby, in Tennessee, another 
very important colony of that description. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
first branch of the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I dislike very much to engage in the discussion of 
the bill at this late hour. I have been very much in favor of the bill 
all along, and I hoped I might be allowed to cast asilent vote upon its 
passage; but the proposition made by the Senator from Alabama so mis- 
conceives, as I understand, the objects and aims of this bill, that I feel 
I should not do justice to myself and the vote I shall cast here if I did 
not say something upon this subject. The divided proposition now be- 
fore the Senate is to exempt from the operation of this bill the acts of 
State agents in introducing and inducing—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iask if it would be more agreeable to my friend 
from Mississippi to speak to-morrow? If so, with his consent I will 
move an adjournment, 

Mr. GEORGE. I donot desire to occupy the attention of the Senate 


long. Of course I do not want to keep the Senate here when it wants 
to adjourn. 


Mr. RANSOM. 
self. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not a great dealtosay. [‘‘Goon!’] I will 
go on, Mr. President. 

I mean to say that there is not a single provision in the bill which 
authorizes the amendment, or that portion of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Alabama—which authorizes it to be offered as an 
exception to the provisions of the bill. There is nothing in the bill 
which prohibits a State from having its agency in Europe or in any 
foreign country to induce foreigners to come within its borders and 
settle there; there is nothing in the bill which prohibits a State from 
offering moneyed inducements, landed inducements to any foreigner or 
alien who will settle within its borders. 

The argument of the Senator from Alabama upon that branch of his 
proposition was a mere attack upon a man of straw. He conjured up 
in his fruitful imagination a difficulty which does not exist in the bill, 
and then struck it down. There is no attack upon State sovereignty; 
there is no attack upon any action which any State in this Union may 
see proper to take for the purpose of enlarging or increasing her popu- 
lation. 

The whole scope of this bill is directed not against inducements held 
out by States to increase their population, not against inducements 
held out by individuals or corporations in States for the purpose of in- 
creasing the population of those States. The whole point of the bill is 
this, and there is not a single provision in it which looks beyond this, 
and that is, you shall not introduce people into this country under a 
contract previously made to serve somebody after they get here. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill does not say so. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the meaning of the bill, and there is not a 
provision in it which goes beyond it. It is simply a provision against 
introducing servile labor here. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will indulge me a moment-—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I will. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say to him that my construction of the lan- 
guage of this bill is just as candid as his. Iam not as good a lawyer 
as he, I never was on any bench or anything like that, but I believe 
that there is not a lawyer in the Senate who will take this bill down 
deliberately and study it over and will not say that there is no pro- 
vision in it that the labor shall be for the person making the employ- 
ment. It is not in it; and if we have got to amend it so that it has to 
go back to the House, why not make the bill so that it shall be clearly 
intelligible? 

Mr. GEORGE. Thatisa very immaterial difficulty. Idonot know 
whether I said that the party was to be under contract to work for the 
ag ye party contracting with him, but it makes no real difference, 
se far as the evil is concerned, which this bill is intended to remedy, 
whether the contract be to work for the party making the contract 
with the foreigner, or whether it be to work for somebody else. In 
either view it is equally servile labor. 


Does the Senator from Mississippi 


It is altogether at the pleasure of the Senator him- 
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Mr. MORGAN. Now will the Genaies indulge me again? 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. MORGAN. Does not the Constitution of the United States ex- 
pressly prohibit any importation of servile labor into this country or 


-any servitude of any man at all? The Senator does not want to assist 


the Constitution of the United States by a bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know that there is any provision in the 
Constitution of the United States upon the introduction of any sort of 
labor into this country. There isa provision in the Constitution of 
the United States which prohibits slavery within the limits of the Union, 
and it is the object of this bill to prevent a species of slavery, not ex- 
actly legal slavery 

Mr. WI LLIAMS. Will the Senator allow me a moment to ask him 
the definition of ‘‘slavery ;’’ whether he considers labor performed under 
a voluntary contract to be servile labor? If he does there is no man 
who works in this whole Union who is notaslave. Everybody works in 
pursaance of a contract. 

Mr. GEORGE. The difference between servile labor or slave labor 
and labor performed under a contract made withan ignorant foreigner, 
unacguainted with our language, unacquainted with the price of labor 
here, is very little in its practical effect. It is very true that this 
ignorant foreigner can not be held by any law to a specific performance 
of his contract; but being ignorant of our laws, being ignorant of our 
language, having made a contract to serve here at a price or for wages 
largely less than is paid our own laborers, he serves out his contract 
without knowing what his rights are, and in doing that he inflicts as 
great an injury upon the other laborers of this country as if he was a 
slave. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to vote for this bill with a fair under- 
standing of what it means. I do not want to be mistaken about its 
meaning I think the argument of the Senator from Alabama was 
based upon a misconception of its meaning, and I rose simply for the 
purpose of contradicting that impression and that construction. I say, 
sir, and I challenge the Senator from Alabama to put his finger upon 
the clause which contradicts that, that there is no provision of this bill 
which prohibits the State of Alabama or any other State from intro- 
ducing as many foreigners as she pleases within her limits. There is 
no provision in this bill which prohibits the State of Alabama or the 
State of Texas or any-other State from giving pecuniary or landed in- 
ducements to foreigners to come and settle within her borders. 

The sole provision upon that subject is to prevent theintroduction of 
persons who are under contract to serve either the person with whom 
the contract was made or some other person for whom they act after 
they arrive here. If the bill can stand upon that, then it isright; but 
it must ndt be pui down upon the idea that it does something beyond 
that, for it does nothing more than that; and because I think that is 
the true construction of this bill I shall vote against the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RANSOM rose. 

_The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

yield? 

a. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANSOM. If my friend from Alabama will yield to me, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 
can finish the bill to-night; and the condition of the business—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. Does the 
Senator from North Carolina withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 23, 
nays 26; as follows: 


Does the Senator from Alabama 


We 


YEAS—23. 


Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
McPherson, Saulsbury, 

Maxey 

Miller ” of N. Y., 

Mo 

Pen 


NAYS—26. 
Mahone, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Pike, 


leton, 


Plumb, 
ABSENT—27. 


Jones of Florida, 
Kenna, 

Lamar, 
Logan, 

Miller of CaL, 
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Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to delay the Senate by a long speech, 
though I have no doubt they refused to adjourn in order that they 
might have the benefit of my remarks. 

I candidly disagree with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGr]} 


in his construction of this bill. Perhaps I have no just cause for the | 


disagreement at all, but as I. have it, it is for the want of power to 
comprehend it. A contract, whether it is express or implied, under 
this act, whether it is parol or special, whether it is made by a State 
or the t of a State, or by any other person, is not only void, but 
it is punishable by law if it is made previous to the immigration 
of such alien or foreigner, and he is made to perform labor or service of 
any kind in the United States, its Territories, or the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

It is not required to be a contract made with the employer abroad; 
not a contract to labor for somebody else or for the employer, but a 
contract to labor in the United States at any kind of labor or service 
to be performed in the United States. You can take any person or any 
number of persons, it makes no difference what their character may be, 
and prepay their passage, or make any agreement or contract with them 
that they will come here and remain, it may be to take out naturalization 

and vote, or to do any other thing; but if you put it into that 
contract that they are to labor in the United States, then the contract 
is not only made void by this statute, but the party who makes it is 
amenable to apenalty to be recovered in a qui tam action, I suppose it is, 


insome court of the United States, and a forfeiture of $1,000 to the | 


with whom the contract is made. 

I do not wish to be hypercritical about this, but I think it is one of 
the duties of the Senate to make laws that are so plain in their meaning 
that they can not be misunderstood. The honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi I think concedes that the amendment I have offered here, the 
part now under consideration at least, is a proper amendment, a proper 
thing to do; but he says that it is unnecessary, barely unnecessary. 


This bill has been descanted upon, as I have remarked before, by sev- | 


eral Senators, and they have taken occasion to say that it was a crude 
bill. 

The Senator from Ohio who ‘is in front of me now said the other 
day that he did not attach much importance to the words, but he would 
like the words “special or parol’’ stricken out of this bill. The Sen- 


ator did not see the value of those words in this bill. I myself had | 
pointed out that there was some occasion for misunderstanding in con-’ 


sequence of the presence of those words in the bill. Other Senators 
have criticised it. The honorable Senator who occupies the chair now 
[Mr. PLatr], if I remember, when he took the floor this afternoon for 


the purpose of advocating this bill led off by saying that the bill was | 


such a one as a body of lawyers would not have prepared, and the bill 
ought to have undergone the scrutiny, if I understood him aright, of 
the Judiciary Committee, or some committee of this body that could 
put it in shape. 

I but participate in the common sentiment when I declare in my place 
in the Senate that I can not understand this bill as the Senator from 
Mississippi understands it. His vision about it is so much clearer than 
mine that I regret that I can not participate in the very lucid manner 
in which he understands this bill to his own satisfaction. To me it is 
cloudy and murky and muddy; to me it is ill-shaped, and it does not 
express any correct or clear idea. 

It may not have been the purpose of the committee in reporting this 


bill to prevent a man from laboring after he got here, and yet apter | 


words could not have been used fir that very purpose, even to prevent 
him from laboring after he gets here, for if the contract is to perform 
labor or service of any kind in the United States, its Territories, or the 
District of Columbia, thatcontract subjects the party toa penalty if he 
prepays, or assists, or encourages the migration or importation, as the 
language of the bill is, of the person with whom the contract was made. 


I must be pardoned under all these circumstances for veuturing, pre- | 


sumptuously, if you please, to draw the attention of the Senate to this 
and to try to correct it by the amendment which I have had 
the honor to introduce. I yield to the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi, and his superior capacity as a lawyer over me, very cheerfully; 
it is nothing to my discredit to do that, but—— 
Mr. GEORGE. I never asked it. 
Mr. MORGAN. No; but, Mr. President, it strikes me that the 
honorable Senator in his zeal for this particular bill has lost sight of the 
real construction of its language. Why shall the Senate of the United 


States send out a lumbering affair like this into the world for the criti- | 


cism of the bar of the United States? Sir, they would laugh at you 
when you have done it. When you try to bring your qui tam action 
based upon it, the bar witha broad smile of laughter will wonder why 
it was that the Senate of the United States had ever got its consent to 
put before the country a form of words that expresses anything in the 
world but the meaning attributed to it by the Senator from Missis- 


Now I will take the other section: 


That all contracts or ts, express or implied, parol or special, which 
may hereafter be made by and between any m, company, partnership, or 
corporation, doing business within the United States, and any foreigner or for- 
eigners, alien or aliens,to perform labor or service, or having reference to the 
performance of service or labor by any person of any kind in the United States, 


i 
Mr. MORGAN. What is the act’ 





| its Territories, or the District of Columbia, previous to the migration or impor- 
| : et : : 

; tation of the person or persons whose labor or service is contracted for into the 
United States, shall be utterly void and of no effect 


There is no stipulation that the contract shall be for the benefit of 
the employer. Ifit is for the benefit of anybody whatsoever, that con- 
tract is denounced as a contract that is void. The third section is: 


i 
' 
| 


mm : ; . : 
| That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act the 
person, partnership, company, or corporation violating the same, by assisting, 
encouraging, or soliciting the migration or impoftation of any alien or aliens, 
foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories— 

There is the act by which this law is to be violated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; that is not the act. 


Mr. BLAIR. If theSenator will read further he will know. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; then he has two acts. 

Mr. BLAIR. Notatall. Let the Senator read on and he will see 
what the act is. 

Mr. MORGAN— 


That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act the 
person, partnership, company, or corporation violating the same, by assisting, 
encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importation of any alien or aliens, 
foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or the District of 
Columbia, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agreement, 
express or implied, parol or special, with such alien or aliens, foreigner or for- 
eigners—— 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘‘ Previous.’’ There is still more. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is more rigmarole, of course. 
|} Mr. BLAIR. If there is, it is no reason the Senator should miscon- 
| ceive the bill by failing to read it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not misconceive the bill by failing to read if. 
It is the reading of the bill that causes any man to misconceive what 
ran be the meaning of it— 


| previous to becoming residents or citizens of the United States, shall forfeit and 
pay for every such offense the sum of $1,900. 


Now, let ussee what are the objectionable words in that third section, 
‘*the violation of the provisions of this act,’’ the general clause. How 
is a man to violate them? What is to be a violation ? 


By assisting, encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importation of any 
alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or 
the District of Columbia, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract 
oragreement, express or implied, parol or special, with such alien or aliens, for- 
eigner or foreigners. 


That is the whole of it. Now I have got every word out of it that 
means anything. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, not all—“ previous to becoming residents.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. That merely designates the time at which the of- 
fense is to become complete. We are describing an offense for which 
there is a very heavy penalty here. The last thing that is in the de- 
scription of it, but the first thing to be considered, is at what time was 

this offense committed? It was committed previous to the alien or for- 
eigner becoming a resident or citizen of the United States. That is the 
time, “‘ previous to becoming residents or citizens of the United States.”’ 
Thus we have got the time fixed. In what manner is this violation to 
occur in order that the penalty may be inflicted upon the party vio- 
| lating the act? 

By assisting, encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importation of any 
alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or 


the District of Columbia, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract 
| or agreement, express or implied 








If you assist, or encourage, or solicit the migration or importation of 
any alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, into any part of the United 
States to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agree- 
ment, express or implied, parol or special, with such alien or aliens, 
foreigner or foreigners, then you violate the act. That is to say, you 
must have a contract with the alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, 
that he or they will come into the United States, or some part of it, to 
perform service or labor of some kind under contract or agreement, 
express or implied, parol or special. 

If I solicit by writing a letter or by sending a telegram or otherwise 
| saying to a man abroad, ‘‘ There is a chance here for you to labor and 
get good wages; you have nothing to do but to come here and perform 
the labor in the United States; there is plenty of it; I do not name the 
man you have got to labor with; it is not with me; it is not with any 
| particular individual; but I inform you that there is a good labor mar- 
ket here, first rate, and I encourage you te immigrate yourself or be- 
come immigrated or imported into this country for the purpose of doing 
that work under contract, and I give you a guarantee that when you 
come here, if you are dissatisfied, I will pay your expenses, I am en- 
tirely willing in order that you shall have the benefit, my friend, not 
my kinsman, of a good labor market; that you come here and do this 
work, and I am even willing to make a guarantee you shall be whole 
| and sound;’’ that would cover the whole act beyond question. 

Do we intend to do that? Is that the way in which we intend to 
prevent Hungarian and Italian bandits and lazzaroni from coming into 
thiscountry by putting a trammel uponall freedom of traffic in respect 
to the importation of labor of every kind and character? That is not 
the meaning, say the committee, and yet that is the meaning according 
to the broadest interpretation that can be put upon this act. 

Sir, I am not wrong about this. If an agent of the State of Alabama 
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shall go abroad and say ‘‘ the State of Alabama will pay your expenses, 
or will advance your expenses, to come into her borders and settle on 
her unoccupied land’’—I will take the swamp lands, if you please, 
that are granted out and out to the State of Alabama—‘‘if you will 
come here and labor upon these lands, if you will come and assist the 
State of Alabama in performing the duty she has got to perform of 
ditching and draining these lands in order to perform the duties the 
Government has put upoh her, we will advance to you the money, and 
out of your wages you can pay us back,’’ the Senator from Mississippi 
will say that it was not intended to prevent the State from doing that; 
and yet there it is in the bill, and until the bill is amended it will be 
in there, and all of the argumentation that can be brought to bear upon 
it will not get it out of the bill. There is nothing that will get it out 
but an amendment, and it was this very perplexity which disturbed 
the minds of Senators so much that almost every one who has risen to 
advocate the bill except the Senator from Mississippi, who seems to have 
great satisfaction with it, has got up and explained that the bill was 
crade and imperfect. It is, and I am trying to get it, as far as I am 
concerned, for the protection of the people that I represent here, into a 
certain shape which shall exclude a certain interpretation that is per- 
fectly legitimate on the face of this bill. That is the whole object of 
myamendment. I know the bill is going to pass; I do not wish to de- 
lay it, but I do wish to make it so that the State of Alabama at least 
will not suffer a detriment in consequence of the imperfect form in 
which it is. 

I wish to ask the Senator one more question about this. There is no 
punishment here except for the employer. The party employed, the 
party who comes here to labor in competition with our American labor- 
ers, is not punished at all for coming in violation of this act. When- 
ever he is landed at the wharf in Boston, or in New York, or in Phil- 
adelphia, the ship-owner or the ship-master becomes responsible in 
very heavy damages to be paid to the party who informs. When he 
gets out into the country, if he can find some man who by contract, ex- 
press or implied, special or parol, in some manner or other, has given 
encouragement to this migration or this importation, you can get hold 
of him and you can punish him; and if he happens to be the agent of 
a State acting under State laws, it makes no difference, you can pun- 
ish him also, but you can not punish the party who comes here. 


You can not punish the nuisance; you can not put the nuisance on |, 


board ship and send it away. You have no law to prevent its landing 
here. You allow this nuisance to be landed. You allow it to scatter 
itself out through the community, and then you goto hunting up the 
man to whom by his express or implied agreement it can be imputed 
that he had some agency by encouragement, or advice, or persuasion, 
or the advancementof money, to induce this nuisance to come over here. 
That is the shape of the bill. 

Now, sir, suppose that your labor-broker happens to reside in Lon- 
don and he wants to make his money out of this immigration? Sup- 
pose, like the six Chinese merchants in San Francisco, or like the boss 
system of introducing coolies or inferior labor in any part of the world, 
they make their organization and all their arrangements aboard? A 
man in London organizes a force of a thousand laborers, we will sup- 
pose, and hesays: *‘ Now, I have got no contract at all, but I know that 
they are building a railway between Baltimore and New York and they 
are in a great hur:y to get it through to compete with the Pennsylvania 
Railroad ;’’ or, ‘‘I know they are digging a railway through the Alle- 
ghany Mountains to get to a new coal-field;’’ or, ‘‘I know they are 
building a railway to connect the Southern States with Mexico, or else- 
where. Now I bind you here in London, athousand of you, that yon will 
go to the United States, and you will go to that railway company, and 
you will offer yourselves for hire; and they will give you a dollar a 
day, $30 a month, and find you with everything, and after you have 
earned your money, your families remaining in Italy or Hungary, with 
every inducement for you to return after you have earned your money, 
you will bring me back 5 per cent. or 10 per cent. of the amount you 
receive to pay me for the advance I make in getting you there, besides 
paying me back the advance I make.’’ There is a contract made in a 
foreign country, the Senator says. It is a contract completed between 
the employer and the laborer. Is there anything in this bill that pre- 
vents its being executed in the United States? None whatever. This 
bill clearly abandons the question of brokerage. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to say 
right there that there is this in the bill which prevents it being exe- 
cuted in the United States, that agreement is declared by the bill to be 
utterly null and void and not binding on the party ? 

Mr. MORGAN. What does your foreign broker care about that? 
It is a good contract in England, a good contract in London, perfectly 
good between the employer and the employé, and the employer has no 
more risk there than he has here. If a man makes a contract in the 
United States that these men will come over here and work for him, 
he has got to take the risk of their performing the contract after they 
get here, of course, and the risk is no greater with the man who makes 
such a contract in New York than it would be if he made it in London. 

Now here is a case that is totally unprovided for, and the whole 
door of mischief that is intended to be closed out by this bill is left 
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wide open. Ican goto London if I am so minded, or I can go to Rome 
in Italy, and I can make a contract for 10,000 H i or 10,000 
Italians, and send them here to work upon a railroad in the United 
States. The railroad contractors would have nothing in the world to 
do with it, no complicity with it at all. I can merely throw thai 
amount of labor organized under overseers and bosses upon that rail- 
road track for the purpose of being there employed, with as perfect 
certainty that they will be employed, as much as a man has that he can 
sell sugar at twenty pounds for a dollar when his neighbor is selling 
sixteen pounds for a dollar; and if this law can be thoroughly violated 
by a contract and an agreement and an organization made abroad, we 
shall get the whole evil upon us without the power of restraining or 
correcting it at all. 

The honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] suggested 
te me to-day that this bill was all in the wrong direction. If we want 
to have a success of it the thing to do is not only to punish the em- 
ployer but to punish the party who is employed; not merely to make 
his contract void, so that he can not enforce it, but lock him up in jail 
if he comes here and lands upon these shores under a contract to be 
performed in the United States. Then you get the man who is the real 
party to it. This bill, instead of doing that, opens the way to his com- 
ing here absolutely, and if the employer happens to be an American or 
a man who is under our jurisdiction we bribe him by giving him $500 
to peach on his employer, put the money in his pocket, and go back to 
Europe a rich man for that country. That is the whole case, and yet 
this is a bill about which so much is said and about which every Sen- 
ator’s judgment is challenged when he presumes to make a criticism 
upon it. 

Mr. RANSOM (at 6 o’clock p. m.) 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatr in the chair). 
Senator from Alabama yield ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. GROOME. I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 


Lamar, 
McPherson, 
Maxey, 


If the Senator will yield, I move 
Does the 


Beek, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Coke, 
Colquitt, 


Hampton, 
Harris, 
Jackson, 
Jonas, Morgan, 
Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, 


NAYS—25. 


Manderson, 

Mitchell, 

Morrill, 

Palmer, 

Pike, 

Platt, 

Pugh, 
ABSENT—31. 
Fair, Hill, - 
Farley, Jones of Florida, 


Garland, enna, 
Gibson, Lapham, 


Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
Vest, 
Williams. 


llison, 
lair, 
Brown 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 
Cullom, 
Dawes, 


Edmunds, 
Frye, 
Geor, 
Harrison, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
MeMillan, 


Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Wilson. 


Aldrich, 
Bayard, 

Bowen, 
Camden, 
Cameron of Pa., 
Chace 


Cockrell, 
Dolph, Hawiey, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have just one more point to make 
on this bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator to make one point which I shall 
suggest, if he sees itas I do. As I understand this bill the unlawful- 
ness is not in the introduction of this labor, but in the introduction of 
labor under a contract of employment made abroad. Now, suppose 
we go to Germany or England and we hire 10,000 men to come to the 
United States under no contract whatever, but on an assurance that 
when they get here they will be employed and they are employed when 
they reach here; they get here lawfully; the contract is made after 
they get here and notin Europe. Is not that contract a lawful con- 
tract ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think the bill denounces a contract in that 
form at all. The Senator from New Hampshire called my attention to 
the fact that this contract must be made previous to the importation or 
immigration of such alien or aliens, &c., to be void. If made subse- 
quent, as a matter of course it is a good contract. It must be made pre- 
vious to their a ae ae ee to their starting to come to the 
United States. ell, Mr. John Smith makes a contract and he brings 
a thousand of these people to this country. 

The moment they are landed Mr. John Smith becomes liable to this 
penalty and the contract becomes void; but Mr. John Jones who stands 
by—there are always ty of gentlemen of that name to illustrate 
anything in the way ability—Mr. John Jones stands by 
ah bose & caies oval people, ‘‘ My contract is made with 


Plumb, 
Riddleberger, 
Sabin, 

Vance, 

. Van Wyck, 
Mahone, Voorhees, 
Miller of Cal., Walker. 
Miller of N. Y., 
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you now subsequent to your coming here, and not before; I will take 
you and put you to work, just as Mr. John Smith intended to do.”’ 
Mr. John Smith’s contract is void because it was made before the im- 
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portation ; Mr. John Jones’s contract is valid because it was made after- | 


ward. 

That is a perfectly plain case. The Senator from New Hampshire 
emphasized the fact that the contract must be made before the impor- 
tation in order that it shall be void. All right, they are brought 
here under a void contract, and the man that really wants their labor 
looks around Castle Garden and he says, ‘‘ Here is a large number of 
laborers coming in; I am on the qui vive; I am looking out for them; 
here are a thousand of you; I will take you all; my contract is per- 
fectly valid,’’ because, as the Senator from Texas suggests, it is not 
the importation of laborers that is prohibited; that is not the point; 
but they must come under a contract made before the importation 
commenced, That is the only point I want to make on this bill now, 
and I am satisfied to let the matter alone. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama. A division having been called 
for, the question is on the first branch of the amendment on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GROOME (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘*vea”? upon this proposition and he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when the name of Mr. Jonss, of Florida, was 
called). The Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones] was paired with me 
on this question, but the pair has been transferred to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEn}. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). On this amendment and 
on the bill I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAw- 
aah If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on this amendment 
and I would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
amendment with the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER]. I donot 
know hew he would vote. I would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ if he were here. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
BAYARD]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] re- 
quested me to announce his pair with the Senator from Illinois | Mr. 
LoGAN]. TheSenator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], if here, would 
vote for the amendment. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Beck, Coke, Jonas, Slater, 
Brown, Colquitt, McPherson, Vest, 
Butler, Hampton, Maxey, Williams, 
Call, Harris, Morgan, 
Cockrell, Jackson, Saulsbury, 

NAYS-—-24. 
Blair, Frye, MeMillan, Platt, 
Cameron of Wis., George, Manderson, Plumb, 
Conger, Harrison, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Sewell, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Palmer, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Pike, Wilson. 

ABSENT—3. 

Aldrich, Farley, Kenna, Ransom, 
Allison, Garland, Lamar, Riddelberger, 
Bayard, Gibson, Lapham, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gorman, : Vance, 
Camden, Groome, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Chace, Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Walker. 
Dolph, Hill, Pendleton, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 


So the first branch of the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll upon 
to the remainder of the amendment proposed by the Senator 

from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN]. The Chair understands as of course 
that the yeas and nays having been ordered upon the whole amendment 
the order applies to the last division of the amendment upon which the 
vote is now to be taken. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the remainder of the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Nor shall it apply to any person who in good faith shal! assist persons or fam- 


ilies to come from any countries for the purpose of permanent settle- 
ment in any State or Territory of the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 

Mr. GROOME (when Mr. GorMAN’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GoRMAN] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
_ — I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. 


I am paired with the 





| 
| 


L797 


Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I should vote ‘‘ nay "’ if ] 
were not paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from California [Mr. MrLiEeR]. If he were here, I should vote 
** yea.”’ 


Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ]. 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced-~yeas 


17, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—17. 
Beck, Colquitt Lapham, Vest, 
Brown, Hampton, McPherson, Williams, 
Butler Harris, Maxey, 
Call, Jackson, Morgan, 
Coke, Jonas Slater, 

NAYS—23, 
Blair, George, MeMilien, Platt, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Manderson, Plumb, 
Conger, Hill, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill Sherman, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Palmer, Wilson. 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Fair, Joncsof Florida, Ransom 
Allison, Farley, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Bayard, Frye, Lamar, Sabin, 
Bowen, Garland Logan, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Gibson, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Chace, Groome, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Hawley, Pugh, Walker. 


So the second division of the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire if it would not be just as convenient for him—lI think it would 
be very much more convenient for the Senate—to vote to-morrow at 2 
o’clock on this bill. It is very late in the evening, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. The objection I have to such an arrangement is that 
I have been notified by the Committee on Appropriations—I was noti- 
fied by them to-day that they would interrupt us in the course of an 
hour or two after we began; and there will be an appropriation bill 
right on the back of this bill to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am satisfied that if the Senate were to agree to 
vote to-morrow, say at 2 o’clock, the Committee on Appropriations 
would not interfere with any arrangement of that sort. 

Mr. BLAIR. If wecan have unanimous consent to take the vote 
on the bill to-morrow at 2 o’clock I shall be quite willing to consent 
to an adjournment now. 

Mr. MORRILL and others. 


Say 12 o’clock. 
Mr. BLAIR. 


That would interfere with the business of the morn- 


ing hour. We can not interfere with that. 
Mr. HARRISON. The routine morning business will be over by 12 
o’clock. 


Mr. LAPHAM and others. Say 12 o’clock. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill will be in order as unfinished business at 1 
o’clock, and if we can take the vote on the bill at 2 o’clock, it being 
understood that the hour from 1 to 2 o’clock will be given to its con- 
sideration, I should be very glad to make that arrangement, and I 
would request the Chair to ask unanimous consent for such an arrange- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire, 
at the request of the Senator from South Carolina, desires the Chair to 
ask if there can be unanimous consent that this bill shall be voted on 
to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CONGER. Say at 12 o’clock. 
that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill will be the unfinished business at 1 o’clock. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if it is under- 
stood that the bill is to be taken up at 1 o’clock to-morrow ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be the unfinished busi- 
ness at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill will go over as unfinished business. There 
will be no difficulty about its right of way if the Committee on Ap- 
propriations will keep off its hands, as I understand it will. 

Mr CALL. That is satisfactory tome. I have one amendment to 
offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to the under- 
standing that the vote on the bill shall be taken to-morrow at 2 o’clock? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask leave to submit an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
printed. Does the Senator from South Carolina desire to have the 
amendment read ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall not insist upon its being read at this hour. 
I offer it as a substitute for the pending bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


There will be no objection to 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, 1885. 
met atl o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PATRICK V. DOLAN. 


Mr. BREWER, of New York, from the ¢ 
ported back favorably the following 


February 17, 


The House 
JOHN S. 


Jommittee on Accounts, re- 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be requested to provide for 
the payment to Patrick V. Dolan in one of the general appropriation bills the 


difference between the pay as laborer and that of messenger, at the rate ot $3.60 
per day, from June 6, 1884, to June. 30, 1855. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a privileged question. From 
what was said yesterday I inferred the rule which precludes the con- 
sideration of any business on the day for the suspension of the rules 
except motions to suspend the rules might possibly exclude the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bills during the last six days of the 
session. I understood from the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN], 
whose attention I would like to have, that a motion would not be en- 
tertained by the Chair to go into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of appropriation bills if 
a recess should be taken on Monday from 5 o’clock until 8 o’clock or 
immediately after 5 o’clock, when the consideration of the suspension 
of the rules should cease, that a motion of thatsort would not be enter- 
tained. If that be true, I take it a motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of appro- 
priation bills during the last six days of the session would not be in 
order. I desire to know whether I am right in that or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that question will 
properly come up ina parliamentary inquiry when the last six days of 
the session is reached. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a privileged question. I desire to propose 
for reference to the Committee on Rules the following proposition: 


Resolved, That clause 1 of Rule XXVIII be amended by adding thereto, “Pro- 
vided, That jit shall be in order at any time during the last six days of the ses- 
sion to consider general appropriation bills.’’. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, it is in the interest of the business of your own 
committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has always been held to be a priv- 
ileged question to receive and refer propositions to the Committee on 
Rules in reference to the business of the House. 

Mr. WILSON. There are plenty of precedents for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is undoubtedly the rule now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. ,This proposi- 
tion is introduced for reference to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will ask for its consideration at the present time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE SAINT CROIX RIVER. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise to submit a privileged report. I am di- | 
rected by the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3258) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Saint Croix River 
at the most accessible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, 
Minn., to submit the report which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reportof the committee of confer- 
ence will be read. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to concur in the report of the commit- 
tee of conference. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Where is the statement accompanying this report? 
I think the rule requires that a statement shall be made showing the 
effect of the various amendments agreed to by the committee of con- 
ference. I would like to hear that statement read if I am correct in 
my assumption that such a report is required by the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct ; the rule re- 
quires it, 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then I should like to have that statement read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that no state- 
ment is furnished in connection with this report. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will state in a moment the changes —- are 
made by the adoption of these amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the lacie 
from Kansas demands a submission of the statement required by the 
rule from the conferees. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yes, sir; and hereafter in all cases I give notice 


I now demand the regular order of business. | 
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that I shall demand that statement. I do not know anything about 
this bill, but I propose that the conferees in all cases shall give usa 
statement as to the effect of the various amendments upon which they 
agree. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that since no siate- 
ment accompanies this report it had better be withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will withdraw the report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent to take up from the Speaker’s 
table House bill 7004 with a view to non-concurring in the amendments 
of the Senate. 

Mr. NELSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man is now asking unanimous consent to take up a Senate bill and act 
upon amendments, which is not in order under the operation of the 
special rale without unanimous consent. 

The gentleman from Illinois demands the regular order. 


RANGE AND RANCH CATTLE TRAFFIC. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report. 

I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to report back a res- 
olution submitted to that committee and ask its adoption. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secret&ry of the Treasury be requested to transmit to this 
House such information as he may be able to communicate at an early day in 
regard to the range and ranch cattle traffic of the Western, Northwestern, and 
Southwestern States and Territories, with special reference to the bearings ot 
that traffic upon the international and foreign commerce of the United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is this reported by a committee? 

Mr. REAGAN: Yes, sir; unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN moved ¢o reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois demands 
the regular order. 

Pending that the Chair desires consent to lay before the House cer- 
tain executive communications. 

EMOLUMENTS OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with law, an 
abstract of emoluments of officers of customs service during the last 
fiseal year; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGIA SHOALS, CAPE COD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 


The question is on the adoption of the 


| the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 


Light-House Board, and asking an appropriation for an examination ot 
| Georgia Shoals, Cape Cod; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, LYNCHBURG, VA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recommendation of the 
Supervising Arehitect for an increase in the limit of cost of public build- 
ing and site, Lynchburg, Va.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF SHIPS’ COMPASSES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the’ House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a resolution adopted by the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, recommending the establishment 
in the principal seaports of the United States of stations for the deter- 
mination of errors of compasses on iron and steel ships; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES F. CARLETON. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour set apart for the considera- 
tion of bills, resolutions, &c., under the special rule begins at twenty- 
seven minutes past 11 o’clock. 

The Clerk will report the unfinished business coming under this hour 
from the last day’s session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses F. Carleton. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that one minute 
remains for debate in favor of and five minutes against this bill. 

Mr. GEDDES. I am informed that the objections have been with- 
drawn, and as far as I know there will be no objection to the bill. Un- 
der the circumstances I do not desire to occupy the remaining time. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? , 
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Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. When I took the floor on yesterday to | 


object to this bill it was under a misapprehension. 


the bill will pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has this bill been read ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill and report were both read on 
yesterday. 

There being no objection to the consideration of the bill, it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 

ssed. 

Mr. YAPLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES BELGER. 


Mr. WAIT. Mr.Speaker, I call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 149) for the relief of Maj. James Belger. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Maj. James Belger, a retired quartermaster in the 


United States pear emered to his position as major and quartermaster by the 
act of March 3, 1871, be considered as having been continuousiy in the service 


3 
from the 30th day of November, 1863; and the said James Belger is hereby de- 


clared entitied to all the rights, privileges, pay, emoluments, and promotion per- 
taining to such continuous service, deducting from pay due him the amount he 
has received while employed in the civil service subsequent to said 30th day of 
November, 1863; and the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to promote him to the rank to 
which his continuous service entitles him. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
lowed for debate on either side. 


Mr. WAIT. I ask that the report made by the Committe on Mili- 
tary Affairs be read. 


The Clerk commenced the reading of the report (by Mr. RosEcRANS), 
which is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 149) 
for the relief of James Belger, submit the following report: 
Maj. James Belger, United States Army (retired), has the following rec- 
ord in the Army Register for 1834: 


James Belger entered from State of New York in 1832; was private, corporal, 


Five minutes, under the rule, are al- 


Since then I have | 
conferred with the gentleman from Michigan, who calls it up; and hope | 





sergeant, Company H, and sergeant-major Second United States Infantry, 7th | 


November, 1832, to 15th October, 1838. 
Second lieutenant, Sixth Infantry, October 15, 1838; accepted 15th October 1838. 


First lieutenant February 27,1843; captain, assistant quartermaster 18th June 
26th August, 1846. 


Acting ayer and quarterthaster department 3d August, 1861. 
Appoin 


colonel and additional aid-de-camp 3d July, 1862; accepted ; out of | 


service November 30, 1863. 
Major quartermaster March 3, 1871; accepted April, 1871. 
Retired 19th June, 1879; over sixty-two years of age. 
2. That, being an officer of high standing for ability, integrity, and efficiency, 


he was placed in charge of the eaaaaer'e depot at Baltimore on account | 


of its immense business of purchasing, of employing transports, and forward- 
ing _— and troops, one of the most important in the service. 
davit A annexed.) 

8, That while so employed his services were regarded as of such importance 
that the Government declined to allow him to accept a commission of major- 
general volunteers. which Governor Curtin, of Pennsylvania, desired him to 
one * command United States volunteers, Pennsylvania troops. 

4 he was also chief quartermaster of the middle department, under 
General R. C. Schenck, in addition to his duties as general depot quartermaster 
above named, and, under careful observation and criticism, performed the du- 
ties of that position so as to command General Schenck’'s entire confidence and 

jon. (See General Schenck’s letter of the 18th February, 1884, to chair- 
man,heretoannexed,marked D.) ~- 
| 5, That in February, 1863, seeing in a Philadelphia newspaper its Washington 
correspondent’s intimation that there was crookedness in the management of 
the ne department at Baltimore, he immediately applied to the 
War Department for a court of inquiry, although the newspaper in question in 
a@ subsequent issue disclaimed the statement aforenamed. (See A, annexed.) 

6. That the Secretary of Whr sent for General Schenck to consult with him 
about the matter of the charges, and appeared to be strongly prejudiced against 
Belger, disposed to believe allthe charges, and that instead of a court of inquiry 
a court-martial ought to be immediately ordered to try him on them. 

“ This (says General Schenck) I declinedtodo. lIrepresented to him that such 
a trial could result in nothing but acquittal, and that the most thorough investi- 
gation would, in my opinion, discover not an act of corruption or serious irreg- 
ularity on the part of the quartermaster, and that he would be found more sinned 
against than sinning. * * * I said I would rather be relieved from the 
command of my department than to order, inst my judgment, a court-mar- 
tial which I believed uncalled for and would be fruitless. I preferred, if there 
‘was to be a trial under such circumstances, it should be ordered by the Secretary 
himself or the President; and I remember, at the close of the conference, saying 
to the Secretary, ‘If you do try Belger I think he will beat you.’’’ (See D, ap- 


Tir aslie of the fo 


ing information and expressed judgment given to the 
Secretary, he orde 


@ general court-martial, composed of officers of high 


standing, and ided over by General E. A. Hitchcock, to try Major Belger, 

ona ae th thirteen specifications that, on various occasions, by doing 

comneee certain agents, he paid more for coal and hire of vessels than 
same co 


have been obtained for at the specified dates, by doing business 
thet Bajos Bel parties ; but in no specification was there the slightest intimation 
that Belger derived any pecuniary benefit from the alleged transactions. 
8. The court, after a month's examination, during which the prosecution did 
its utmost to secure conviction, found Major Belger not guilty on each and every 
ena and on the charge, and honorably acquitted him. (See General 

355, War Department, year 1863.) 
9. That instead of submitting these proceedings as required by law to the 
President for his orders thereon, or of returning them to the court with his dis- 
the of War, without warrant of law and in defiance of ne 
issued General Order, War nt, 385, 1863, dismissing Major Belger 
from the , and thus cut off his chances of promotion and support in the 
service in which he had been trained and earned his living by thirty years of 
honorable and —— , Without calling the President's at- 
of the legalities by which it was made, presented 

un 


service 
to any circumstances 
place as vacant, and had the next junior officer of the Quartermaster’s De- 


fl 


Ht 


(See Affi- 
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partm Capt. (no Maj. G 











5S. Han x } ated and nfirmed to 
fill it, thus ier existin iw, prevent La Belger’s 1 1 to his 
place w it the action of ¢ ress 
10. I \ branded Ar i the country 
| this ga ‘ prive his es 4 ip u ‘ yut means of 
supporting his family, which sometimes lacked ssaries of life, the 
major set a it th sing o = vast >the ¢ Let But such 
was the idence felt in his integrity, that work was so often postponed to 
settle t st were regarded as re« rm prompt attention, that it 
Was two irs and a half before thes sw finally and completely 
closed, and thea y offi 3 1 > t rexcep ral 
thoroughness and accuracy. Du these iw \ ’ half, and fora 
year and a half thereafter, Ma steeped erty, was unal tog 
into any business 
11. Meanwhile always protesting tha Vas as g ess ast pul und 
him, and cut off from the Arm eous ise of art iry power, 
he found among all who knew hi mviction of his innocence, and 
on the llth of November, 1867, the President, satisfied that Major Belger's dis- 
missal was wl illegal, issued an exe order restoring him to duty; But 
a captain, W.S. Hancock, had been nominated and confirmed to the place from 
which he had been thus unlawfully thr t was held that this executive order 


required legislation to give it effect 


12. Accordingly, in 1871, after careful investi¢ation, the Military Committee 
of the Senate unanimously instructed its chairman, Hon. Henry Wilson, to re- 
port favorably a bill restoring Major Belger to his position in the Army, with 
rank, pay, emoluments, rights, and privileges the same as if never dismissed 
providing only that out of what wou ome due to him should be de- 
ducted what the Government had paid to him for services in civil employment 
between 1867 and the date of the act Chis b nodified on motion of Senators 


Howe and Nye, soas to restore him to his rank from the date of the act, b 
alaw. But itis in evidence that those Senators expressed their regret 
ing procured the amendments offered on general ; 
aware of the special circumstances of the case, and that Mr. Wilson advised 
Major Belger to take what the bill allowed, making subsequent application to 
Congress for the further redress he now asks, and for which this bill provides, 
(See A, parts annexed.) 

13. Moreover, the letter of the Adjutant-General of the Army states that had 
Major Belger remained in the service, at the date of his restoration, in 1871, he 
would presumably have reached the rank of colonel in the Quartermaster’s 
Department 

14. Besides the honorable acquittal by the court-martial, the honorable testi- 
monials to his rectitude and efficiency by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department on the settlement of his accounts, the issuance of the executive 
order in 1867 for his restoration, and the unanimous report of the Senate Mili- 
tary Committee in 1871 that he ought to be restored to rank, pay, allowances, 
rights, and privileges, as if never dismissed, we have also evidence in the affida- 
vits and statements of the Rev. Dr. Charles H. Hall, General R. C. Schenck, and 
of Mrs.and Major Belger that subsequently even Mr. Stanton himself became 
convinced of Major Belger’s innocence and expressed his deep regret for the 
wrong he had done him and his wish to do what he could to repair it 

From these facts and considerations your committee are led to the conclusion 
that while no such reparation as justice commands is now practicable, this bil! 
will give all that Major Belger asks or expects, and therefore earnestly recom- 
mends its passage. 

Before the reading was concluded, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate in support 
of the bill has expired. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to be recognized in opposition, and ask the 
Clerk to complete the reading of the report. 

Mr. STEELE. I object to that way of opposing abill. The gentle- 
man from Iowa desires to be recognized in opposition and asks the read- 
ing of a favorable report. That is not opposing the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
Iowa having been recognized to control the time in opposition has the 

> i l 
right to use that time as he pleases. 

Mr.STEELE. Ido notthink it is opposition to a bill to have a favor- 
able report read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is well taken. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. WELLER (interrupting the reading). I desire to withdraw my 
demand for the reading of the report and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion.to the bill remain. 

Mr. STEELE. I yield one minute to the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Stocum]. 
Mr. WAIT. 
against the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. - This man went out of the service and was in civil 
life for a long time. He was restored to the Army as a quartermaster 
and placed on the retired-list. This bill proposes to give him additional 
pay as though he had been in the service allthe time. It also proposes 
to give him pay in addition to what he is now receiving for additional 
rank. Not satisfied with being restored to the Army he seeks promo- 
tion out of the regular order. I do not think the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Has a previous bill been passed for the benefit of 
this officer ? 


ame 
for hav 
rinciples, and as soon as made 


The Chair does not think the objection 


Three minutes of the time in opposi- 


The gentleman from New York will not say anything 


Mr.STEELE. A previous bill was passed, and by it he was restored 
tothe Army. Now they seek to promote | 

Mr. WAIT addressed the Chair. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not yield to the gentleman from Connecticut. 
The time for debate in favor of the bill has been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point made by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 
to the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
tion. Does the bill propose to pay this man for the time he was not in 
the service ? 

Mr. STEELE. No, sir. 


But it proposes to pay him continuotsly, 
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except while he was employed in the civil service. 
the time it is proposed he shall get pay. 

Mr. WAIT. And it is perfectly right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on this bill has 
expired. Is there objection to its present consideration ? 

Objection was made by more than the requisite number. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 7970) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF BANK, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York. I call up for present consideration 
the bill (S. 2594) to change the name of the Manufacturers’ National 
Bank of New York to the Manufacturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn, 
as 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the name of the Manufacturers’ National Bank of New 
York, a corporation whose location was changed from the city of New York to 
the city of Brooklyn, in the State of New York, by an actof Congressapproved 
July 27,1868, shall be changed to the Manufacturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn 
whenever the board of directors of the said bank shall accept the new name by 
resolution of said board of directors, and cause a copy of said resolution, duly 
authenticated, to be filed with the Comptroller of the Currency: Provided, That 
such acceptance shall be made within six months after the of this act, 


and that all expenses incident to such change, including engraving, shall be 
borne and paid by said bank. 


Sec.2. That the debts, dividends, liabilities, rights, privileges, and powers of 
the said Manufacturers’ National Bank of New York shall devolve upon and 


inure to the said Manufacturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn whenever such 
change of name is effected. 


Sec. 3, That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as in any man- 
ner to release the Manufacturers’ National Bank of New York from any liabil- 
ity, or affect any action or proceeding in law in which said bank may be or be- 
come a party or interested. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York. I ask for the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless some gentleman claims the time 
allowed for debate on one side or the other the Chair will ask for ob- 
jections. 

Mr. BEACH. I do not feel exactly like opposing this bill; and yet 
I think in the time it would take to pass it the House might take up 
and pass a general bill which I introduced last session for the same 
purpose, giving the Comptroller of the Currency the power to change 
the names of these national banks. We have a large number of this 
class of bills before us. It is special legislation, and the time taken to 
pass this bill would pass the one I now send up to be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ask to have the 
bill read in his time as part of his remarks? 

Mr. BEACH. As part of my remarks in opposition to the bill 
called up by my colleague. 

The bill sent up by Mr. Beacu was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5362) authorizing the Comptroller of the Currency to change the 
names of national banks. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Comptroller of the Currency is hereby authorized 
to change the name ofany national bank, upon such terms and conditions as he 
may prescribe for the protection of the public interests, 

Mr. BEACH. Now I request my friend from New York to substi- 
tute that bill for the Senate bill and put it on its p ; 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I make the point that it is not in order for the 
gentleman from New York to send up that bill and ask for its passage. 
He has not been recognized for the purpose of calling up a bill for con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Neither bill is yet before the House. 
But the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEAcH] had the bill sent up 
read as part of his remarks. 

Mr. BEACH. If the other bill comes before the House for consid- 
eration I will move to substitute this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the bill called up by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] ? 


Mr. WELLER. I object. 

Further objections were made by three members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not objected to by the req- 
uisite number, and it is before the House for consideration. The ques- 
tion is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BEACH, Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer as an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute the bill which I have had read from the desk. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEAcH] 
wants to have a substitute passed. That can not be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks he knows what the 
gentleman from New York wants. It is to offer another bill as an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute to a bill which is pending 
here for its third reading. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order that it is not in order to 
offer an amendment which has the effect to convert a private into a 
public bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


For all the rest of 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 


— 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 


Mr. PETERS. I call up the bill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a 
public building at Wichita, Kans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable 
building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the post-office, 
United States courts, and other Government offices at the city of Wichita, State 
of Kansas. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shal! 
be previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the 
site and building complete the sum of $100,000: Provided, That the site shal! 
leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an 
open space of not less than forty feet, eee streets and alleys; and nomoney 
appropriated for this purpose shal! be available until a valid title to the site for 
said building shall be invested in the United States, nor until the State of Kan- 
sas shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, 
during the time the United States shall be or remain th®owner thereof, for al) 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the southwestern portion of the State of Kansas, in what 
is known as the seventh Congressional district, which has a population 
of about. 240,000 people. 

Mr. MORSE. The town or the district? 

Mr. PETERS. The seventh Congressional district. 

Mr. MORSE. What is the population of the town? 

Mr. PETERS. The place at which the building is sought to be 
erected has a population of about 15,000. The United States court is 
held at Wichita, and in addition to the usual jurisdiction conferred that 
court has also criminal jurisdiction of all that portion of the Indian 
Territory north of the Canadian River and west of the Five Tribes; 
which gives it a very large and extensive additional criminal jurisdiction. 
There is also a land office located at Wichita. The gross receipts of the 
land office there for the Wichita land district were during the last year 
over a half million dollars. The gross receipts of the Wichita post-office 
during the past year were about $18,000. Unless there are objections 
to the bill or unless some gentleman desires to make some further in- 
quiry in relation to it I will reserve the remainder of my time. I will, 
however, add that there are four railroads, and at two points on the 
Territorial line the roads running to this place can be reached. I will 
reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time for debate in favor of the bill 
has expired. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the bill. When the 
proper time comes I shall offer an amendment providing that this ap- 
propriation be made and paid in standard silver dollars. I shall do 
that because I want to impress upon this House at every opportunity 
the benefits that will come to the country by the distribution of the 
silver dollars that are in the Treasury to-day, annoying the Treasury 
officials to the extent that they are asking an appropriation of $500,000 
to build more vault room. In this way the Treasury can be relieved 
of that annoyance so completely that not another dollar need be appro- 
priated for vault room. Then, Mr. Speaker, there is another reason. 
This building is proposed to be located in a place which is in the neigh- 
borhood of the large silver-producing sections of the country. There is 
a demand that the silver product of that region shall be coined, and I 
am of the opinion that the silver product should be coined on the same 
basis as gold. Now, I say, let us give them a dose of their own medi- 
cine. Let us make this a riation which is to go into that section 
payable in actual standard silver dollars. 

There is another reason. I venture to say if you puta thousand 
marked silver dollars into that locality to-day, two-thirds or more of 
them will be found at any time within the next five years within fifty 
miles of the point where they were put out; so that the community 
will never suffer for want of present cash, which to-day is the great curse 
ofthe business men of the great Northwest, West, Southwest, and South. 
On the other hand, if you put the appropriation out in paper dollars, 
drafts, or checks of deposit, and if these are paid, as almost all appro- 
priations are, by counter-checks upon the Treasury of the United States 
or other banking institutions at money centers, you will find that the 
money or bills, if such are used, will go into that locality and stay 
there for but a very short space of time, and then return to the money 
centers. I tell you, sir, that the great curse of the Northwest and the 
West, the Southwest and South as well, is that they have a small modi- 
cum of money thrown into their localities which, through the operations 
and manipulations of the money power, soon flows back again to the 
money centers, creating congestion at those points, while the extremities 


are paralyzed by such ion and their productive forces in ratio de- 
stroyed, as they, the have no actual money with which to transact 


their business on anything like a cash basis, thus being compelled to re- 
sort to credit which too often can only be had at rates of interest ruinous, 


coupled with mortgaged securities ofttimes infamous. Then there is an- 
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other reason. It is true that in the great Northwest to-day we are so 
impoverished by reason of having no money, or at least by not having 

such a proper sum to do business with on a cash basis, that we are at the 
mercy of the money-lenders and the whole crowd of usury suckers that 
have been and are robbing us of more than the average productions over 
consumption leaving the masses to become tenants of those who employ | 
the ; and unless something is done you will find that the people | 
of that part of the country will rise up against the incoming adminis- 
tration, as they justly have done against the administration that we have 
had for the last fifteen years, which has proved by its policies and meth- 
ods of procedure in these matters that it was not to be trusted any 
further with the administration of public affairs. The people are de- 
termined to havea redress of grievances, and woe betide the hindering 
causes to an emancipation of labor from the dominance y and tyranny of 
cash capital. Let us unlock the vaults of the Treasury and put its 
hundreds of millions into public improvements that are needed, if no 
other way can be provided or will be adopted, and thus bless the pro- 
ducing, the laboring classes, first with employment, then with pay in 
cash therefor, and again in this most legitimate and proper way send 
the life-blood of business activities to the extremities, warming them 
into such prosperity as they are justly entitled. I regard the standard 
silver dollars under existing circumstances as one of the very best dol- 
lars, because it is a slow dollar, and going into a community will stay 
there while the lighter dollar, more convenient for circulation, will flow 
back to the money centers. I say it is now time to strike a blow in 
favor of the old standard silver dollar—the Democratic dollar of Jef- 
ferson and of Jackson. [Applause and laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on both sides has 
expired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to call attention to 
the fact that the town where it is proposed to erect this building had 
in 1880 a population of but 4,911. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment is not in order 
time. The question is, Shall this bill be considered? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. As many gentle- | 
men as object to the present consideration of this bill will rise. 

Mr. WELLER. I withdraw the objection. I have no objection to 
the consideration of the bill. 


a. 


at this 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is withdrawn, and if no fur- 
ther objection be made the bill is before the House. 


Mr. WELLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will first report the amend- 
ment of the committee. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 11, strike out ‘* $100,000’ and insert ‘* $50,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to, there being—ayes 86, noes 4. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the bill the following : 
“ Provided, however, That this appropriation shall be made and paid only in | 
standard silver dollars.” 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 41, noes 90. 


Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WELLER and Mr. PETERS were ap- 


pointed. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 5—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were not ordered, only 5 members vot- 
ing in favor thereof. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will now be taken by 


tellers on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WELLER]. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 21, noes 145. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. MORSE. I move to amend the bill by adding the following: 


And it shall Pes the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site for said 
building shall have been peechasst, to cause a plan and specification of said 
ne prepared, which said plans and specifications shall not involve 


re in the erection and completion of said building and the ap- 
thereto exceeding the portion of said $50,000 remaining after the site of 
said building shall have io idfor; and no plan for said building shall be 


seen ® by the Secretary of the Treasury i involving an expenditure exceeding 
remaining after saying for the site of said building. 


The amendment was agreed to, there being—ayes 47, noes 23. 
Mr. MORSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was a a to; andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


} at that place, 





REC URD—HOUSE. 


L8O0I 


vote by which the bill was 
motion to reconsider be laid on the 





Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the 


passed; ond also moved that the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. DIBRELL. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 1839) 
for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, Tenn. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the 
thorized and direc ted to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
customs officers, o nited States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, 
at the city of Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee. The plans, specifications, 
and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and approved ac- 
cording to law, and shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum 
of $100,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger 
from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than forty feet, in- 
cluding streets and ajleys; and no money appropriated for this purpose shall 
be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Tennessee shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I ask that the report be read in my time. 

The report (by Mr. YOUNG) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was refé 
bill (H. R. 1484) to erect a public building in the city of Chattanooga 
spectfully submit the following report 

The city of Chattanooga isa prosperous, growing, manufacturing city, situated 
on the south bank of the Tennessee River, which drainsa territory of more than 
30,000 square miles. Chattanooga is the principal distributing and shipping point 
of all the produce shipped down said river. It is the terminus of seven promi- 
nent railroads. The United States district and circuit courts are held regularly 

and the business of said courts is rapidly increasing, owing to the 
large commercial business done at Chattanooga. The population of the city by 
a recent city enumeration is near 25,000. ‘ 

Chattanooga is a port of entry. The Roan Iron Company, engaged in the 
manufacture of steel rails, paid $150,000, in 1882, duty upon steel blooms, &c. 
The depression in prices the last year stopped their manufacture until the re- 
ceipts were greatly reduced. 

The post-office receipts for one quarter only, ending Ist January 
$8,000 and upward, 
necessary. 

When the Tennessee River is opened for free navigation Chattanooga will be 
the principal shipping point for a large territory in several States. 

As Tennessee is a large and populous State, with only four public buildings, 
your committee are of the unanimous opinion that a public building should be 
erected at Chattanooga, and therefore recommend the passage of said bill. 


Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Speaker, since that report was made the popu- 


Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


rred the 
Tenn., re- 


, 1884, were 
and increasing so rapidly that larger postal facilities are 


lation of Chattanooga has increased until it is now nearly 30,000. Six 
thousand persons voted at the election there in November last. Over 


three hundred residences have been built there during the last year. 

I hope no gentleman will object to this bill. During the operation 
thus far of the ‘‘ ten-objection rule,’’ only two bills of this class have 
been presented from the South—one euonteditien $50,000, the other 
$75,000. This bill proposes to appropriate only $100,000 for a public 
building in so important a place as Chattanooga. The provision upon 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has heretofore in- 
sisted, limiting the cost of the building with its approaches to the 
amount appropriated, is already in the bill. I hope no gentleman will 
ask to amend the bill, as an amendment would necessitate the return 
of the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the important feature of the amend- 
ment which has been attached to all these bills up to this time—the 
amendment which was adopted upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] on the bill passed a few moments ago—is 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall not approve of any plan until 
the site has been purchased, and then shall not approve of any plan in- 
volving a larger expenditure than the amount of the appropriation re- 
maining after the purchase of the site. 

Mr. DIBRELL. This bill contains a provision that the total ex pendi- 
ture for site and building complete shall not exceed the sum of 
$100,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not a sufficient restriction. The amend- 
ment to which I have just referred operates upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I trust there will be no objection to ingrafting such an 
amendment upon this bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ordinarily, I think the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Indiana is a correct one, but when 
applied to such a city as Chattanooga, that is constantly growing and 
which will in a few years have a population reaching 100,000 or more, 
I do not think it ought to be adopted unless the amount is increased. 
In fact, this bill ought to have been reported for $200,000, and then it 
would not have been out of proportion to the provision made for many 
other cities. 

Mr. DIBRELL. The gentleman from Indiana himself said this was 
one of the most meritorious bills on the Calendar, and I hope he will not 
now insist on offering an amendment which will have the effect of send- 
ing it back to the Senate and perhaps endangering its passage alto- 
gether. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I much regret the mer should allow any of these 
bills to pass without proper limitation. I do not think the gentleman 
from Tennessee ought to hesitate. I think it is of the highest moment 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | some responsible officer of the Government should see that these plans 
passed. 





do not exceed the amount Congress appropriates. 
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Mr. DIBRELL. 
consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will offer the amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. Is there further time in opposition to the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. WELLER. How much? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two minutes remaiping. 

Mr. WELLER. I am not making objections to the consideration of 
this bill or offering these amendments to appear factious or to make 
the silver question appear ridiculous, as I may be regarded by someon 
the floor of this House as seeking to do. I certainly know the objects 
I have in view are eminently proper at this time and worthy of the 
highest consideration of statesmen and humanitarians, and I am de- 
termined that this silver question shall not sleep. I propose that the 
country shall be awakened to the necessity for immediate, wise, and 
patriotic legislation on this question. I want the old-time dollar of 
Jefferson and Jackson to stand to-day before the business of the coun- 
try as it stood from 1792 to 1873, when by the infamous policy of the 
manipulators of the Republican party it was dishonored and rendered 
unstable, fluctuating, and cheap by restricting its free coinage, which 
free coinage was the rule for nearly one hundred years before 1873. I 
hope that the Democracy on the floor of this House, as also throughout 
the country outside of the money centers, will see to it that the stand- 
ard silver dollar can be paid out for legitimate public improvements, 
and thus be put in circulation, and that the hoarding proceeding en- 
gaged in by these Republican officials is wholly void of necessity, lack- 


ing in wisdom or patriotism, and dangerous to the business interests of 
the country. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. WELLER. 
next occasion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to offer my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is now before the House. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection to the bill; and it was brought before the 
House for present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, after the site forsaid 
building shall have been purchased, to cause a plan and ifications to be pre- 
pared, which said plans and specifications shall not involve an expenditure in 
the erection and completion of said building and the approaches thereto ex- 
ceeding the portion of said $100,000 remaining after the site of said building shal! 
have been paid for; and no plan shall be aeyeeees by the Secretary of the 

t 


Treasury involving an expenditure exceeding sum so remainingafter paying 
for the site of said building. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that amendment to come in after the word 
** dollars,’’ in line 12, ° 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to amend the amendment by 
inserting $150,000 for the building, and then inserting in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana $150,000 instead of $100,000. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. Can that be done when the Speaker recognized me 
to offer my amendment making this appropriation payable in standard 
silver dollars? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not recognize the gentle- 
man, but expressed a willingness to ize the gentleman; but it is 
nevertheless in the power of the House to exclude all further amend- 
ment by ordering the previous question. 

Mr. DIBRELL. My object is this: we are so near the close of the 
session that I fear we will lose the bill if by amendment we send it 
back to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to reply that the gentleman by demanding 
the previous question may endanger other bills. 


Mr. STEELE. I make the pointof order that the gentleman from 
Iowa is not in his seat. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
in force now. 

Mr. WELLER. If it were, the gentleman from Indiana violates it 
more frequently than anybody else. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 172, noes 1. 

Mr. WELLER. The gentleman from Iowa dares to stand alone. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question first recurson the amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt]. 

The amendment to the amendment was di to. 

The question next recurred on Mr. HOLMAN’S amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 97. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum, and I regard this a measure 
of too much importance to allow it to pass without a quorum. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. HOLMAN and 
Mr. DIpre.u. 


Offer your amendment, then, when the bill is up for 


The gentleman’s time has expired. 
I will finish my remarks by and by, on the very 


The Chair hardly thinks that rule is 
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Mr. WELLER. 
pired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore A message was received from the Sen- 
ate, and it is hardly fair the time occupied should be taken from the 
hour. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 
137. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I demand the previous question on the passage v/ 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is still oper- 
ating on the third reading and engrossment of the bill. [Cries of 


** Regular order !’’] The hour has expired, and the bill goes over as 
unfinished business. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUTCHINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriation for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

On motion of Mr. HUTCHINS, by unanimous consent, 500,000 extra 
copies of the report were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I givenotice, Mr. Speaker, that I will call up this 
bill for consideration to-morrow morning after the morning hour. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the House bill making appropriations fo: 
the service of the Indian Department for the next fiscal year, with the 
Senate amendments thereto, be printed. I also move that the House 
non-concur in the Senate amendments thereto. 

‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 

ill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the bill with the 
Senate amendments will be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to non-concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate amend- 
ments were non-concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 


to. 
Mr. ELLIS. I now ask a committee of conference on the disagree - 


ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to this 
bill. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of the fol- 
lowing conferees on the part of the House: Mr. ELiis, Mr. HoLmMAn, 
and Mr. RYAN. 


EQUAL CIRCULATION OF GOLD AND SILVER CURRENCY. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8240) to the coinage and to promote the circulation of gold 
and silver equally; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I rise to a question of order, that the hour has ex- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ROSECRANS. I insist upon the demand for the regular order. 
Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 7004, now 


on the Speaker’s table, be taken up with a view to taking action on the 
Senate amendments. 


Mr. NELSON. I object. 

Mr. COBB. I trust the gentleman will not object to this. 

Mr. NELSON. I must insist upon the objection. 

Mr. COBB. It is a matter of great importance and ought to be acted 
upon promptly. = - 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that objection 


Mr. NELSON. [I insist upon the objection. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 
STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a resolution for reference. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, Sees ines te teeiiy coperenteted 900 of the seatingent fend of the 
House a sum sufficient to service of astenographer to the Committee 
Sachalios Sn iveetie N. = Ppieebetion 

payment to said stenographer to be upon vo: 


P 
-» a8 directed a resolution 
ved 


appro 
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by the chairman of said committee and by the chairman of the Committee on 
Accounts. : 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
MINTHORNE TOMPKINS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7401) for the re- 
lief of Minthorne Tompkins, deceased, and others, as well as House 
bills 1238, 3284, 3970, 3977, 5430, and 5549, for the refund of income 
taxes illegally assessed, &c.; which were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar with the accom- 
panying report, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY MOUNT DESERT FERRY, MAINE. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8146) providing for the 
establishment of a port of entry at Mount Desert Ferry, in the town of 
Hancock, in the State of Maine; which was referred to the House Cal 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS H. SHAW. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Afuirs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 8241) for the relief of Francis H. Shaw; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompaning report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5820) to 
amend the military record of George Cousins; which was ordered to be 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

HENRY A. PAUS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7790) for the relief of 
Henry A. Paus; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF IMPROVED GUNS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 8041, a bill (H. R. 8242) to provide 
further aid and encouragement to perfecting and manufacturing the 
highest class of guns; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill (H. R. 8041) was ordered to lie on the table. 

JAMES JOHNSON. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8151) for the relief 
of James Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

J. T. AND C. T. HULETT. 

Mr. FINERTY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 6232) for the relief of J. T. and C. 
T. Hulett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LEXINGTON, KY. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 593) to | 


provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Lexington, 
Ky.; which, with the accompanying report, was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EDWIN R. KERR. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Commitf%e on Patents, reported a bill i. | 


R. 8243) for the relief of Edwin R. Kerr; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
PILOTS WHO SERVED IN THE WAR. 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7995) to establish a uniform | 


geceet ‘fees and rate of pension for pilots who served on the United 
gunboats during the late war; which was referred to the House 


Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, ordered | 


to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 


back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which | 


were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 
A bill (H. R. 2397) granting an increase of pension to Laurinda C. 


; and 
A bill (H. R. 1016) for the relief of William W. Bush. 














Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were laid on the ordered to be 
printed 

A bill 


table, and the accompanying reports 


? 


H 








bil R. 8088) granting a pension to Frederick Gale; 
\ bill (H. R. 8027) for the relief of Solomon R. Benham; 
| <A bill (H. R. 2459) for the relief of Elizabeth Aurand; 
\ bill (H. R. 8084) granting a pension to John G. Haentges; 
A bill (H. R. 5096) for the relief of Warren S. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 2458) granting a pension to Margaret Corrigan; 
A bill (H. R. 1057) granting an increase of pension to Francis Tray- 
nor; 
A bill (H. R. 2460) for the relief of Catherine A. Teachout 
A bill (H. R. 5974) for the relief of Herman Krauss; 
\ bill (H. R. 3725) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaner; and 
A bill (H. R. 8163) for the relief of Annie Bagley. 
WILLIAM D. FARNSWORTH 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R for the 
relief of William D. Farnsworth: which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
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MES. LUCRETIA G. RIPLEY 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee Invalid Pensions, also re 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3556) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R 
granting a pension to John Antrim; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DARRAH. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 8187) granting 
a pension to Chancey G. Darrah; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DYE. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 8229) granting a pension to James Dye; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 

| report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, reported a bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension 
to John A. London; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. 


on 


7858) 


CHANCEY 


G. 


LONDON. 


NANCY. RB. BROWN. 

Mr. BRAINERD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
8245) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy R. Brown, mother of Robert 
Mavor Brown; which wzs read a first and recond time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LYDIA M. WALKER. 


Mr. BRAINERD, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
| R. 8246) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia M. Walker; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
| dered to be printed. 


MKS. F. M. NORTON. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
| the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
| ing report, ordered to be printed. 

NANCY B. LEACH. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am instructed by the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions to report back adversely a bill (S. 2204) granting arrears of pen- 
sion to Nancy B. Leach, and to move that the same be laid on the table, 
and that the accompanying report, and also the views of the minority, 
be ordered printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| dered. 


No objection being made, it is so or- 


MILES BARBER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 5931) granting an increase of pension to 
Miles Barber; which was laid on the table, and theaccompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 





D. J. DREESEN. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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back adversely the bill (H. R. 7028) granting a pension to D. J. Dreesen; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
JOHN H. WHITARRRR. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4965) for the relief of John H. 
Whitaker; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK A. LEONING. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 8160) granting a pension to Fred- 
erick A. Leoning; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (8. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Washburn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. GRAHAM. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 7848) for the relief of William A. Gra- 
ham; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

DELOS L. ROBINSON. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7596) granting an increase of 
pension to Delos L. Robinson; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SAINT MARK’S CHURCH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5828) for the relief of Saint Mark’s 
Protestant Episcopal church of the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered te be printed. 


CHURCH OF THE ASOENSION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief of the Church 
of the Ascension of the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7556) to regulate the mannfuct- 
ure and sale of spirituous and malt liquors in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompany ing report, ordered to be printed. 

TAX SALES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 8236) re- 
lating to sales for taxes in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. BLAKE. 


Mr. WHITING, from the Select Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty; and Back Pay, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1631) 
for the relief of John W. Blake; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. ENGLISH, from the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Trafic, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2142) to provide for a 
commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, and moved 
that it be laid on the table and the committee be discharged from its 
further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the accompanying report was ordered 
to ‘be printed. 

MANUFACTURE, ETC., OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. CARLETON, from the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2693) to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Territories, with a 
provision to submit the same to the voters thereof for ratification; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ENTERPRISE FIRE-INSURANCE COMPANY, CINCINNATI, OHIO. 


Mr. HURD, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5119) for the relief of the Enterprise Fire and 
Marine Insurance Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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SHIPLEY, SMITH & CO. 


Mr. HURD, from the Committee on Ways and Means, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7143) for the relief of Shipley, Smith & 
Co.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM M. MORRISON. 


Mr. GRAVES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4319) for the relief of William M. Morrison; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NOTICE TO NORTH GERMAN CONFEDERATION. 

Mr. DEUSTER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 39) as togiving notice to the North 
German Confederation to terminate the treaty of February 22, 186s: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


H. T. ONLEY & SON. 


Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8073) for the relief of Henry T. Onley & 
Son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN H. HARRINGTON. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 6486) for the relief of John R. Harrington, with an 
amendment; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ALEXANDER WEIDE. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
hack favorably the bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Alexander 
Weide; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD KRAEMER. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3510) granting a pension to William Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 6553) granting a pension to Mary C. Reiman; 

A bill (H. R. 1872) granting pensions to the minor heirs of John 8S. 
Oviatt; 

A bill (H. R. 1871) to increase the pension of Sophia Beeler; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) for the relief of John 8S. Law; 

A bill (H. R. 1870) granting an increaseof pension to William Earn- 
est; and 

A bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Joseph S. Hurst. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 


MOUTH OF SCIOTO RIVER, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from 
os of Engineers of the resifit of a survey of the mouth of the 

to River, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


ASIATIC CHOLERA. 


Mr. RIGGS. By direction of the Committee on Public Health, I 
ask unanimous consent that the resolution I send to the desk be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Whereas the late prevalence of Asiatic cholera in portions of ag has in- 


duced a and, from our past experience, probably a well- 
et aaa that disease may be introduced into this country 


during the year, the vention of which is very desirable ; and 
Whereas ft is ales very desirable that the introduction of all contagious, in- 
fe ie into this country be prevented if possible, and 
if introduced : Therefore, 
of the Committee on Public Health there 
annual bill an nm of $500,000, to be 


President of the United States, through such 
designate, for the purposes indi in the 


of said committee there should also be 
of $25,000 to pay the per 
Board of Health for the ensuing 
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There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 


CRUISE OF REVENUE STEAMER CORWIN. 


Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resoived, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish to the House of Representatives a copy of the report of C ‘apt. M. A. 
Healy, United States revenue marine, upon the cruise of the revenue-marine 
steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean, made in the year 1884, and its aecompany- 
ing documents and illustrations, in the possession of the Department. 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

INTERNATIONAL GEOGRAPHICAL CONGRESS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I rise to present several privileged 
reports from the Committee on Printing. The committee has directed 
me to report back favorably the concurrent resolution of the Senate, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of George M. Wheeler, Uni States Army, on the third international geo- 
eraphical congress and exhibition at Venice, Italy, with the accompanying illus- 
trations, transmitted to the Senate by the Secretary of War on the 10th of Decem- 
ber, 1883, be nted in quarto form, and that 3,500 additional copies be printed; 


of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2 ,000 copies for the use of 
the House, and 500 copies for the Department of War. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. 
this resolution. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted, there being— 
ayes 32, noes 4. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROGRESS OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Printing, also 


reported back favorably the following concurrent resolution of the Sen- 
ate: 


I ask the immediate consideration of 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 30, 1885. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of ntatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in said survey during the year 


ending June 30, 1884, for distribution by said Superintendent. 
Attest: 


ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion to print 3,000 extra copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast 
and Survey, showing the progress made in said survey for the year 
ending June 30, 1884, have duly considered the same and recommend a concur- 
rence therein. 

The estimated cost of printing is $4,900. 

Mr. MILLS. I donot think there is any necessity for that printing. 
But few persons in the United States desire to have that scientific re- 
port. The people generally do not want it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope some reason will be stated why we should 
ar this resolution. ; 

SMITH, of Pennsylvani@@. Itisimportant that the country should 
w the progress of the work done by the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
fore the printing of the report has been recommended. The 
report states how much the printing will cost. 
House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 33. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GUN-FOUNDRY REPORT. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Printing, also 
reported back favorably the following resolution: 


Resolwed by the House of Representatives, That there be printed for the use of 
the House 1,000 additional copies of the gun-foundry report, transmitted to 
the Senate by the President of the United States on the 22d of December last. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred House resolution of Jan- 
uary 9, 1885, authorizing the printing of 1,000 additional copies of the gun- 
tee have duly considered the same, and recomimend its passage. 

organized under act of Congress March 3, 1883, composed of six 

officers selected led from the Army and Navy, for the purpose ‘of examining and re- 
Se Congress which of the —- or arsenals owned by the Govern- 

the best location and is the eee. oe Oe parpese at ca 

board for the manufacture of heavy ordnance adapted for 
n the course of its investigation the visited England, 

Germany, and collected most valuable and important infor- 
The usual number ned of the document (Executive Document No. 
and to ly the demand for additional copies the 

the printing of 1,000 extra copies, .The 


Mr. MILLS. What is that report? 








Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. This is the report of a gun-foundry 
board appointed under an act of Congress a year ago, who traveled 
through Europe and made investigations in reference to the gun-foun- 
dries there. The report c@iitains a great deal of valuable information, 
and as we went to the expense of sending these men abroad we ought 
to print the information which they gathered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 24. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 


To Mr. Swops, for this day. 
To Mr. HOBLITZELL, for the remainder of this, day, on account of 
sickness. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
resuming the consideration of the legislative, &c., appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. How much time will that occupy? _ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not more than an hour, at the outside. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on the 
legislative, &c., appropriation bill, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; and the Clerk will report 
the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page M, line 2061, strike out ‘' five’’ and insert “ four; ’’ soit will read : 

“ Pension Office: For compensation of the Commissioner of Pensions, $4,000,” 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, by examination of this 
bill it will be found there is a discrimination made, and I think an un- 
just one, in favor of the Pension Bureau as against the General Land 
Office. The salary of the Commissioner of the General Land Office is 
fixed at $4,000, and the salary of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
at the same rate, while that of the Commissioner of Pensions is pro- 
posed to be fixed at $5,000. If the Commissioner of Pensions should 
have $5,000, I would say unhesitatingly the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office also ought to have $5,000. 

Mr. LEWIS. I think you are right. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the Commissioner of the Public 
Land Office ought not to have more than $4,000, then I would say just 
as unhesitatingly the Commissioner of Pensions should not have more 
than $4,000. 

The House has said by passing that portion of the bill which fixes 
the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land Office at $4,000 that 
amount is sufficient for that officer. If any difference be made between 
the salaries of these two officers in my judgment it should be in favor 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. The interests over 
which he presides are more general, more extensive, and of equal im- 
portance to those of the Commissioner of Pensions. The questions of 
law arising for the consideration and decision of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office are much more difficult than those under the 
Pension Bureau. There are no questions of law arising in the Pension 
Bureau which present any difficulty whatever. 

Mr. STEELE. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. With pleasure. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you not think that the position of Commissioner 
of Pensions is one of the most annoying of any department of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have no doubt the Commissioner of 
Pensions is annoyed considerably by members of Congress making ap- 
plications for pensions for their constituents. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you not think it is the duty of members to at- 
tend to the wants of their constituents ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Without designing to make any charge 
against members of Congress, or anybody else, it looks as though the 
distinction .was made between the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and the Commissioner of Pensions. Upon the ground that mem- 
bers of Congress did annoy that Commissioner by asking so many favors, 
I am astonished my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in charge of 
the bill, who has ever been an economist, who has ever been in favor 
of the reduction of salaries, has not in this bill made an effort to equal- 
ize these salaries. 

I demand justice. If you are going to make the salary of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions $5,000, then give the same salary to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Alabamaa ques- 


tion. Did he offer an amendment to increase the salary of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office when that bill was before the com- 
mittee ? 
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Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
ana a question ? 

Mr. MATSON. I should prefer first to have an answer to my ques- 
tion € 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Did the gentleman offer any such 
amendment? 

Mr. MATSON. I did not. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then the gentleman himself in not 
offering that amendment has admitted that the salary of $4,000 was 
sufficient for the Commissioner of the General Land Office; and if he 
thought that officer, being of equal importance to the other, had a suf- 
ficient salary, he says by his own action that this amendment ought to 
be adopted. 

Mr. M ATSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama seems 
to be very much interested in the office of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, more so than in the office of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. He complains that the office of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has attached to ita salary more than it should have, because the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has less. And yet he is forced 
to confess that when that item of the bill was passed he failed to offer 
an amendment to increase the salary of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, which provision I suppose is beyond remedy at present. 

The only question to be decided here, then, is whether or not $5,000 
compensation is too much to be paid the Commissioner of Pensions for 
the duties of his office. 

I assert, sir, without fear of contradiction, that the office of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions is the most laborious in the Government of the 
United States. There is no other one that requires so much unremit- 
ting, careful attention, nor one that requires higher integrity and abil- 
ity. More money is disbursed through the Pension Office than through 
any other of the bureaus of the Government, and I think I may say 
more than through anyone of the Departmentsof the Government. In 
view of these facts, I assert that $5,000 is not too much money for 
such responsibility. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I should not say a word regarding 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama, as I under- 
atand it, if it were consistent with the policy adopted by this Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. For that reason I desire to comment briefly 
upon it. 

This bill appropriates a sum of money $1,000,000 less than the total 
estimates submitted by the Department, and it seems that even the 
amounts which have been incorporated into the appropriation bill are 
to be cut down by various amendments which are pending or are to be 
offered from time to time in the progress of the bill. 

I said the other day that there was in the Treasury of the United 
States $145,000,000 of available cash. I underestimated the amount 
just $1,600,000; and yet year after year this Democratic House aided 
by Republicans continues to swell up the volume of money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States by exactions upon the poor people of the coun- 
try who are trying to earn their money by serving this Government. I 
am not surprised at their action, because this Republic, comprising 
thirty-eight great States, is governed practically by two States, the State 
of New York and the State of Pennsylvania, who run side by side like 
leash-hounds in the control of the finances of this nation. 

We have got a New York President to-day, and we have got a New 
York Secretary of the Treasury to-day. Oh, it does not do to say that 
he is evaporated out of the marshes or smoked from the swamps of 
Indiana. He was the Secretary of the Treasury in 1865 and stepped 
down and out of his office to establish a bank in London. From Lon- 
don he immigrated to this country—to New York, and from New York 
he has migrated into the Treasury Department and is there to-day. 
I want to call the attention of this House to the policy that this Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is seeking to pursue. I said, sir, that there were 
two States in this Union practically controlling or trying to govern the 
finances of this country, one being the State of Pennsylvania, the other, 
New York—and the South and West are simply playing the part of 
Issacharian asses to pack the hay nibbled by these distinguished plan- 
derers and robbers. [ Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, I am hurried for time, but I will get along pretty well if 
you will listen. I say that in 1865 the man who is now Secretary of 
the Treasury, and was evidently appointed by this New York infiu- 
ence, recommended to the Congress of the United States the retirement 
of the greenback enrrency. Let me read you a line or two from his 
report on this subject, and I will ask to put all the balance of it into 
my remarks. I mean the rest of this section. - He says: 

While, therefore, the Secretary is of the opinion that the immediate repeal of 
the legal-tender provisions of the acts referred to would be unwise, as being 
likely toaffect injuriously the legitimate business of the country, upon the pros- 
perity of which depend (he welfare of the people and the revenues which are 
necessary for the maintenance of the national credit, and unjust to the holders 
of the notes, he is of the opinion that not only these provisions, but the actsalso, 
should be regarded as only temporary, and that the work of retiring the notes 


which have been issued under t should be commenced without delay, and 
carefully and persistently continued until all are retired. 


Let me ask the gentleman from Indi- 


That is what he announced in 1865 when he came back from that 
celebrated ‘‘love-feast’’ the Democrats and Republicans held over there 
in the city of Baltimore. We are told that we must retire the green- 
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back, aromatic and fragrant as it was with all the struggles and glo- 
rious memories of the war. This distinguished Secretary of the Treas- 
ury recommended its retirement. What else did he do? I shall ask 
the Clerk to read the section that I have marked here. This was in 
1867, the other in 1865. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that by unanimous consent debate on the 
pending paragraph and amendments thereto may be limited to five 
minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD. 
was about to say. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I am willing that the gentleman shall have the five 


minutes if we can agree to limit the debate on this paragraph to that 
time. 


There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is understood that by unanimous consent de- 
bate is limited to five minutes on this paragraph and amendments. 

The gentleman from Colorado is recognized for that time. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask the Clerk to read that extract. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A national debt must ever be a severe strain upon republican institutions, 
and ours should not be subject to it one day longer than is necessary. To the 
perpetuation of the existing debt of the United States there are also, it may be 
proper to remark, serious objections growing out of the circumstances under 
which it was created. Although incurred in a great struggle for the preserva- 
tion of the Government, and therefore especially sacred in its character, its bur- 
dens are to be shared by those to whom it is a reminder of humiliation and de- 
feat. It is exceedingly desirable that this, with other causes of heartburnings 
and alienation, should be removed as rapidly as possible, and that all should 
disappear with the present generation, so that there may be nothing in the 
future to prevent that unity and good feeling between the sections which are 
necessary for true national prosperity. 


I object unless I can have time to finish what | 


Mr. BELFORD. Now you observe, Mr. Chairman, that in 1867 this 
Secretary of the Treasury said it was absolutely necessary and advis- 
able to pay off this great national debt within this generation. And 
yet, as I said the other day, and as I say now, he has got one hundred 
and forty-six millions of available cash in the Treasury upon which 
we are paying 3 per cent. interest, because we are carrying the Win- 
dom bonds, and he will not pay out a cent, not one cent of it. 

And here we have got a chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions from the State of Pennsylvania; and he says that this money can 
come into the Treasury chrough the channels of New York, but we are 
going to see how it goes out through the channelsof Pennsylvania; and 
I say it is time forthe South and the West to join their shields together 
and tell these salt-water tyrants that they do not control the magnifi- 
cent destinies of this great Republic. [Applause. } 

When that report was made—I ask the chairman not to bring that 
gavel down toosoon—when that report was made my venerable friend 
from Pennsylvania introduced a resolution condemning it, had it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and there it slept like 
Romeo in the tombs of the Capulets. Nothing was reported at all. 

You tried last session of Congress to reform the tariff. You got beaten 
on that subject. Then the other side tried to cut down internal taxes. 
They got beaten. Here was the West shuttle-cocking one way, and 
the East shuttle-cocking another, and the general innocent public play- 
ing the part of the battledore to both. 

Do you intend to do anything with those one hundred and forty-six 
millions of surplus revenue in the Treasury? Are you going to keep 
this high tariff up, and to diminish the per capita capital of the people 
by putting it in the Treasury as idle ang unoccupied capital? What 
are you going to do with the internal revenue? We have had our 
trouble in the Republican party; you are going to have yours. What 
is Mr. Cleveland—for whom I have great respect, and I hope his ad 
ministration will be a decided success—what is Mr. Cleveland going to 
do with the plumed knight from Pennsylvania on the theory of high 
protection, and the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky on the 
theory of tariff reform ? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw my amendment, but wish 
to ask the gentleman from Indiana if he has any objection to going back 
to increase the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land Office ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to go back in the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For an additional force of one hundred and fifty special examiners, for one 
year, at a salary of $1,400 each, $210,900; and no person so a inted shal! be em- 

loyed in the State from which he is appointed ; and any of those now employe: 
n the Pension Office or as special examiners may be reappointed if they are 
found to be qualified. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to strike out the last word, with the view of 
asking the gentleman in charge of this bill whether the Committee on 
eee have made any investigation into the work that this 

itional force of one hundred and fifty special examiners have been 
able to do since July last. My observation is that the work of the spe- 
cial examination division of the Pension Office is further behind now 
than it was on the Ist day of July last; and I ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to inform the House what i was made by 
the Committee on Appropriations to justify the continuance of one 
hundred and fifty special examiners for year. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Last session of Congress when this additional force 
of one hundred and fifty special examiners was provided for, it was 
believed that that additional force would be available; that the prac- 
tice of ial examinations in pension cases was beneficial; that it 
tended to develop the facts in behalf both of the claimant and the Gov- 
ernment. And, accordingly, the Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended an increase of the number, and also recommended an increase 
of their salaries. 

The 
dred and fifty, had been paid $1,400 a year and expenses. The salary 
of these one hundred and fifty additional examiners was fixed at 
$1,600 a year. The investigation made during the present session dis- 
closes the fact that the duties have been increased. A larger number 
of cases have been referred to the special examiners, and a larger num- 
ber of cases are now pending under examination than there were a 
year ago. But up to this time it is the belief of the Committee on 
Appropriations that this force is rendering valuable service not only to 
the Government but to the claimants, securing investigation such as 
could be more certainly relied upon, the testimony being taken upon 
the ground not ex parte but impartially, the claimant being present and 
the Government being represented by its special agent. 
lieved it is desirable that this whole corps of four hundred be continued 


for another year. On the recommendation of the present Commissioner | 


the compensation has been reduced from $1,600 to $1,400, inasmuch as 
the discrimination in favo of one class as against the other was calcu- 
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the fact that a great deal of unnecessary expense is created by the man- 
ner in which these special examiners discharge their duties. Whenan 
examiner goes to a town in a district where there are, perhaps, a dozen 
or twenty soldiers whose cases have been made ‘‘special’’ and referred 
to him for examination, he takes up one caseand confines his attention 
to that, giving as a reason that that is the one he has been directed to 


| examine, although there may be a dozen others in the same town that 


a: ‘ | have been also referred to him. 
special examiners previously employed, to the extent of two hun- | 


| 


And it is be- | 


j 


lated to producediscontent. I think itis desirable this provision should | 


remain as it is. 

Mr. STORM. I wish to ask the gerftleman a question. 
special examiners will this make ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. This makes the same number we had last year— 
four hundred. 

Mr. STORM. Either the present force of examiners is insufficient, 
or else they do not discharge their duties. 

Mr. MORSE. They never finish a case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Gentlemen must remember that the numberof these 
cases is very large and is increasing. 

Mr. STORM. I believe that in my district half the caseg are tied up 
for want of action by the special examiner. He has had cases in his 
hands for over a year. I think I can safely say that half the cases in 
the district are in his hands waiting for his action, and the excuse that 
the Pension Office gives for not acting upon them is that they are in the 
hands of the special examiner. I repeat that either these men do not 
do their duty, or else the force is not sufficient. 

Mr. HOLMAN. §Itis believed that the force is large enough to make 
disposition of these cases, not immediately, but gradually. My friend 
[Mr. Storm] should remember that only difficult cases are referred to 
these special examiners—cases where a thorough and impartial inves- 
tigation on the ground at the place where the witnesses are to be found 
is im t. 

Mr. STORM. That is the character of nearly all these old cases. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I thought I had the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
question before the committee. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to strike out the last word. 
would like to have the attention of the gentleman who has charge of 
this bill [Mr. HotmMan] for a moment. In lines 2088, ’89, 90, ’91, 
92, and ’93, you provide that the expenses of these special agents shall 
not exceed $3 a day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But you do not provide how the rate 
shall be determined—by whom it shall be determined. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _ By the Commissioner. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The bill does not so state. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the intention and effect of it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


How many 


There is no 


| ives. 
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He investigates one case and goes 
away, leaving the others untouched, and then probably comes back in 
a month or two and investigates another case, and then goes away again, 
and so on; whereas he might attend to the whole of the cases in that 
place on one visit if the administration of the office were different. 

A MEMBER. It will be different hereafter. 

Mr. MORSE. If he took them all at once he would not have any- 
thing left to do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that what the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. StoRM] calls aitention to isa matter of just complaint, but 
it is a matter of administration that you can not regulate by law—a 
thing which must depend upon the vigilance of the man at the head of 
the office. 

Mr. STORM. 
spect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. HEwItr]. 

Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out the last word. I think there 
is no class of public employés who should be more carefully looked 
after than these special agents and special examiners and fraud detect- 
And in this connection I want to call the attention of the House 
and the country to an abuse of the special list of fraud detecters of the 
Treasury Department, which is at the same time an illustration of the 
way in which these special examiners and fraud agents have been used 
for partisan purposes in other Departments of the Government. I in- 
troduced in this House a few days ago a resolution asking the Secretary 
of the Treasury to give the House information as to the names of the 
persons who were employed as special agents and detecters of fraud in 
the month of June, 1883, in June, 1884, on July 1, 1884, on November 
1, 1884, and on February 5, 1885; and from the printed report trans- 
mitted to this House by the Secretary of the Treasury I find that on 
June 30, 1884, some twelve employés, under the guise of détectives of 
frauds on the Treasury, were added to the force already working in the 
Department. 

In the printed remarks which accompanied the list furnished by the 
Secretary of the Treasury no reason is assigned for the employment of 
that additional force. I find further that on the 1st day of Novem- 
ber, 1884, at a time when the country was engaged in a heated con- 
test, eighteen names had been added to the list of so-called fraud 
detecters of the Treasury Department, and an examination of the list 
will show that a majority of them have since that time been dropped. 
Now, sir, does it not appear strange that at the very time when the 
national conventions were being held to nominate candidates for the 
Presidency this list of ‘‘ fraud detecters’’ should have been so suddenly 
swelled, and that it should have continued td be augmented up to the 


Well, I hope that there will be a change in that re- 


| Ist of November last, when we were about to elect a President of the 


I] 


United States? How many of these mysterious tempcrary detectives 
were on the list for pay, while their chief if not their only labors were 
given to secure partisan supremacy ? 

I think this list shows that there is great danger in allowing the heads 


| of Departments to appoint special agents, special examiners, and fraud 


Further on you provide that as to the | 


one hundred and forty specials that the rate shall be fixed by the Sec- | 


retary of the Interior. 
cases? If it is necessary in the one case it should be in the other. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman can suggest an amendment which 
will meet the case I shall not object to it. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then I move that in line 2092, after | 


the word ‘‘subsistence,’’ the words ‘‘at a rate to be fixed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior’’ be inserted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to that; but does the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Hewrrr} think that that would be better 
than to allow the Commissioner of Pensions to fix the rate ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewrrt]. 

The Clerk read the amendment as above stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt]. 

Mr. STORM. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], while this section is under consideration, to 


Now,why not make the same provision in both | 


The Clerk will report the amendment offered by | 


| tion and detection of frauds upon the customs revenue. 


detecters when they can be used for political purposes. Therefore I 
believe it wise that in appropriations or allowances for the appointment 
of special examiners the incoming Democratic administration of the 
Government shall be free from the stain of suspicion of using these em- 
ployés of the Government for partisan and not for legitimate business 
purposes. 

The following is the list referred to: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 7, 1855. 

Sir: In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives, passed 
on the 3d instant, I have the honor to transmit herewith the names of the spe- 
cial agents (customs) of this Department, and the names of the persons specially 
employed to detect and prevent frauds upon the customs revenue, on the several 
dates named in said resolution. 

The special agents are appointed under the provisions of the acts of May 12, 
1870, August 15, 1876, and June 19, 1878, and are required by law to make exam- 
inations of books, papers, and accounts of collectors and other officers of the 
customs, and to be employed generally under the direction of the Secretary in 
the prevention and detection of frauds uponthe customs revenue. Experience 
hasshown that the employment of these agents is necessary to secure uniformity 
in the transaction of business at the several ports, and to prevent frauds. 

In addition to the number of special agents, authorized by the acts herein re- 
ferred to, Congress authorized the Secretary of the Treasury, by act approved 
March 3, 1879, to expend a sum not to exceed $100,000 per annum in the preven- 
Under this authority 
persons named in the list herewith transmitted have been employed under the 
direction of the special agents stationed at the principal ports of entry. 

The list herewith transmitted shows the changes made, and the reasons theres 
for, during the period covered by the resolution. 

Very respectfully, 
H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 

Hon. Jonw~ G. CARLISLE, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
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Mr. CANNON. I would be very much gratified if the gentleman 
would suggest any legislation that would keep the incoming adminis- 
tration from appointing agents for political purposes. Otherwise his 
investigation and his speech will go for naught. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

United States Patent Office: For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
Patent Office, $5,000; for assistant commissioner, $3,000; for chief clerk, $2,250; 
one law clerk, at $2,000; three examiners-in-chief, at $3,000 each ; examiner in 
charge of interferences, $2,500; trade-mark examiner and examiner of designs, 
at $2,400 each ; twenty-four principal examiners, at $2,400 each ; twenty-eight 
first assistant examiners, at $1,800 each; twenty-eight second assistant exam- 
iners, at $1,600 each ; thirty third assistant examiners, at $1,400 each ; thirty-five 
fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each ; one financial clerk, $2,000, who shall 

ve bonds in such amountas the Secretary of the Interior may determine ; one 
gi , $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ; three assistant chiefs 
of division, at $1,800 each; three clerks of class 4, one of whom shall act as ap- 

lication clerk, one machinist, $1,600; five clerks of class 3, one of whom shall 
translator of langu s; eighteen clerks of class 2; fifty clerks of class 1; one 
skilled laborer, $1,200; four skilled draughtsmen, at $1,200 each ; three draughts- 
men, at $1,000 each ; one messenger and property clerk, $1,000; thirty-two perma- 
nent clerks, at $1,000 each; five model attendants, at $1,000 each ; ten mode! at- 
tendants, at $800 each ; seventy-five copyists, six of whom may be copyists of 
drawings; four copyists, at $720 each ; sixty-two skilled laborers, at $720 each; 
forty-five laborers, at $600 each ; forty laborers, at $480 each ; in all, $597,170. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I move to amend by striking out, in line 2110, 
the words “five thousand ’’ and inserting ‘‘ four thousand five hun- 
dred;’’ so as to make the compensation of the Commissioner of the Pat- 
ent Office $4,500. 

Mr. CANNON. 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise for the purpose of epposing this amend- 
ment. I am satisfied that if the law fixing the salary of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents at $5,000 was right—I believe it was—that compen- 
sation will be right in the future as in the past. The business of the 
Patent Officeis constantly growing, notdiminishing. Thecare, respon- 
sibility, and labor of the Commissioner of Patents are increasing. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGROVE] does not give any reason why 
the future Commissioner of Patents should not receive as much compen- 
sation as this officer has received inthe past. I certainly hope this Com- 
mittee of the Whole will not hastily cut down the salary of this officer. 

The Patent Office is about the only one of the different branches of 
this Government which is self-sustaining. It has to-day to its credit 
in the Treasury Department a very large surplus, after paying all the 
expenses of the service, and after paying even the rent of a building 
which was erected out of the funds of the Patent Office. I certainly 
think if there is to be any effort at retrenchment below what is reason- 
able and right it should not be directed against the Patent Office. I see 
no reason at all why the salary of Commissioner of Patents should be 
reduced. Therefore I oppose the amendment. 

Mr. COSGROVE. If the gentleman’s argument is good, that be- 
cause any bureau or Department of this Government is self-sustaining 
therefore the salary of its head should be increased, why did he not 
favor an increase of the salary of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue? 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office is a position as important 
to the Government as the Commissioner of Patents, if not more so, yet 
the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land Office stands at 
$4,000, while you propose to increase that of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents beyond what is allowed by existing law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Let the gentleman wait till I get through. I say 
this is an increase of salary over that authorized by the present law, 
and would have been subject to a point of order. I intended to make 
such a point; but the gentleman from Illinois took the floor and was 
recognized before I had the opportunity todoso. The provision ought 
to have gone out ona point of order. I see no reason why the Com- 
missioner of Patents should have his salary increased to $5,000 while 


I hope there will be no objection to this amend- 


I hope there will be objection. 
The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs remain at $4,000. I do not understand that the work 
of the head of the Patent Office demands any higher order of talent or 
any more attention to official duties than the work in these other de- 
partments. The office of Commissioner of Internal Revenue is certainly 
one that requires much attention and business experience. I hope my 
amendment will prevail. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND rose. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this para- 
graph and amendments thereto terminate in two minutes. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] can occupy those two min- 
utes. , 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object. 1 will consent to three minutes, pro- 
vided I can have one minute to reply to the gentlemen from Illinois. 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri consents to terminate 


debate in three minutes if he is allowed one minute. 
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HOUSE. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
bate in three minutes? 


I want only two minutes. 


Is their objection to the proposition to close de- 


Mr. CANNON. _ I will consent to eight minutes. I would like to 
| have five. 

The CHAIRMAN Is there objection ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. The 


' 

| question is On agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
| from Missouri | Mr. CosGRov1 

The question being taken, the amendment was not a 
noes not counted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to amend by striking out the last two 
words. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we shall get along with the bill 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. CosGRove]} 
is entirely mistaken in supposing that a point of order could have been 
raised against this provision. This is not an increase ef compensation. 
The increase was made at the last session of Congress. Now, I want 
to know why the gentleman from Missouri desires to cut down the com- 
pensation of the future Commissioner of Pensions because a Democratic 
administration is about to begin. 

Mr. COSGROVE. 
year. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a point of order. I submit that gentlemen 
must confine themselves to the matter under debate. 1 hope we shall 
get on with this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now again I ask the gentleman why 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I makethe point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois must give some reason why the last two words of 
the paragraph should be struck out. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
their points of order I will proceed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this provision was inserted in the bill at the last 
session of Congress. It is not a new provision in the bill, and there- 
fore it is not subject to points of order. 

Why gentlemen think Democratic talent should be cheaper than Re- 
| publican talent I can not conceive. The Commissioner of Patentsisa 
| man who should have the qualifications of a good lawyer, and should 
also be a man of scientific attainments. I hold, sir, there is need for 
better talent and for better brains in the position of Commissioner of 
Patents than in the position of Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice. My honest conviction is that the position of Commissioner of 
Patents is one of the most important in this country, and that the ut- 
most care should be exercised in selecting the highest order of talent 
to fill it. You can not obtain an officer properly qualified on an inferior 
and insufficient salary. The gentleman says why do we not raise the 
salary of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue when the receipts of 
that Department are greater than those of the Patent Ofiice 

Now is it possible gentlemen can not see the difference between the 
character of the receipts of the Patent Office and those of the Internal- 
Revenue Burean? The receipts in the Patent Office are made up of 
fees paid by the inventors of the country, who take the deepest interest 
in that office, while those of the Internal-Revenue Bureau are made up 
of taxes, under the law to be collected under the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue. The extent of the receipts of internal revenue is the 
taxation under the law, whereas the receipts of the Patent Office are 
made up of fees paid by inventors of the country, and to such an amount 
that that office is self-sustaining. 
| Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word in reply to the 

gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I thought that debate had been closed by unani- 
| mous consent on this paragraph. 
| The CHAIRMAN. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. 


greed to—aves 


~ 
‘. 


This increase went out on a point of order last 


When gentlemen get through with 


No; objection was made. 
I move then that the committee rise for that pur- 


pose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the 
| floor. 


Mr. CANNON. I will not detain the committee, Mr. Chairman, at 
any great length, but I do wish to say a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Illinois who has just takeri his seat. Now, I am inclined 
to believe that the salary of the Commissioner of Patents is not too 
large; nor do I believe that the salaries provided in this bill are too 
much. Yet when I say that I must also say I was led to expect when 
a Democratic administration entered into office some effort would be 
made to fulfill some of the pledges they so clamorously made during 
the last campaign in the way of reduction of salaries, the largeness of 
which in their minds had affected them so much. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. | 

A MEMBER. But they have not come in yet. 

Mr. CANNON. We have been hearing for years their denunciation 
of high salaries paid to officers of the Government, and indeed the 
clamors of the last campaign on the part of Democratic politicians still 
ring in our ears, that these men holding Government offices were paid 
two or three times too much. 

A MEMBER. And some of them are. 


| 
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Mr. CANNON. Iam sure I havenot offered any obstruction toany 
Democratic politician who wished to move a proposition for the reduc- 
tion ofany salary, nor am I aware, Mr. Chairman, that this side of the 
House has opposed itself to any such effort on the part of the other side. 
You gentlemen on the other side have 70 majority in this House, and 
I see no reason why you should not cut down these salaries one-half 
if you wish todoso. If you meant what you said in the last campaign 
you certainly should make some movement in that direction. 

But I suppose I can wait for the Democratic side of the House to move, 
for I am quite well satisfied that the incoming administration will not 
be warm in the White House before the Democratic President will call 
the Congress of the United States together, and then, the Vice-President 
occupying his chair in the Senate and the Speaker presiding over this 
House, an opportunity will be afforded to the Democratic party to carry 
out that long-wished-for and fervently-prayed-for legislation for the re- 
duction of taxes so as to divide among the people the $146,000,000 of 
surplus in the Treasury which, like a ghost, haunts the waking and 
sleeping dreams of the tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELForpD]. 
[Laughter and applause.| Therefore I will not insist at this time on 
this salary being cut down, because I know you gentlemen want the 
glory to be given to your President of signing the bill that will reduce 
the taxes and at the same time reduce all these salaries, sothat the Gov- 
ernment may be brought back as it was when the fathers gave it to us. 
[ Laughter and applause. | 

By unanimous consent the pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that debate on this paragraph be closed in 
two minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Iam not going intoany political discussion of the 
matter, because I do not wish to hurt the feelings of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] on the Republican side. I wish always to be 
generous to a fallen foe. But I wish to say one word in reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] in reference to the accu- 
racy of my statement as to the salary of the Commissioner of Patents. I 
stated when this bill came into the House last year a point of order was 
made against the $500 increase, the salary standing at $4,500. The 
point of order was sustained, but when the bill went to the Senate it 
was put in again and afterward it was agreed to by the conference com- 
mittee, and therefore became a part of the existing law. I was mis- 
taken as to the present salary, but it was as I have stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. You are right. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I knowl am right. I say there is no reason why 
the salary of the Commissioner of Patents should be increased that would 
not apply also to the increase of the salary of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office and to the salary of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. 

A MEMBER. They are much more important offices. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Yes; much more important; and if there is 
reasou for increasing the salary of the Commissioners of Patents it will 
apply with more force to i the salary of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For photolithographing or otherwise ae copies we drawings of the 
weekly issues of patents, for prod and 


ucing copies 
panting applications, and for the reproduction of cain ; said 
ithographing or otherwise ucing plates and copies, ae to in th 
the preceding paragraph, to be done under the su coSnantaiee 
of Patents, and in the city of Washington, if it can there be Oe cual at reasonable 
rates ; and the Commissioner of Patents, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, shall be authorized to make contracts therefor, $85,000. 


Mr. COSGROVE. I move to strike out in line 2160 the words “in 
the city of Washington.”’ 

I see no reason why there should be any limitation as to where this 
work may be done. If it can be done chi in W: than 
elsewhere, of course the Commissioner of Patents will have it done 
here, But there is no reason why such a provision should be incorpo- 
rated into this bill confining it exclusively to this city, and thereby 
se giving it to but one person, for, for aught I know, there may 

only one here who is able to do it, and excluding all competition 
from all other parts of the country. 

Mr. MILLS. In order to make the amendment that the gentleman 
contemplates it would be necessary to strike out the words : 

And in the city of Washington, if itcan there be done at reasonable rates. 


. Mr. COSGROVE. I accept the modification of the gentleman from 
Texas. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have always been impressed with 
the belief since this 


tee on Appropriations in this bill. The Commissioner of Patents, how- 
ever, came before the committee and the same state of facts 

which had appeared time and time again in former years, that in the 
judgment of the Commissioner himself it was important 
that the work should be done here if it could be done at reasonable 
rates, so as to be under the eye of the Commissioner, and where the 
proofs could be corrected and examined as the work progressed. In 


consequence of that the committee again reported this provision as it 
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has stood for many years back and in conformity with the suggestions 
which have been made by the present Commissioner of Patents and his 
predecessors for years past. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Will the gentleman be kind enough to state if the amendment proposed 
by me shall prevail whether there is anything in the bill that will re- 
quire this work to be done elsewhere, and not under the supervision of 
the Commissioner of Patents? The only object is to open it to compe- 
tition. It will be under his supervision wherever it may be done; and 
striking out the words I have suggested would be simply in the line of 


I have only stated the conclusion of the Committee 
after a conference with the Commissioner of Patents, 
and the conclusions which had been reached in former years under simi- 
lar circumstances. I dislike myself a feature like this very much, that 
does not open the widest competition, and should be perfectly content 
with whatever action the committee may take, as far as I am person- 
ally concerned. But, representing the Committee on Appropriations, | 
have stated the reasons which induced them to bring in the provision 
as it here stands. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

The general proposition that all work done for the Government should 
be done after advertisement and let to the lowest responsible bidder 
without regard to where the work is done is a good proposition, and no 
doubt the gentleman from Missouri had this in view when he moved 
this amendment. Yet I undertake to say after an investigation, from 
the best information I can get, and I believe I have gone to the bot- 
tom of this question, that this amendment would not lead to good re- 
sults in this case. Now this provision in the bill for the work to be 
done in Washington if it can be done at reasonable rates was placed 
in the law substantially as it stands in the bill in the Forty-fourth 

and has been there ever si 

Some years ago, when I came to make up this bill, being a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations of a Republican House, I gave full 
in to this matter, and found it had been discussed not only 
auatineen but in the Senate, and I have before me now the Senate 
discussion, participated in by the late Zachariah Chandler and by Sen- 
ator Beck, of Kentucky, and others, from which it as I have 
found upon examination, that this work can not be, never had been, 
done satiafactorily outaide of thecity of Washington, and forthis reason: 
that it is the current issues of patents to be printed day by day and 
week by week as the applications are made the patents granted. 

If this work is done outside of Washington you will find difficulties 
would arise in sending drawings to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
or elsewhere, and back and forth for correction of proofs. Besides that, 
when the original papers are sent to be printed, there is no office copy 
left, which means trouble tothe examiners and trouble and expense to 
the inventors. It delays patents fot weeks and sometimes months. I 
could talk longer about this, but perhaps not to much profit; suffice it 
to say that the Commissioners of Patents since this work commenced 
have uniformly maintained that the work can not be properly done out- 
side of Washington, and the head of the Gazette publication concurs. 
The present Commissioner of Patents was called before the Committee 
=e and very decidedly expressed the opinion that this 
a Se ee ee ee eee 
"There aothing to Bre vent all the world competing for this work, 
ie do ebestbeudbtetedens It would probably 

for the Government to do the work for itself, but that would 
involve a — in the Government Printing Office or in the Interior 
Department. I believe I would vote for that if it costs something more; 
but I repeat that it must bedone either in the Interior Department by 
its own printing office or else it must be done in the city of Washing- 
eee a ee ee 

The CHAIRMAN. is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri = Mr. Cosonov). 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 17, noes 38. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


3; one 


tleman from Indiana why the 
¥isoo, differing from the salaries 


will happen where 

m of salaries. 

e office was first 

t time. There has not 


, but I 
, I will move 








1885. 





What is the point of order made by the gentle- 


It is that it is new legislation on an appropriation 
bill and not in the line of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. CURTIN. I know nothing about the point of order [laughter], 
but if the Chair will hear me I should like to speak on the merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The merits are not properly under discussion 


now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we could dispense very well with that 
officer altogether. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point of 
order on that amendment that it changes existing law and does not re- 
trench tures. The Chair thinks the point of order well taken. 

Mr. CU . I suppose I must submit to the decision of the Chair. 
The-Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Bureau of Labor: For Commissioner of Labor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; for 
rent of rooms for use of bureau, and for fuel, light, stationery, employés, and all 
other necessary expenses of said bureau, to be expended under the direction of 

of the Interior and as provided by law, $20,000; in all, $25,000. And 
it shall be the duty of the Commissioner to report the number and salaries of 
employés, with the estimates for said bureau, to the first session of the next 
Congress. 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the close of the aa add the following : 

“ That the sum of ,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
to enable the Commissioner of said bureau to obtain information 


— i. in American and foreign industries and make report of the 
same to on the first Monday of December, 1885.” 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, during the last session, as will be re- 

membered, this Bureau of Labor was established by Congress for the 

of getting information to lay before Congress that it might 

i ey ever it should become necessary to legislate 

at all in reference to r. Since that time the President has appointed 

one of the most capable gentlemer in the United States at the head of 

that bureau, a gentleman who was head of the bureau of ‘statistics of 

Massachusetts for a number of years; one of those very few gentlemen 

that we find in the United States who is thoroughly conversant with 
all industrial statistics. 

He has laid out a plan of work for next summer, to investigate to the 
bottom all these instances of industrial depression both in the United 
States and in Europe; and in order to do that he requires a sum addi- 
tional to what is here provided. The sum which is provided in this 
bill is for clerk-hire, for salaries of officers, for fuel, lights, stationery, 
&c., and will not leave a sufficient amount to defray this expense and 
enable the Commissioner to make this thorough and searching investi- 
gation and report it in time for the next session of Congress. 

If this bureau is to be of any practical advantage to us it must work 
between now and the beginning of the next session of Congress. We 
will then have all these questions to go into, and we want to have the 
benefit of this investigation. I hope my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] will not make any objection to this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have been impressed since the gentleman from 
Texas has spoken of this matter with the propriety of enlarging some- 
what this item of appropriation. The amount appropriated is now for 
general purposes $20,000; $25,000 in all. This amount of $25,000 ap- 

in conformity with the law of last session covers the salary 
of the Commissioner; $3,000; the salary of the chief clerk, $2,000; rent 
of rooms for use of bureau, fuel, lights, stationery, employés, and all 
other necessary expenses of said bureau, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, and as provided by law, 
$20,000; in all, as I have said, $25,000; or $20,000 besides the salaries. 
* Tt seems to me that if the investigation is to be made thorough by 
this Commissioner into the statistics of labor here and elsewhere, the 
information on that subject is very desirable, now that we are discuss- 
ing questions of an economic character. It seems to me a moderate 
inerease of that appropriation would not be objectionable. It has not 
been before the Committee on Appropriations, so that I can not speak 
for that committee. I simply speak for myself; but I suggest to the 

from Texas, instead of making this a separate item, to in- 
crease the amount of $20,000 up to $30,000 and precede it with the fol- 
lowing words, after the words ‘‘and all other necessary expenses of said 
bureau +? 

And to make investigations in the s ms of labor in Europe, America, and 

igati yste pe 


And to change the amount in the paragraph from $20,000 to $30,000. 

Mr. MILLS. Half a inal beties the. be bread, and carn the 
gentleman’s amendment modify my amendment accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Texas as now 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to inquire of the Chair if there is 
av point ses wn pending. Did the gentleman from Indiana make 


CHAIRMAN. There was no point of order made on the amend- 
Mr. CURTIN. If I did not so heartily approve of the work of the 
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defeat the appropriation 


propriated to enable the Commissioner of said bureau to 
pertaining to labor in American and foreign industries, and to make investiga- 
tion into the statistics of labor in Eur i 

same to Congress on the first Monday of December, 1555 


last word. 
moved to add $5,000 more, so as to make the sum $30,000. 
the Commissioner? 


would be $10,000 more than the estimate 
in the estimates was in the bill already. 


office. 


say that the expenses of any such investigation as this are provided for 
there. 


that is enough ? 





ISL 


—— 


Bureau of Labor, I would make the point of order which was made on 
me. |Laughter.] I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas a ques- 
tion. Does he think $20,000 the proper amount ? 

Mr. MILLIS. I think it is. 

Mr. CURTIN. Well; do not yield to its being reduced 

Mr. MILLS. Well, I do not want to antagonize anybody and thereby 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as modi- 


fied by the gentieman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 


The Clerk read as follows 
That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
obtain information 


pe and elsewhere, and make report on the 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


I thought the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


This makes it $30,000. 
Mr. COSGROVE. 


Does that come up to the amount estimated by 


Mr. HOLMAN. The appropriation now, with this amendment, 


All the amount contained 


Mr. MILLS. But the estimates were only for the machinery of the 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] does not mean to 


Mr. HOLMAN. No. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, so far as this Bureau of 
Labor which has just been established is concerned, there could not 


have been selected in the United States another man so competent to 
be at its head as Mr. Carroll D. Wright, of Massachusetts. 
gentlemen are of course opposed to any excessive appropriation for this 
purpose, we can not get too much information about laborin this coun- 
try, and I am very glad that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN | at last proposes to add something in the interest of the Republic. 


Although 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘“‘ Vote!’’] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 


tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] as proposed to be amended by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAN]. 
amendment. 


The Clerk will read the 


The Clerk read as follows. 


In line 2216, after the word “ bureau,” insert the following and to make in- 


vestigation intothe statistics of labor in the United States and elsewhere, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Int« 
by law, 330,000. 


rior and as provided 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 


for the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. HotmMan]. 
mate of $20,000 for the expensesof this Labor Bureau covers anything 
more than the estimated cost of the machinery of the bureau; whether it 
cevers anything in the nature of an investigation into the condition of 
labor either in this country or in Europe ? 


I desire to ask the gentleman whether or not this esti- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Itwas intended to cover not only the clerical force 


named in the paragraph, but, in addition to that, such other expendi- 
tures in connection with collecting statistics as might he incurred. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


In the United States and in Europe? 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


Nothing was said about the place. The general 


scope of the law was, of course, considered in making the appropria- 
tion. 

and the effect of this amendment will be to make the amount $30,000, 
instead of $20,000. 


The whole of this money will be expended in statistical inquiry! 


Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILis] think 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; I think so. 

The amendment of Mr. MILLs as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, to make the language of the 

ph harmonize, I move to amend by striking out, in line 2218, 
‘twenty-five thousand’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘thirty thou- 
sand.’’ 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ Congress,” in line 2221, insert “‘and said Bureau of Labor is 
hereby transferred from the Department of the Interior to the Department of the 
Treasury.”’ 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, this bureau is evidently in the wrong 
Department of ourGovernment. The Department of the Interior deals 
with the public lands, with Indian affairs, with patents, and matters of 
that sort, while this labor question is clearly one relating to taxation 
and revenue. The Bureau of Ordnance in the Army or the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair in the Navy would not be more out of place 
in the Interior Department than is this Labor Bureau. It clearly be- 
longs to the Treasury Department, because the only way we can affect 
labor at all is by taxation, and therefore I say that this bureau should 
be under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] to the fact that by the law organ- 
izing this bureau it is placed under the Interior Department, so that 
the change he proposes would necessitate a change in the law. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I propose. The bureau is entirely out 
of place in the Interior Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam very much in sympathy with the object sought 
by the proposition of the gentleman from Texas, although I recollect 
that we have been paying $75,000 to $100,000 for gathering statistics 
through the Agricultural Department, as well as quite a large sum for 
collecting statistics by the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. Besides, as is suggested to me, similar work is carried on by the 
State Department, and also by the Bureau of Education. Iam not sure 
but there might be a well-considered law enacted which would har- 
monize this work of collecting statistics, so that it could be done more 
economically and intelligently. But such a measure can not be carried 
through at this time. Now, I am in accord with the proposition of the 
gentleman to give to this Bureau of Labor increased facilities for the 
collection of statistics touching labor. But does the gentleman think 
it best to have in the Treasury Department two bureaus conducting 
work of this character? There is already in that Department the Bu- 
rean of Statistics, which gathers very thoroughly statistics touching our 
foreign and internal commerce, and incidentally touching labor. Now 
I am not sure it would not be better to have this work remain in the 
Interior Department than to have these two bureaus in the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. MILLS. The Bureau of Labor seeks to go into an investigation 
of all the causes affecting wages. Now, if Congress can do anything at 
all touching the wage question, it must be done by the use of fhe tax- 
ing power of the Government; and that is entirely foreign to the Inte- 
rior Department. Now the Bureau of Statistics collects statistics from 
various sources; but what we require is a scientific investigation into 
the causes of the depression of labor, the causes affecting the rise or 
fall of wages; and this work demands just such an officer as is now at 
the head of the Bureau of Labor. I do not believe there are halfa 
dozen others in the United States as capable of dealing with this ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the last word. Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that when this 
bureau was created I favored the establishment of an independent 
bureau, a bureau which should not be under the control of any De- 
partment, but entirely and absolutely independent. I believed such a 
bureau would accomplish the best results. I fear that if this amend- 
ment be adopted there may be, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Tllinois, confusion from having two bureaus in the same Department 
engaged in the collection of statistics. I think, therefore, that for the 
present, until the workings of this bureau shall be more fully demon- 
strated, at any rate until the next session of Congress, the bureau had 
better remain as provided by the original act unless it be now made an 
independent bureau. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this para- 
graph and amendments thereto be closed in three minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask to make the limitation five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? 

Mr. TILLMAN, I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee rise to close debate. 

dr. MILLS. To get the committee out of this difficulty, I with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I object to the withdrawal. 
striking out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana was recognized for 
the purpose of moving that the committee rise to limit debate. [The 
question having been put.] In the opinion of the Chair, the motion is 
not adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Indiana that I think a proposition to close 
debate in ten minutes will be accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we shall close debate on this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair put the question and stated that in 
his opinion the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] wish? . 

Mr. TILLMAN. Obnly five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I hope five minutes will be the limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the limit will be five 
minutes. The Chairhearsnone. The gentleman from South Carolina 
is recognized. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the motion of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLs] ought not to prevail. The Treasury Department 
has at this time twice as much work as the head of that t 
can do efficiently. The truth is the Government needs exec- 
utive department, which should be established to relieve the 


of the Treasury from the administration of several bureaus of w 
he now has charge. 


I move to amend by 
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I doubt very much whether any good will come of this special Labor 
Bureau, whether the Interior or Treasury shall administer it. At the 
present time the Department of State may be said to have a bureau of 
labor statistics as well as of commercial statistics, the materials for which 
have been and are still furnished by our consuls. It is well known the 
best official document ever issued in this country on the subject of labor 
was published by the State Department during the incumbency of Mr. 
Evarts, and, as remarked by some gentleman near me, there was consid- 
erable humbuggery even about that. 

The Agricultural Department also has a labor bureau. The Treas- 
ury Department likewise has a third labor bureau. And the Interior 
Department has a fourth labor bureau in the census, which perhaps has 
furnished the most reliable statisics in regard to the kinds of labor and 
the prices of labor and the statistics by which the causes that influence 
the rise and fall of wages can be deduced and traced better than in any 
other publication of the Government. 

Yet in addition to all these existing labor bureaus it is now proposed 
to organize a fifth bureau at an enormous expense. 

Mr. Chairman, I will take the liberty of saying that I fear dema- 
gogy or nepotism has had something to do with this jumble and con- 
fusion of machinery to procure labor statistics and create official places 
for the friends of Congressmen. I for one do not desire to provide 
offices for men who shall fill sinecures and draw salaries without any- 
thing to do. 

What we need really, perhaps, is a labor bureau that embraces all 
the duties performed at present by all these Departments. 

If this appropriation goes through, and of course it will, since the 
numerous friends (so called) of the horny-handed sons of toil on this 
floor can not refuse it, the Government will be paying in the neighbor- 
hood of $200,000 for nothing in the world except to compensate the 
men who fill offices and pretend to do something when they actually 
do nothing of real value to either the laborers or the country. If this 
new bureau could consolidate and absorb the functions of all the other 
bureaus, it might in time do some good by fixing responsibility for ac- 
curacy of facts and aptness of methods, and preventing the production 
or duplication of worthless data, as is the case now; but I trust the 
Secretary of the Treasury will not bé overburdened with the supervision 
of any more bureaus. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move, in line 2268, to strike out ‘‘suitable”’ 
and insert ‘‘other;’’ in line 2270, to strike out ‘‘thirty-seven ’’ and in- 
sert ‘* fifty-eight;’’ and in the same line to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘one;’’ so it will read $58,160 instead of $37,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Sec- 
retary, notified the House of the adoption of the conference report on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8039) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 7496) for the re- 
lief of Wehrle, Werk & Sons. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (S. 2621) to authorize the 
construction of bridges across the Great Kanawha River below the falls, 
and to prescribe the dimensions of the same; in which concurrence was 
requested. 

It further announced the adoption of concurrent resolution for the 
printing of report of Lieut. George M. Stoney, United States Navy; in 
which concurrence was requested. 

THE LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee then resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. _ . 

For compensation of the Postmaster-General, $8,000; chief clerk to the Post- 
master-General, $2,500; stenographer, $1,800; appointment clerk, $1,800; law 
clerk, at $2,500; and one clerk of class 4 (in office of t Attorney-General 
for Post-Office Department), two clerks of class 3, one clerk of class 2, three 
clerks of class 1, two clerks, at $1,000 each; one copyist, one messenger, one 
assistant messenger ; in all, $31,060. 

Mr. AIKEN. I move the following amendment, to come in after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 2407. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

tof ils, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; and ‘lerk 
donut tae fen oe ous En of class 2; oe of emi; tr =e 
clerks, at $1,000 each; one assistant messenger ; in all, $16,920. 

Mr. AIKEN. I find from this bill that the Foreign Mail Bu- 
reau of the Post-Office Department been so nearly destroyed that 
a mere fragment of it is left. The office of the chief of the bureau, 
who is now in attendance upon the international postal union in Por- 
tugal by order of the Government, has been abolished, and just one-half 
of the clerical force of the bureau removed. hon bureau was created 
nearly twenty years and five years ago Postmaster-General 
reported that its clerical # force was insufficient, 


and the then Committee 
on A added the two clerks of $1,000 each as necessary. 
_ Mr.C we are living in a progressive age, our country is daily 


increasing in population, we are constantly endeavoring to bring our- 
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selves into closerand more frequent communication with foreign na- 
tions; and hence the presumption is that the labors of this bureau are 


constantly increasing. But the proposition in this bill is to so far re- | 


duce the clerical help as to almost destroy the bureau. The office of 


the chief of the bureau is abolished, and just 50 per cent. of the num- | 
ber of clerks transferred to another division of the Post-Office Depart- | 


ment, and the officesof the remainder abolished; nor has any reason 
been assigned by any member of the Committee on Appropriations for 
this wholesale reduction. 

I contend, sir, that unless we have something more satisfactory and 
convineing, some more valid reason why we should reduce the number 
of clerks in this branch of the service than has been yet given, that it 
is only right and just that this provision, which I have suggested and 
which is the existing law, should be adopted and the bill altered to con- 
form to it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, it was upon my motion that the com- 
mittee proposed the abolition of this bureau of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. I heard two gen lemen, whom I regard as the very highest au- 
thority on all postal matters in this country, say that this bureau might 
well be abolished and consolidated with the office of the Second Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General. One of those gentlemen is the Postmaster- 
General himself, and the other is the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Money ], chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads of this House, than whom no. man in the House—I had 
almost said in this country—is better posted in the affairs relating to 
that Department. 

Upon a little examination of the subject myself I discovered that the 
duties of this office were exactly analogous with those performed by 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. The one does all the con- 
tracting for the land-service, the railroad service, the steamboat service, 
and the star-route service of the country, and I did not see why, hav- 
ing = emmy the carriage of the mails to the sea, he could not goa 
little and late its carriage to foreign nations. Therefore it 
was that, in the line of economy, in order to get rid of a useless bureau, 
toabolish a useless office, and to consolidate and give more homogeneity 
to the bureau administered by the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, I made this motion, and I believe the House should sustain it and 
that the country will approve it. 

is nothing, Mr. Chairman, embraced within the duties of this 
office of superintendent of the foreign mail service that can not be as 
easily and perfectly transacted by the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General as by maintaining a separate head for that bureau. We be- 
lieve we have given the requisite force to the Department to carry on 
that work; it was done, as I have said, as a measure of economy and 
for other reasons stated, and [ care nothing beyond that. 

Mr. MOULTON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a little surprised that this change has been 
made, and I am especially surprised, in view of the way that it will 

te if adopted. Under the law as it stood before some six of the 
clerks of that bureau are to be retained and are maintained by the 
present bill. Under the same portion of this bill, in itsoperation toward 
this bureau, four of the most efficient and important clerks connected 
with the bureau of foreign mails are absolutely legislated out of office. 

One of these, a lady, who is legislated out of office by the operation of 
this bill, is one of the most accomplished linguists in any of the Depart- 
ments of this Government, not excepting the State Department; and to 
her is looked more than to any other person connected with the Gov- 
ernment for the correct translation of foreign letters, communications, 
and other papers in the modern European languages. 

Now, then, I want to say to the friends on this side of the House that 
in the operation of this act four Democratic clerks are stricken out, ab- 
solutely legislated out, while every Republican clerk is retained by the 


operation of the bill. 
Mr. ELLIS. What difference does that make? I do not know any 
difference between one or the other in the performance of a public duty. 


I was trying to serve the country in what I did, and he who serves his 
country best serves his party most. [ Applause. | 
Mr. MOULTON. [am informed that the Postmaster-General de- 
sires the Bureau of Foreign Mails to be preserved precisely as it is in 
the old law, and he states, and he should be an authority, that it would 
more subserve the public interests by keeping the Bureau of Foreign 
Mails separate and distinct, as it is to-day, than to make the change 
— by this bill. Theduties performed by the Bureau of Foreign 
are multifarious and important; the translation of foreign letters, 
with foreign governments, and in ten thousand ways 
its duties are performed by trained clerks; and the very persons who 
the operation of this bill are left out are the most efficient, accom- 
and educated clerks in any Department of the Government. I 
therefore, that the amendment proposed by my friend from 
South Carolina should he adopted. It does nothing more or less than 
to restore the old law, or rather the law as it is now, and continues it 
in force during the term fixed by this appropriation bill. I hope that 
amendment will be bs 
The CHAIRMAN. question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. 
Mz. HOLMAN. Just a word before that. 
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| _ It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the duties pertaining to this 
Bureau of Foreign Mails are transferred simply to the office of the Sec- 
ond Assistant Postmaster-General and made a division of that bureau 
of the Post-Office Department. I think, sir, that no injury to the serv- 
ice can possibly occur if this provision of the bill is adopted. 

The pro forme amendment was withdrawn. 

Me. AIKEN. I renew the pro forma amendment. I submit to this 
committee that that is not a candid statement which has just been 
made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. He rises to tell 
this committee that this is simply a transfer of the foreign mail bureau 
to be a division in the office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Genaral, 
under whose supervision it is placed. Is that all that is done ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman applies it to the p. ‘el of the 
foree there may be a difference as to that 

Mr. AIKEN. That is all that makes it important. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As regards the service it is transferred from the one 
bureau to the other. 

Mr. AIKEN. The service is transferred from one bureau to the 
other, and 50 per cent. of the clerks are deprived of their offices. If 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] had an eye to economy and retrenchment of 
expenditure in this- action on their bill, Lask them this simple ques- 
tion: Why did they not destroy the four large well-paid clerks’ offices 
and retain the others? They would have saved $3,000 by it. 

And I assert here without fear of contradiction, what has already been 
well said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MouLTron], that there 
are no more efficient, industrious, painstaking clerks in the service of 
the Government than those very four who are stricken from the roll by 
this action of the Appropriations Committee. I know they were put in 
as temporary clerks—two of them at least—and at the request of the 
Postmaster-General in 1880 they were made permanent clerks because 
he said the foreign mail service could not do without them. They are 
ladies of accomplishments, of the highest order of accomplishments, who 
speak and write several foreign languages. They are the clerks who 
are best qualified to do this work, but. they are stricken from the roll 
and three or four others left there no better qualified, and who are repre- 
sentatives of the expiring administration. 

I think it is taking an undue advantage of the chief of the division— 
although I know nothing of him personally—to destroy his oftice when 
he is abroad doing work for the Government. And I do not think that 
the action of the committee looks to economy or retrenchment of ex- 
penses when it retains in office four clerks receiving high salaries and 
destroys four clerks of equal efficiency who have the lowest salaries given 
under the Government for that character of service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know nothing about the personal aspect of this 
matter. I donot know a single employé in that particular branch 
of the service so far as I am aware; and certainly no personal motive 
could have actuated the action of the Committee on Appropriations. 
That committee was simply seeking to make, if possible, this service a 
little more efficient by transferring it to the office of the Second Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General; and in doing so they found that they could 
very conveniently and properly reduce the force. Ido not know whom 
it strikes. I think it would be very unwise for a committee of the 
House to take a matter of that kind into consideration. I donot know 
who is affected by it, and I certainly ought not to know, asa legislator, 
what individual person may be affected by an act of legislation. 

I suggest to my friend from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] that, no 
matter how efficient clerks may be who are in the employment of the 
Government, if it is found their services are not required they ought 
not to remain in the public service. 

Mr. MOULTON. But the Postmaster-General says these clerks are 
required. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. MOULTON. I have his statement here to that effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we will now have a vote. 
| The question being taken on the amendment of Mr 
| were—ayes 25, noes 34. 
| Mr. AIKEN, No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN } 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLmAN ]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, 

| noes 60. 
So (farther count not being called for) the amendment was not 


“207 


| 


| 


I think not. 


{IKEN, there 


agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
For salaries of the fifty-six district judges of the U 
Mr. ENGLISH. I offer the amendment which | send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the paragraph just read, and insert in lieu thereof the following 
‘**For salaries of the fifty-six district judges of the United States, $205,000: Pro- 
vided, That on and after the approval of this bill the salary of the United States 
district judge in the State of Indiana shall be $5,000 per year.”’ 
Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order, but if my colleague 
would like to submit some observations in support of his amendment 
I shall reserve the point of order for the present. 


1ited Stat 


anne « 
es, $203,500. 
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Mr. ENGLISH. The object of this amendment is to increase to 
$5,000 the salary of the United States judge for the district of Indiana. 
The salary in 1567, some eighteen years ago, was fixed at $3,500. Of 
course the business of the court has grown very largely in these eighteen 
years. And beyond the natural increase resulting from the advance in 
the valuation of property and the increase in population in that State, 
the duties of the court have also been greatly increased by enactments 
requiring that the court should be held twice a year in the cities of 
Evansville, Fort Wayne, and New Albany, in addition to the sessions 
held regularly at Indianapolis. No provision has ever been made for 
the additional expense which the district judge is necessarily obliged 
to undergo in holding court in those cities. I have been requested by 
a number of our most prominent attorneys to advocate this measure, 
and I think it nothing more than proper and right that this increase in 
salary should be made. It is generally desired by the bar of Indian- 
apolis and the State of Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must make the point of order on 
that. I wish to say a single word. I sympathize with my colleague 
in the object of this amendment which he offers, but, while the district 
judge of Indiana, a gentleman of very great ability as a lawyer, oneof 
the foremost jurists of the country, would have the benefit of this pro- 
vision, I think that this method of increasing a judicial salary would 
be unwise, in view of the number of other gentlemen occupying sim- 
ilar positions as district judges whose salaries would not be affected. 
I think these salaries should all be adjusted at the same time upon a 
fair and proper basis, and for that reason [ am compelled to insist upon 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]} 
makes the point of order upon this amendment that it changes exist- 
ing law and does not retrench expenditures. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. MiLis having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the President 
of the United States was communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries. 

The message further informed the House that the President had ap- 
proved bills of the following titles, namely: 

An act (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired-list for privates and non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army, who have served for a 
period of thirty years or upward; 

An act (H. R. 5674) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Tyler, in the State of Texas; 

An act (H. R. 1013) for the erection of a public building at Troy, 
Be%.; 

An act (H. R. 1339) to increase the appropriation for the erection of 
the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa. ; 

An act (H. R. 3527) granting a pension to George A. Marshall; 

An 7295) granting a pension to Albert D. Simmons; 

An 7141) granting a pension to Daniel W. Adams; 

An 7046) granting a pension to Alonzo Cornwell; 

An 5565) granting a pension to Theo. Ahrens; 

An 5630) granting a pension to George W. Rugg; 

An 5632) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer; 

An 2348) granting a pension to John D. Rickards; 

An 2399) granting a pension to Clarissa McKee; 

An 2453) granting a pension to Frank 8S. Marsh; 

An 2692) granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; 

An act (H. R. 2908) granting a pension to James McManus; 

An act (H. R. 6480) granting a pension to Margaret G. Halpine; 

An act (H. R. 6461) granting a pension to Nelson Gammons; 

An act (H. R. 6311) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah § 

An act (H. R. 5960) granting a pension to George Ziefle; 

An act (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to John Maloney; 

An act (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Ruth Stratton; 

An act (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Ellen A. Vance; 

An act (H. R. 5776) granting a pension to Louis D. Petty; 

An act (H. R. 3565) granting a pension to William Eurele; 

An act (H. R. 3612) granting a pension to Hayden Reynolds; 

An act (H. R. 3663) granting a pension to John T. Marshall; 

An act (H. R. 3703) granting a pension to James W. Brown; 

An act (H. R. 1171) granting a pension to Isabel Campbell; 

An act (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Dorothea Bothner; 

An act (H. R. 499) granting a pension to Mary A. Knawhber; 

An act (H. R. 6594) granting a pension to Russell F. Dimmick; 

An act (H. R. 6726) granting a pension to Margaret A. Maguire; 

An act (H. R. 6882) granting a pension to John Otis; 

An act (H. R. 6927) granting a pension to Merit M. Oakley; 

An act (H. R. 6934) granting a pension to Ann J. Williams; 

An act (H. R. 6956) granting a pension to Maria H. Sargent; 

An act (H. R. 6997) granting a pension to Henry Davis; 

An act (H. R. 4059) granting a pension to Isaac Demaranville; 

An act (H. R. 4238) granting a pension to Sallie Ingham ; 

An act (H. R. 4248) granting a pension to William Harbeson; 

An act (H. R. 4752) granting a pension to William Herring; 


act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
act (H. R. 
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for the relief of John Johnson; 
3 for the relief of Mrs. Jane Young; 
' 1504) for the relief of Millia Staples; 
. 2002) for the relief of Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson; 
. 2140) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty ; 
. 6665) for the relief of James Stack; 
4379) for the relief of Maj. W. W. Frybarger; 
. 5500) for the relief of Benjamin F. Amos; 
. 5004) for the relief of William B. Smith; 
- 1256) increasing the pension of Benjamin Morgan; 
. 760) granting an additional pension to Watson 8. 


An act (H. 
Bentley ; 

An act (H. R. 

An act (H. I 
pension-roll ; 

An act (H. R. 2987) restoring Rebecca Walcott to the pension-roll ; 

An act (H. R. 6084) to restore the name of Walter H. Crow to the 
pension-roll ; and 

An act (H. R. 6282) to place the name of R. W. Duncan on the pen- 
sion-roll. 


433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris; 
%. 4041) restoring the name of Zelica T. Dunlap to the 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

And it shall be the duty of the jndon of the Court of Claims to establish, by 
an order of court, a list of fees to be charged in said court against all persons 
prosecuting causes therein, such fees to conform as near as may be to fees for 
like services charged in the circuit courts of the United States, and to be paid 
by them when the decision shall be adverse to their cause of action, and pelt 

rescribe rules to enforce the collection thereof; and all fees so prescribed shall 
Ge for the use of the United States, and accounted for in like manner with the 
receipts and disbursements of other United States courts. 


Mr. McCOMAS. This clause against which I have made the point 
of order is confessedly, I doubt not, new legislation upon an appropria- 
tion bill. I do not think it can be maintained that it isin the interest 
of economy. I believe it would lead to extravagance and toa great 
deal of crowding of public business upon the Calendars of both Houses 
of Congress. I make the point of order against this provision, under 
the third section of Rule XXI of the House, that, in the first place, it 
changes existing law; and in the next place it is not germane; and, 
thirdly, if by some strained construction it be claimed that it is ger- 
mane to this section of the bill, it is still not in order, because it does 
not retrench expenditures by reducing the number of officers of the 
United States, nor does it reduce the compensation of any person paid 
out of the Treasury, nor does it reduce the amount of money appropri- 
ated by this bill. It does not relate to the amount of money appro- 
priated by this bill. It does not concern the salary of uny pérson paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States, nor does it profess to affect 
the salary or the compensation or to lessen the number of the officers 
or employés of the United States. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that the very statement of the language to which I make objection 
shows that an attempt of this kind to change the law concerning fees 
in the Court of Claims of the United States is entirely apart from the 
purpose of this bill. 

The law already, in section 1085 and one other section of the Revised 
Statutes, provides what fees shall be paid by parties who have claims 
in those courts. I can not conceive how, except by a mistaken idea of 
economy, this provision could have been inserted in this bill. Its 
effect will be to drive laymen, who say that the Government honestly 
owes them money, away from the forum provided for the trial of their 
causes by the competent judges, and to make them pay tribute upon 
the introduction of numberless private bills upon the Calendar of this 
House. It is a step backward. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I rose to speak to the point of order, and not 
upon the merits of this provision, and I insist that, because the regu- 
lation of fees in one court of the United States is proposed in these 
lines, this provision is new legislation, in no wise pertinent to the bill, 
and therefore it should go out on the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, it had never occurred to me that 
any gentleman would object to this provision or raise any point of 
order upon it. It is manifestly a provision which is just to the Gov- 
ernment and not unjust to = who seek remedies against the 
Government in the Court of Claims. It simply applies in that court 
a principle which is applied in every other Federal court. As to the 
point of order, I submit that its application is controlled by the last 
part of the third clause of Rule XXI of the House. This is a provis- 
ion in a bill by a committee, and therefore if it retrenches 
expenditures in the broad sense—if it retrenches expenditures in any 
way—if, in other words, it prevents the depleting of the Treasury in 
any way, itisinorder. I have no doubt that the Chair has had occa- 
sion to notice the distinction between the two provisions in Rule X XI 
to which I have referred, and has observed that the last clause is mach 
broader than the preceding one. It reads: 


Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report 
of a committee Se of the subject-matter of such amendment, 
germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 


Now the Chair will observe that it of course became necessary at the 
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very outset to construe that to mean either the bill itself as reported Then the rule proceeds to specify three methods, in some one of which 
by the committee or an amendment reported by a committee and pro- | such a proposition must reduce expenditures. 
posed as an amendment to the bill. Of course it would be too narrow 1. By the reduction of the number or salary « 
an interpretation of that clause of the rule to say that some other com- 
mittee, for instance the Committee of Ways and Means or the Com- | iGidend di Gis Government 
mittee on the Judiciary, might report a provision which would be in ‘ 

| 

| 


f the officers of the T ted States, 


The provision of the bill does not reduce the salary or number of any 
order as an amendment to this bill because it would retrench expendi- | a, ae - etndgg compensation person paid out of the Treas 
tures in some form or other, and yet that the Committee on A ppropri- , 
ations itself in reporting this bill could not report the same provision. 
I think it has been uniformly held in interpreting the language of this 
last clause of the rule that it means that if the provision in question Thi _ 
: olan eee Tae ieee iis provision of the bill does not make any reduction of that kind. 
wes ee ee ee eee ee What this proposition does is to provide a fund which will go into the 
me* : bb es a ; : Treasury. But in the opinion of the Chair it is not admissible under 
form, the language being, ‘‘ which amendment, being germane to the 


This proposition does not do that 


3. Or by the reduction of amounts of 1 ney covered by the bil 


: f ae, rule as it fails to retrench in ¢ ‘f the three ways clearly lai 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures.’’ This pro- ae th cat " ee bed — s ct oe 3 ty va" = 
ae . . “e+ A e rule te ot be deniec $ rovides ; thin 
vision is germane because it belongs to an appropriation touching the | 14 send to swell the Trea a ; Te : ; = , - ‘ 3 1c a W leit 

e . ) #1 ws e e eas a mn 9 pe . *T *T ne B ; 
Court of Claims. ¥ € in order under the rule i 


Now, I concede that this is new legislation. It does not change exist should retrench in one of the three modes specified. However much 
, ’ we , ° eueY CA > Chair mi » incline em this provisi rise legislati > 
ing law; but the enactment of a new law, so far as this rule is concerned, the Chair might be inclined to deem this provision wise legisiation, the 
is isely the same as the change of anold law. The provision, how only question for the Chair to deal with is whether it comes within the 
recise : as Jie i “ . : ¢ - ‘1 . . : . . . 
aout retrenches expenditures within the manifest spirit of the rule rule. The Chair hardly thinks it does, and therefore sustains the point 
ee a ; : “pag agen : . ‘order. 
The object of the rule is to prevent appropriation bills being made use a eae 


i ” Mr. MORSE I e to amend by inserting. afte » 9630 
of as means of depleting the Treasury. The word ‘‘ retrenchment Bae ‘MOES! —— amend by ng, after line 2630, the 
as here used is a very broad word. To treat this word, in accordance 


with the spirit of the rule, as meaning preventing the depletion of the For one copyist and stenographer, at the rate of $100 per month, $1,200 
Treasury, carries out more clearly, as the Chair will perceive, the true Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve a point of order on this amendment until 
intent than to construe the word ‘‘ retrenchment’’ according to its or- | the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. MORSE] has submitted his re- 

i sense. In other words, the spirit of the rule is that a measure | marks. 
of new legislation shall be in order upon a bill of this kind if it shall Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I am informed by gentlemen of the 
prevent the depletion of the Treasury. highest respectability, gentlemen practicing before the Court of Claims, 

Now, this provision manifestly provides for the payment of money | that by the bill lately passed, called the French spoliation act, the busi- 
into the Treasury for the purpose of meeting the expenses of this very | ness of the court will be increased to such an extent that with the pres- 
court. Hence this is in the highest possible sense a measure for re- | ent limited number of employés it will be impossible, for at least one or 
trenchment—a measure for the protection of the Treasury. It prevents | two years, for the court to get through properly with the business it will 
its depletion, and indeed brings money into the Treasury to meet the | be called upon to discharge. I hope my friend from Indiana will make 
very expenses for which we make appropriation in this paragraph. no objection to this amendment. There is no question about the ne- 

Now, while I admit that to put this construction upon the rule the | cessity of thisadditional officer. I have no interest in the matter, except 
Chair is required to look at the spirit of the rule, I submit that acourt | that | desire the business of that court shall be properly administered! 
or other tribunal called upon to decide a question of construction can Mr.CURTIN. The judgesand officers of the court say it is positively 
never avoid considering the spirit of the instrument to be interpreted | necessary this provision should be made. ‘ 
rather than its mere letter. Here is a provision in favor of the Govern- Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist on the point of order, although I re- 
ment—in favor of the Treasury—a provision which ‘‘retrenches’’ in | gret todo so. We should consider that all the litigation in this court 
the broadest sense, because it adds to the public revenues instead of | is carried on at the expense of the Government 
diminishing them. pay no part of the cost. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I was unable to hear all that was said TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair isof the opinion the amendment would 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in opposition to the | increase the amount appropriated by the bill and creates a new office; 
point of order made by the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. McComas], | thereby changing existing law. The point of order is well taken, and 
but it seems to me the question is easily determined under this rule. | the amendment is ruled out. 

I invoke, as did the gentleman from Indiana, the spirit of the rule; and The reading of the bill was then concluded. 

I am quite certain that if we look to that the point of order will be | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that certain sections of 
sustained. This rule in its spirit seeks to prevent any legislation upon | the bill were passed over informally to be returned to by consent. 
an appropriation bill that is not germane, and that does not retrench Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to avail myself of the courtesy extended 
expenditures in one of three ways— by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, when 

By the reduction of the number and salary of the officers of the United States, | the bill was last under consideration, to go back with a view to make 
by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of | @ few amendments which have been suggested. These are two or three 
the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. | jn number. I believe. The first is on page 11, line 243. I consent that 
my friend from Pennsy!vania [ Mr. ERMENTROUT | shall offer his amend- 
ment, with the understanding that the three index clerks for indexing 
claims shall be fixed on the same basis at $1,600 each. I hope he will 
consent that the three shall stand on the same footing 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana; 
I will say that it seems to me to be severe to tie me down to any terms 
on that point, for the reason that there was an understanding last Sat- 
urday there should be a recess until 8 o’clock in the evening, when this 
bill was to be taken up, and, acting on that understanding, I was not 
present, the committee, by unanimous consent, having gone beyond the 
time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I consent my friend shall offer the amendment. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I move, in line 243, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ 
to amend by striking out ‘‘ one clerk,’’ and substituting in lieu thereof 
**three clerks;’’ soit will read ‘* three clerks to index private claims, at 
$1,600 per annum.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Add the word ‘‘each’’ before ‘‘ per annum.”’ 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. You have not got the whole of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does that require unanimous consent ? 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the condition on which amendments 
were to come in? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Acting for myself, I consented the gentleman should 
be permitted to offer the amendment. 

The CHATRMAN. ‘Then the question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsy!vania? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does it require unanimous consent to 
offer that amendment ? 

» The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 
aiariecee eee a og hnnenaman oy ape bee fame the bama that this part of the bill was passed over informally to be returned 
bill, shall retrench expenditure. to when the reading of the bill was concluded. 


; the litigants themselves 


Now, does the gentleman from Indiana maintain that under this 
rule it would be competent to report in a bill of this kind a provision 
requiring public officers to collect fees? If so, then we might have a 
tariff bill or an internal-revenue bill attached to an appropriation bill, 
because in that way we would put money into the Treasury. It is not 
the intention of the rule that we should be allowed to legislate on ap- 

riation bills so as to collect additional funds for the Government, 

t simply that we may legislate so as to retrench expenditures in 
connection with the appropriation of money. 

What is the proposition of the pending paragraph? This proposition, 
anomalous in its character, is to require the Court of Claims to sit down 
and deliberately make out a fee bill, charging unsuccessful litigants 
just as much as they please and collecting this money, to be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States. I understand the gentleman from 
Indiana to hold that such a provision comes within the spirit of the 
rule providing for a retrenchment of expenditure. Such a conclusion 
is to my mind clearly unwarranted. The proviso of paragraph 3, Rule 
XXI, relates only to amendments proposed by committees, and has 
nothing todo with this provision. If it had, the provision is not at any 
rate germane and certainly does not retrench expenditures. The cen- 
tral idea of this rule is to prevent the Committee on Appropriations 
from bringing in upon appropriation bills general legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the pending 
provision of this bill to be in order should conform to the requirements 
of Rule XXI; and it being admitted that the paragraph embraces new 
legislation, the only question to be determined is whether it retrenches 
expenditures in any of the methods prescribed by the rule. The lan- 
guage of the rule is: 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Not this: but I trust in consequence of the gentle- Mr. HOLMAN. That is enough; I was not aware at the time of the 
man’s absence— | state of the salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair is in error as to this part of the bill, | Mr. CURTIN addressed the Chair. 
then it does require unanimous consent to offer an amendment. | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that only certain sections of 


Mr. HOLMAN. I had unanimous consent of the committee to go | this bill were open to amendments under this permission to go back 
back upon the bill and offer some amendments. Now I trust my friend Mr. CURTIN. I have before me the section on page 10, to which 
from Pennsylvania, in view of the fact that the gentleman from Penn- | an amendment has just been offered, and which I wish to amend fur- 
sylvania says he was absent on account of notice given that a recess | ther. I think the gentleman from Indiana will not object to it. 


would be taken from 5 to 8 o’clock, and when instead of taking a re- Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment, to carry 
cess the House continued in session until 8, and then adjourned until | out an order of the House, on the tenth page of the bill. , 
the next day, will he allowed to offer his amendment. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has been recog- 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But the House was in session all the | nized. 


time. Mr. HOLMAN. Lhope I will be excused forthe delay. I had yielded 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I wish to say a word. to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who appealed to me to offer some 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, Does the public necessity demand this? | proposition, and I was waiting for him. 
Mr. HOLMAN. All I can say is the Clerk has been importuning The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The Clerk has Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; the Clerk has been importuning the commit- Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, in line 212, after the word ‘‘dol- 
tee from the beginning of the session to increase the number to three, | lars,’’ I propose to amend by inserting the words: 
and the House has adopted a resolution requesting the Committee on 
Appropriations to make the number three. We thought probably the 
Clerk might get along with two, but he says the services of three are I propose, also, in line 227, to reduce the number of laborers from 
indispensable. four to three. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the CONGRESSIONAL | Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order. 
RECORD to show the order under which the committee returns to this Mr. CURTIN. The reason for that is very simple, but if it is to he 








One messenger in the stationery-room, at $1,200, 





section. ruled out on the point of order, the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 

The Clerk read as follows: not apt to trouble the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. CURTIN. I am quite sure I can appeal to the gentleman from 
Indiana for justice, and I claim to be perfectly willing, as a member of 
this House, to appeal to the gentleman from Indiana and be dominated 
by one man as well as by three hundred and twenty-five. I am en- 
couraged to make this appeal for the adoption of this amendment, in- 
asmuch as I find in this bill, on page 15, that in the office of the Post- 
master there were employed nine messengers, and that number has been 
increased to ten; and where there were four messengers at a lower salary 
they were reduced to three. I understand that the beneficiary of that 


Mr. Houman. | do not desire that we shall go back at this time to a former part 
of the bill 

The Cuarrman. Is it agreed that when the reading of the bill is completed the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ermentrrovr} shall have leave to go back 
to offer an amendment on page 11? 

Mr. Houmas. There is no such agreement at this time. 

Mr. Miuus, Let the Clerk read on. , 

The CuargmMayn. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN} objects to an 
agreement at this time. 

Mr. Hoiman. No, Mr. Chairman; I simply say that there is no general agree- 
ment to go back at this time, but I have no objection to going back at the proper 
time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a statement. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is there any public necessity for these 


additional clerks; if so, I will not object to it. yam aie from = State of a (Laughter. } : 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. If the gentleman will listen to me for a mo- | , 1 bave no objection whatever to any such arrangement, none in the 
ment, I will convince him of that fact. least. It so occurs, however, that I procured the appointment of = 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania | ™°2 ™ = = scramble Se oe at the opening of this Con- 
has investigated it and is of the opinion the public interests require it, | 87°SS: SS SO SESS ae S Seneeer. This was a young man that 
I will not object. I brought down from the mountains of Pennsylvania, fine, scholarly, 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. ‘The House has acted on this matter ona - ee Seen 
former occasion. We all understand that for several Congresses there sane . hi a © pea gent ae - h 7 aaa there to 
have been clerks for indexing private claims. This House passed a arene is gentlemanly conduct and to the prompt performance of 
resolution at the last session, reported from the Committee on Accounts, M Y the he chief of that d iff hi ability 
authorizing the appointment of three clerks for the purpose of indexing |. ™"-. cage . taline * aoe Teen ot ne es to Sais . hk 
these claims, continuing the work begun in a former Congress. pace ae Le 4 nag ane f bei . ‘ a witht pao of 
At the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana the number of these iat spe ‘ ‘aot ote aa me & > hd ie ie = 
clerks was limited to three. They have been paid heretofore out of the | #25, waa = send of pve rit oie aon it gives pF 
contingent fund of the House, but the Comptroller of the Treasury has | #Ppointee $1,200 a . ps anes 6 your. gives him & position o 
discovered that clerks, those created under a resolution of the House, wT foe ian ates ; a, . nae in th £ th 
can not be paid out of the-contingent fund, and so the matter was re- H o ddo a il ” ores ao a tle ey & le - 
ferred again to the Committee on Accounts, who reported upon the | 0US¢, and do m eartily rejoice i ae Leeek- 


: - we : . odated with places, and I am extremely obliged to the 
subject, and I send to the Clerk’s desk a copy of the report which I ask | T0™ are accommodat aoa e : 
to ve read in order to show what their opinion is as to whether the pub- a from ee oe ae ma ae from a County 
lic necessities do or do not require this to be done. t 2 ee to f th ; * ’ ~ ve in bi h amore ee ny 

And further let me say the Committee on Accounts reported on this | © so to - a a ee a oe a. f ti ee: 3 
subject and requested the Committee on Appropriations to make pro- a — a et a a = ae = ty 7 ai ate » 
vision for three index clerks, and when the matter was brought up in Sgn . ond P ari a I thereto sang : ef I es es 
the House there was not a single dissenting voice. The resolution of z Sie ment of facts, toa sal aon “ T — ome a 
the House directing the committee to continue these clerks was passed. fal Took a peomoted, fished see tel 4 cs : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- re =, med ton _ es f labore ; oer pas ae ~ 
vania if these clerks were employed under a resolution of the last | °Y raising him from position of = eee SEN 
House? abolish one laborer on the roll, which will cost this Government just 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Yes, sir. exactly $220. (Laughter and applause] — 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And this is to continue them ? Bc CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point o 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Yes, sir; to continue that work. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. In consideration of the statement made _ ae ap, a out? enue} att of 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania I will withdraw my objection and | | 1° oa nt a n India: i = “mn of 
agree that a vote shall be taken at once upon the amendment. ; ae week e by + eo tn 9, lana aga e amename 
sa ey ROUT. Then I withdraw the request for the reading Mr. CURTIN. I sane the gentle \ oto Indiana, ne the appeal I 

, hats tendons tee : f Mr. Ermer vy’g | have made, will withdraw the point of order along with the man 
PS yg on wee the adoption of Mr. ERMENTROUT’S F India! and the from Berks County , let in my young friend 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, that proposition, I understand it, | fom a Oh, ° a it! You = meted aoe} 
increases the number of clerks to three, and the word ‘‘ each ” is in- | ™Y friend from Indiana. You will die happier. [Grea _ oy 
serted after the amount of the ‘‘ salary ’’ is stated. Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a single word for myself — “d — 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as adopted. | mittee on Appropriations. Of course when this bill is considered pet” 

The Cenk real as flows rie mga gla EE SRT a 

Three clerks to index private claims at $1,600 each per annum. to permit amendments to increase salaries, to change from one grade of 

Mr. ERMENTRONT. I thought the understanding with the gen, | com 


to another, and to make transpositions like this proposed 
tleman from Indian:. was that $1,800 was to be the compensation ? by my friend from Pennsylvania, which is very insignificant on its face 


eee UE EEE EEE 
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but involves a large increase of salary. Under such circumstances but 
one of two courses is left to the Committee on Appropriations. Either 
the rules of the House must be rigidly adhered to, or else gentlemen 
should be permitted on all hands to come in with their respective 
amendments. And I would like to submit to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, since he has made his very pleasant appeal, in such amia- 
ble good nature, too, whether it is wise policy to throw open this bill 
and let all of us submit our amendments and load it down with in- 
creased items of expenditure. 

Mr. MORSE. If they are right, why not? 

Mr. CURTIN. It is right to throw open to amendment this bill or 
any other measure before Congress if the three hundred and twenty- 
five men elected to legislate for this great nation of the United States 
are competent for their duties. If they are not competent for their 
duties, but must be handicapped and pinioned by rules which give a 
few men the controi of this body, then the people should elect some 
other men than those who are here now. [ Applause. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania not think 
it an evidence of the highest capacity on the part of members of this 
House to legislate that they impose very severe restraints upon them- 
selves, and that each consents the restraint shall apply to him as to all 
others? It seems to me the highest evidence of wisdom in deliberative 
bodies not only to impose restraints on their own action but to create 
facilities for the enforcement of the restraints imposed. 

I regret very much I have not the authority from the Committee on 
A iations to waive the point of order, but I would be derelict in 
my duty to that committee had I consented to do so until I had sub- 
mitted this proposition tothat committee. I am simply its organ; that 
and nothing more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the point of 
order that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. CuRTIN] changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures, 
and is therefore obnoxious to clause 3 of Rule XXI and out of order. 
The Chair would ask the indulgence of the committee while he directs 
the Clerk to read that section of the rule. 

Mr. CURTIN. It is unnecessary to have the rule read. I have 
never read the rules, but I have heard them often enough to know that 
if the point of order is insisted on I have no right to insist on my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
taken. It changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. CURTIN. I do not know whether to appeal to the House or to 
go to the Senate. I appeal from the decision of the Chair anyhow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania appeals from 
the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 
js Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

esk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On 
$720,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘ two pages at $720 each.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If unanimous consent is required I ob- 
ject. I make the point of order that we have passed from that part of 
the bill. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I want to be heard before the Chair gives 


his decision on the point of order. 
The CHAIR . The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The other evening when I came up here for 
the consideration of this legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill there were only twenty-five or thirty of us present and we al- 
lowed the reading to go on and the bill to be more than half completed 
rather than raise the question of a quorum. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw my objection to go back. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. This amendment which I have offered is in 
conformity with the order of the House; and I think nobody objects to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is in conformity with the order of the 
House made this session. 

The question being taken upon agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 30, noes 44. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was no 

to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add in line 31 
the words ‘‘one on each side of the hall.”’ 

* The amendment was to. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, with the consent of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HotmMAN], I ask the committee to recur to line 271 for 
the purpose of offering an amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SGer ine insert: . 
os the six committee clerks now eughaget by resolution of the House 


——— and for the same period as is provided for the payment 
of session clerks employed by the House, $1,080; to be immediately available.” 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, we have, as is well known, the annual 


2, after the word ‘* men,’ 
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} Session clerks, for four months instead of three 





| 


The Chair is of opinion the point of order is well | 


| 


clerks, session clerks employed under the law, and clerks employed 
by resolution. Our theory is that we pay these clerks, except the 
Now this amendment 
is designed merely to place the clerks employed under resolution upon 
terms of equality with the session clerks. 

Mr. KEIFER. How many of them are there 

Mr. ELLIS. There are six, and three of them, I may state, are prob- 
ably the hardest worked of any in the whole eategory of clerks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isuggest to the gentleman that in the division of 
clerks into annual and session clerks the session clerks receive the 
smallest pay, sothat his amendment proposes to give the clerks to whom 
it refers the smallest pay that any of the clerks receive 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to come in at 
the end of line 707. I send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before that amendment is offered 
I would like toask thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] if there 
are not some paragraphs before that which have been reserved ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Maine 
{[Mr. DINGLEY] that this amendment applies to one of the reserved 
paragraphs. 

Mr. DINGLEY 
the paragraph itself. 

The Clerk read. the amendment offered by 

At the end of line 707 insert the following 

‘And each of the cities of Tacoma and Seattle, in Washington Territory, shall 
be, and it is hereby, made a port of delivery, and the deputy collector who shall 
be stationed at eath of them shall receive such compensation, not exceeding 
$1,200 per annum,as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. 
that amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 1 make the point of order that it is new leg- 
islation, and does not retrench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Wash- 
ington Territory [Mr. BRENTS] upon the point of order 

Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Chairman, this may be new legislation, but I 
think it will be found, upon examination, that it does not increase ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. POTTER. 


But I think there 


is pending an amendment to 


Mr. BRENTs, as follows 


Chairman, I will reserve the point of order on 


Does it reduce expenditures? 

Mr. BRENTS. It may not reduce them, but 1 can modify it so that 
it will. If that point is made, I will modify the amendment so as to 
make the salary $1,199 per annum, and thus save to this impoverished 
Government $2 a year. These deputy collectors will take the place of 
the inspectors now required at those ports at a salary of $1,200 each. I 
am sure that the gentleman will not only withdraw any point of order 


| he may be disposed to make, but will support the amendment because 


10, line 212, after the word “each,” strike out the words ‘‘one page, | 
page 


it is in the interest of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 2s modi- 
fied. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


At the end of line 707 insert the following 
“And each of the citiesof Tacoma and Seattle, in Washington Territory, shall 


| be, and it is hereby, made a port of delivery,and the deputy collector who shall 
| be stationed at each of them shall receive such compensation, not exceeding 


$1,199 per annum, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe.” 


Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in support of this amend- 
ment that the Secretary of the Treasury, under the authority given in 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, has designated the ports of 
Portland, Oregon, and Port Townsend, in Washington Territory, as ports 
between which and the British colonies of North America merchandise 
may be carried in bond. This merchandise—and there is a great amount 
of it—is carried by the railroads which terminate at those two cities and 
has to be transshipped to the ocean vessels that touch there. 

In order that there may he bonded warehouses at those ports this 
amendment must be made, creating those cities ports of delivery, and 
the principal object of the amendment is to provide that the ware- 
houses which have been erected by the merchants and shippers may be 
bonded, so that this merchandise, while being transshipped from the 
railroads to the steamers and from the steamers to the railroads, may 
be properly stored, and of course it is obvious that the large commerce 
of those cities will be greatly facilitated by such a provision of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is upon the point of order that the chairman 
desires to hear the gentleman from Washington Territory 

Mr. BRENTS. The point of order has not been made against the 
amendment as modified, and we have now entered upon the discussion 
of the merits of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] to make the point of order 

Mr. BRENTS. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] made the 
point of order against the amendment in the form in which it stood 
originally, but he did not make the point against the amendment as I 
modified it, and I have been for some time discussing the proposition 
on its merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman [Mr. Brents] modified his 
amendment, but the Chair supposed the gentleman desired to be heard 
on the point of order, and the Chair thinks that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] had a right to presume from what occurred that 
the gentleman proposed to discuss the point of order. 
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Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox} does not 
insist upon the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
insist upon the point of order? 

Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Chairman, I insist that the gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. Cox] can not make the point of order upon this amend- 
ment at this time. He has listened to me discussing this proposition 
upon its merits and has sat in his seat and made no objection, and I 
insist that he has waived the point of order, and it is now too late for 
him to renew it. 

Now, I submit it is too late for any point of order to be raised, and 
certainly it seems to me the Chairis going very far in suggesting to the 
gentleman from New York that he may now make his point of order 
when perhaps he does not desire to do so, and at any rate has waived 
his right. I do not intimate, of course, that the Chair wishes to do 
anything unfair, but I think the gentleman from New York under- 
stands the rules of the House sufficiently to take care of himself in a 
matter of this kind; and, having allowed me to go on and discuss the 
merits of this proposition, he has waived his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the gentleman from 
New York requires taking care of; and if he did the Chair would not 
undertake to do it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRENTS. No; I do not think the Chair would. 

The CHAIRMAN. In thisconnection the Chair desires to be indulged 
in a statement of the facts. The gentleman from Washington Territory 
[Mr. Brents] offered his amendment; the gentleman from New York 
made his point of order; and the Chair then requested the gentleman 
from Washington Territory to address himself to the point of order. 
The gentleman proceeded, stating that he would modify his amend- 
ment. Those are the facts; and the Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from Washington Territory having been called upon to speak to the 
point of order can not prevent the gentleman from New York from 
making the point if he insists upon it. 

Mr. BRENTS. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment is not 
subject to the point of order. If the Chair overrules my point thatthe 
question of order comes too late, then I am willing to discuss the point 
of order with the gentleman from New York, or Iam willing to submit 
it to the decision of the Chair without further argument. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I propose to develop all 
the commerce that is possible at the places in which the gentleman is 
is interested, and since the Committee on Appropriations does not 
raise any pointof order upon the amendment I will withdraw my point. 

Mr. BRENTS. I thonght you would. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My friend is on crutches, and I would not 
take advantage of him. 

Mr. BRENTS. I thank the gentleman very much. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must reserve a point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. BRENTS. It is too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this amendment be withheld until we come to 
that part of the bill, possibly I may feel justified in withholding any 
point of order. But I desire now to offer some amendments from the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Indiana will withhold 
his amendments, the Chair will rule upon the point of order. 

Mr. BRENTS. I understand the gentleman from Indiana simply 
reserves a point of order, and is willing to allow this matter to rest 
for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the gentleman withhold his amend- 
ment for the present until we come to that part of the bill. 

Mr. BRENTS. Very well; I will do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by striking out in line 1742 the 
word ‘‘six’’ and inserting ‘‘eight,’’ so as to make the appropriation 
for the public gardener $1,800 instead of $1,600. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
to the fact that we are about to pass from the paragraph embracing 
lines 695 to 707. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We will come to that ina moment. I have some 
amendments to offer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman proposes to return to that para- 
graph? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HoLMAN, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend, by striking out in line 2405, page 
98, the words ‘‘ two clerks at $1,000,’’ and i ing ‘‘ one clerk at 
$1,000, one female clerk at $900,’’ and by 

paragraph; so as to read ‘‘ $30,960." The effect of the amendment is 
to allow one clerk at $1,000 and one at $900, instead of two clerks at 
$1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have a small amendment to which I hope nobody 
will object. It is to insert, after the words ‘‘journal clerk,’ in line 
199, page 9, the words: . 


While sach positionsare held by the present incumbents, and no longer, $3,600 
each. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I must make a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman will remember that this is in accord- 
ance with previous legislation in reference to our clerks here who have 
served a long time. The persons whom this amendment would bene- 
fit are the journal clerk (who has occupied his present position for a 
great many years) and the chief clerk. In the Forty-second Congress 
there was inserted in the legislative appropriation bill, on motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], this clause: 

Chief clerk and journal! clerk of the House, while such positions are held by 
the present incumbents, and no longer, $3,600 each. 

This amendment is in precise accord with the legislation then had. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This matter was before the Committee on Appro- 
priations. - I shall have to insist on the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let the House vote on the question. Everybody 
is ready to vote for the amendment. I think the gentleman himselt 
will vote for it. This is a plain matter, relating to two clerks who 
have long been in the service of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the amendment 
changes existing law, while it does not retrench expenditures, and is 
therefore obnoxious to the third clause of Rule X XI. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 917 : 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested to submit to 
Congress, at the opening of the next ore session, such modifications of tlie 
laws relating to commerce and navigation as will simplify and improve the 
same, and remove from American vessels, whether engaged in fishing or in do- 
mestic or foreign commerce, all unnecessary restrictions and burdens.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I now withdraw the amendment coming over from 
Saturday to increase the salary of Commissioner of Navigation from 
$3,600 to $4,000. 

Mr. NEECE. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 455, after the word “ class,”’ strike out “‘one”’ and insert “two,” and 
then insert “‘ one clerk, $1,000,” in line 456, before the word “ in ;”’ after the word 
“all,” in line 456, strike out “ nineteen thousand one hundred and forty’’ and 


insert “twenty thousand three hundred and forty ;’ so that the whole clause 
shall read : 


“For three commissioners, at $3,500 each ; one chief examiner, $3,000; one sec- 
petary, $2,000; one stenographer, $1,600; one clerk class 2, and one clerk, $1,000 ; 
one messenger, $840; in all, $20,340." 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that that changes the law 
and does not retrench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from [linois desire to be 
heard on the point oforder? — 

Mr. NEEC I do not. 

Mr. CANNON. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendment is notsubject to the point of order 
if it is only for the addition of a clerk at $1,000and alaborer. Section 
171 of the Revised Statutes, with which the Chair is familiar, provides 
for such number as Congress may from time to time appropriate for. 
So it has always been held that amendments are in order when for any 
of the four classes of clerks, but not for clerks above those classes. I 
is a mere matter ot appropriation and not a matter of change of exist- 
ing law so far as this amendment is concerned. 

Mr. MILLS. How much does this appropriate more than the law 
for this year? 

Mr. CANNON. Two more clerks. 

Mr. MILLS. Then under the constant rulings in the committee it 
is not in order, as the existing law 1s the law for the current year. 
The Revised Statutes have nothing to do with it. If the existing ap- 
propriation law, expiring 30th of June next, changes the Revised Stat- 
utes, then that becomes the existing law. If this amendment changes 
the number of clerks or the iati peat <irm a in the current law 
for legislative expenses, then it is am le to the point of order as 
changing the law and not retrenching expenses. 

Mr. CANNON. i ask the Chair to refer to sections 163, 164, 165, 
166, 168, and 169 of the Revised Statutes. And ifthe Chair will permit 
me, I will make a single remark, and I would be glad to have the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Indiana. Under these clauses of the 
Revised Statutes these clerks are provided for in all the Departments, 
and under the construction that has always been given to those sections 
under Rule X XI of the House, it has always been in order to increase 
salaries within the four classes. It is a mere matter of appropriation 

It is not in order to increase salaries above $1,800 because they are 
not provided for in those general clauses of the Revised Statutes. It is 
as much in order to increase under those clauses the number of clerks 
as to increase the appropriation for railway service provided for by gen- 
eral law. 

Mr. MILLS. The current appropriation bill is the existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I understand correctly the appropriations made 


in this bill are exactly those authorized by existing law. I submit 
any increase, therefore, is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have read the part of the preseut 
law for the civil service. 
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The Clerk read as follows: | 


For three commissioners, at $3,500 each ; one chief examiner. at $3,000; one 
secretary, at $2,000; one stenographer, at $1,600; one clerk, at $1,200; and one 
messenger, at $840; in all, $19,140. 


Mr. MILLS. That is the existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment of- | 
fered would change existing law upon that subject. The provisions of | 
law under which the Civil Service Commission is now operating fix | 
the salaries of its officers, and the amendment proposes to increase them. 
The Ghair thinks that it is not competent on an appropriation bill under 
Rule XXI, section 3, to entertain such an amendment. 
Mr. CANNON. May I ask if the Chair holds that this is not a de- 
ent within the meaning of the section of the Revised Statutes to 
which I have referred ? 

The CHAIRMAN. What the Chair holds is that the appropriation 
bill of last year fixing the salaries at what is provided in this bill is 
the existing law in contemplation of Rule X.XI, section 3. It has been 
so held by every occupant of the chair without dissent, so far as the 
present occupant of the chair knows. 

Mr. CANNON. Then permit me to ask the Chair if the same rule 
would not hold where you move to increase the appropriation for star- 
route service, or for mail service, provided you increase it over and 
above what the service was receiving for the current year? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it would not neces- 
sarily follow that it would be in order on this bill to increase the amount 
that is provided for by the law which created the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and under which it has been operating ever since its creation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two other amendments to which I wish 
to call the attention of the committee. The first is in line 702, on page 29 
of the bill, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word ‘‘shall,” in line 702, insert, ‘‘ execute, when required by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, bond in such penalty and with such security as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall approve, conditioned for the faithful discharge 
of his duties, and shall.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, for the purpose of perfecting my own propo- 
sition, I move to insert what I send to the desk at the end of the para- 
graph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “‘ States,”’ in line 707, insert : 

“ And in carrying into effect the foregoing provision, the President is hereby 
authorized to rearrange, consolidate, and reduce the collection districts, and 
change the location of the port or ports of entry in any district.” 

Mr. MILLS. I object to that amendment. It changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order upon it that it changes ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon its face this proposition reduces expenditures 
by reducing the number of districts, and the Chair will perceive that 
under the law each district has at least one port of entry, generally but 
one, although in the confusion of our legislation some instances occur 
where more than one has been established. 

Now the consolidation of the districts reduces expenditures. It re- 
duces the number of districts to begin with, and every district of course 
has at least one port of entry under the law, and is provided with a 
clerk. It could not be a district without a port of entry, and there 
can not be a port of entry without a clerk and asalary. So the power 
to reduce, which is conferred by this amendment, necessarily retrenches 
a. and contemplates its reduction. 

. MILLS. It must show affirmatively upon its face that it does 
retrench expenditures to be within the rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And another word in this connection. My friend 
from Texas will see the importance of this, because the other provision 
would be imperfect without it, and that is already before the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I object to this proposition, and I do so 
because of the importance of the subject with which itdeals. It is too 
great entirely in its importance to be legislated upon in this hurried man- 
ner. Itisasubject that demands careful consideration. If you confer 
upon the President the power to abolish or rearrange these districts the 
result of such a power can never be determined in advance. You donot 
know how it would be executed. Ports ofentry may be established year 
after year. Others may be established, and new districts may be created 
instead of the old ones. 

It is a subject which has been already considered by our committee. 
The result of this would be that at the next session of Congress there 
would be innumerable petitions and bills introduced here asking for a 
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one hundred and twenty-six to eighty-five, and it is proposed to confer 
upon him the same power over these customs districts 

My friend from Texas will see that there is already a provision in the 
bill which authorizes the discontinuance of ports of entry where the rev- 
enues are less than the expenses, and this is simply a provision to carry 
that into effect 

Mr. MILLS. That was an invasion. I want to draw the distine- 
tion between internal-revenue districts and collection of customs dis- 
tricts. The Internal Revenue Department has nothing, I repeat, to do 
but to go and collect the taxes and pay them tothe Government. But 
your ports of entry directly affect your whole trade; it affects all the 
trade of our people with foreign countries 


Mr. LONG. The one is very simple: the ether is very complex 
Mr. MILLS. Ve ry complex indeed 
Mr. HOLMAN I ask to be permitted to say a single word. This 


proposition is in harmony with the views of, and substantially came 
trom, the late Secretary of the Treasury in a report made to the House 
under a requisition made upon him contained .in one of the appropria- 
tion bills. It is substantially, almost in words, the very proposition 
which came downto us from the Treasury; and, according to the state- 
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury, it would reduce the expenses of 
that branch of the service over $1,000,000. 

Mr. MILLS. The Committee on Appropriations have nothing to do 
with this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one portion of the amendment which 
is in this language 


And in carrying into effect the foregoing provision the President is 


r hereby 
authorized to rearrange 


If it had stopped there the Chair would have no doubt the gentle- 
man’s point of order was well taken; but it proceeds— 
consolidate, and reduce the collection districts, and change the location of the 
port or ports of entry in any district. 

It changes existing law beyond all question. But if it changes ex- 
isting law by reducing the number of collection districts, it seems to 
the Chair it must necessarily reduce expenditures 

Mr. MILLS. Not necessarily; because there may still be the same 
number of officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt upon the question, and 
will submit it to the committee. The question is, Shall the point of 
order made upon this amendment be sustained ” 

Mr. KING addressed the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentlemen from Louisi- 
ana rise ? 

Mr. KING. The committee is in such confusion that we can not 
} hear the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is wel! taken. The commit- 
tee will bein order. The question is, Shall the point of order sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] be sustained ?° 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the Chair say what itis? We have not been 
able in this part of the Hall to understand what was going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order isthat the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_MAN] does not retrench ex- 
penditures; that it changes existing law, and hence is obnoxious to 
Rule XXI, section 3. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. What was that amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘* States,”’ in line 707, inse: 

“And in carrying into effect the foregoing provision the President is hereby 
authorized to rearrange, consolidate, and reduce the collection districts and 
change the location of the port or ports of entry in any district.’ 

The question having been submitted to the committee, the point of 
order was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the first amendment 
offered by the gentleman trom Indiana { Mr. HoLMAN}. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 1 ask that it be again read 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was adopted 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to amend by striking out the whole para- 
graph from line 695 to line 707, inclusiv« 

The amendment was not agreed to 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of calling the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to one difficulty 
that will arise under the provision as it stands now in this bill. It is 
this: 


Such deputies to receive only the fees collected thereat as compensation for 


ent of these districts. It ought to be left to a committee of | their services. 


this House to look into the subject carefully and rearrange these dis- 
tricts after mature consideration, and it is a power that onght not to be 
given into the hands of any one man. This would only complicate the 
matter, and the difficulties which are already complained of. 
+ Mr. HOLMAN. Justaword further. This confers upon the Presi- 
dent exactly the same power in regard to customs districts that he pos- 
sesses now in reference tointernal-revenue districts. Under that power, 
as all are aware, the internal-revenue districts have been reduced from 


Now, in every collection district there are three classesof ports: First, 
ports of entry; second, ports of delivery; and third, ordinary ports. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, as introduced here, pro- 
vides simply for ports of entry, and it provides that instead of the ordi- 
nary collector being appointed at certain classes of ports of entry a 
deputy collector shall be appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the powers of a collector 

Mr. DINGLEY. With the powers of a collector, the only effect be- 
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ing to reduce the salary. It would be better, if the object is to reduce 
the compensation, to provide déstinctly for a reduction of compensation, 
and not to set up a class of officers known as deputy collectors who have 
certain powers that do not belong to deputy collectors under the law. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. LONG was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. DINGLEY., 

Mr. DINGLEY. Again there is a certain class of ports where dep- 
uty collectors now act, particularly fishing ports, where all the fees 
received amount to only $100, $200, and in many.cases not exceeding 
$300. Yet the duties of the deputy collector at such port are of such 
a character in giving licenses to fishing-vessels as to occupy the whole 
attention of that officer. If the compensation of that officer is limited 
to the fees of that port they will not in many cases exceed $100 or 
$200; and it will be absolutely impossible to supply officers at such 
ports as these 

While I am in harmony with the object the gentleman from Indiana 
has in this portion of the bill, it seems to me that the provisions by 
which he proposes to execute it may introduce inextricable confusion 
into our collection districts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have but a word to say in answer to the gentle- 
man from Maine. It is this: the fees of the collectors and deputies are 
very ample. As all gentlemen are aware, if the amount of fees is small 
the services are correspondingly small. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But thegentleman will bear in mind that there are 


many services rendered by deputy collectors to which there are no fees | 


attached. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; but there are fees for almost every service 
rendered, and certainly if an officer of this class receives all the fees he 
must receive sufficient compensation. There are many of these ports 
which do not pay a cent into the Treasury, and where the office of col- 
lector is a mere sinecure. We pay out some hundreds of thousands of 
dollars a year for these offices without any services being rendered in 
return, and the late Secretary of the Treasury, one of the wisest and 
most prudent of our public men, assured Congress at the last session 
that this was a measure which could be safely carried out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Secretary recommended not this, but the con- 
solidation of the small collectorships. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LONG. I renew the amendment, Mr. Chairman, simply for 
the purpose of saying that it is evident, from the discussion so far, that 
with regard to this section we are ‘‘ going it blind.’’ We are in- 
formed that the Committee on Ways and Means have had this whole 
subject under consideration, and that they are satisfied they can not 
recommend any measure for adoption by the House at this short session. 
I believe it is desirable that we should strike out this whole paragraph, 
and I make that motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, that motion has been made already. 

Mr. LONG. No, Mr. Chairman. The motion made was to strike 
out from line 695 to line 702, inclusive; but my motion is to strikeout 
the whole paragraph. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the vote is taken I wish to say a word, and 
that is that this very measure was passed by the House at the last 
session. 

Mr. LONG. But it did not become law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; the Senate struck it out; but I trust that this 
side of the House will see to it that a measure which was ed as 
proper and was passed by this House at the last session shall not now 
be abandoned. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last word. 
1 presume the purposes of this paragraph are, as stated by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], those of retrenchment, but I feel quite 
assured that in no other way could he do more to effect a contrary pur- 
pose than by enacting this paragraph into law. I am as mach in favor 
of retrenchment as he, but what does this provision do in my own 
State? It strikes out a cordon of custom-houses, extending from the 
mouth of the Kennebec River to the New Brunswick line, along asea- 
coast two hundred miles in length, on which there are so many harbors 
and inlets that, if you follow the indentations of the coast, the distance 
is more than a thousand miles. There is presented the grandest oppor- 
tunity for smuggling that is to be found anywhere upon the whole At- 
lantic coast. 

These custom-houses are the police officers that guard that coast, 
and although it may be true that some of them do not pay directly 
quite as much as they cost, yet I repeat what Isaid here at the last ses- 
sion, that when you abolish these collectorships you will find that the 
ports of Boston and New York will not pay as much into the Treasury 
as they donow. Why, sir, I knew-$30,000 to be collected at one time 
right in my own city as a penalty for smuggling, and the result was 
that for a time it ceased; but with this provision enacted into law it 
will prevail more than ever. You do not abolish your police force or 
your police court here in Washington because the fees that they collect 
do not pay the cost of maintaining them, or because are not always 
employed. The very fact that you have police officers deters men 
from committing crime. So the very fact that you have this cordon of 
custom-houses all along this two hundred miles of seacoast and one hun- 
dred and fifty miles of frontier deters men from infracting your reve- 
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nue laws and smuggling into this country millions of dollars’ worth of 
goods 1] to-day come in regularly and pay duty. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
ai Vote ! ” 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Lona: 
and there were—ayes 67, noes 75. 

Mr. MILLIKEN and Mr. MILLS demanded tellers. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. Lone ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, 
noes 77. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move that the committee rise and report the 
bill with the amendments to the House. 

Mr. BRENTS. My amendment is still pending. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Regular order! 

Mr. BRENTS. I am entitled to the floor by consent of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. A while ago my amendment was left pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has uniformly held that the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill is entitled to recognition to control its man- 

ment. 

Mr. BRENTS. But my amendment is pending and undisposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had no information to that effect. 

Mr. BRENTS. Such is the fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is now informed that the gentleman 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BRENTS. No; never in the world. 
over by consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that be so the gentleman is entitled to have 
his amendment considered, and the Chair will endeavor to secure such 
consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


were 


It was simply passed 


I withdraw my motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington Territory [ Mr. 

| BRENTS] is now ized. 

Mr. BRENTS. At the time this arrangement was entered into by 
consent, I had been discussing the amendment which I proposed, and 
had made a statement of the facts. If there is no further opposition I 
will not take up the time of the Committee of the Whole by debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the proposition of the gentleman will be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


(o= oe 694 insert : 


each of the cities of Tacoma and Seattle, in Washington Territory, 
shalt be, oan it is hereby, made a port of delivery; and the deputy collector 
who shall be stationed at each of them shall receive such compensation, not ex- 
ceeding $1,199 per annum, as the Secretary ofthe Treasury shall prescribe.” 


Mr. BLOUNT. 
ment. 

Mr. BRENTS. It is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The amendment changes existing law and does not 
reduce expenditures in either of the modes specified by the rule. 

Mr. BRENTS. This amendment is not offered now; it was offered 
some time ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington Territory wil! 
address himself to the point of order of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BRENTS. But I trust the Chair will allow me to make a point 
of order against the point which the gentleman from Georgia now pro- 
poses to make. I submit that his point of order comes too late. This 
amendment was offered some time ago; the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] made a point of order against it; it was then modified; the 
discussion was entered I proceeded to discuss not only the point 


I desire to raise a question of order on that amend- 


upon. 
of order but the merits of this proposition. The gentleman from New 


York then undertook to make another point of order. I objected on 
the ground that the point of order was too late. Finally the gentle- 
man from New York withdrew and abandoned his point of order. Then 
= an from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] said that he would make 
nt of order; and I objected. Then the matter by consent was al- 
towel to rest until we should come to this part of the bill, the gentle- 
man from Indiana remarking that he might not insist on ‘the point of 
order. Still I did not waive the point of order that he was too late. 
The CHAIRMAN. But is it not true that the gentleman from In- 
diana at no time withdrew the point he had made? 
Mr. BRENTS. The gentleman did not make it until long after it 
was too late to make it—after the merits had been discussed. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Before insisting on the point of order I would like 
porn od ask the een ay whether the Treasury Department has recom- 
rts of a 
Certainly it ee: 
Mr, BLOUNT. I supposed that the 
consideration. I do not press the point 
Mr. SPRINGER. Why does the saaiaaee te the salary $1,199 


instead of $1,200? 
Mr. BRENTS. Toobviate the point of order made a while ago that 
the amendment did not reduce expenditures. These deputy collectors 


= came in without due 
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ight under the law receive a salary of $1,200 each; but I have modi- 
the amendment so as to save this great Government the sum of $2 
a year. 
Mtr. SPRINGER. I think we ought to give the even $1,200. I move | 
to amend the gentleman’s amendment in that respect. 

Mr. BRENTS. Iaccept the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no use of stickling about 4 dollar or two. 

The amendment of Mr. BRENTS as modified was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the committee now rise and report the | 
bil] with the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
and had directed him to report back the same with sundry amendments 
and a recommendation that the bill pass as amended. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that it insisted on its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7970) making ap- 
iations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House, agreed to the conference asked for, and had 
appointed Mr. DAwes, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. PLUMB as managers of 
said conference on its part. 


FRENCH AND AMERICAN COMMISSIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 


In mse to the resolution of the House of Representatives of the 9th of 
January, 1885, calling for certain correspondence concerning the transactions of 
the late French and American Commission, I transmit herewith a report of 
the Secretary of State of the 16th instant in relation to the subject. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 17, 1885. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 2246) to provide 
for the purchase of additional land for the uses of the public building 


in the city of New Bedford, State of Massachusetts; when the Speaker | 


pro tempore signed the same. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 
2594) to change the name of the Manufacturers’ National Bank of New 
York to the Manufacturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn, N. Y.; when 
the Speaker pro tempore signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 

To Mr. REAGAN, for the balance of the day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, for the remainder of the day, on ac- 
count of sickness. 

GEORGE COUSINS. 

On motion of Mr. PATTON, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
5820) for the relief of George Cousins was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, together with the accompanying report. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8247) 
to define the jurisdiction of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, BAXTER SPRINGS, KANS. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent I wish te make 
astatement. Some time ago various petitions asking for an appropria- 
tion to establish a national cemetery at Baxter Springs, Kans., were re- 
ferred in this House, but noentry was made in the Journal of that fact. 
I now ask that they be received, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
TIME FOR TAKING A RECESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I rise to make a privil motion. I understand the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] states that he wae - get 
threugh with the legislative, &c., appropriation bill by 6 o’clock this 
evening, I ask at that time the House take a recess until 10 o'clock 
to-morrow 


Mr. BROWN, of ennsylvania. I shall object unless the understand- 
is that before 11 o’clock to-morrow the House shall adjourn. 
. WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 





Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
ing I do not object. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIs was then agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Very well, with that understand- 


RUPERT G. HILL. 

Mr.STEELE. [f rise to a question of privilege. The Committee on 
Military Affairs was furnished with erroneous information on the sub- 
ject of the restoration of a certain man to the Army, and the commit- 
tee want to withdraw that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. STEELE. It is the bill 
G. Hill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill is withdrawn by unanimous consent. 


What is the bill? 
H. R. 5714) for the relief of Rupert 


LEGISLATIVE, 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


ETC,, APPROPRIATION BILI 


I move the previous question on the bill (H. R. 


| 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 





expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes, reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union with sundry amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask by unanimous consent that the amendments 
be agreed to, with the exception of the one reducing the number of 
ports of entry. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on striking 
out the following: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authoriged and 
directed to discontinue the appointment and services of officers at ports of entry 
in all cases where for two successive years last past the revenues collected at such 
ports are less than the salary and expenses of the officers employed in the duties 
thereof: Provided, however, That the President may appoint a deputy collector 
at any such port, in his discretion,who shall execute, when required by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, bond in such penalty and with such security as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shali approve, conditioned for the taithful discharge of 
his duties, and shall perform all duties pertaining to such port, such deputies to 
receive only the fees collected thereat as compensation for their services; but if 
at any such port such fees collected in any one year shall exceed $1,500, such 
excess shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 76. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 168 

So (one-fifth not having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules the yeas and nays will 
be taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. lIask unanimous consent to offer a resolution at 
this time with reference to an additional force required for the enroll- 
ment—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the yeas and nays must 
be called upon this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask if we can not by unan- 
imous consent dispense with the call of the roll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate that the rule does 
not permit it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to state that the clerk wants additional 
assistance in the enrolling-room, and this resolution that, I seek to offer 
is to permit that increase. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken upon the passage of the bill; and there were— 
yeas 210, nays 3, not voting 111; as follows: 





























YEAS—210. 

Aiken, Buchanan, Davis, L. H. Geddes, 
Alexander, Budd, Deuster, George, 
Arnot, Burleigh, Dibble, Glaseock, 
Atkinson, Burnes, Dibrell, Goff, 

ley, Cabell, Dingley, Green, 
Ballentine, Caldwell, Dixon, Greenleaf, 
Barbour, Campbell, Felix Dockery, Guenther, 
Barksdale, Campbell, J. E. Dorsheimer, Halsell, 
Barr, Candler, Dowd, Hammond, 
Bayne, Cannon, Duna, Hardeman, 
Beach, Carleton, Eaton, Hardy, 
Belmont, Clardy, Eldredge, Hart, 
Bennett, Clements, Elliott, Hatch, H. H. 
Bisbee, Collins, Ellis, Haynes, 
Blackburn, Connolly, Ellwood, Hemphill 
Blanchard, Cosgrove, English, Henderson, T. J, 
Bland, Covington, Ermentrout, Hewitt, A.S 
Blount, Cox,8.8. Evans, Hewitt,G. W. 
Boutelle, Cox, W.R. Everhart, Hill, 
Boyle, Crisp, Fiedler, Hiscock, 

j Brainerd, Culbertson, W.W. Finerty, Hitt, 
Bratton, Cullen, Follett, Holman, 
Breckinridge, Cutcheon, Forney, Houseman, 
Broadhead, Dargan, Funston, Howey, 
Brown, W. W. Davidson, Fyan, Hunt, 
Browne, T. M. Davis, G. R. Garrison, Hurd, 
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James 
Jeffords 
Jones, J.H 
Jones, J.T 
Kean, 
Keifer 
Ketcham, 
Kieiner, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Libbey ,* 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 
McComas 
MoCormick, 
MeMillin 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F 
Miller, 8. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 


Clay, 


Adams, G. E. 
Adams, J.J. 
Anderson, 
Belford, 
Bingham, 
Bowen, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F.B 
Brewer, J. H. 
_——, 

Buck 
Cammpbeli, J.M. 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Cook, 

Craig, 
Culberson, D. B. 


Dunham, 
Ferrell, 
Findlay, 
Foran, 
Gibson, 
Graves, 
Hanback, 


Morrill, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Hara, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Pierce, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters 
Pettibone, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Pryor 
Pusey 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W 
Reid, J, W. 
Rice, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W.F. 
Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shively, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T.G. 
Siocum, 
Smalls, 
Smith, H. Y. 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 


Stephense=, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, 


NAYS—3. 


Turner, Oscar 


York. 


NOT VOTING—II1L. 


Hancock, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, W.H. 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. K. 


Jordan, 


Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Lovering, 
McOoid, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
with the reading of the names. 

There was no objection. 


The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 


Matson, 
Maybury 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Muller, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Nicholls, 
O'Ferrali, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Paige, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Post, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Ray, Ossian, 


n, 
Reel, T.B. 
Reese, 
Robinson, J.8. 
Robinson, W.E. 
Rockwell, 
Russell, 


Mr. Morrison with Mr. Joun 8. WISE. 
Mr. SHaw with Mr. LATRD. 
Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLoGG. 


Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 

wo 


emple, 
White Milo 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wolford, 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Yaple. 


Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Smith, A. Herr 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 


Storm, 
Summer, C. A. 
Swope, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thompson, 

Th morton, 


Williams 
nae, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wise, J.8. 


Wood, 


Young. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense 


Mr. LAMB with Mr. KeTcHAM. 

Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Houx. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

The following gentlemen were announced as being paired for this 
day: 

Mr. REESE with Mr. JoHNsON. 

Mr. CuLBrrson, of Texas, with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. DuNHAM. 

Mr. JoRDAN with Mr. HenpERson, of Iowa. 

Mr. Herpert with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. Jongs, of Arkansas, with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. FERRELL with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

Mr. MuRRAY with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. LAcgy. 

Mr. GeorGEe D. WIsE with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. Pare with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. CRAIG. 

Mr. Woop with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. BucKNER with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker pro the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of Wehrle, erk & Son. 
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ADDITIONAL ENROLLING CLERKS. 

Mr. NEECE. I desire to submit a privileged resolution. This is a 
resolution, I will say, which is asked for by the Clerk of the House, 
asking an ‘additional service in the -room. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will state that the Clerk of 
the House has reported that he wants to get this legislative bill en- 
rolied, if possible, to-night, and it is important to get the resolution 
which the gentleman from Illinois proposes adopted, if possible. The 
resolution will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to employ not exceeding 
two additioual clerks, to the enrolling clerk for the remainder of this 
session. rate of aaah to be fixed by the Committee on Accounts, 
ice be pall ons of the t fund of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. NEECE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE JEANNETTE EXPEDITION. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, submitted a report of an investigation directed by the 
House into the facts connected with the Jeannette expedition; which 


was ordered to be printed and laid on the table. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. McADOO. I ask unanimous consent for permission to print in 
addition to my remarks delivered to-day, on the subject of the abuses 
of fraud detectives, so called in the Treasury Department, a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There was no objection. 

[The letter appears on page 1807. } 


EXTENSION OF FREE-DELIVERY SYSTEM. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York (in behalf of Mr. CosGrove), from the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, by unanimous consent, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 1070, a bill (H. R. 8248) to extend 
the free-delivery service; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to print a h containing a resolution of the senate of the 
State of New York with reference to the bill for the retirement of Gen- 
eral Grant. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Augany, N. Y., February 10. 


The senate to-day by a unanimous vote, only that Senator Robb voted nay: 
~~ the following preamble and resolutions : 

Whereas Mr. GeorGs F. Enmunps on January 13, 1885, introduced in the Sen- 
ate of the United States a bill to authorize an additional ntment on the 
retired-list of the Army, which bill has Li oy the Senate an 
action in the House of Representatives 

Whereas said bill Saeedeoement neatien on the retired-list of the Army 
for that -7 soldier, Ulysses 8. Grant : 

Resolwed, That our Representatives in Congr Congress are requested to vote for the bill 
will place General Grant upon the retired-list. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that the House may now 
take a recess until to-morrow at = gpm of waiting until 
the hour fixed by the House during the da 

There was no objection; and ution (at 5 o’clock and 55 min- 


utes p. m.) the House took a recess until to-morrow morning at 10 
o'clock. 


is now awaiting 


and urge a measure which 


AFTER RECESS. 
e recess having expired, the House reassembled at 10 0’clock a. m. 
(Wednesday, February 18). 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOLLETT. I a report from a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as ; 


votes of the two Houses on 
ons 
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States and of the District of Columbia in equal parts ;”’ 


— 
—— recede from its d ent tothe amendment of the Senate 


oot 19, and agree to thesame with an amendment as follows: Substitute 
for the matter strisken out by said Senate amendment the following : “ includ- 
compensation 


1885. 





and the Senate agree to 


ing not exceeding $600 for additional labor or services;”" and the 
Senate to the same. 
That House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert “‘$6,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Strike out 


li 


after the the word * ital” in the amended aph the words “of the,” and 
insert in lieu the words “association of Washington ;"’ and the Senate 
to the same. F 
*“eThat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert “* ninety-five ;” and the Senate e to the same. 
That the recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert “‘$339,720;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 40, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the to be inserted by said amendment insert the following : 
“And held manner provided in this act for the police fund;”’ and the 
agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
4l, agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Strike out 
17, in lines 6 and 7 of the bill, the following words: “accident while in 
of duty or by service,” and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
“ received or disease contracted in line of duty, or having served; ”" 
strike out in line 10,same page, the word “ accident” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ inj or disease ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 44, and to the same with an amendment as follows: “In lieu 
of the sum insert “ $554,930; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 45, oma agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $390,000; '’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN F. FOLLETT, 

J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

P. B. PLUMB, 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. FOLLETT. I ask that the reading of the statement by the 
managers on the part of the House be dispensed with. 
There was ho objection. 
The statement is as follows: 
rs on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 


The manage 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8089) 
ions to provide for the expenses of the government of the 


District of Columbia 


lumbia for the fiscal year 1886 submit the following written state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the accompany- 


report : 
the action recommended by the conference committee is agreed to the bill 
as it passed the House will be changed as follows : 
The salary of the assistant inspector of buildings is increased from 31,000 to 


yeti: 
A 


ER 


thousand dollars is added for defraying the expenses of assessing real 

in the District. 

a? inserted that all moneys which have been or may hereafter be 
retained from contractors shall be invested in bonds of the Se ee States 


property 


is increased os at $900 each 


The police force 
The teachers in the public schools is increased from $885,000 to $3% 


sum for 


provision is inserted that hereafter the supply of Potomac water may be 

extended to in the District beyond the limits of Washington and George 

= like me and conditions as are provided by law for the supply y of 
in those cities. 


priated by the bill as it passed the House was $1,707,328.46 ; 
, $1,725,643.46 ; as agreed upon in conference, $1,716.643.46. 
JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I move concurrence in the report of the committee 
of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask that when the Committee of the Whole House 


the same 
The amount 
it passed the 


be offered. 
was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


GRACE F. EDES. 


Mr. KEAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8249) 
Gets = comm to Grace F. Edes; which was read a 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Meleetiees te bogeteaed. 


JOHN R. M’GOLDRICK. 
Mr. BLANCHARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
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8250) for the relief of John R. McGoldrick, of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed 

R. D. BECKLEY AND L. HOWARD. 

Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay out of the 
contingent fund of the House to R. D. Beckley and Leon Heward, for services 
as messengers, the difference between the pay of laborers received by them and 
that of messengers, from the 2d of January, 1884, to the 7th of July, 1884, and 


from the Ist of December, 1884, to the 4th of March, 1885, nine months and six 
days, at the rate of $40 per month, $736 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move thet the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under the order of the 
House limiting all debate on the pending section to one hour and a half, 
one-half hour for the friends of the bill and an hour for its oppenents, 
there was an endeavor to divide the time, so that ten minutes should 
be consumed on the one side and five minutes on the other alternately. 
On account of the absence of certain gentlemen, whom the Chair had 
agreed to recognize, their places were filled by others; and it has there- 
fore occurred that the twenty minutes now remaining of the time for 
debate belong to the opponents of the bill. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. I took the position as an opponent of this bill because 
there were at the time this arrangement was made certain provisions 
in the bill which I could not consent to, and I should have voted against 
it if those provisions had not been amended or stricken out. I know, 
however, from the action of the committee and from the statement made 
by its chairman that two of the most objectionable features in the bill 
will be stricken out, but there are two remaining which are seriously 
objectionable. 

The first of these is the creation of a board to examine the jetty sys- 
tem at various points, to consist of seven members, four from civil life, 
two from the Engineer Corps, and one from the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey. I think that the United States Engineer Corps should pre- 
ponderate on that board, and that four should come from the Engineer 
Corps, one from the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and two from civil 
life. 

I am not disposed to strike down the present Engineer Corps of the 
Army. I believe that it is an honest and honorable service. As to its 
entire capability I do not know; but I believe that if we impose upon 
it restrictions and require at its hands a more rigorous performance of 
its duty in the light of the judgment of the engineers we will geta bet* 
ter service and we will get more valuable recommendations. I shall 
move to amend that provision so as to take four members of the board 
from the Engineer Corps, one from the Coast and Geodetic Survey as it 
stands in the bill, and the other two from civil life. 

Another provision in this bill which is objectionabie, in connection 
with which appropriation should not be made until a more full inves- 
tigation is had and a better plan understood, is this immense appropri- 
ation for the lower Mississippi River. The $2 ,800,000 to be applied to 
that river is in my opinion thrown away, except in so far as that money 
should be used to take snags out of the river and to dredge bars in that 
river; and I think it unwise on the part of Congress to expend that 
vast amount of money in a way and upon a plan which is conceded to 
be a failure. 

It was recognized to be a failure, and the proposition to make Cap- 
tain Eads supervisory engineer of the Mississippi River Commission 
was intended, if possible, to lift that commission out of the difficulties 
into which it had got, the hope being that Captain Eads might devise 
some plan by which this money could be profitably expended. I will 
ask leave to print in connection with my remarks an article recently 
printed in the American Engineer, at Chicago, which goes into an ex- 
amination of the present system of the Mississippi River Commission, 
and in my opinion proves, if language can prove it, that the system 
which they are now pursuing for the improvement of the navigation of 
the lower Mississippi River must inevitably fail—that it can not pos- 
sibly result in the permanent improvement of that river. Yet here we 
are appropriating vast sums of money on the theory that this is to be 
@ permanent improvement. I feel toward that river as any other patri- 
otic American does—that if a large expenditure of money will secure 
the permanent improvement of its navigation I am willing to vote a 
large amounf of money for that purpose, but I am unwilling to vote 
this large amount when I am convinced the money is being expended 
to no good end, or at least that the results obtained from its expendi- 
ture are nothing like equivalent to the value of the money expended. 
Therefore, when we come to that provision in the bill, I shall move that 
the amount appropriated to the Lower Mississippi River shall be very 
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largely reduced. I ask leave to print the article to which I have re- 
ferred in connection with my remarks. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman objects—— 

Mr. WILLIS. General leave has been granted. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. Then I will hiave this article printed, de- 
spite the gentleman’s objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. General leave has been given to print remarks, but 
not extracts from newspapers, and I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no right to dictate or discriminate 
as to what shall be printed as a part of a gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee for a few moments especially to the clause in this bill in re- 
lation to the Hennepin Canal. When this question was under consid- 
eration at the last session of Congress I made a few remarks upon the 
subject, and upon the most careful examination and reflection that I 
have been able to give to it I am confirmed in every opinion I then 
expressed. The proposition now is that this Government shall enter 
into a new and broad field of expenditure, of which no man can see 
the end. 

In the improvement of our natural water ways, our rivers and our 
harbors, we have work which will absorb all that we can rightfully 
draw from taxation for such purposes for many years to come. Those 
natural water ways require and will require a large improvement at 
the hands of the General Government, strictly within the ends and the 
purposes of promoting national commerce. Shall we, then, at this 
time enter upon another field—a field, as I have said, of which no man 
can see the boundaries or the end—in building within the States new 
water waysor newrailways? TF orit makes no differenceas matter of con- 
stitutional power which we build; if we build either we should build 
the most efficient avenue for commerce, the railway. We are asked 
here to enter upon a work which will result, if we continue to pursue 
the same policy wherever such works are needed throughout the 
country, in taking thousands of millions of dollars from the Treasury 
of the National Government and will impose a taxation upon the peo- 
ple of this country which will break down the country. We are told 
that this will promote the commerce of the Northwest, that it will en- 
able the productions of the Northwest to reach the seaboard easier than 
in any other way. I repeat, sir, what I said here a year ago, that the 
State of Illinois has the ability, has the wealth, has every motive to 
build this canal if it ought to be built at all, and to her mainly if not 
entirely will inure the benefit of the work. 

If half that is said in behalf of this canal be true, it will add to the 
wealth of Illinois ten times its cost and to the wealth of Chicago alone 
many times its cost. 

The State of New York, when she had but one-third the present wealth 
of the State of Illinois, built the great Erie Canal. She has maintained 
it from that time to this, and within two or three years past she has 
ingrafted upon her constitution a provision that she will maintain that 
canal by her own taxation upon her own citizens, in order that the com- 
merce of the whole country, and the Northwest especially, may come 
to the seaboard and to our great cities at the lowest possible toll, the 
lowest possible freight. 

Now, sir, if the General Goverment is to build this Hennepin Canal, 
will not the same policy require, does it not inevitably require, that we 
shall assume the burden of purchasing and carrying on the Erie Canal ? 
Is it to be expected that the great State of New York, having spent 
nearly $50,000,000 in that great work, shall continue to assess herself 
from $500,000 to $1,000,000 annually for the purpose of maintaining 
that canal, while she is at the same time called upon to pay to the Gen- 
eral Government her one-seventh part of the te <es, which are to be de- 
voted to building another canal of precisely the same sort in the State 
of Tilinois which is to be made free? 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
him a single question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PoTTER]) has expired. The Chair had promised to recognize next the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]; but he is not present, and any 
other gentleman claiming the floor in opposition to the bill will now be 
heard. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I will ask leave to print if I may not 
be allowed to state the provision of the constitution of Illinois relating 
to this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. General leave to print has been granted. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that ten minutes remain 
of the time to be used in opposition to the bill. As gentlemen would 
probably desire to speak to a fuller committee I ask unanimous con- 
sent that they may be allowed to use that time later in the day. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I should like to use it in on with 
three minutes on an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
ten minutes may be occupied by gentlemen in opposition to the bill at 


a later period of the day. 
I shall have to object to that. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


ae 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the House has or. 
dered this morning that amendments be considered in their order in the 
section. There are two propositions now pending—one by the commit- 
tee to strike out certain portions, beginning at line 213, and the other 
a proposition by the eman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] to strike 
out from line 213 to line 231. These amendments—one coming from 
the committee, the other in o' ition tothe committee’s amendments— 
would be considered first. e Chair suggests to other gentlemen in- 
tending to offer amendments that during the ten minutes’ debate which 
will now follow they send their amendments to the Clerk, indicating 
the lines, that they may be arranged ready to be taken up hereafter, 
thus saving time and avoiding confusion when the Committee of the 
Whole shall proceed to consider amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just suggested that gentlemen 
prepare their amendments and send them to the Clerk. Ten minutes 
must elapse before they can be considered. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, one of the grounds of complaint against 
this bill, and the only one I have, is that certain harbors on the Mis- 
sissippi River for which appropriations have heretofore been made have 
been altogether left out of this bill. I believe that all of them ought 
to have been retained. Two of them were retained by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors; and the action of that committee in this re- 
gard was sustained by the action of the Committee of the Whole. Iam 
aware of no reason why these two harbors which have already been 
favorably considered and appropriated for should have had any prefer- 
ence over those which have been omitted. It was correct no doubt to 
make the appropriation for these two; but it was equally proper that 
all the others should have been provided for. 

I am unable tospeak specifically for any of these river harbors which 
have been omitted except that at the city of Memphis. Of the neces- 
sity for a continuation of the work there I have some personal know!l- 
edge. In 1878 the Government undertook the work of diverting the 
current of the Mississippi River from the eastern bank at Memphis to 
the Arkansas shore. Previous to that time, from some cause which I 
am not able to explain, the current of the river on the Arkansas shore 
had changed, and was being diverted directly against the Memphis 
shore, and by its action against the latter at that point destroyed more 
than a million and a half dollars’ worth of property. 

The Government conceded this to be a work of so much importance 
that it should be cared for by national appropriations. Up to this time, 
if my memory serves me right, $474,000 have been expended upon that 
work. The engineer estimates that $75,000 will complete it. With- 
out the expenditure of this additional $75,000 the $474,000 already 
expended will be a total loss, and the object for which the work was 
designed will entirely fail. This additional $75,000 is necessary to put 
in the keystone, as it were, to this work, and preserve it from absolute 
destruction. 

Now, I submit that it would not be a wise thing to allow $474,000 of 
Government work to be swept away when $75,000 would save it all 
and preserve from destruction the largest commercial city of the Mis- 
sissippi River between Saint Louis and New Orleans. For, after all} 
what is the commerce of the Mississippi River if you destroy all its 
cities? What is its navigation worth if you destroy its commerce? 

It is in line with the theory and system of the Mississippi River 
Commission to protect the caving banks of the river. At many points 
where caving occurs the country bordering on the river is a wilderness; 
and where if a thousand acres were to tumble into the river it would 
not involve the loss of a thousand cents, the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion is to-day ex large sums of money to protect caving banks 
and improve ’ the navigation of the river. 

Now, if it is important to protect caving banks where there is noth- 
ing back, of the river but a wilderness, how much more important is it 
to protect those banks where large commercial cities are located, such 
as Cairo, Memphis, Vicksburg, and New Orleans, By the action of the 
Committee of the Whole two places—Cairo and New Orleans—have al- 
ready been provided for in accordance with the recommendation of the 
Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. THOMAS. Thegentleman will allow me one word. As this is 
the second time he has referred to Cairo I want to say that the appro- 
priation at Cairo is to prevent the formation of a new channel at the 
foot of Dickey’s Island, and it is not for the benefit of Cairo at all but 
for = commerce of the Mississippi River. 

Here the hammer 
CHAIRMAN. Is any other gentleman desiring to be heard 
ition to the bill? There are five minutes left. 
r. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped to have an op- 
iver notion to address a fall House upon the subject of the Mississippi 
of this scheme; but I have been prevented, he er 
caition which which the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
a State through w 


ee een” ae ¢ Mintsippt ver rans. 1 who 
represents River runs. I leave 
sea dee ae ees which would be natural under these 
circumstances. 


I desire to call the attention of the members who are here to the plain 
and simple fact that notwithstanding all the efforts which have been 
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made there has been no opportunity to discuss this Mississippi River | posed by the gentleman was misunderstood. He proposes to strike out 

question. And I desire to reiterate and re-enforce what has been so | more than the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] did ? 

well said by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 

that is this Mississippi River part of it will cost the Government of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

this country at least $150,000,000 of initial expenditure. And that The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. , 

all the facts we can get at show conclusively that is only the beginning | Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to ask the Chair whether at this 

of an annual expense the extent of which we can not find out. | time, under the rule, all amendments that are to be proposed to this 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My friend does not wish to misstate me. | 


: ’ S : . : section shall be offered, or shall they be offered and disposed of in their 
Mr. REED, of Maine. My friend will not interrupt me in the little | order as the various lines of the section are reached ? 





















time I have. Sy ; The CHAIRMAN. Before the gentleman arrived the House ordered 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But the gentleman is misstating my posi- | this morning that all amendments proposed to this section shall be con- 
tion. This is just what I am fighting against. The river would be | sidered in their regular order in the bill; and the Chair suggested, in 


hopeless then. But neither he nor the present commission nor any 
one else can commit us to that departure and blunder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine declines to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to reiterate this expenditure, enor- 
mous as it is, of $150,000,000, is only the commencement, the end of 
which we can not foretell. Indications point now to an annual expend- 
iture of 25 per cent. of the revetments in order to maintain them in 
their places, and those revetments have been found to be necessary by 
men who are practically working out this so-called plan. And on no 
estimate can it be less than 10 per cent. of annual expenditure on these 
$150,000,000 of initial expenditure. 

And then in addition to that comes up the plain fact that nobody on 
earth knows that the $150,000,000 will produce any result whatever 
that is worth talking about. There are thus far no indications which 
go to show that even this expenditure, enormous as it is, will produce 
any results. And if it did, how in the world is it possible for us to jus- 
tify such an expenditure for the purposes that are named ? 

t is because of these things, which I can only just indicate, that dis- 
cussion on this subject has been prevented. Why look atit! What 
is the object of this proposed expenditure, supposing it can be a suc- 
cess. The commerce of this country goes from East to West. The 
exports and imports of this country in New York and in the other At- 
lantic ports is something like 70 per cent. of the total exports and im- 
ports of this country. The exports and imports from New Orleans is 
6 per cent, Six per cent. against 70 percent. Whyisthat? Itarises 
from the very nature of things. It arises from the character of com- 
merce. Commerce has entirely changed from what it used to be years 

. Yearsago a man sent hisshipto the uttermost parts of the earth— 
his skill as a merchant depended upon the time of the arrival of his 
ship. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will have an opportunity to resume. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now state before amendments 
are offered under the order of the House to which each gentleman can 
speak three minutes, that the committee must first dispose of the 
amendment proposed by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to strike out the pa ph beginning with line 213 and ending 
with line 231. After the Clerk had read lines 213 to 231 the chairman 
[Mr. WiL11s, of Kentucky] made a proposition to strike out all from 
line 213 down to and including line 305. The Chair will remark that 
at the same time there was a motion made by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] to strike out from line 213 to line 231, inclusive. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] is to 
strike out and insert, and should it carry no other amendment could 


committee, that gentlemen proposing to offer amendments should send 
them to the Clerk that the Clerk might so classify them, and that they 
might then be called up in their order. 

Mr. WILLIS. We have but twenty minutes before this day’s ses- 
sion terminates, and I ask that we go on with the business. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible not to answer these parliamen- 
tary inquiries. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Underthe order of the Chair I handed 
three amendments to the Clerk. I wish to know whether these are to 
be considered as pending, or whether I will have to offer them again. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will be readin their order and considered 
as pending after they are read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to aquestion of order. I rise to 
ask the Chair to have the two amendments the Chair said were pend- 
ing relative to Galveston Harbor read for the information of the com- 
mittee before offering my own, because it may be that it will not be 
necessary to offer the amendment I intend to suggest after hearing those 
that are pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman misunderstands the Chair. 
There are amendments preceding those that have been offered this 
morning which must be first voted upon. Amendments to be in order 
to this section must be offered and considered now, because the pending 
amendment is to strike out and insert, and of course would cutoff other 
amendments if adopted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
them read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Hearing no other proposed amendment between 
lines 213 and 305 inclusive, the Chair will direct the Clerk to read what 
is proposed by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 213 down to and inelnding line 305, and insert: 

“For Galveston Harbor, $500,000; and the harbor board herein provided for is 
directed to proceed at once to examine, survey, and report to the Secretary of 
War for his approval plans, specifications, and estimates for said improvement, 
and when said plans, specifications, and estimates shall have been approved, said 
work shall be carried forward with all possible expedition.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, there are two amendments to strike out: 
one is the amendment of the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
to strike out the paragraph beginning with line 213 down to and in- 
cluding line 231 

Mr. WILLIS. That, I will state to the Chair, has been withdrawn. 
The gentleman from Illinois withdrew his amendment as soon as the 
amendment proposed by the committee was announced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not informed of that fact. Then 
the amendment is to strike out the whole of that which is intended to 
be substituted by the committee amendment just read. 


I ask permission of the Chair to have 


































be made between lines 213 and 305, inclusive. Therefore, if there be 
amendments to be offered between those lines they must be offered 
before this proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky is voted on. 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to discuss the committee amendment unless 
the chairman of the committee desires to take up the time himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order just now, but will be ina 
moment. The Chair is trying to ascertain whether amendment is to 
be offered between lines 213 and 305, inclusive. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask before the discussion of the amendment be- 


gins that it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not yet in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Before this order is passed I ask to strike out 
the whole hh ending with line 305. 


The CHAIRMAN. That has been already proposed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understood the committee moved to strike 
out all between lines 213 and 231. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will restatethe situation. TheClerk 
had read from line 213 to line 231, inclusive, and stopped. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors then moved to strike out 
from line 213 to line 305, inclusive, and insert other matter which he 
sentup. Pending that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
moved to strike out from line 213 to line 231, inclusive. That was the 
situation when the committee mse. The Chair will state, if any 
amendments are to be offered they will be read first; if not, then the 
committee’s am@ndment will be put. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I donot understand, under that statement, that 


the amendment I suggest is not first in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. will state that the amendment pro- 
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Mr. WASHBURN. I made a motion to strike out the entire section 


relating to the subject, understanding that the committee was to re- 
port a new provision. 


Mr. WILLIS. They have reported it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand that the motion only strikes out 
from lines 213 to 231? 

Mr. WILLIS. No, sir; it strikes out the whole of that provision. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not so understand it, and withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amendment asasuh- 
stitute for the lines 213 to 231, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I propose to amend by inserting: 

Harbor of Galveston, Tex.: To ascertain and report what further work is 
necessary, if any, in that locality. 

I offer that in lieu of the lines I have specified. 
tled to be heard on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes if he desires 
to explain the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, on page 47 of this volumi- 
nous document, known as House bill 8130, from the Select Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, which acted with closed doors 

Mr. REED, of Maine (from his seat). Select committee, is it? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. You will find that the Secretary of War, 
in section 8 of the bill, is directed at his discretion ‘‘to cause exami- 
nations, or surveys, or beth, and estimates of costs of improvements 
proper to be made at the following points,’’ and then follow two or 
more pages of the bill containing the points at which these estimates 


I believe I am enti- 
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are to be made. Now we have spent more than a million and a half 
of dollars at Galveston Harbor, and it is not in evidence that we have 
gotten a half-inch more water than they had at the start. It will 
hardly be contended, after the statement of my friend from Galveston 
and other members on that side of the House that they have not gotten 
two inches of water—I say it will hardly be contended that we should 
appropriate a half-million more or seven millions more to carry water 
to put in this harbor, where there are fifty miles of shoal water in front. 
Then let us have the Secretary of War make a preliminary survey, take 
soundings for fifty miles out in front of the harbor, and report to the 
Housea plan. You have Eads for your idea, and we have the War De- 
partment, the chief engineers, and we find that $2,000,000 have been 
expended to get two inches of water. Now, I think it is time to quit 
this work until there is another preliminary survey; and I ask, there- 
fore, to strike out the lines 213 to 231, and insert in its proper place 
in the bill the amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. THOMAS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
WHITE] has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS. The committee having charge of this bill have pro- 
posed a substitute for this portion of it. They propose to strike out 
and insert. Is it in order that another substitute tostrike out and in- 
sert should have precedence? 

The CHAIRMAN. The other is practically a proposed amendment 


to the three paragraphs which the committee propose to strike out, and 
is therefore in order. 


Mr. THOMAS. 
so stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute motion relates to what is in- 
cluded in the portion which the committee propose to strike out. The 
effort, therefore, is to perfect what is proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. THOMAS. _I desire to know the condition of the question. The 
committee propose to strike out exactly the same matter that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky proposes to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a mistake on the part of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. THomas]. Thegentleman from Kentucky proposes 
only to strike out one paragraph, whereas the committee propose to 
strike out three. 

Mr. REAGAN. May I saya word in response to what has been stated 
by the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate, under the instructions of the House, 
is in order on this amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. How is it that there can be debate on one side, and 
not on the other? 

The CHAIRMAN. The House by unanimous consent ordered that 
the absolute cutting off of debate which had been previously ordered 
should be opened to the extent only of allowing gentlemen who offer 
bona fide amendments to be heard for three minutes in support of their 
amendments. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only wish to say that this amendment proposes 
to make the very investigation which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] proposes. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The reply of the gentleman from Texas is out of 
order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I ask for a division of the motion tostrike out and 
insert. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is indivisible. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. There are two distinct propositions—first to strike 
out and then to insert. I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. WILLIS. If in the mean time we can get onwith the bill a lit- 
tle I think it would be better. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to get on with the bill 
as fast as possible. The Clerk will read clause 7 of Rule XVI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to strike out and insert is indivisible. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Ware] to strike out from lines 213 to 231 in- 
clusive, and to insert what he has read. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amendment pro- 


posed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLts], the chairman 
of the committee. 


Mr. WILLIS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. THOMAS. Objection was taken to the first 
forward by the committee in reference to Galveston cue com- 
mittee, after considering the objections urged, considered it would be 
better to have this harbor thoroughly examined and reported on, and 
that the plans and specifications and estimates should be submitted to 
the Secretary of War and approved by him before any work was done. 
And they have provided there shall be a fair and full in and 
report before the money is expended. That certainly ought to meet 


The time of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


But it is offered expressly asa substitute, and it was 


every 


that is urged 
of Wat, and the plans and specifications and estimates must be ap- 
proved by him. That proposition meets the full concurrence of the 
committee and is believed to be fair and just, and I hope it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The report ought to be made to Congress. 


There must be a report to the Secretary 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. W1iL11s] on behalf of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I moveto strike out all of that amendment after 
“cc $500,000. ” 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. THOMAS. I make the point of order against that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does this amendment strike out the Captain 
Eads p ition ? 

Mr. WILLIS. It does. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
brains there were in it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The amendmentoffered by the chairman of the 
committee proposes to turn all this over into the hands of a board that 
does not exist, and so faras Iam concerned a board which I think should 
not exist. I do not believe that this House wants to go forward and 
inaugurate any more commissions or any more boards. Whatever ap- 
propriation is made for this purpose, and I am willing and shall be glad 
to have a liberal appropriation made for it, I believe the work should 
be carried on as other river and harbor improvements are carried on, 
under the direction of the Engineer Department of the United States. 
Therefore I move to strike out all of that portion of the amendment 
which would turn the work over into the hands of a board that does 
not exist. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment to the amendment be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as it 
would read if the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
WASHBURN | should be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the improvement of Galveston Harbor, $500,000. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 38, noes 66. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. WASHBURN, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the time for ad- 
journment has almost arrived. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, in pursuance of my promise made 
yesterday, I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the river and harbor appropriation bill and had 
come te ho resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (ut 10 o'clock and 56 min- 
utes a. m.) the House adjourned. 


All of what amendment ? 
The amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 


Then it seems to me it strikes out all the 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARR: Petition of citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., asking Con- 
gress to pass the pending | having for its purpose the extirpa- 
tion of Mormonism in the United States—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 


By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of Mrs. Sarah O. ‘Allen, in the matter 
of the Venezuelan awards—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Laclede County, Missouri, 
for the passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Petition of citizens of Saint Louis, in favor 
of the passage of the bill relating to the Mormon question—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 103 ex-soldiers and sailors of 


removing charge 

suggestions jects of a mass-meeting of ex-soldiers and 
Se ee pase A dbsa--tb the fahecs Commitics 
on Payment of , and Back Pay. 

o By Mr. CASSIDY: Joint resolution of the re of the State 
fr the passage ofthe Slocum mii bill the 


Als, joint relation of the Legislatare of the Stat o Nevada, re- 
= General Government to cede to the State of Nevada all 
unsold in said State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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_By Mr. CALDWELL: Memorial of the National Association of En- 
for license laws for the stationary engineers of the United States 
similar tolaws regulating marine engineers—to the Committee on Man- 


ufactures 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Petition from Board of Trade of Newark, N. 
opposing legislation for the construction of railroad bridges across Kill 
von Kull or Staten Island Sound, New Jersey—to the Committee on 


rce. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition from ex-soldiers, members of the Grand 

Army of the Republic, of Portland, Oreg., asking Congress to purchase 

Miss Ransom’s portrait of General Thomas—to the Committee on the 

Library. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Sheep Breeders’ Association of 
i in favor of the restoration of the wool tariff of 1867—to the 

Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONEY: Petition of T. J. McFarland, administrator of H. 
J. Byers, deceased, of Yalabusha County, Mississippi, asking reference 
of claim to the Court of Caims for rehearing under the provisions of the 
Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry J. Byers, of Panola 
County, Mississippi—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of citizens of Minnesota, in regard to pub- 
lic lands withdrawn from settlement—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. NICHOLLS: Petition of W. F. Taylor, agent of Solomon Tay- 
lor, of Effingham County, Georgia, asking compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

ae papers relating to the claim of Solomon Taylor, of Effingham 

to the same committee. 

By fr. PAIGE: Petition of A. K. Riche y and others, of Northfield, 
Summit County, Ohio, on the Mormon question—to the Committee on 
the J 

Mr. PAYNE: Petition of C. T. Beverly and others, of Sennett, 
-, asking legislation for the suppression of Mormonism—to the 
same committee. 
By,_Mr. PIERCE: Petition of James E. Wood, of Gibson County, 
Tearesee, asking reference of claim to the Court of Claims for rehear- 
i under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. ROSECRANS: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
California, relative to the location of a signal station on Tamalpais 
Mountain, near San Francisco Bay—to the Committee on Appropria- 


Mr, ROWELL; Petition of A. W. Carlock and others, citizens of 
H , Ill., for the suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on 
the Judi 

By Mr. R "AN: Petition of citizens of Kansas for additional legisla- 
tion for the suppression of polygamy in the Territories—to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of citizens of Harvey County, Kansas, for an increase 
of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 37 citizens of Holly, Orleans County, 
New York, praying for action by Congress on the so-called Mormon 
question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 23 citizens of Lockport, Niagara County, New York, 
asking for early legislation by Congress on the Mormon question—to 
the same committee. 

' By Mr. STORM: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania, requesting its Senators and Representatives in Congress 
to enacta law to reimburse the several States the interest paid by them 
on money expended in defense of the United States—to the Committee 


on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Petition and memorial in the claim of the 
heirs of William Hance for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

‘ By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Memorial from the trustees, pastor, and 

ion of East Washington colored Methodist Episcopal church, 
of rict of Columbia, accompanying a bill for their relief—to the 
Cummmnitees on the District of Columbia. 

. Also, petition of James McKenzie, attorney in fact, for certain per- 
sons for their relief for occasioned by certain public improve- 
ments, and accompanying bill—to the same committee. 

petition of Emma M. Cahill, of Georgetown, D. C., for com- 
for to her property caused by public improvements 
the District of Columbia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Mrs. Bettie Granes, widow of John O. 
Granes, of Fayette County, Tennessee, asking reference of 
claim to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BARR: Of citizens of Sunbury, of Lebanon, and of Harris- 


burg, Pa. 
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By Mr. BEACH: Of citizens of West Town and vicinity, and ot 
Greenwood Iron Works, New York 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Fossilville, Pa 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Of citizens of Taylor, of South Bloomingville, 
of Hope, and of Westerville, Ohio. 

By Mr. COOK: Of Levi McCracken at id 75 othens, of Jasper County; 
of T. J. Dunlavy and 200 others, of Bloomfield; and of Henry y Cooms 
and 75 others, of Peoria, Iowa. : 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 135 voters of Peterville, and of 
140 voters of Flemingsburg, Ky. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Williamsburg, of Coyville, of 
Sternerton, of Merriam, of Columbus, of Elk City, of Fredonia, of 
Urbana, of Cherry, and of Pittsburg, Kans 

By Mr. GEORGE: Of many citizens of Oregon 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of citizens of Wantoma, of Hortonville, of Por- 
tage, and of Black Creek, Wis 

By Mr. H, H. HATCH: Of citizens of Popinabec, of Bay City, and 
of Clare County, Michigan. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of Eugene Pinckney and others, of 
Dixon, Lee County, and of Joseph Myers and others, of Morrison, 
Whiteside County, Illinois. 

By Mr. HILL: Of G. F. Miller and others, of Conway; of R. Bower- 
man and 102 others, of Lyons; of David Bashore and 63 others, of 
Paulding, and of B. E. Mills and others, of Defiance, Ohio 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Of citizens of Onondaga County, New York 

By Mr. HITT: Of 208 ex-soldiers of Pecatonica, and of 63 ex-soldiers 
of Savanna, III. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Of D. C. Crawford and 49 others, of Lyons, Iowa 
County; of Andrew Maples and 33 others, of Hamilton, Allegan County, 
and of Maj. R. D. Sofford and 126 others, of Grand Haven, Ottawa 
County, Michigan. 

Also, of F. O. Daniels and 129 others, of Spring Brook, Gratiot County, 
Michigan. 

sy Mr. HOWEY: Of A. Wilken and 80 others, citizens of Montana, 
Warren County, and of W. L. Dietz and 195 others, citizens of Somer- 
set County, New Jersey. 

3y Mr. KEIFER: Of Robert Groves and 100 others, of Sedalia, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Of citizens of Cannonsburg, Washington 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Of citizens of Norfolk and of Hampton, Va 

By Mr. NEECE: Of citizens of Viola, of Warsaw, of Aledo, and of 
Hillsdale, Il. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of citizens of Saint Cloud, of Princeton, of Mor- 
ris, and of Little Falls, Minn. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of citizens of Oswego, of Leonardville, and of 
Madison County, New York. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of Edward R. Armstrong and 63 others, of Fair- 
child; of William McDonald and others, of Rice Lake; of August 
Homested and 48 others, of Dorchester; of John A. Sterling and 12 
others, and of Edward Peabody and 50 others, of Hammond, Wis. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Of citizens of Exira, of Carson, 1,000 citizens of 
Montgomery County, Iowa. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of W. D. Collins and 111 others, of Jersey County, 
Illinois; of George Robertson and 52 others, of Quincy; of R. G. Hobbs 
and 62 others, of Quincy; of G. W. Maberry and 131 others, of Adams 
County; of William D. Griggs and 130 others, of Payson, and of Will- 
iam Boyles and 73 others, of Fowler, Ul. 

By Mr. H. Y. SMITH: Of 40 citizens of Panora, and of 62 citizens 
of Bussey, Marion County, Iowa. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Of Robert H. Claurton and 46 others, citi- 
zens of Ewing, Jackson County; of Isaac Smith and 123 others, citi- 
zens of Freetown, and of William H. Leigh and 57 others, citizens of 
Crothersville, Jackson County, Indiana, 

sy Mr. STORM: Ofcitizens and soldiers of Freeland, Luzerne County; 
of Bloomsburg, of Fairmount Springs, and of Yostville, Pa 

By Mr. STRUBLE: OfS. K. Butler and 105 others, of Greene County; 
of D. L. Riley and 43 others, of Dickinson County, and of Edgar Orton 
and 55 others, citizens of Sioux County, Iowa. 

3y Mr. WAKEFIELD: Of 36 citizens of Kimbrac, of 29 citizens of 
Elmore, of 50 citizens of Delavan, of W. V. King and 115 others, citi- 
zens of Jackson, and of 17 citizens of Wood Lake, Minn. 

By Mr. WELLER: Of J. B. Gobb and 80 others, of Nora Springs, 
and of J..H. Langdon and others, of Fredericksburg, Iowa 

sy Mr. WILKINS: Of W. H. Davidson and 104 others, citizens of 
Atherton, Licking County; of Isaac N. Deardoff and 94 others, citizens 
of Canal Dover, and of Charles W. Rydigger and 34 others, citizens of 
Winesburg, Ohio. 

By Mr. JOHN WINANS: Of C. E. Buell and 34 others, of Lake Gen- 
eva; of David Van Wie and 10 others, of Cypress; of T. A. Perry and 
others, of Edgerton, and of E. J. Brooks and 64 others, of Marshall, 
Wis. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Of Isaiah M. Harris and 155 others, citizens of 
Brownsville, Cass County, and of H. B. Hemenway and 27 others, 
citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 18, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Huntiey, D. D. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that there be a call of the Senate to see if 
there be a quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not yet called theSen- 
ate to order. The Chair will now call the Senate toorder. TheChair 
will state that the rule requires that the Journal shall be read when a 
quorum has appeared. It is evident that a quorum has not appeared. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now move that the roll be called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that there be a call of the Senate. That order, under the rules, will 
be made as a matter of course, it being suggested that no quorum is 
present. The call will proceed. 

The Secretary called the roll, and sixteen Senators answered to their 
names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll of absentees will be called. 

The Secretary called the names of absent Senators. 

Other Senators having entered the Chamber, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that further proceedings under the call be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But twenty-six Senators have as yet | 
answered to their names. There will be no further proceedings with- | 
out some motion. No motion to send for the absentees has been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think enough Senators are here now. 

Mr. CONGER. Would the Senate be safe to go on with the reading 
of the Journal now ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not. 

Mr. CONGER. It would not besafe? Ido not wish to be analarm- 
ist, but I wanted to make the inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call has shown that no quorum 
is present, and the rules explicitly provide that the Journal shall be 
read when a quorum hasappeared. A quorum has not appeared, as has 
been shown by the call. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of 122 Journal this morning. 

['}y;s PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quo /am being present. 

Thirteen other Senators having entered the Chamber, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ascertains that a quorum 
is now present. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. RANSOM presented the credentials of ZEBULON B. VANCE, 
chosen by the Legislature of North Carolina a Senator from that State 


for the term commencing March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 


Sixteen Senators are present. The 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the | 
Senate to print the report of Capt. George M. Wheeler on the third | 
international geographical congress and exhibition at Venice, Italy. 


The message also announced that the House had agreed to the con- ' 
current resolution of the Senate to print extra vopies of the report of | 


the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for 1884. 
The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HH. R. 8039) | 
making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government | 


of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, | 


and for other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had , 


signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 
A bill (3S. 


chusetts: 

A bill (8. 2594) to change the name of the Manufacturers’ National | 
Bank of New York to the Manufacturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn, 
N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommunication 
from theSecretary of the Navy, transmitting, in connection with the rec- 
ommendation of the changeof the — meridian made by the recent in- 
ternational meridian conference held at Washington, communications 
from the Superintendent of the Naval Observatory, the Superintendent 
of the Nautical Almanac, the various American astronomers, concern- 


ing the proposed change in the time for beginning the astomnpuaieal 
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That request is not in order, no | 


2245) to provide for the purchase of additional land for the | 
use of the public building in the city of New Bedford, State of Massa- t 


FEBRUARY 18, 


day; which, on motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, with the accom- 


panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair presents a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Maine on the subject of the restoration of 
Ulysses 8. Grant to the rank of General of the Army, on the retired- 
list. The memorial will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


STATE OF MAINE. 
Resolves in relation to restoring Ulysses 8.Grant to his rank of General of the 
Army, on the retired-list. 

Resolved, That the illustrious services of the exalted citizen-soldier, Ulysses S. 
Grant, should be promptly recognized by the people of this country, and his 
restoration as General of the Army on the retired-list, as an act of justice, should 
be authorized by an act of Congress without delay. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are requested to 
use their earnest efforts in procuring the legislation therefor recommended by 

the President of the United States. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state furnish a copy of these resolves to each 
member of the Maine delegation in Congress. 

In House or REPRESENTATIVES, February 12, 1885. 

Read and passed finally. 

CHARLES HAMLIN, 
Speaker. 
In SENATE, February 13, 1885. 
Read and passed finally. 
WILLIAM D. PENNELL, 
President 


| 
FEBRUARY 16, 1885. 


Approved. : 
FREDERICK ROBIE, 


' 
Governor. 
A true copy. 
Attest : 


ORAMANDAL SMITH, 
Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Senate has acted upon this 
subject, the memorial will be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of New Jersey; which was read, as follows: 


Assembly concurrent resolution, State of New Jersey. 


1. Resolved (the senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States of 
America be respectfully petitioned not to Senate bill No. 1447 and House 
hill No. 7165, authorizing the constraction of railway draw-bridges across Staten 
| Island Sound, from Staten Island, Richmond County, New York, to New Jer- 

sey at Elizabeth and Perth Amboy. 
Such bridge or bridges would injure the navigation of the sound and many 
mites of New Jersey water front thereon. The New Jersey shore of the Hud- 
son River and Staten Island Sound is the natural terminus of railroads from the 
West, affording ample room and opportunity for terminal yards, depots, docks, 
| coal and grain shipments, and direct communication between railroads and 
| ships. Several steamer lines have moved to docks on_our own shores for the 

ead Immense sums of money have been expended on our shores, includ- 
ing depots and docks for coal and iron between these proposed bridges. 
To. catablion these bridges, if they become a success, is to render the sound and 

New Jersey shores thereon useless for their natural pur; , with the intent 
' to transfer these docks to the eastern shores of Staten Island. That such will 
| be the result may be doubted, but that the sound will be injured if not destroyed 

| for the use of large vessels is certain. 

2. Resolved, That this memorial be transmitted, under the signature of the 
| president of the senate and the s er of the house, in duplicate to the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the United States. 

SENATE, February 16, 1885. 
This concurrent resolution having been read in the senate, 
Resolved, That the same do pass. 
By order of the senate, 


AB'M V. SCHENCK, 
President of the Senate. 


HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY, 1885. 


This concurrent resolution having been read and compared in the house of 
ae, 


Resolved, That the same do pass. 
By order of the house of assembly. 


E. A. ARMSTRONG, 
Speaker of the House of Assembly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the me- 
morial will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. FRYE. No; the Committee on Commerce has reported the bill 
| referred to in the memorial, and it is now on the 


Calendar. 
ce PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the memorial will be laid on 
table. 


Mr. CONGER penned the petition of Thomas Fish and 158 other 


citizens of Port Huron, Mich., praying for the 
aside the marsh and overflowed lands of Lake 
known as the Saint Clair Flats, as a national 
ground for the 


—- of a bill to set 
t Clair, Michigan, 

preserve and shooting- 
le of the United States; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALE. I present the petition of John E. Hilton, late private 
Company E, Eighth Maine Volunteers, praying for an increase of pen- 
sion. It is addressed to me, but is otherwise in the form of a petition 
to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
"IMs. HOA presented petition of seamen of Boston, Mas 

a of seamen of Boston, Mass. , praying 
he such 0 meothbention of the so-called Dingley. shipping bill as will 
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admit of a seaman giving an allotment note to his creditors for any just | 
debt by him owing, and incurred before engagement; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAIR presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Ne- 
vada; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as | 
follows: 

Senate joint resolution relative to the direct war tax assessed to and levied upon 
the several States under the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 


Whereas the Congress of the United States has now pending before it a bill 
to adjust the direct war tax as levied upon the several States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia, under the act of Congress approved August 5, 


1861, epee of which by Congress was on June M4, 1884, favorably recom- | 
mended by the Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. Charles G. Folger, and in May 
2, 1884, by the First Comptroller of the Treasury, Hon. William Lawrence : 
Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Nevada, the assembly concurring, That | 
our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representative be requested to 
use every proper effort within their power to have said measure now so pend- 
ing enacted into a law. 


wed, That the governor of this State be requested to forward to our Sen- 
ators and Representative in Congress a copy of this resolution properly attested 
under seal by the secretary of state. 


STATE OF NEVADA, 
Department of State, ss : 


I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 
tify that the annexed is a true, full, and correct copy of the original enrolled 
Senate joint resolution relative to the direct war tax, as the same appears of 
record and on file in my office. 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
state. Done at office, in Carson City, Nev., this 9th day of February, A. D. 1885 

[sEAL.] JOHN M. DORMER, 

Secretary of State, 
By WELLS DRURY, 
Deputy. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask the privilege of sending to the Secretary’s 
pee a resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey, which I ask may be 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper sent to the desk is not 
resolution of the Legislature, but of a board of trade. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I had aresolution of the Legislature before me, 
and I supposed that was the one I sent to the desk. I wish to have 
the resolution of the Legislature read, but I should like also to have 
read the memorial of the Board of Trade of Newark, if there is no ob- 

on. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New Jersey that the Chair received and presented this morning 
a resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey on the subject of a bridge 
across Staten Island Sound, which was read and referred. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Theresolution I have before me is on the same 
subject; and if there be no objection I should like to have the memo- 
rial which I have sent to the Chair read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that the memorial of the Board of Trade of Newark 
be read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Dear Sim: I have been uested to forward to you the following resolution 


Board of of the city of Newark at a meeting held on Wed- 
evening the llth instant. 


That this board of trade hereby respectfully but most earnestly pe- 
tition the Congress of the United States, and request that the said Congress do 
not pass the several bills now pending before that honorable body authorizing 
the construction of one or more bridges across Staten Island Sound. 

That of the above be sent to each of the United States Senators 
from New Jersey and one to Congressman WILLIAM H. F. Frepier, of Newark. 

Iam, with respect, yours very truly, 


Hon, Jonn R. McPHERsSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. It should lie on the table, if the President pleases, the 
bill having been reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of the mayor and council of 
the city of Hickman, Ky., praying a specific appropriation to improve 
the harbor at that place; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


a 


FEBRUARY 15, 1885. 


P. T. QUINN, Secretary. 


The memorial will be referred to 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of the Sac and | 


Fox Indian reservation, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and 
for other pu reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAW 
to which were referred certain resolutions in regard to negotiations to 
obtain the title to ions of Indian reservations in the Indian Terri- 
tory, to report a bill. I should like to have the bill read in full. 


The bill (S. 2648) to enable the President to negotiate for the pur- | 


chase of ‘ions of certain Indian reservations was read the first time 
by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


1 Be it enacted, déc., That the President is hereby directed and empowered to as- 
certain, without unnecessary delay, by communication with the authorities of 
the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Nations of Indians, in the Indian Territory, 

what terms the said nations will relinquish and convey to the United States 
all their right, title, and interest in and to all that country described in article 3 
of the treaty made between the United States and the Creek Nation on June 
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| eeeded against by libel in the proper court, and forfeited 


. lam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


4 
. 
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14, 1866, as ‘‘the west half of their entire domain,’’ and the lands described in 
article 3 of the Seminole treaty of March 21, 1866 (14 Statutes, page 756), and so 
much of the lands described in article 16 of the treaty made between the United 
States and the Cherokee Nation on July 19, 1866, as has not been already pur 
chased by the United States from said Cherokee Nation for the purpose of set- 
tling friendly Indians thereon, as provided for in said treaty, and to submit the 


| result thereof to Congress at its next regular session. 


Sec. 2 


Every person who, without authority of law, enters and shall be found 
upon the lands described in the first section of this act, with intent to occupy 
any such lands or reservation, or any part thereof, shall, for the first offense, 
upon conviction thereof, pay a fine of not more than $500, or be imprisoned at 
hard labor for not more than one year, or both, in the discretion of the court: 


| and for every subsequent offense shall, upon conviction thereof, pay a fine of 


not more than $1,000 and be imprisoned at hard labor for not more than two 
years; and the wagons, teams, and outfit of such person or persons so offending 
shall be seized and delivered to the proper United States officer, and be pro- 


one-half to the in- 


former and the other half to the United States. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the estates of Hugh and Byrd 
Douglas, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2366) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1002) for the relief of Cyprian T. Jenkins, to 
report it adversely. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL] to the report. 

This is a bill introduced by the Senator from Florida to reimburse a 
gentleman who was timber agent for the United States at the breaking 
out of the war. A certain sum was found due him for his services for 
one quarter and part of another, and the payment was arrested on 
account of the breaking out of the rebellion. Subsequently a statute 
was passed confiscating as enemy’s property all sums due to the Gov- 
ernment from that class of officers, and from the mail agents, and so on. 
| The committee thought it was not in accordance with sound public 
policy to report a bill for one of this class of officers leaving the others 
unpaid; but a general bill including all mail agents has been reported, 
and I think is now before the Senate, and the committee have author- 
ized one of their members to move an amendment to that bill when it 
comes up,which will cover this case and other like cases of timber 
agents 

I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if there 
is any probability of the bill, which he proposes to amend by a measure 
for the relief of the class similar to Mr. Jenkins, coming before the Sen- 
ate at this session of Congress ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not know particularly; I do not remember how 
that bill stands; but it is much more likely to pass than the bill just 
reported, because this is a Senate bill. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the bill may go on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. CALL. I simply wish to say that this is the case of a man who 
was a Union man, and who I do not think would be obnoxious to the 
statute. I do not remember its provisions, but he never had any part 
whatever in the late civil war, and I do not see how he can come under 
the statute. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to the bill going upon the Calen- 
dar. Al) that class of claims against the United States were confiscated. 
I conceive that to be the effect of the statute of the United States, that 
it was a confiscation of certain debts of persons residing in those States 
as enemy’s property, which, of course, is within the war power, and was 
also the usage of all nations at war until a very modern period. Though 
we did not confiscate all debts, we did confiscate debts due from the 
Government to persons dwelling in theterritory of the rebellion, whether 
they were Union men or otherwise. If the measure to which I have 
referred becomes a law; this gentleman’s case and all cases like his 
should be included within it, and I have no doubt will be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, 
deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
| thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

; A bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Eliza Pigeon; 

A bill (H. R. 5123) granting a pension to Frederick Braunwald; 

A bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Robert Patterson; and 

A bill (H. R. 7524) for the relief of Lavisa Heth. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to William H. Whit- 
| comb, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| He also,. from the same committee, to whom was referred the bil! (H. 
| R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ann W. Malvey, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2400) granting an increase of pension 
to Eliza Willson Thornburgh, to submit an adverse report thereon. I 





« 








1830 


ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar, as a minority of the com- 
mittee so desire and as many other Senators alsoso desire. In the report 


I have incorporated the facts of the brilliant and gallant services of Ma- | 


jor Thornburgh, and perhaps it will not be necessary for the minority 
to file their views. 

The PRESI I JENT pro le mpore. 
endar. 
bill? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I presume they will not be. I stated that in 
the report I have set forth the gallant and brilliant service of Major 
Thornburgh, which is probably all the minority may desire. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2643) to relinquish to the city of Denver title to cer- 
tain lots of land for the purposes of a public library, reported it with- 
out amendment 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 393) for the relief of Asenath 
A. Phelps, administratrix of the estate of Harlow J. Phelps, deceased, 
to report it adversely, and to move that the claim be not allowed and 
that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
Are there written views of the minority submitted with the 


ARMY COURTS-MARTIAL, 


Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on the Judiciary having been di- 
rected by resolution of the Senate to inquire and report concerning 
courts-martial, their appointment, and the practice and proceeding be- 
fore such tribunals in time of peace, I am directed to submit a report 
in writing thereon, which I ask may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, in obedience to a resolution of the Senate, 
the nature of which he has described, makes a report, which will be 
printed and placed on file. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, reported anamend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIKE submitted an amendment intended to be pro: by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which, with the accompany- 
ing petition, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JONAS and Mr. PIKE submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


f/f 
|/ Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2649) toset apart the unsurveyed 
* marsh lands at the mouths of the Saint Clair River, known as the Saint 
Clair Flats, as a hunting and fishing preserve for the people of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 2650) making an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the Mississippi River at or near Eastport, 
opposite Nebraska City; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. CONGER. It should go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Bills of this nature have always gone to the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. CONGER. There never have been any so referred that I know 
of. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. One bill proposing an appropriation of $500,000 
for the Mississippi River was referred to the Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River and was reported by that committee and 
passed at the last session. I move that this bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the motion by substituting ‘‘ the 
Committee on Commerce.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion to 
amend is not in order. Under the rules and practice of the Senate the 
question is to be taken on each motion to refer. If the motion to refer 
to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River is de- 
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feated, then it will be in order to move to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. This is a bill to appropriate money for a single har- 
bor, not for the general improvement of any river, and unless the Sen- 
ate desire that the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River shall have charge of all appropriations for special harbors, they 
will vote against the motion to refer the bill to that committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. With all due deference to the Senator from Mich- 
igan, I think he is mistaken about the bills which have been passed of 
this nature. I think he will call to recollection that at the last ses- 
sion of Congress a bill for a temporary need was first referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and withdrawn from that committee subse- 
quently by the action of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River, and by that committee it 
was reported, and on the report of that committee it was passed. 

This bill does not propose to interfere with the great system of river 
and harbor improvement in the country, but it is at a point which 
needs immediate attention. Therefore it is thought best to refer it to 
the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River, as they 
have more time to devote to it and are not so much engrossed with 
other matters. The object of the bill is to make an appropriation of 
$50,000 in order to save the channel of the river at the point named. 
We have felt that it would receive more speedy consideration at the 
hands of that committee; and it would not seem to be necessary that the 
great Committee on Commerce, which swallows up all the harbors, 
rivers, lakes, and oceans of the country and the continent, should insist 
upon receiving to itself a small measure which it evidently will not 
have or has not time to devote attention to. 

Of course, personally, it is a matter of no moment whether the bill 
goes to the Committee on Commerce or to any other committee, but it 
would seem that this, being a very small, trifling matter, should go to 
a committee which never has occasion to do very much, and not toa com- 
mittee in which it necessarily must be put in a pigeon-hole and there 
left. 

I do not know the anxiety of the Senator representing the Committee 
on Commerce to insist upon a reference of the bill to that committee. 
I should like to gratify him very much indeed, and I have no special 
objection to the reference he suggests if we can have some sort of assur- 
ance that the bill will receive action one way or the other and be speedily 
reported. But I am satisfied, as I think the Senate must be, that the 
bill had better go to a committee which can act upon it, and not to a 
committee which is overburdened. 

Mr. CONGER. I can not conceive it possible that anything which 
the Senator from Nebraska would introduce is a small and unimportant 
matter. I know he is not accustomed to deal with that class of things. 
Therefore it rises in magnitude in my estimation from the mere fact 
that the Senator himself has fathered the bill. 

Therules require such bills to be sent to the Committee on Commerce. 
There is no power to send such a bill as this anywhere else. If it is of 
any importance to comply with the rules, or if it is of any importance 
to have the system of improvements under the control of a committee 
appointed specially for that purpose, then these little things, as well as 
the big things, had better be sent where they belong. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. While the Senator is thinking for the next sen- 
tence will he allow me to suggest that he tell us what the Committee 
on the Improvement of the Mississippi River was appointed for? 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Michigan was overburdened with 
the magnitude of the subject and waited to reflect; that is all; it is so 
very important in its bearing upon the general welfare of the country. 
I ask the President to have the rule in regard to this class of appropri- 
ations read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XVI provides as follows: 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Appro- 


riations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which shall 
Ss referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


The Chair is under the impression, from the debates in the Senate 
and the practice of the Senate, that this rule will apply only to general 
appropriation bills for the general objects of river and harbor improve- 
ments. The Chair thinks, therefore, that the motion of the Senator 
from Nebraska to refer this particular local bill to the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River is in order. The question is 
on agreeing to the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2651) to define the status, and for 
the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of certain recruits for the 
Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, who were killed at Lawrence, 
Kans., August 21, 1863, by guerrillas; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 


i Affairs. 
“arr CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 127) to authorize the 
printing of the reports of the Bureau of ; which was read 
a ae oie ce ne aa ; 

He uced a joint resolution (S. R. 128) to authorize the 
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rinting of the reports of the Geological Survey; which was read twice | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 129) to authorize the print- 

ing of the reports of the Geological Survey; which was read twice by 
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lands from four to six dollars per acre when they purchased. 
paid the State and county taxes ever since. 
now more than $20 per acre. 


CORD—SEN ATE. ISS! 


They have 
The lands have cost them 
The trespassers, so far as there are any, 


have had the use of these lands in the mean time without paying any- 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. thing, and they only ask now that the hands of the United States shall 
Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 130) prohibit- | be taken off this subject so far as their rightsare concerned. They ask, 
ing sale of lands between Waldo and Tampa Bay, Florida, under the | as they say in their memorial, that this bill, which professes to be a bill 
t to the State of Florida to aid in the construction of a line of rail- | to quiet the title to the Des Moines River lands, shall not be so framed 
road from Amelia Island to Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its | as to reopen all the questions which have been decided by the Supreme 
title, and ordered to lie on the table. | Court of the United States and by the courts of the State of Iowa 


WITHDRAWAL 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 


Ordered, That Charles Murphy have leave to withdraw from the file 
Senate the papers in his claim for additional compensation for build! 
United States appraiser's store in San Francisco, Cal. 


A. L. SINGLETON, 


OF PAPERS. 


of the 
ng the 





of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the widow of A. L. Singleton, deceased, late a fireman in the 
heating department of the United States Senate, a sum equal to three months’ 
salary as fireman aforesaid, at the rate of $1,095 per annum, this amount to be 
considered as including the funeral expenses of A. L. Singleton and all other 
allowances. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive .business. After twelve minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDs. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of concurrent and other 
resolutions having been exhausted, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I offer the following proviso to come in at the end 
of section 2: 


Provided, That nothing in this act contained shal! have the effect of invalidat- 
ing or disturbing the title of any bona fide purchaser from the State of Lowa or 
its gry of what are known as the Des Moines River lands prior to March 
2, 1861; but such titles are hereby ratified and confirmed. 


It will be seen that this proviso is precisely like the proviso stricken 
out in the body of the bill yesterday, except that that proviso éxcepted 


from its operation that portion of the lands of the Des Moines River grant 
which were in the occupation of settlers. Now if I have succeeded in 


showing anything, I have succeeded in showing that in the cases decided | 
by the Supreme Court between the earliest settlers to whom patents had | 


been issued by the Government the Supreme Court decided that the 


grantees under the river grant had the undoubted title, and that the set- | 


tler was a trespasser and had no title whatever. Why we should ex- 

t from the operation of this proviso contained in the bill that portion 
of the lands thus confirmed to the grantees by the resolution of the 2d 
of March, 1861, passes my comprehension. Every decision made by 
the Supreme Court is to the effect that by that resolution the title in 
the purchasers under the Des Moines River grant has become an abso- 
lute title and that all interest of the Government is divested thereby. 

Now this proviso simply gives effect to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court already pronounced; and this by no means interferes with the 
general policy of the bill under consideration. There are under what 
is known as the Harvey settlement, and referred to in the bill, 298,919 
acres of land which are subject to the provisions of this bill, upon 
which to a greater or less extent there are settlers, and upon which there 
may be controversies between them and purchasers from the State otf 
Iowa. Their claims have never yet been adjudicated, their claims are 
not covered by the joint resolutionof March2, 1861. Those lands were 
not transferred until the operation of the Harvey settlement in 1866, 

after the joint resolution of 1861 and the act of 1862, which con- 
firmed the title of the scttlers in the Des Moines River grant. 

As I have already said, the purchasers in whose behalf I appear have 
no 0 ion whatever to this litigation if the lands which have been 
determined to be theirs by these repeated decisions are excluded from 
its operation. This amendment is one which Senator McDonald, of 
Indiana, on the 5th of February, 1879, offered as an amendment he 
intended to propose to the bill entitled ‘‘A bill to quiet the title of 
settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes’’—precisely this bill. It was obvious to the judicial 
mind of Senator McDonald that the idea of interfering with the rights 
of these rege by legislation was simply folly, and that in the 

the there should be a proviso exempting from its opera- 
tion the 


lands which had been thus purchased. 

These purchasers represent, as they state in their memorial, about 
three-fourths of 214,000 acres of land that had been ceded to the State 
of Iowa prior to the resolution of March, 1861. They paid for these 





is thisan unreasonable request? Ought they not to be excepted from 
the operation of this bill? The honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr 


WILSON ] in his remarks said that so far as there were vested rights he 
did not propose to disturb them. 
sistent, I ask the Senator is not a vested right a right which the Su- 


Well, in the name of all that is con- 


| preme Court in ten consecutive cases has decided is legal and valid? 
Mr. HAMPTON submitted the following resolution; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses | 


| 





If that is not a vested right, what is? Can any man stand up here in 
the face of these decisions and claim that the right of the purchasers 
from the Des Moines River Company has not become a vested right in 
these lands? If it is possible for the judgment of courts to determine 
vested rights, that has been determined 

It is whispered here that these litigations have to a greater or less 
extent been collusive. Ah, Mr. President, there is no foundation for 
such an accusation as that—collusion between Crilly who settled on 
these lands in 1855 and obtained a patent and who brought an action 
to determine the question whether he or the purchaser under the river 
grant.had the title—talk about collusion between them! It is all idle 
to talk about any case of collusion. 

I said yesterday, and I repeat the challenge now, there is not one ad- 
vocate of this bill who can state a single fact that was not before the 
courts when these judicial decisions were made. Every fact bearing 
upon the question has been before the courts. There is nothing new 
here; this is a mere attempt to revive a controversy which has been ju- 
dicially determined and to revive it not in the name of the claimants, 
but to revive it in the name of the United States and at the expense of 
the Treasury of the United States. 

This amendment is precisely, I repeat, like the clause which I had 
stricken out from the bill yesterday with this exception, that that said 
the titles of the purchasers from the Des Moines River Company shall 
be confirmed except where they are disputed by the settiers upon the 
lands. I will read the exact language, because that was my objection 
to this clause in the bill. There was an implication from it adverse to 
our whole title: 

That all the ‘ands improperly certified to lowa by the Department of the In- 
terior under the act of August 8, 1846, as referred to in the joint resolution of 
March 2, 1861, for which indemnity lands were selected and received by the 
State of Iowa, as provided in the act of 1862, are, and are hereby declared to be, 
public lands of the United States: Provided, That the title of all bona fide settlers 
under color of title from the State of lowa and its grantees, or the United States 
and its grantees, which do not come in conflict with pre-emption or homestead 
claimants, are hereby ratified, confirmed, and made valid 

If there is any meaning to this it reverses the judgment in the case 
of Crilly, because that is his case exactly. 

Now, I ask to have this proviso put in in the language I have sent 
to the Secretary’s desk, that the title of the purchasers which was con- 
firmed by the legislation of 1861, which has been held perfect by these 
repeated adjudications of the courts, shall be excepted from the oper- 
ation of this bill, and those titles shall be confirmed and declared valid; 
and this amendment is simply designed to carry out that purpose, to 
take out of the operation of this litigation that portion of the 214,000 
acres of land which were conveyed to the Des Moines River Navigation 
Company and which have been sold to purchasers residing in the State 
of New York and in New England, leaving 294,000 acres of land under 
the Harvey settlement, as it is called, conveyed to the State of Iowa 
by the Government, to the questions which arise under the provisions 
of this bill. 

I trust, Mr. President, that this amendment, originating as it did in 
the mind of so discriminating a man as Senator McDonald, believed as 
he believed it to be an essential proviso for the protection of those 
whose rights had been adjudicated and settled by the law, will receive 
the sanction of the Senate; and gs I said yesterday, much as I may 
view the provisions of this bill to be not in accordance with proper 
legislation as to any of the lands embraced in it, yet if this exception 
shall be made by the amendment I have now proposed, the main objec- 
tion which I have to the passage of the bill will be taken away. 

Mr. President, it is an exception which ought to be made. Weowe 
it to consistency, we owe it to ourselves as a high deliberative body, that 
we shall not transgress the decisions of the highest judicial tribunal of 
the country, that we shall not set at naught the determination of the 
Judiciary Committee of this body four years ago that as to these lands 
the title is beyond any further question or dispute and should not be 
made the subject of litigation. That is all I seek by this amendment; 
that is all it accomplishes. It leaves 300,000 acres of land, or more, 


yet open to the operation of the clauses of this bill; but so as far as there 
are settlers upon that portion of the land which was conveyed by the 
Des Moines River Navigation Company to the purchasers I represent 
I hope, 


it takes those from the operation of the clauses of this bill. 
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therefore, that the Senate will see the propriety of adopting this amend- 
ment and thus taking outof this proposed litigation that class of lands 
the status of which and the title to which have been so often deter- 
mined by the courts of Iowa and by the courts of the United States, as 
well as by the joint resolution of Congress of 1861 and the act of 1862. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryeinthechair). The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I hope that this amendment will not 
be adopted. Its office and only office is to attempt to eliminate from 
the operation of this bill one of the most important features it contains. 
It is an attempt by a legislative declaration to take away from the 
jurisdiction of the courts, where it is the office of this bill to send the 
entire question, a very important portion of it; and the argument which 
the Senator from New York has made in support of his amendment 
sounds very differently to me from one which he made when the Ore- 
gon resumption bill was before the Senate. On that occasion the Sen- 
ator from New York said: 

Are we to decide those questions without giving the parties interested an op- 
portunity to be heard? Suppose the Government had been authorized to enter 
its own courts and prosecute for a forfeiture of this grant and had commenced 
an action in the name of the United States, making this corporation only a party, 
not bringing in any of the bondholders as a. and a judge of the United 
States should order final judgment without bringing in the parties really in in- 
terest and giving them an opportunity to be heard, what would be thought of 
euch a judicial proceeding as that? Now, what are we doing— 

And I may say what is he proposing to do by his amendment ?— 
Now, what are we doing? Who are we? We are the United States. We are 
a plaintiff declaring final judgment in our own favor without giving the parties 
interested any opportunity whatever to be heard. That is our position @xactly. 
That is what this bill proposes to do— 

And I may say that is what the Senator’s amendment to this bill pro- 
poses to do— 


1 trust it will not be done. I trust, as I said when this bill was up before the 
recess, that the Senate will not recede from the position it took, when by a vote 
of nearly three to one it added to a prior bill now in the hands of a conference 
committee the precise provision which is embraced in the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from Alabama. We owe it to ourselves to maintain that po- 
sition— 


That was the sending of the question to the courts for adjudication— 


It is not a question as to the number of parties interested, whether they be few 
or whether they be many. If but one man has an interest as a bondholder we 
should stop and hesitate about declaring this grant forfeited without giving 
him an opportunity to be heard. It is nota question of numbers. It is nota 
question of the magnitude of the claim. Those considerations do not weigh a 
feather in my judgment in determining the point of giving to all parties inter- 
ested, whether they are many or whether they are few, an opportunity to be 
heard as to their rights before the Government shall resume and put into the 
market these lands forthe purpose of giving title to absolute and bona fide pur- 


chasers. 

Now, Mr. President, the doctrine of that speech of the Senator from 
New York is the doctrine upon which we base this bill, and ask the 
Senate to enact it, that this whole question may be sent to the courts 
for adjudication, and not as he proposes by an amendment to this bill 
to eliminate oneof the most important features of the whole case. His 
proposition is an admission itself that the titles he refers to as belong- 
ing to the parties he represents are questionable titles; that they need 
the operation of this amendment of his in order to be ratified and con- 
firmed by the legislative voice of the Government. Now, what we ask 
is that those questionable titles shall with all others embraced within 
this grant go to the courts of the United States, where each man and 
every man with whatever interest shall have the opportunity of a judi- 
cial determination of his rights. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, the position of the honorable Senator 
from Iowa is an apt illustration of the stress to which the advocates of 
this bill are reduced when they come to say one word in its advocacy. 
The remarks of mine which he read were made upon a bill declaring 
a forfeitureof a railroad grant—agrant where the condition upon which 
it was made had not been performed by the railroad company, and 
therefore the title was about to be resumed by the United States. I 
had occasion to say in the course of my remarks, anticipating that 
something of that kind might be introduced here, that this bill is not 
a bill that proposes to forfeit a grant by theGovernment. There is no 
such feature in the case. This bill does not assume to act in the exer- 
cise of the power of eminent domaiyg on the part of to resume 
a title to land conditionally disposed of where the condition has been 
broken. There is no such feature in the case; and what I said in that 
case with reference to the provision for protecting the interest of bond- 
holders, of lien-holders upon the land, has no application whatever 
here. 

Sir, there is in this bill twice over a declaration by which the honor- 
able Senator insists that these lands are public lands. Why should we 
declare that —— 

Mr. WILSON. I can answer the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly I will. 

Mr. WILSON. It is a declaration of a proposition which we intend 
to send to the courts of the United S7ates for determination. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It will go there without any such declaration in the 
bill if the United States has any right. Why do they insist upon declar- 
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ing that the lands which were conveyed twenty-odd years ago to pur- 
chasers for value, and which Congress has said shall be confirmed to 
them, are yet public lands of the United States? 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator will allow me, I might reply by ask- 
ing why does the Senator ask this proposition to be enacted as a law 
which is embodied in his amendment if the titles he speaks of were 
perfect twenty years ago? 

Mr. LAPHAM. If there is any objection whatever to those words 
I will strike them out of the amendment. I donot regard them of any 
importance, and I will modify the amendment by striking out the last 
words, that the *‘ titles are hereby declared to be perfect in the grant- 
ees.’’ Strike that clause out. All I want is to except these lands from 
the operation of this bill, which declares them to be public lands, and 
declares them to be so in the face of the fact that Congress in 1861 ex- 
pressly divested itself of the title in these lands. Thatisall I am after. 
I do not want the declaration contained in this bill, which is applicable 
probably to a portion of the two hundred and ninety-odd thousand 
acres that went under the Harvey settlement, the declaration that they 
are public lands, to apply to the lands that were conveyed to those I 
represent under the river grant. That is all the object of my amend- 
ment. I adopted the language that they are hereby confirmed to the 
purchasers by following the language contained in the amendment pro- 
posed by Senator McDonald, ‘‘ such titles are hereby ratified and con- 
firmed.’’ I will strike that out; I do not care anything about it. 

As I said yesterday, and as I repeat now, there is no declaration which 
Congress can make which is as serviceable to the purchasers whom I 
represent here as the ten judgmentsof the Supreme Court of the United 
States. It is a judicial question and the judicial tribunals of the coun- 
try have decided it. It is not a legislative question and the legislative 
tribunals of the country have no business to deal with it in any form 
whatever. The moment they undertake to do so, as the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] said yesterday, they trench upon that pro- 
vision of the Constitution of the United States which declares that 
private property shall not be taken without due process of law. 

‘*Due process of law’’ means the judgment of a judicial tribunal and 
process in pursuance of it. The legislation of this body and of the 
other House is not due process of law. It will be pronounced, if this 
bill should ever become a law, a shameful process of law instead of due 
process of law, and I repeat that the honorable Senator from Iowa 
would never have been driven to quoting what I said ona railroad for- 
feiture bill if he had had any ground upon which he could place his 
feet and stand in security to answer the proposition that was submitted 
to the Senate in favor of this amendment. He yields the entire point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, 
the Presiding Officer will lay before the Senate the unfinished busin ess 
of yesterday. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (8. 305) for the relief of Thomas T. Stratton, assignee of W. 
B. Waldron; 

A bill (S. 1251) to authorize the purchase of a wharf for the use of 
the Government in Wilmington, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 1347) for the relief of sufferers by loss of the Government 
steamer J. Don Cameron; 

A bill (S. 1412) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and set- 
tle the account for arms between the State of South Carolina and the 
Government of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1839) for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 

The message also announced that the House had pons the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to 
the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 7305) for the relief of Christopher Schaefnocker; and 

A bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 


FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration 
of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to offer an additional section to the amend- 
ment which I had the honor to present yesterday evening, and ask that 
it be read in connection with the ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
offers an additional section to the amendment submitted by him yes- 
terday. The amendment was not offered yesterday, the Chair is in- 
formed by the Secretary. The Senator from South lina now offers 
an a ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. To the amendment I presented yesterday evening. 
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ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the amend- 
ment was not formally presented, and therefore it is still practically in 
the hands of the Senator from South Carolina, and can be treated as 


an amendment of to-day. 
Mr. BUTLER. Very well. Then I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment proposes to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and insert in lieu of the matter stricken 
out: 

That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for an alien or 
aliens, foreigner or foreigners, coming to this country under a contract or agree- 
ment to labor, to land upon the shores of the United States; and any alien or 
aliens, foreigner or foreigners, so landing after the passage of this act shall be 
deemed to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof in any dis- 
trict court of the United States, shall be punished by fine or imprisonment, or 
both, at the discretion of the court, not to exceed $1,000 fine or twelve months’ 
imprisonment. 

Sec. 2. That any person or persons who shall contract with any alien or aliens, 
foreigner or foreigners, beyond the limits or jurisdiction of the United States, to 
labor within said limits or jurisdiction, previousto said alien or aliens, foreigner 
or foreigners, becoming citizens or residents of the United States, and shall 
bring or cause to be brought such laborers within the limits of the United States 
in pursuance of said contract to labor, shall de deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, upon conviction thereof in a court of competent jurisdiction, shall be pun- 
ished by fine or imprisonment, or both, at the discretion of the court, not to ex- 
ceed $2,000 fine and two years’ imprisonment. 

Sec. 3. That nothing in thisact shall be soconstrued as to prevent any citizen 
of any foreign country temporarily residing in the United States, either in pri- 
vate or official capacity, from engaging, under contract or otherwise, persons 
not residents or citizens of the United States to act as private secretaries, ser- 
vants, or domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the United States 
as aforesaid ; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person or per- 
sons, partnership, or corporation from engaging, under contract or agreement, 
skilled workmen in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in 
or upon any new industry not at present established in the United States: Pro- 

, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained; nor 
shall the provisions of this act apply to professional actors, lecturers, or singers: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting any indi- 
vidual from assisting any member of his family or any relative to migrate from 
- foreign country to the United States. 

ec. 4. That all laws or parts of laws conflicting herewith be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed. 

Mr. BUTLER. The addition which I have made to my amendment 
as printed and placed on the desks of Senators this morning is simply 
the fifth section of the bill, which is made the third section of the sub- 
stitute I have offered. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to give notice that for the purpose of tak- 
ing the sense of the Senate when we come to vote on this bill I will 
ask to take out of the third section that portion of it which gives a 
moiety of the recoveries to the informer. I will put it in shape before 
we reach the period of closing the bill, and I shall ask the considera- 
tion of the Senate upon that proposition. 

I also give notice that I will move to strike out the word “ singers,’’ 
in the fifteenth line of section 5, in the proviso which reads: 

Provided, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained ; 
a the provisions of this act apply to professional actors, lecturers, or 

gers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will necessarily have to be delayed until the 
bill is in the Senate, the third section having already been adopted by 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Very well; I will prepare it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy more 
than a very few minutes of the time of the Senate in discussing this bill. 
I shall vote for the bill because of the good it promises, notwithstand- 
ing the evil which it contains. I think I am within the limits of fair 

ticism when I say that the bill as reported to the Senate reflects no 
credit upon the committee that reported it or upon the Senate, which 
evidently intends to pass it. I speakof itinits present form. In proof 
of this I will call the attention of Senators to the third section of the 
bill. In lines 12 and 13 we find these words: 

Including any such alien or foreigner who may be a party to any such con- 
tract or agreement, who may choose to bring such suit. 

The line immediately preceding confers upon any person the right to 
recover by suit; and here by express words you make one of the parties 
to the contract a witness against the other, both being guilty parties 
under the law. Ido not know that there is any legislation standing 
upon the statute-book of the United States in which the same terms 
areemployed. It is a universal principle, everywhere recognized, that 
@man who claims equity must do equity; he must come into court 
with clean hands asking redress for grievances there; but this section 

to make one of the guilty parties a witness against the other. 

n effect it offers a premium for blackmail, and it gives one of the guilty 

a ing in court that he would not otherwise have except for 
this express provision. I do not think such a provision is necessary, 
because in the former act it is implied at least; even more, it is expressed 
that any man may appeal to the courts. aoe 2B? 2 d 

I do not believe that there is an intelligent labor organization in this 

, or an intelligent , 
think and see that the result of these words will be to offer a premium 
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for blackmail; and I do not believe that any of them desire such a 
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thing. It is unnecessary; it is uncalled for; and it is not a usual mode 
and method of legislation. 

I am also opposed to the fourth section of the bill for many reasons. 
The one reason I will give here is this: I believe it is unwisdom to place 
that section in the bill. Nearly all the advances made to these irre- 


| sponsible people is made in the way of prepayment or payment of pas- 


sage-money. In no other way can the advance be properly and sately 
made. Now, instead of making the steamship company, as you would 
by eliminating this section of the bill, an ally with those who desire 
its enforcement you make it an enemy. The section makes the steam- 
ship company one of the guilty parties; therefore you can receive no 
evidence from any of them 

There are other and higher reasons that I could give why this sec- 
tion should be eliminated trom the bill, but as the Senate has already 
made it a part and portion of the bill I shall say nothing about the 
other reasons : 

Th: bill is intended to prevent the importation of foreign labor by 
contract, which means cheap labor, pauper labor, and I might add vi- 
cious labor, which when brought to this country enters into competi- 
tion with our laborers here; and our own laborer in the course of time 
from the result of that competition becomes a 
door to door. 

There are only two classes in this country who indulge in this kind 
of practice, the railroad corporations and the manufacturing corpora- 
tions. That the bill will very greatly interfere with the agricultural 
interest, asa fear has been expressed by both Senators from Texas, I do 
not think; but as to the two classes I have named it has been the prac- 
tice of both the railroad companies and the manufacturing companies 
to import cheap labor because they deem it profitable to do so. 

For many years it has been the practice of the Government by high 
tariffs to protect the product of labor while at the same time it has 
maintained free trade in labor itself. This is the Republican party 
policy. In this way manufacturing enterprises have grown up to 
gigantic proportions; the smaller and the weaker factories have been 
driven to the wall, and it is not uncommon to see thousands of labor- 
ers in the employ of a single corporation or firm. Combination being 
more profitable than competition, the manufacturers combine together 
to fix the price of their product and at the same time to fix the rate of 
wages. In this way the manufacturer becomes the master of those he 
employs. A man who gives me employment which I must have or 
suffer, that man is my master, let me call him what I may; and while 
we object to the term ‘‘master,’’ what is the use of objecting to the 
term when we have the thing itself? This has grown up into a sys- 
tem under which to-day the laboring man in this country employed by 
these manufacturing establishments is not given even the untram- 
meled right to vote. That is the condition of things which the labor- 
ers have reason to complain of more than of the importation of the for- 
eign laborer. 

A manufacturing establishment runs six months on full time, paying 
fair wages. At the end of that time, and without cause, in nine cases 
out of ten, they begin to cry ‘‘ overproduction; no sales; no market for 
goods;’’ and the laboring man is given the poor privilege of working 
the other six months on half pay or half time or both, or he is told the 
factory will close up. That is the condition of things. Now will some 
Senator tell me how much above the pauper wages of Europe is the pay 
of the laborers in many of our manufacturing establishments—I mean 
the average that is paid during the entire year? Capital will not take 
the risk of new products in dull times, but labor is compelled to take 
it, and so it goes on from year to year, the laborer always the sufferer! 
If any demonstration of this evil could be found that was more forcible 
than another, it can be found in the case that happened in this country 
after the passage of the tariff bill of 1882. 

We gave an increase of duty on glassware, I think of more than 10 
per cent., and it was given on the plea that the labor employed in that 
industry was not sufficiently protected. The Congress of the United 
States increased the duty, and immediately after the bill was passed a 
demand was made by the manufacturers of glassware for a reduction 
of 10 per cent. in wages. This continued, and they were shut out for 
a long time. Not content with this, the manufacturers of glassware{ 
when they had exhausted their own surplus product, imported glass- 
ware from abroad and paid the duty, in order that they might continue 
to lock out their workmen. 

These are the things that the laborer should complain of. A tariff 
is imposed for revenue and that the American laborer may have a fair 
reward for his labor. I have voted for it with that idea, and I shall 
continue to vote for a tariff sufficient to protect the wages of American 
labor, and God forbid that American labor shall ever be deprived of 
protection; but I do say that when manufacturers combine together for 
the purpose of oppressing labor and labor trying to pass laws against 
the importation of foreign labor, it becomes us to see to it that the 
laborer employed in manufacturing enterprises protected by high tar- 
iffs shall receive a part of the protection accorded to the factory. 

I have already spoken more than I expected; I do not wish to con- 
sume the time of the Senate, as the bill is soon to come to a vote, and 
the Senator from South Carolina wishes to speak to his amendment. I 
will not stand in his way. 


tramp, seeking bread from 
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Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from New Jersey a ques- 
tion before he takes his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator to say that after the pas- 
sage of the tariff act of 1882 increasing the duty on glassware the man- 
ufacturers of glassware reduced the wages of their laborers, and turned 
them out of the shops, and imported foreign manufactured goods to sell 
to their customers in the place of our own ware. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes; and they did worse. First, they im- 
ported Belgians to take the place of those shut out. When that did 
not work, then they imported foreign goods in order to drive their 
former employés to the hard terms. This bill will at least keep out 
the Belgians, but will not reach the greater wrong. 

Mr. DAWES. I will not consume the timeof the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr BUTLER. I have no idea of making a speech. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not take the floor to submit any views further 
than I submitted yesterday; but this morning I have received a peti- 
tion from the gold-beaters of Massachusetts employed in that business 
with a request that I layit before the Senate, which I desire to do and 
have itread. In connection with it they inclose to me a contract made 
by a Philadelphia firm in London that a man should come here and 
serve them for some time at a given price fixed by them in London. 
This seems to have been a printed blank filled in; it is so printed here 
that the italics indicate what is filled in to fit the case of these men. 
I ask that it may be read and then let the petition be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I submit we have hardly time te have those papers 
read. 

Mr. DAWES. It will not take long to read the part printed in 
italics. That is all I ask for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the paper seat up 
by the Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Loxpon, June 13, 1881. 


Messrs. Hastings & Co.,of Philadelphia, and Mr. James Tame do hereby bind 
themselves to the following agreement : 

Messrs, Hastings & Co. on their part agree to employ the said James Tame at 

old beating for one year and to pay him the sum of not less than ten dollars 
10) for each week's work of sixty hours during that time. 

The said James Tame on his part agrees to work for the said Hastings & Co. 
for the sum and time named, and he further agrees that he will not associate 
himself with or in any manner assist any society or combination of men to regu- 
late the rate of wages or manner of conducting the said trade of gold-beating. 

Hastings & Co. agree to pay the passage to Philadelphia, and James Tame agreesto 
repay it at not less than one dollar per week. 

HASTINGS & ©O. 


JAMES TAME. 


Mr. BUTLER. Now, may I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he really and conscientiously thinks there is anything in this bill to 
prevent the enforcement of that contract? 

Mr. DAWES. I had the impression that there was. If it does not 
reach such contracts as that it does not reach the only ground upon 
which I support it, as I stated yesterday, and that is the view taken 
by the gold-beaters themselves in the petition which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What disposition does the Senator 
desire of the petition he has sent to the desk? 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the petition be received and read without 
the names. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable the Senate and House of ~ eye 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned gold-beaters of Massachusetts, suffering from the effects 
of cheap imported and child labor, introduced into New York a ~e? Philadelphia 
manufactories, to the detriment of skilled American workmen, do hereby peti- 
tion your honorable body to take action, whereby said foreign and child labor 
will be excluded from a trade that requires a large amount of intell 
goes judgment. And unlesssuch action is taken, the total exclusion of the intel- 

igent American workman from our workshops is inevitable 
+ And we pray for an immediate passage of the foreign contract labor bill now 
before the Senate. 
FRANK H. ADAMS and others. 


Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire for a moment, in order to get an explanation of 
some of the provisions of this bill which I confess I do not understand. 
I am in the same position as my friend from Alabama. It is claimed 
by those who favor this measure that the object is to exclude the pau- 
per labor of foreign countries from the United Statescoming here under 
contracts madeabroad. That I understand to be the object of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not necessarily pauper labor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, all contract labor. Then Ishould like to ask 
the honorable Senator why it is that section 3 provides for a forfeiture 
of $1,000, ‘‘which may be sued for and recovered by any person, who 
shall ‘first bring his action therefor, including any such alien or for- 
eigner who may be a party to any such contract or agreement, as debts 
of like amount are now recovered in the circuit courts of the United 
States; the one-half or moiety of said sum to be paid to the person bring- 
ing suit to recover the same.’’ 

That is a civil action, a qui tam action as I understand, for the recov- 
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ery of $1,000 from the party who violates the previous provisions of t))is 
bill. In section 4 provision is made— 

That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States on any such vessel, and land, or permit to be landed, from any foreign 
port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan who, previous to embark - 
ation on such vessel, had entered into contract or agreement, parol or specia! 
express or implied, to perform labor or service in the United States, shall be 
deemed. guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished 
by a fine of not more than $500 for each and every such alien laborer, mechani 


or artisan so brought as aforesaid, and may also be imprisoned for a term not 
exceeding six months. 


If the honorable Senator will explain to me why he discriminates 
against the master of a vessel in fixing the penalties of this bill, I shal! 
be greatly obliged to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator wants an answer, I will make one. In 
the first place I think it quite immaterial whether there is such a dis- 
crimination or not; but there is such a discrimination in the bill as it 
is brought here. I do not consider it any serious objection; perhaps it 
is even an excellence in the bill. I can perceive a reason why it should 
be. The first section criticised, the third section of the bill, provides 
for a suit fora penalty. It is not precisely a criminal statute, as the 
Senatorunderstands. The fourthsection describes an offense and makes 
it a misdemeanor which is punishable not alone by fine as in a gui tam 
action, but also by imprisonment. The thing done in the fourth sec- 
tion is very different from that which is prohibited previously and is 
punished by the third section. It is an effort to punish a man who 
might not be responsible and who by reason of his irresponsibility 
might escape all punishment otherwise, by subjecting him to a fine; 
the master of a vessel by subjecting him to imprisonment as well as to 
a fine. The master of a vessel is not so likely to be a man of capital 
able to respond to a suit for damages or the collection of a fine as the 
employer or hirer of labor might be, and it was designed to reach him 
at all events. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator another question in that 
connection in pursuance of a suggestion made by the Senator from 
Alabama? Suppose a railroad corporation or a mining corporation or 
a manufacturing establishment or any other body of combined capital 
should employ an irresponsible man, call him John Smithif you please, 
to go to Germany or France or England or Russia or Sweden or Nor- 
way, and John Smith brings to Castle Garden 5,000 laborers, and as 
soon as they land the superintendent of the railroad corporation pro- 
ceeds to Castle Garden and makes a contract there with those 5,000 
laborers within the jurisdiction and limits of the United States. The 
only redress as I understand that this bill gives is that John Smith 
shall forfeit $1,000, but you can not touch the railroad corporation. 
You bring your action against John Smith and he snaps his fingers in 
your face and says, ‘I am not worth two dollars and a half for you to 
collect.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will see that his own amendment seems 
planned on purpose to let the corporation escape. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill itself makes the offense the same when it is 
committed by any person, partnership, company, or corporation who 
violates the same by assisting, encouraging, or soliciting the prohibited 
ee or, a8 in another section, in any manner whatsoever prepay - 

ng the aaah partion or assisting in or encouraging the importation of 
the prohibi i Now, the case which the Senator puts is that 
of the principal himee himself hiding under an irresponsible party. The rail- 
road corporation or the mining corporation sending an agent abroad is 
itself really the principal, and so is reached under this statute with 
equal penalties, at least as an accessory, an aider, an abettor, an assister; 
it is the same and to the extent of a thousand dol- 
lars for each individual thus brought here and thus hired. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can there be an accessory to an action, such as is 

provided for in the third section of this bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. It may not be precisely an accessory in the strict tech- 
nical definition in criminal law, because I believe there are none such 
in misdemeanors, for there all are princi ipals. I speak of an aider, an 
assister, an abettor, an incitor, an inducer as descriptive of the thing. 

Mr. BUTLER. ee enn S 

Mr. BLAIR. By suing the corporation if it is responsible ard re- 
covering @ thousand dollars a head for each person brought here. 

Mr. BUTLER. The corporation has made no contract in viols tion 
of the terms of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the corporation has sent the agent abroad to make 
it; it is the aider, the inducer, the abettor, in fact the prime mover, 
and so is reached by the bill. 

One more difficulty with this bill, permit me to say here, is that 
those who criticise its know very little of it. This is a 
good bill, with a few exceptions might have been stricken out by 
any schoolmaster, it not exactly all the 
way bat i is bil that reaches this evi, sa 1 seeds Ss oo 
closely — t out so well, punishes it so certainly, and extirpates it 
seme, it becomes a law, that many men are, ‘think, fighting it 
wy tatinadion. Now, take the Senator’s own amendment which he 
sooenee It is an amendment open to the objection which he makes 
to thi 
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Mr. BUTLER. I should like the Senator to point it out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will endeavor to do so when I am done answering 
questions that may be propounded by the Senator himself. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad indeed to have it pointed out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall be glad to point it out. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
the Senator makes. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will take my time to do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Taking the assertion of the advocates of this bill | 
that they are really anxious to prevent what is said to be an evil, it | 
has occurred to me that this bill offered a premium upon its very face 
for its own violation. The amendment which I have drawn makes it 
a misdemeanor for the alien or foreigner himself to come. Not only 
that, but the second section provides that if any person—not a corpora- 
tion, corporations are represented by persons—if any person represent- 
ing a corporation makes a contract with any alien or aliens, foreigner 
or foreigners, beyond the limits or jurisdiction of the United States, 
and brings those aliens and foreigners within the limits of the United 
States in pursuance of that agreement, he is liable on the criminal side 
of the court, and he is reached in that way; but this bill as it stands 
reaches nobody. It is and will be found to be whenever the attempt 
is made to enforce it absolutely inoperative, I predict, and in its opera- 
tions a sham and a pretense, for the reason I have stated; it has no pen- 
alty whatever which can reach anybody and which may not be evaded 
at any moment. It will be evaded, because a premium is offered in the 
bill itself for doing so. 

It seems to me that this body of legislators before it places a bill upon 
the statute-book, after a solemn, deliberate discussion such as this has 
had, should so frame it that it shall at least be clear to some of us who 
are, I admit, more obtuse than the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and very far inferior to him in legal ability; but inasmuch as we 
have to vote upon the bill, I submit that it is quite competent that I 
should make the inquiry, he having charge of the measure, in order 
that he might explain some defects which as it appears to me exist in it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment, if it is in order, 
to the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. Probably he 
will accept it if it is in order, as I presume it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move to amend by adding as an additional 
section: 

Sec, —. That it shall be unlawful for any person, corporation, company, firm, 
or association of persons to employ, pay for, or accept the services in any busi- 
ness or occupation of any alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, who may emi- 

to or come into the United States to perform service or labor without a 

purpose of acquiring a permanent residence in and becoming citizens of 
the United States. Every person offending against the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction in any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction shall forfeit and pay a fine of $500. 

I understand the professed object of this bill to be to protect Amer- 
ican labor. There is no provision in the bill as drawn which in my 
opinion will operate to the protection of American labor. I under- 
stand there are a large number of the operatives in New England, and 
also in the pine forests of Michigan and Wisconsin, and also a large 
number of persons engaged in the manufacture of cigars in the South- 
ern States, especially in Florida, and some perhaps engaged in fruit- 
growing in that section of the country, who come here to labor, not for 
the purpose of becoming permanent citizens, but simply to operate here 
as laborers, thus depriving American laborers of the occupations that 
they otherwise would be entitled to. 

It is to meet that condition of affairs that I have offered this amend- 
ment. The mill-owners of New England, as I understand, employ 
Canadians, who come there not for the purpose of residing in New Eng- 
land, not for the purpose of remaining there permanently, and by giv- 
ing them employment oust the laborers of New England from the fac- 
tories because they can secure the Canadian laborer cheaper. I think 
if we are going to protect American labor we ought to adopt some 
measure that will have that effect. I have offered this amendment 
making it an offense against the law to give employment or to accept 





the service of any alien or foreigner who may come to this country, not 
for the purpose of forming a permanent residence, but simply for the 

of operating as a laborer, who thus deprives our American la- 
I have offered 
If the object and purpose of this bill 
really be to protect American labor, I think the amendment is more 


Ccommal the employment they otherwise would have. 
the amendment for that purpose. 


efficient for that purpose than any provision in the bill. 
Mr. BUTLER. I 


ment, so as to make the third section offered by me the fourth. 
the Senator will permit me I will make that suggestion. 


e. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BUTLER. AsI understand, the amendment of the Senator from 
The 


Delaware names penalties different from those in my amendment. 
first section of the amendment I have offered provides— 


That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any alien 
or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, coming to this country under a contract or 


I wish to know wherein it is liable to the criticism | | 











that the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware would properly come in as the third section of my amend- 


If 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware ac- 





agreement to labor, to land upon the shores of the I ed Siates 


and any alien 


or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, so landing after the passage of this act shall 
be deemed to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof in any 
district court of the United States, shall be; ished by eorimprisonment, or 
both, at the discretion of the cou not to i $100 or twelve months 
imprisonment 

I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if there is any doubt, if there 


In other 


+ Bi : 
tO tell me ul 


is any obscurity, about that provision of my amendment? 
words, I should like the Senator from New Hampshire 


there would be any difficulty in a prosecuting oflicer, a marshal or 


deputy marshal, being able to enforce that pro ym of law It is per- 
fectly clear, perfectly distinct. It is claimed by those who advocate 


this bill that the sole object of it is to exclude 
eign labor, labor brought here under 
then the officer of the law would have 


s called servile for- 


that 


what 
contract It 


is the objex t 


no diffienlty wh 





atever in laying 

his hand on any man who violated this provision rhere is no ambi 
guity about it. It is distinct. It has its penalties. Its penalties ca: 
be enforced. It seems to me there can be no doubt about that 

The second section provides for one class of persons who would vio 
late law, to wit, the aliens and foreigne That section rea 

That any person or persons who shall contract with any alien tlie: 
eigner or foreigners, beyond the limits or jurisdiction ofthe United States, to labo 
within said limits or jurisdiction, previous to said alien or aliens, foreigner o: 
foreigners, becoming citizens or residents of the United States, and shall bring 
or cause to be brought such laborers within the limits of the United States in 
pursuance of said contract to labor, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeano 
and, upon conviction thereof in a court of competent jurisdiction, shall be pu 
ished by fine or imprisonment, or both, at the discretion of the court, not to ex 
ceed $2,000 fine and two years’ imprisonment 

I should like the Senator from New Hampshire to tell me whethe 


there is any ambiguity about that language. The honorable Senato 

says it appears to be framed with a view of not fixing responsibility 
upon corporations and upon manufacturing establishments. Unless | 
am very much misinformed these corporations and establishments act 
through agents upon whom the officer of the law would have not the 
slightest difficulty in laying his hand if they violate it 

So with the amendment of the honorable Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. SAULSBURY] which I have accepted. It provides a penalty and 
a punishment for a violation of this proposed law, that is to say, if the 
object of the bill is to prevent and exclude contract labor. As it is, 
in my judgment, it is absolutely inoperative and useless for any such 
purpose. 

We have heard so much froth (and I do ne 1at in any disre- 
spectful sense) about the protection of American labor that it is ab- 
solutely getting to be nauseating to me. American labor out 
of whose pocket we annually wring $35,000,000 in violation of morals! 
When American labor clamors for recognition by Congress we provide a 
bureau of labor, as we did last year. I should like to know how many 
pounds of bread and meat, how much clothing, how much fuel, and 
how much protection from the weather that Labor Bureau is going to 
furnish to the American laborer. How much has it furnished? How 
much will itfurnish? The laborers literally ask for bread and we have 
given them a stone, and we propose to give them another in this bill it 
it passes. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There is a scorpion in it 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from Delaware suggests that there is a 
scorpion in the bill; I think it very likely. My objection to the bill 
in the shape in which it is as it came from the committee is that it pre- 
tends todo something and really and practically does nothing except 
to throw a sop to Cerberus, to pat the American laborer on the head by 
giving him a bill which amounts to nothing. Because some Knight ot 
Labor has telegraphed or has petitioned some Senator or Member ot 
Congress, we throw him this taffy to satisfy the clamor of the American 
laborer, giving him a sham when he wants something real, giving him 

| a biH which has nothing in it, instead of putting back 
| 


wv ti 


t say ti 


Protect 


into his pocket 


the eighty-five millions annually which we take from his pocket, and 
in that way furnish him employment. 

Eighty-five million dollars in ten years would accumulate an enor- 
mous sum of money, and yet we are told that we protect the American 


laborer by taking $85,000,000 annually out of his pocket, and robbing 
his wife and his children of the necessaries of life in so doing; and 
when the demand is made upon Congress for relief we come in and 
with a sham and pretense like this say that that satisfies the demand 
of the American laborer and protects him against being underbid by 
imported pauper labor and servile labor, as it has been termed 

If we are going to do that, let us doit. I will go as far as the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire or any other Senator in an honest effort to 
protect American labor from the invasion of pauper or servile labor 
frém China, Hungary, or anywhere else, but I do not intend if I know 
myself to vote for a measure which will be as inoperative as a blank 
piece of paper. I will submit to the candid judgment of any lawyer 
the premium that it offers in its own provisions for a violation 
law. I submit that we have no right as legislators to do that 

Hence it iS that in good faith I have presented to the Senator from 
New Hampshire and those who think with him a measure about which 
there is no ambiguity or doubt. If there is, and he will point it out, I 
can assure that Senator I will accept any suggestion of amendment to 
make the provisions more clear; but I submit that under any fair crit- 
icism by any candid lawyer, or by any candid officer of the Government, 
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he would not have the slightest difficulty in enforcing the provision of 
the amendment which I have offered asa substitute for the bill. I am 


frank to say, I think it has been improved by the amendment of the |- 


honorable Senator from Delaware, about which there is as little am- 
biguity and doubt; and if the honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
will go with me in the direction which he has indicated, according to 
the intention of the committee and those who support the bill, I will 
take two steps to every one that he takes toward protecting American 
labor against what is said to be an intrusion by the pauper labor of 
Europe. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from South Carolina will pardon me if in 
listening to his somewhat unaccustomed réle of the special friend of 
American labor I feel reminded of the proverb that it is well to beware 
of the Greeks when they come bearing gifts. I have examined his 
amendment with a suspicion that he might nat be from the very bot- 
tom of his soul the most anxious to conserve the purpose of this bill. 
I am very glad, for I know him to be a sincere gentleman, that he is 
in earnest; but it would have taken the positive assurances which he 
has made upon the floor of the Senate to convince me of it. As it is 
now, I am satisfied that he is sincere, but that he is mistaken in the 
character of the effort which he has made, and it is not calculated to 
carry out his real purpose, which is the success of this movement to 
prevent the introduction of contract labor into this country. 

I think that this has been a somewhat unfortunate bill. In the first 
place it came to us from the House of Representatives, as I know and 
as the Senate knows, almost unanimously indorsed, without regard to 
party, from that end of the Capitol 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to refer to the ac- 
tion of the other House. 

Mr. BLAIR. I refer to it tocompliment it. Is it improper to speak 
language complimentary of the action of the House? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would lead to the right of 
other Senators to speak exactly the reverse of the action of the House 
of Representatives, and neither is in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. That I would object to. But the bill is here.. The 
Senator from South Carolina seems to understand that it originated 
with the Committee on Education and Labor of the Senate. He must 
understand that it comes from that committee precisely as it went to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will certainly pardon me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr, BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me. 
two minutes more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
declines to yield and must not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not asking to interrupt him without his con- 
tent, if the Chair pleases. I was simply in the act of taking my seat. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina is 
not in order in interrupting the Senator from New Hampshire without 
his consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
now yields to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am very much obliged to the Senator and much 
obliged to the Chair. I simply wanted to say to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I did not state that the bill originated with the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and I did not state where it originated 
because I had no right under the rules of the Senate to refer to the place 
where it originated. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
anyway. 


I have but 


The REcorD will settle all this. It is ae 
T was about to say further that the bill having been subjected 
in the first instance to a variety of verbal criticisms which it survived, 
it has latterly been subjected to an indefinite number of speeches made 
against it by those who profess to be and are its friends, and who say to 


us that they will vote for it. Therefore it becomes unnecessary for me 
to reply to the elaborate speech of the honorable Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERson]. I am satisfied if he gives his vote for the 
bill, although he has contrived to speak against it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I decline to yield unless I can have unanimous consent 
to make up the time. 

Mr. RANSOM and others. Unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
declines to yield. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will have 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well, then, I shall have no objection to hearing 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For what does the Senator from New 
Hampshire ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. BLAIR. That I may have by unanimous consent all the time 
of which I am deprived by these interruptions. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator can not have my consent unless he 
will refrain from misstating facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey can 
not interrupt the Senator from New Hampshire without his consent. 
He declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not propose to misstate facts, and the Recorp 
will show whether I have done so. 

The first section of the amendment of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina provides forthe punishment of this poor, miserable, ignorant, creat- 
ure, who, not knowing our laws, not knowing the laws of his own 
country, unacquainted with our language, comes here under contract. 
How is he to know that he is committing an offense? It is impossible 
that he should know that he is committing a crime, and it would be a 
crime against the laws of a foreign country even if he knew the nature 
of the act which he was committing. Is he then to be taken on his 
arrival in this country and subjected to a fine not exceeding $1,000, or 
twelve months’ imprisonment? It is not imprisonment less than twelve 
months, but twelve months atleast. Anabsolute provision is proposed 
to imprison to the extent of twelve months this poor, ignorant man 
who is the victim of the shysters and the capitalists who perpetrate this 
wrong upon him. 

Then how are we to enforce our own bill? Whereare we to get our 
power? When the man comes here and is informed of the nature of 
the transaction to which he has been subjected, of theslavery to which 
he has been committed, he becomes a witness. We even give him the 
privilege of suing to recover damages for the wrong which has been 
perpetrated upon him. If our law proposes to shut him up in prison 
as soon as he gets here, how are we to obtain our evidence? That pro- 
vision of itself would render the measure utterly inoperative. 

Take the second section of the Senator’s amendment. The second 
section reaches a pertion of what is comprised in the second and third 
sections of the bill itself, but it is more narrow. It does not reach the 
case where an American contracts with another American who makes 
his contract with a party abroad—the irresponsible American, the Sena- 
tor spoke to me about in his supposed casea little while ago. It leaves 
the way open to contract with an irresponsible American and send him 
abroad to perpetrate this evil. There are a great many other things I 
could mention. It does not make the contractitself void. It does not 
reach the man who knowingly brings the laborer here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair begs leave to inform the 
Senator from New Hampshire, only as a matter of information, for there 
is no rule which terminates debate, that the hour of 2 o’clock has ar- 
rived. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
New Hampshire may have five minutes, or ten minutes if he desires. 

Mr. BLAIR. Five minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object unless the privilege is extended all around 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 
force the understandings of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not to keep the floor in violation of the 

ing. I had ing further to say, except as to the sugges- 

tions of the Senator from Delaware and a few more words in reference 
to amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


the 
‘Phe PRESIDENT 
amendmen proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. But- 


t y 
LER] as modified by him on the suggestion of the Senator from Dele- 
ware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 
Mr. MORGAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The on and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the amendment may be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read as 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and to insert: : 


That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any alien 
or aliens, foreigner or coming to this country under a contract or 
agreement to labor, to land upon the shores of the United States; and any alien 
or aliens, or foreigners, so landing eo ee ee enall 
be deemed to ly of © eeeeernetnrs aa week os f in any 
district court of nited States, shall be punished b ee of Tneatisenmen’ 
or both, at the discretion of the court, not to exceed $1,000 fine or twelve months’ 
im it. 


men 
.2. That an or who shall contract with any alien or aliens, 
ne Wid the limits or jurisdiction of the United States, 
limits or jurisdiction, previous to said alien or aliens, for- 
citizens or residents of the U 


The Senator 
The Chair does not en- 


or 
of uiring a permanent residence in and becom citize 
States.” + against the provision of this section 
conviction in any court of competent 











Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent any citizen 

of c= forei comer temporarily residing in the United States, either in pri- 

Saitek enmpal y, from engaging, under contract or otherwise, persons 

not wet vesthouss or ——_ ‘of the United tes to act as private secretaries, serv- 

ants, or domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the United States 

as aforesaid ; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person or per- 

sons, partnership, or ace from engaging, under contract or agreement, 

= wkmen in foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in 

any new Sndesies 2 not at present established in the United States: Pro- 

That ? skilled labor for that a can not be otherwise obtained ; nor 

shall the provisions of this act app po gretvenional actors, lecturers, or singers; 

Provided, That nothing in this act Shal be construed as prohibiting any indi- 

vidual from assisting any member of his family or any relative to migrate from 
Looueeny to the United States. 

wane. 5. 5. aes — or parts of laws conflicting herewith be, and the same 


w The he PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
——— on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

er to call the roll. 

Mn ALLISON (when his name was called). On these questions gen- 
erally I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 
Ido not know how he would vote on the amendment, and therefore 
I refrain from voting. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on this and all other questions 
relative to the bill. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). My colleague 
Mr. HoAR} is paired upon this question with the Senator from Texas 
Mr. CoKE|. My colleague, if here, would vote against the pending 

ent. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. I should vote 
‘‘vea’’ if I were not 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I refrain from voting on this question. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am generally paired 
with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN]. I do not see his 
colleague [Mr. CULLOM] on the floor. I do not know how the senior 
Senator from Ilinois, with whom I am paired, would vote on this ques- 
tion, so I shall not vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name wascalled). My colleague 
(Mr. SABrN] is paired on this subject with the Senator from West Vir- 

{[Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIpDLEBERGER]; otherwise I should vote 

yea.”’ 

The roli-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
14, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—l4. 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Saulsbury, Williams, 
a Harris, Slater, 
d, Maxey, Vance, 
NAYS—36. 
Aldrich, Frye, Jonas, Pike, 
r, George, Lapham, Platt, 

: Gorman, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Brown, Groome, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mahone, Sewell, 

q Hawley, Miller of N.Y., Sherman, 
Cullom, Hill, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Morrill, Vest, 
Edmunds, Jackson, Palmer, Wilson. 


ABSENT—26. 


Allison, Coke, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 

‘ Colquitt, Kenna, Ransom, 
Beck, Iph, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Call, Farley, Logan, Sabin, 
Camden, Hale, , Manderson, Walker. 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Miller of Cal., 

Chace, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BLAIR. I wish to have a verbal amendment made that has 
my attention untilnow. In section 2, line 4, I move to strike 
out the words ‘doing business within the United States.” Those 
words should be stricken out in order that the bill may include corpo- 
rations and partnerships abroad as well as in this country. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I gave notice of an amendment to strike out the 
words “‘or singers,’’ in section 5, line 15. I think the worst form of 
tyranny is found in the case of the Italian children who are brought 
over here and who go about our streets singing, and who are whipped 

every night when they go home if they do not bring in a certain sum 
orn money. I donot want to have the bill so framed that its prohibition 
will not apply to that class of cases. 

Mr. B The clause refers to professional singers. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York + will be reported. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 5, line 15, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ or singers;’’ so as to read: 

Nor shall the of 1 fessional actors or lecturers, 
The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. LAPHAM. I gave notice of a motion to amend the third sec- 
tion so as to exclude from it the moiety provision, with a view of taking 
the sense of the Senate upon it. I-understood the occupant of the 
chair at that time to say that I should have to wait until the bill came 
into the Senate, the Senate having refused to strike out the entire sec- 
tion as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole having refused to strike out section 3, it will not be in order to 
strike out any part of it until the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. [shall reserve that amendment until the bill is 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Insection 5, line 14, after the word ‘‘actors,’’ I move 
to insert the word ‘“‘artists;’’ so as to read: 

Nor shall the provisions of this act apply to professional actors, artists, lect- 
urers, or singers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Insection5, line 14, before the word ‘‘ professional,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ artisans; ’’ so as to read: 

Nor shall the provisions of this act apply to artisans, professional actors, artists, 
ecturers, &c. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GROOME. In section 5, line 2, after the word “‘ citizen,’’ I 
move to insert the words ‘‘ or subject;’’ so as to read: 

That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent any citizen or sub- 
ject of any foreign country temporarily residing in the United States, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I nowoffer the amendment to section 3 which I sent 
to the Secretary’s desk. I offer the amendment simply for the purpose 
of taking the sense of the Senate as to whether the provision relating 

to moieties shall be retained in the bill. We have in the main abol- 
ished all our laws in regard to moieties because we regard them as 
temptations to perjury. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BLAIR. Justa moment. Of course that is contrary to our un- 
derstanding that there was to be no further debate. I hope, unless the 
| Senator feels that it is necessary to do that which ought to be permitted 
to bring out a reply, he will notdiscuss the amendment. He discussed 

| it when he first suggested the amendment. 
| Mr. LAPHAM. I do not wish to speak out of order, of course. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not out of order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have said in substance all I wanted to say. I 
should like to have the amendment adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be read. 

TheCnrerCLerRK. Insection3, line 12, afterthe word ‘‘ recovered,’’ 
it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ by the United States or;’’ so as to 
read: 

Shall forfeit and pay for every such offense the sum of $1,000, which may be 
sued for and recovered by the United States or by any person who shal! first 
bring his action therefor, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. [Putting the question. ] 
The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like the amendment to be again stated and 
the section read as it will be if the amendment is put in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 
ported. The section will be first read as it now stands, then the amend- 
ment, then the section as it would stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3 of the bill, as follows: 

That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act the 
person, se company, or corporation violating the same, by assisting, 
encouraging, or soliciting the migration or importation of any alien or aliens, 
foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or the District of 
Columbia, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agreement, 
express or implied, parol or special, with such alien or aliens, foreigner or for- 
eigners, previous to becoming residents or citizens of the U nited State 8, shall 
forfeit and pay for every such offense the sum of $1,000, which may be su ed for 
and recovered by any person who shal! first bring his action therefor, including 
any such alien or foreigner who may be a party to any such contract or agree- 
ment, as debts of like amount are now recovered in the circuit courts of the 
United States ; the one-half or moiety of said sum to be paid to the person bring- 
ing suit to recover the same, and the remaining half or moiety into the Treasury 
of the United States; and separate suits may be brought for each alien or for- 
eigner being a party to such contract or agreement aforesaid. 

Mr. PLATT. I rise to an inquiry as to the amendment. I under- 
stood the Senator from New York to say that he proposed an amend- 
ment which related to the moiety clause of the bill. The amendment 
which has been read does not seem to be such an amendment. I do 
not understand it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair heard the Senator from 





New York as the Senator from Connecticut did, but the Chair under-, 


stood at the desk that the Senator from New York gave notice of two 
amendments, the first of which is the amendment now reported, which 


is to be followed by the amendment which the Chair understood him! 


to indicate in regard to moieties. 
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Mr. LAPHAM. There aretwoamendments. The first is necessary 
in order to make the second of any advantage. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator says this ismecessary in order to make the 
next amendment of anyadvantage. I do not want the section rendered 
entirely inoperative, and hope the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuier CLERK. In section 3, line 12, afterthe word ‘‘ recovered,”’ 
it 7 proposed to insert the words *‘ by the United States or;’’ so as to 
read: 


Which may be sued for and recovered by the United States, or by any person 
who shall first bring his action therefor. 
So that the section when amended will read: 


Sec. 3. That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act, 
the person, pyenene. company, or corporation violating the same, by assist- 
ing, encouraging, orsoliciting the migration or importation of any alien oraliens. 
foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or the District of 
Columbia, to perform labor or service of any kind under contract or agreement, 
express or implied, parol or special, with such alien or aliens, foreigner or for- 
eigners, previous to becoming residents or citizens of the United States, shall 
forfeit and Pay for every such offense the sum of $1,000, which may be sued for 
and recove by the United States or by any person who shall first bring his 
action therefor, including any such alien or foreigner who may be a party toany 
such contract or agreement, as debts of like amount are now reco in the 
ctreuit courts of the United States; the one-half or moiety of said sum to be paid 
to the person bringing suit to recover the same, and the remaining half or moiety 
into the Treasury of the United States; and separate suits may be brought for 
each alien or foreigner being a party to such contract or agreement aforesaid. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Now, if the Secretary will read the second amend- 
ment I offered, the Senate will see precisely how the section will read 
if the amendments are adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Secre- 
tary will report the amendment intended to be proposed by the Sena- 
tor from New York following the one now pending. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 16, after the word ‘‘ States,’’ 
strike out all down to and including the word “‘ moiety,’’ in line 18, as 
follows: 

The one-half or moiety of said sum to be paid to the person bringing suit to 
recover the same, and the remaining half or moiety— 

And insert: 

The proceeds to be paid. 

So as to read: 


Who shall first bring his action therefor, including any such alien or foreigner 
who may be a party to any such contract or agreement, as debts of like amount 
are now recovered in the circuit court of the United States, the proceeds to be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last amendment has been read 
for information. The pending question is on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New York which was first read. 

Mr. CALL. Let the amendment be read again. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 3, line 12, after the word ‘‘ recov- 
ered,’’ insert ‘‘ by the United States or;’’ so as to read: 

Which may be sued for and recovered by the United States or by any person 
who shall first bring his action therefor. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New York says it is part of the 
next amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 25, noes 14. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think this is a vital matter, and I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam rather inclined to vote for the amendment un- 
less some statement can be made here showing that it would in any 
way impair the efficiency of the bill. It seems to meon the first blush 
that it makes the bill better, that it multiplies the opportunities for 
prosecutions for a-violation of the terms of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I insist on the rule, or else that there shall be free 
debate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire who has charge of the bill state his objection to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is debate in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate isin order. The Chair has 
no power to enforce the understandings of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have an understanding, however. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an understanding, but the 
Chair has no power under the rules to enforce an > 

Mr. BLAIR. It seems a little hard that the understanding can 
enforced against the bill, and is violated whenever the bill is attacked. 
I am going to live up tothe understanding, but I would as lief the bill 
should be beaten now as that this sortof thing should be continued in 
this way, as I know about the bill and I know where it will reach. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York, on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Not knowing how he would 
vote, I shall not vote. 


Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to state that my colleague (Mr. Hoar} is 
paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] upon the bill and 
amendments. I do not know how my colleague would vote on this 
amendment. Has the Senator from Texas any knowledge on that 
point ? 

Mr. COKE. I have already announced the pair, I will state to the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr.CALL. Iam requested by my colleague (Mr. Jones, of Florida] 
to announce his pair with the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. MANbEx- 
SON ] and to state that he is detained from the Senate by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—39. 
Bayard, Edmunds, Hawley, Morrill, 
Brown, Fair, Hill, Palmer, 
Butler, Frye, Ingalls, Plumb, 

i, Garland, Jonas, Pugh, 
Camden, Gibson, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Chace, Groome, Lapham, Slater, 
Cockrell, Hale, McMillan, Vest, 
Conger, Hampton, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Harris, Mitchell, Williams. 
Dolph, Harrison, - Morgan, 

NAYS—16. 

Allison, George, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Blair, Jackson, Pike, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Lamar, Piatt, Vance. 
Dawes, McPherson, Sabin, Van Wyck. 

ABSENT—21. 
Aldrich, Farley, Mahone, Sherman, 
Beck, Gorman, Manderson, Walker, 
Bowen, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Wilson. 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Logan, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I now ask consideration of the other amendment 
which I have sent to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 16, after the word ‘‘States,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out the words— 

The one-half or moiety of said sum to be paid to the person bringing suit to 
recover the same, and the remaining half or moiety. 

And to insert— 

The proceeds to be paid. 

So as to read: 

Shall forfeit and pay for every such offense the sum-of $1,000, which may be 
sued for and recovered by the United States or by any person who shall first 
bring his action therefor, including any such alien or foreigner who may be a 
party to any such contract or agreement, as debts of like amount are now recov- 
ered in the circuit courts of the United States,the proceeds to be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] whois temporarily absent. 
Not knowing how he would vote upon this amendment, I shall refrain 
from voti 

Mr. W ER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 39, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—39. : 
es Ble <= ei ee 
> ° , eton, 

Beck, Frye, Jonas, Ransom, 
pave. Garland, Kenna, | na 

utler, Gibson, toca. wyer, 
Call, Groome, MeMillan, Slater, 
Camden, Hale, Maxey, Vest, 
Chace, Ham » Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, i. a Williams, 
Conger, Harrison, . 

NAYS-—15. 
Biair, Jackson, Piatt, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Lamar, Plamb, Vance, 
Edmunds, McPherson, Pugh, Van Wyck. 
George, Miller of N. Y., Sabin, 
ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Riddieberger, 
Bowen, Farley, n, Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman Mahone, Walker, 
Coke, Hill, Manderson, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Hoar, Miller of Cal., 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend section 3 as it now stands, limiting 
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all rights of action to the United States, but imposing no duty upon 
the United States to prosecute the action—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; it does not limit it to the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, practically. I move to add to section 3: 

And it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the proper district to prose- 
cute every such suit at the expense of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. MORGAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

eer and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were 
here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I think from the vote 
of my friend from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] I should probably vote against 
his colleague [Mr. LoGan], if he were here. Ishall not vote. I should 
vote *‘nay,’’ if the Senato: from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—43. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Kenna, Platt, 
Allison, Frye, Lamar, Piumb, 
Biair, George, Lapham, Pugh, 
Butler, Gibson, MeMillan, Sabin, 
Call, Hale, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Camden, . Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Chace, Hill, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Ingalis, Morrill, Vest, 
Cullom, Jackson, Palmer, Wilson. 

; Jonas, Pike, 

NAYS—1L5. 
Bayard, Garland, Maxey, Vance, 
Beck, roome, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brown, Hampton, Pendleton, Williams, 
Pair, Harris, Saulsbury, 

ABSENT—13. 

Bowen, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, tiddleberger, 
Cameron ofPa., Farley, Logan, Slater, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Mahone, Walker. 
Coke, Hoar, Manderson, 
Colquitt, Jonesof Florida, Ransom, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GROOME. In section 2, line 7, the words ‘‘ of any kind,’’ after 
the word ‘‘person,’’ seem to have no place. I therefore move to strike 
them out; so as to read: 


Or having reference to the performance of service or labor by any person in 
the United States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was to. 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have a verbal transposition made of | 


the words ‘“‘service or labor’’ in the sixth line of the second section, 
80 as to read “labor or service."’ That would be altogether more po- 
etic, while the other phrase savors rather of blank verse. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, in section 
2, line 6, to strike out the words ‘‘service or labor’’ and to insert the 
words ‘‘labor or service;’’ so as to read: 

Or having reference to the performance of labor or service by any person in 
the United States, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘‘by,’’ I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘assisting, eneouraging, or soliciting the migra- 
tion or’’ and to insert the word ‘‘the;’’ so as to read: 


For every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this act, the person, 
partnership, company, or corporation violating the same by the importation of 
any alien or aliens, &c. 


The words I move to strike out do not describe any offense so defi- 
nitely as to justify the punishment of a person by a fine of a thousand 
dollars. The fact as to what will constitute encouraging or soliciting 
migration is too indefinite for an act that imposes a penalty of a thou- 
sand doilars. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Remarks are not in order, so I simply make a mo- 
tion to refer the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary with instruc- 
tions to report not later than the 20th instant a bill that shall more 
effectually reach the ends aimed at. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary with in- 
structions to report not later than the 20th instant a bill effectuating 
the provided for in the bill as amended. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 


17. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The and nays were ordered. 


Mr. WLEY. My exact language was ‘‘that shall more effectu- 
reach the ends aimed at.’’ 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
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his language. The motion of the Senator from Connecticut will be read 
when it is reduced to writing 

The motion having been reduced to writing 
follows: 


the Chief Clerk read as 


That the bill be referred to the Committee « 
to report not later than the 20th instant a b 
the ends really aimed at 

The PRESIDENT pro i The question is on agreeing to the 
motion, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 

Mr. RANSOM (when¢his name was called If the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. LoGaN], with whom I am paired, were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But for my pair with the Senator from Florida 
{[Mr. Jones] I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 41; as follows 


om the Judiciary with instructions 
il that shall more effectually reach 


mpore, 


I am paired with the Sen 


YEAS—15. 
Bayard, Groome, Hawley, Saulsbury 
Butler, Hale Maxey, Vance, 
Garland, Hampton, Morgan Williams 
Gibson, Harris, Pendleton 

NAYS—41 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lapham, Sabin 
Blair, Frye, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Bowen, George, McPherson, Sewell, 
Brown, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cali, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mitchell, Vest, 
Chace, Ingalls, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Conger, Jackson, Palmer Wilson. 
Cullom, Jonas Platt, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb 
Dolph, Kenna, Pugh, 

ABSENT—20. 

Allison, Coke Jones of Florida Pike, 
Beck, Colquitt, Lamar, Ransom 
Camden, Fair, Logan, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa., Fariey, Mahone, Slater, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Manderson, Walker 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is, Shall the 
amendments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time’ 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bili to be read 


| a third time. 


| 





rts pr 


. “ah 
The Senator wiil send to the Chair | Hampton, 


The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill having been read three times 
the question is, Shall it pass ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). Iam paired on this bill 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. HoAR’s name was called). My colleague 
{Mr. HoAR] is paired upon this bill with the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
CoKE]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones]. If he were here, I should vote 
for the bill. 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. Believing that 
he would vote in the affirmative, as I would, I therefore vote. I vote 
ae 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LOGAN], but I am informed by his colleague that he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
I vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague [Mr. Cameron, of Pennsylvania] 
has been absent some days on account of illness. He is paired with 
the Senator from California{Mr. FARLEY]. If he were present, I have 
no doubt my colleague would vote *‘ yea.’’ 


The result was announced—yeas 50, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—D. 
Aldrich, Fair, Lamar, Pugh, 
Allison, Frye, lapham, Ransom, 
Blair, George, McMillan, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gibson, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Brown, Gorman, Mahone, Sewell, 
Call, Hale. Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Camden, Harris, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis Harrison, Mitchell, Vest, 
Chace, Ingalls, Morrili, Voorhees, 
Conger, Jackson, Palmer Walker, 
Cullom, : Jonas, Pike Wilson. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Platt 
Dolph, Kenna, Plumb, 

NAY3— 
Butler, Hawley, Morgan Vance 
jroome, Maxey, Saulsbury, Williams. 
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ABSENT—17. 


Hoar, 
Jones of Florida, 


Bayard, 
Beck, 
Cameron of Pa., 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the bill be printed as it has passed the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
print. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED). 


The bill (H. R. 577) te donate a cemetery site on the public lands to 
the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R, 7305) for the relief of Christopher Schaefnocker was 
= twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

The bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hours and fifteen minutes 


spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


Colquitt, 
Edmunds, 
Parley, 
Garland, 
Hill, 


Riddleberger, 
Slater. 


Manderson . 
Pendleton, 


The question is on the motion to 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 18, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

LOCK. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. : 


Prayer by Rev. Dr. J. J. Bur- | 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WoopWARD, for this day, on important business. 
To Mr. MAysury, for this day, on account of sickness. 


SELMA, ROME AND DALTON LAND GRANT. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report from 
the Committee on Public Lands, and I desire to explain that I do not 
send a copy of any bill to be read, as is usual in such cases, for the rea- 
son that the matter to which this report relates is embodied in some 
half-dozen bills, and there are also other matters embraced in the bills. 
It is an adverse report relating to the Selma, Rome and Dalton land 
grant, and it covers the bills H. R. 179, 182, 292, 7686, and 188, so far 
as they relate to said grant. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What does the gentleman desire done? 

Mr. OATES. I desire that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the matter reported w as embraced in those 
bills, that the bills be laid on the table, and that the report be ordered 


printed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is so ordered. 


RUPERT G. HILL. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I stated yesterday evening that the 
Committee on Military Affairs, upon erroneous information, had made 
a favorable report in the case of Rupert G. Hill, and asked that it should 
be withdrawn. It should also have been stated that the Committee af 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and that together with the report it should 
be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. It should be 
shown that the bill and report were recommitted to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair remembers that such was 
the order made by the House, and the correction will be made. 


UNPAID JUDGMENTS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, itting a list of unpaid judgments ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims and ing an appropriation for 
their payment; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. W. KER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, ing a letter from the First 
troller, relating to an riation to W. W. Ker for services 
the star-route cases; which was to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN T. MALO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the , transmitting estimates from the Secretary 
of the Interior of an appropriation to reimburse John F’. Malo for serv- 
ices in maintaining Indian schools; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MOVABLE TORPEDOES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an increased estimate from the 
Secretary of War of an appropriation for movable torpedoes. 


WATERTOWN ARSENAL, MASSACHUSETTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of an appropriation 
from the Secretary of War to perfect the sanitary condition of Water- 
town arsenal, Massachusetts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SALARIES FOR COURT OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting a letter from United States District At- 
torney Waddel, asking the passage of a bill providing salaries instead of 
fees for court officers; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF MINT. 


Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, submitted a concurrent resolu- 
tion to print 15,000 copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on 
the production of the precious metals of the United States in 1884; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Printing to submit and ask the immediate consideration of the report 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury transmitting the seventh number of the Statistical Abstract of 
the United States, having duly considered the same, recommend the adoption of 
the following resol ution : . 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the seventh number of 
the Statistical Abstracts of the United States, prepared by the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics, be printed. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I call for the reading of the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on this subject. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1885. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith to the House of Representatives 
the seventh number of the Statistical Abstract of the United States, prepared 
under my direction by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics. 

This abstract embraces tables in regard to finance, coin , commerce, immi- 
gration, tonnage, and navigation, the postal service, public lands, population, 
education, railroads, agriculture, and mining. 

Very respectfully, 


To the SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 332) to print the seventh number of 
the Statistical Abstract of the United States was read three times, and 


H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OFFICIAL REMOVAL OF UNION SOLDIERS, ETC. 


Mr. MILLARD. In pursuance of the consent already given by the 
House, I present the views of a minority of the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service upon the bill (H. R. 7548) to prohibit the removal 
of any honorably Union soldier, sailor, or marine, or the 
widow or dependent relative of any deceased Union soldier, sailor, or 
marine, from any office in the civil service of the United States, except 
for specified causes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Leave has already been given by the 
House for the presentation of the views of the minority on this subject, 
which will be ordered to be printed with the report of the committee. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour set by the rule 
now at twenty-nine minutes after 11 o’clock. The k will 
report title of the bill coming over from yesterday as unfinished 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1839) for the erection of a public building at Chi.itanooga, Tenn. 
ee es Sone Wee apngy mee 


the third 
Mr. moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to, 
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